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ABSTRACT. In this article, we consider the rolling (or development) of two Riemannian connected manifolds
(M, g) and (M, g) of dimensions 2 and 3 respectively, with the constraints of no-spinning and no-slipping. The
present work is a continuation of [I5], which modelled the general setting of the rolling of two Riemannian
connected manifolds with different dimensions as a driftless control affine system on a fibered space @, with an
emphasis on understanding the local structure of the rolling orbits, i.e., the reachable sets in Q. In this paper,
the state space @ has dimension eight and we show that the possible dimensions of non open rolling orbits
belong to the set {2,5,6,7}. We describe the structures of orbits of dimension 2, the possible local structures
of rolling orbits of dimension 5 and some of dimension 7.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This article studies the model of rolling of two connected and oriented Riemannian manifolds
(M, g) and (M ,g) of dimensions n = 2 and n = 3 respectively, where the rolling is assumed
to be without spinning nor slipping. In the papers [10, 4 [5, 9], such a rolling model is defined
intrinsically in the case where the manifolds have equal dimensions, i.e., n = n > 2 as a
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driftless affine control system: the state space @) (of the rolling of two Riemannian manifolds)
is a bundle space with the typical fiber diffeomorphic to the set of orthogonal maps A between
the tangent spaces of the respective manifolds, and the set of controls corresponding to the set
of absolutely continuous curves on M. The non-spinning and non-slipping conditions translate
respectively into the facts that the image of a vector field parallel to a curve on M by A is
also a vector field parallel to a curve on M and the associated vector fields are the tangent
vectors at the point of contact of manifolds respectively. The (locally) absolutely continuous
curves ¢(-) in @ that verify both the no-slipping and no-spinning conditions are referred to as
the rolling curves and it is shown that they are the tangent curves to a distribution Zx on @)
called the rolling distribution.

The main purpose in these studies consists in understanding the controllability of the control
system using geometric tools. More precisely, one seeks necessary and/or sufficient conditions
controllability of the rolling system expressed in terms of the geometries of M and M. Here
controllability means that, for any pair (g¢init, ¢rina) of points in the state space @), there exists
a rolling curve ¢(-) € @ which steers ¢init t0 ¢fina. Fixing ¢in; in @, the set of the points gfina
is called the reachable set or the orbits from ¢;,;;. In other words, the rolling system is said to
be (completely) controllable if the orbits of such points by the control system are all equal to
the state space Q).

When M and M are two-dimensional, the rolling system is completely controllable if and
only if the manifolds are not isometric, and, if they are, then the dimension of the orbits
is in general equal to 2 or 5 (cf. [I]). As regards the motion planning problem for two-
dimensional manifolds (i.e., finding an effective procedure for the controllability issue), it has
been addressed in [3| 2]. Then, [9] gave complete answers for the controllability question in case
of 3-dimensional manifolds. The authors also established the necessary and sufficient conditions
for the controllability of rolling against manifold of constant curvature (cf. [§]). Furthermore,
the rolling of affine manifolds with not necessarily zero torsion tensors is explained in [I3] and
[14].

In [I1], [6], another case of rolling manifolds is yet addressed. Let M be an affine manifold
of dimension n and A a constant rank distribution on M, i.e., a subbundle of the tangent
bundle T'(M) of M. If one uses H(M) to denote the holonomy group of M, then one can
define Ha(M), the holonomy group with respect to A as the subset of H (M) obtained by
parallel transporting frames of M along a restricted set of absolutely continuous A-horizontal
loops, namely along loops which are tangent (almost everywhere) to the distribution A. One
of the results of [II] says that Ha(M) is a Lie group strictly included in H (M), even if A
is completely controllable, i.e., every pair of points in M can be connected by an absolutely
continuous A-horizontal curve. On the other hand, [6] provides explicit means of computing
these holonomy groups by deriving analogues of Ambrose-Singer and Ozeki theorems.

The present paper deals with the case where M and M have different (low) dimensions n = 2
and n = 3, respectively. The first reference on the subject for general non-equal dimensions n
and 7 (at least in the context of geometric control) is [15], where this problem is recasted as a
control system: definitions of the appropriate state space, rolling distributions, computation of
the main Lie brackets of vector fields tangent to the rolling distribution. In particular, it was
shown in [15] that these Lie brackets can be expressed using the Riemannian curvature tensors
of the considered manifolds. Moreover, if n # n, then the rolling problem is not symmetric
anymore with respect to the order of manifolds. It turns out that several controllability results
are available in the case n > n and 7 — n = 1. In particular, when (n,7n) = (3,2), one shows
that the system is not completely controllable if and only if M is locally isometric to a warped
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product of a real interval and 2- dimensional manifold. However, in the case (n,n) = (2,3),
the situation is much more involved and this is the subject of the present paper. We obtain
only partial results on the controllability issue, most of them of local nature. We prove that
the dimension of a non open rolling orbit belongs to the set {2,5,6,7}. It is equal 2 if and only
if M contains an open neighborhood isometric to a 2-dimensional embedded totally geodesic
submanifold of M. If the dimension of a rolling orbit is equal to 5, then either M contains
a totally geodesic embedded submanifold, or an open neighborhood of M is isometric to a
warped product of a real interval with a two-dimensional Riemannian manifold respectively.
The case where the rolling orbit has dimension 7 may occur when M has constant curvature
and an open neighbourhood of M is isometric to a Riemannian product of a real interval with a
two-dimensional Riemannian manifold. The main open questions remaining are the following:
does there exist examples of rolling orbits of dimension 6 and are there other examples of
7-dimensional rolling orbits?

The paper is structured as follows. We gather the general notations in Section 21 and we
provide the control theoretic framework of the rolling problem in Section [ as well as the
computation of the main Lie brackets tangent to the distribution. The main result of this
paper, Theorem .2 along with notations and conventions specific to the formulation and
proof of it, are given in Section @l The proof of the main result is produced in Sections [l and
[6l and finally, the Appendix lists several computational results useful for the proof.

2. NOTATIONS

In this section, we provide notations and some concepts that will be used throughout this
text. All manifolds are assumed to be finite dimensional and they, along with any maps between
manifolds (such as vector fields) are assumed to be C*°-smooth unless otherwise specified.

A smooth distribution A of constant rank m over a smooth manifold M is a smooth assign-
ment = — Al,, where Al, is a linear subspace of T, M and dim(A|,) = m for every = € M.
Since all the distributions we encounter are smooth and have constant rank, we will simply
call them distributions in the sequel.

An absolutely continuous (a.c. for short) curve v : I — M defined on a nonempty interval
I C R is said to be tangent to A if 4(t) € Al for almost every t € I. For xy € M, the
A-orbit (or the orbit of A) passing through xq, denoted by Oa(zo), is the set of endpoints of
all a.c. curves on M defined on I = [0, 1], tangent to A and starting at z, i.e.,

Oa(zo) :=={v(1) | v:[0,1] = M, a.c. curve tangent to A, v(0) = z}.

A smooth vector field is tangent to a distribution A on M if X|, € A|, for every x € M.

By the Orbit Theorem ([I8]), any A-orbit Oa () is an immersed smooth (and in fact initiaﬂ)
submanifold of M containing xy such that the tangent space T, Oa (), for every z € Oa(z0),
contains Lie,(A), the evaluation at x of the Lie algebra generated by the vector fields tangent
to A. Furthermore, if a smooth distribution A’ on M is a subdistribution of A, i.e., A" C A,
then Oa/(z9) C Oa(xo) for all o € M. We say that A is completely controllable if for every

1 An immersed submanifold N C M is an initial submanifold if for any smooth manifold Z and any smooth
(or continuous) map f : Z — M such that f(Z) C N, the map f viewed as having values in N equipped
with its intrinsic differentiable structure (or topology), f : Z — N, is smooth (or continuous). Note that any
embedded submanifold is initial.
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x € M, we have Ox(x) = M, i.e., if any two points of M can be joined by an a.c. curve
tangent to A.

For any smooth bundle 7 : F — M, where E is the total space, and M the base space
of the bundle, the m-vertical distribution V(w) on E is defined by setting V|, (7) = {Y €
T|,E | m(Y) = 0} for all y € E. Moreover, mrg|y ) : V(m) — M defines a vector subbundle
of mrp: TE — E. lf 7 : E— M and n: F — M are two smooth bundles, we write C*°(m, )
for the set of smooth bundle morphisms, i.e., maps f : £ — F such that no f = 7.

If 7: E — M is a vector bundle, f € C*°(E) and if u,w € 7~ '(z), then define the m-vertical
derivative of f at u in the direction w by

(2.) W)l ) = lofuttu), f e =),

It follows from this definition that v(w)|, is a tangent vector of E at u, that v(w)|, € V|.(7)
and that w — v(w)|, is an R-linear isomorphism from 7~!(z) onto V|,(7) for all u € E with
r=m(u).

For a manifold M, we let T* M be the space of (k, m)-tensors on M. Its fiber over x € M is
(TF),M. Tangent and cotangent space are TM = T¢ M, T*M = TP M. The set of all vector
fields on a manifold M is denoted by VF(M). If M and M are two manifolds, then the set
of all linear maps T, M — T} M is linearly 1somorph1(: to TxM & T M (tensor product over
R). Hence the space of all linear maps T, M — T} M for all z € M, & € M can be written as
"M@ TM = Uayenssar (LM ® T:M).

We will frequently be writing elements A € TXM ® T} M as (z,z; A), so that by writing a
point ¢ € T*M @ TM as ¢ = (x Z; A) we know that ¢ = A belongs to T M ® T} M. Tt should
be mentioned that T*M @ TM — M x M; (z,2; A) = (x,2) defines a smooth vector bundle,
while the maps T*M ® TM — M: (x,2;A) — z and T*M ® TM — M; (x,2; A) — & define
just smooth bundles.

If (M, V) is an affine manifold, i.e., a manifold M equipped with a linear connection V, then
(PV)E(7)S is used to denote the V-parallel transport of any tensor S € (T}%),0)M for (0) to
y(t) along an a.c. curve v : [ — M such that 0,¢ € I. Notice also that (PV)§(~y )S € (TF), M.
In case (M, g) is a Riemannian manifold, we shall always view it as an affine manifold equipped
with its Levi-Civita connection.

Finally, given any Riemannian manifold (), ¢g) and two vectors X,Y € T, M on it, we shall
identify the two-vector X AY € A?T|,M with the linear map X AY : T,M — T, M that is
defined by

(2.2) (X AY)Z = g(Z,X)Y — g(Z,Y)X.

3. ROLLING MOTION AS A CONTROL SYSTEM

In this section, we recall the main definitions introduced first in [I5] relative to the rolling
of two smooth connected complete oriented Riemannian manifolds (M, g) and (M, §) of (not
necessarily equal) dimensions n and 7n respectively. The two constraints of non-spinning and
non-slipping are also considered.

The first definition concerns the state (or configuration) space for rolling of a lower dimen-
sional Riemannian manifold on a higher dimensional one.
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3.1. The State Space Q.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, g) and (M, §) be two Riemannian manifolds of dimensions n and ,
respectively, such that n < n. The state space Q = Q(M, M) for the problem of rolling of M
against M s defined as

(31) QM,M)={AcT"M®TM | j(AX,AY) = g(X,Y), X,Y € T,M, z € M},
and it is the total space of the smooth bundles over M X M, M and M, respectively,

WQ:Q—>M><M; (x,2;A) = (z,7)
WQ,M:Q—>M><M; (x,2;A) > x
WQM:Q—>M><M; (r,2;A) — Z.

It is straightforward to verify the following assertion.

Proposition 3.2. The space QQ = Q(M, M) is a smooth closed submanifold of T*M & TM of

dimension
1
&m@:n+ﬁ+nﬁ—ﬂ%;l.

The particular case that we will be concerned with in this paper has n = 2 and n = 3 and
therefore dim () = 8.

3.2. Rolling Lift, Distribution and Orbit.

For the remainder of this text, unless otherwise mentioned, (M, g) and (M, §) are Riemannian
manifolds of dimensions dim M = n, dim M = 7. They come equipped with their Levi-Civita
connections V, V, respectively, and the parallel transports with respect to them are denoted
by Pl(v), Pi(¥), when v and 4 are a.c. curves on M and M, respectively. The state space for
rolling Q(M, M ) is often written shortly as Q.

The dynamics of the rolling motion without spinning or slipping is formulated as follows.

Definition 3.3. An absolutely continuous curve q : [a,b] — Q; t — (y(t),¥(t); A(t)) in Q is
said to describe

(i) a rolling motion without spinning of M against M if

(32) V(’\/(t)ﬁ/(t))A(t) - 0 fOT a.e. t c [CL, b],
where V is the product connection of V and V oon M x M;
(ii) a rolling motion without slipping of M against M if

(3.3) A3 (t) = A(t) for a.e. t € [a,b].

(iii) a rolling motion without spinning or slipping of M against M if both conditions (i) and
(17) hold true.
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The rolling motion without spinning or slipping (item (iii)) will simply be called rolling, and

the associated curve q(t) a rolling curve.

The next result gives a characterization of the no-spinning condition ([B2]), and shows that
the formulation of this condition is well defined on @ = Q(M, M), i.e., that a curve in T"M ®
TM that passes through a point of @) and satisfies (8.2)) stays in the space ). The proof is
straightforward and hence omitted (see [7]).

Proposition 3.4. Let gy = (xo,%0;A9) € T"M ® TM and let q : la,b] = T"M ® TM:
t = (v(1),4(t); A(t)) be an a.c. curve in T*M @ TM such that 0 € [a,b] and q(0) = qo. Then
we have

VimaaAl) =0 forae tead] & Al)=PF(¥)oAdooP'(y), Vtelal]
Therefore, sz iy At) =0 for a.e. t € la,b], then

qo = (w0, T0; Ao) € Q = q(t) = (x(t),2(t); A(t)) € Q Vt € [a,b].

Next we give an infinitesimal characterization of the no-spinning condition (3.2)) by defining
a lift operator associated with it.
Definition 3.5. Given ¢ = (z,%;A) € Q and X € T, M, X € T;M, one defines the no-
spinning lift of (X, X)) as the vector Lys(X, X)|, in T,Q given by

Ls(X, X))y = %}O(Pm) o Ao (7)),

where v (resp. 4) is any smooth curve on M (resp. M) such that v(0) = x, 4(0) = X (resp.

5(0) = 2, 4(0) = X).
Moreover, if X, X are (locally defined) vector fields on M, M, respectwely, one writes Lys(X, X)
for the (locally defined) vector field on @ whose value at q is Lns(X, X)|q.

A basic characterization of the Zygs-lift is formulated in the next proposition, whose easy
proof we will omit (see [7]). Recall that V is the product (Levi-Civita) connection on M =
M x M.

Proposition 3.6. If X € T, M, X € T:M are vectors and A is a local section of mg then

(3.4) Lns(X, X)|a@a) = A X, X) = v(V x5, D) A,

where A, is the push-forward of A.

Finally, we are in position to define an infinitesimal characterization of the rolling motion
as defined in item (iii) of Definition

Definition 3.7. (i) For any q = (z,3; A) € Q, the rolling lift of X € T, M is the vector
Lr(X)|, in T,Q defined by

(35) D%R(Xﬂq = gNS(X,AX)‘q.

Moreover, if X is a (locally defined) vector field on M, one writes Lns(X) for the
(locally defined) vector field on @ whose value at q is Lns(X)l,-
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(ii) The rolling distribution Zg is the n-dimensional smooth distribution on @) whose plane
at every q = (x,&; A) € Q is given by

(3.6) Dily = Lr(T,M)),.

Some elementary properties of the rolling distribution %5 and rolling curves are given the
following proposition. Its proof is straightforward and will not be produced here (see [7]).

Proposition 3.8. (1) (mg.m)« maps D\, isomorphically onto T, M for everyq = (x,2; A) €
Q.

(i) An a.c. curve q : [a,b] — Q; t — (v(t),5(t); A(t)) on Q is a rolling curve if and only
if it is tangent to Dg for a.e. t € |a,b], i.e., if and only if 4(t) = Lr(Y(t))|qq) for a.e.
t € la,b].

(iii) If v : [0,1] — M is an a.c. curve, ¥(0) = xo and if qo = (zo, To; Ao) € Q, then there
exist a > 0 and a unique rolling curve q : [0,a] — Q such that 7o p(q(t)) = ~(t) for all
t € |0,al.

(iv) If q(t) = (v(¢),(t); A(t)), t € [a,b], is a rolling curve and v is a geodesic on M, then
15 a geodesic on M.

At last, we define the key concept of this paper, namely that of the rolling orbit.

Definition 3.9. The rolling orbit Oy, (qy) corresponding to rolling of (M, g) against (M, g) is
the Dr-orbit in Q) passing through qq.

We say that the rolling problem is completely controllable if Oy, (q0) = @ for any (and hence
all) qQ € Q.

3.3. Lie Brackets on ().

Let O be an immersed submanifold of T7*M ® TM and write TO = T M®T]\7[|O’ where
T meray 15 the projection T"M & TM — M x M; (x,#;A) — (x,%). In cases we will be
concerned with, O will be either @, or an appropriate submanifold of the rolling orbit O, (qo).

If T € C® (mo, T () (1€ , T is a smooth map T : O — Tk(M x M) satisfying

Tk (M T) © T = 7o) and if ¢ = (:)3 iA) e Oand X = (X, X) € Tioa) (M x M) are such
that Zns(X)|, € T,0, then one can define the derivative Zyg(X)|,T of T with respect to
Zns(X)|, in the following (tensorial) manner.

Ifwe F(WT,gn(MxM)) (i.e., an (m, k)-tensor field on M x M) and if we write (T@)(q) =
T(q)@|(z,2) as the full contraction, then one defines Zyg(X)| 1" as the unique element of
(T ) (2, (M % M) whose full contraction with W|(2,2), for all w € F(WTlgﬂ(MxM))v is

(3.7) (Lns(X)]( D)@ (@3) = Lns(X)|o(TW) = T(q) Vxw,

where on the right hand side .i”NS(X )q(Tw) is defined using [B4) (note that Tw € C>(0)),
and the connection V on M x M is the product of the (Levi-Civita) connections V and V. It

is readily checked that this definition for Zys(X)|,T is well posed, and that it is compatible
with the formula 4] (when applied in the special case of (k,m) = (0,0) i.e., T € C*(0)).
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The derivatives £ys(X)|, T act as certain kinds of horizontal derivatives, and we would like
to complement them with the concept of vertical derivatives v(U)|, T, that we now define.

If again T € C®(mo, Tk (i) and if ¢ = (2,27 4) € O and U € (T"M ® TM) .z are
such that v(U)|, € T,O (see [ZI))), then the derivative of v(U)|,T of T with respect to v(U)],
can be defined as

AT = |, T(()

where G(t), for t €] — a,a[, a > 0, is any smooth curve in O such that G(0) = ¢, §(0) = v(U)|,,
and v(U)|, is defined by (2.1). Here the definition of v(U)|, by (2.I)) makes sense if we take
Tpeprarnr - 1 M & TM — M x M as the vector bundle 7 : E — M in there.

To conclude this section, we present the general Lie-bracket formulas with respect to vector
fields of the form Zys(T) and v(U) involving mappings T and U that we will encounter
throughout this paper. The proof of the following result is presented e.g. in [7].

Proposition 3.10. Let O C T*M ® TM be an immersed submanifold, T = (T,T), S =
(5,8) € C®(mo, Tprxir)) be such that Lns(T(9)q, ZLns(S(q))], € T,O forallq = (x T;A) €
O, and U, V. € C®(To, Tpwpery) be such that v(U(q))lg, v(V(q))|lq € ToO for all ¢ =
(x,2;A) € O. Then one has at every q = (z,3; A) € O,

[Zns(T(), Zws(S()lg = Livs (Lus(T(@)gS — Livs(S(@)T)lq
+v(AR(T(q), S(q)) = R(T(q). 5(a)) A) o,
[Lns(TC), vUlg = = Lus(U@)T)lg + v (Lvs(T(@)leU) o
U vV ()lg = v(EU@)lV = v(V(g)]U)l,

Furthermore, both sides of these three equalities are tangent to O.

3.4. Rolling Curvature.

The following concept that measures the difference of the curvature tensors of the two spaces
(M, g), (M, g) will appear in several occasions in what follows. The Riemannian curvature of

(M, g) will be written as R, while that of (M, §) as R.
Definition 3.11. For ¢ = (x,%; A) € Q, we define the rolling curvature Rol, at ¢ by

Rol,(X,Y) := AR(X,Y) — R(AX,AY)A, X,Y € T, M.

If XY € VF(M), we write Rol(X,Y") for the map QQ — T*M ® TM: q+— Rol,(X,Y).

This quantity will make appearance right away in the Lie-bracket formulas of first order of
vector fields tangent to Zg.

Proposition 3.12. If X, Y € VF(M), ¢ = (z,%; A) € Q, then

(3-8) [Zr(X), Zr(Y)]ly = Zr([X, Y])g + v(Roly(X, V)],
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Proof. Consequence of the first Lie-bracket equality in Proposition B.I0l Alternatively, see [7]
for a proof. O

Proposition 3.13. Suppose that (M, g) and (M,g) are complete Riemannian manifolds of
dimensions n = dim M, n = dim M, and let qo = (o, %0; Ag) € Q. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) The orbit Ogy,(qo) is an integral manifold of PDg.
(i) Rol,(X,Y) =0 for all ¢ = (z,2; A) € Og,(q) and X, Y € T, M.

(iii) When n <n, there is a complete Riemannian manifold (N,h), a Riemannian covering
map F : N — M and a Riemannian immersion G : N — M that maps h-geodesics to
g-geodesics. In addition, Ay = G|y, o (Fi|y,) ™" where yo is any point in N such that

To = F(yo)-

4. ROLLING OF 2-DIMENSIONAL AGAINST 3-DIMENSIONAL RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

4.1. Preliminaries.

For the rest of this paper, we shall assume that (M, g) and (M , §) are oriented Riemannian
manifolds of dimension 2 and 3, respectively. Suppose (X, Y) is an oriented local g-orthonormal
frame on M, defined on some open set V C M. Usually we will want, for convenience, this V'
to be the open set mg 1 (O(qo)), where O(gp) will be soon introduced in Definition (4.I]) below,
but for the time being it can be any open subset of M. For ¢ = (z,3; A) € @ such that z € V
we set Zy = *x(AX|, A AY|,) € T: M, with * denoting the Hodge dual (in (M, §)). Clearly
then AX|,, AY|,, 74 is an orthonormal basis of T M.

If 0x :=g(X,-), 0y := g(Y,-) are the g-duals of X, Y, respectively, then we remark that

(xZ4)A = (AX NAY)A = A(X AY),
(*AY)A = (Zy NAX)A = —0x @ Za,
(*AX)A = (AY A ZA)A = 9y ® ZA,

where use of the identification (22) has been made.
The connection table T' of the 2-dimensional manifold (M, g) (or of V) with respect to the
frame X, Y has the matrix form (on the set V)

I=Thay Thy)

where the connection coefficients are sz,k) = g(Vg,E;, Ey) with (B, Ey) = (X,Y), that is
[y =9(VxX,Y) and T}, ,) = g(Vy X, Y). In other words, the information of this table can
be encoded into the following vector, which we also call T',

(4.1) [:=T} X +T7 Y.
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Consequently, the Gaussian curvature K of M reads

K(z) == g(R(X,Y)Y, X) 9((X(F%1 2)) Y(F%l 2)) ((F%l 2)) + (F?1,2))2>X AY)Y, X)
Y(Fll 2) — X(Fé 2) — ((Fb 2)) + (F%1,2))2)

g(VyT X) —g(VxIY).

—
-
DO

~—

|

We also mention here that if £y, E,, Fy is a local (oriented) orthonormal frame of (M, §)
defined on some open subset V' of M, then by the connection table I' of (M, g) (or of V) with
respect to Fy, Ey, F5 we mean the matrix

2,3) 1—‘%23) F?2,3)
rz . I3

1>
I
= = =

1
(
1
1 e
b Taz T

where fw('j’k) = g(@EzEA’J, Ek)
The locally defined curvature functions on () essential to our analysis throughout this paper
are the following:

6L =G(R(AY, Z4) 24, AY) = —§(R(*AX), xAX),
6% =4(R(AX, Z)Z4, AX) = —§(R(xAY'), %AY),
6% =G(R(AX, AY)AY, AX) = —§(R(*Z4),*Z4)
Mx(q) :=g(R(*Z4), xAX)
Iy (q) :=g(R(xZa), xAY ),
(4.3) I1,(q) :=§(R(*AX), xAY)

where ¢ = (x,4; A) is in the open set (7o)~ *(V) of Q, and V C M is the open domain of
definition of the local orthonormal frame (X,Y) of M.

One notices that ¢, i = 1,2, 3, are the sectional curvatures on M at & along planes defined
by pairs of vectors in AX, AY, Z4. For notational convenience we shall be omitting the
superscript 3 from 6% and therefore write

Ga =07

We also point out that the function o) i.e., ¢ = (z,2; A) — 04 on @Q as well as the curvature
K on M are globally defined on these respective spaces, and do not depend on the choice of
the oriented orthonormal frame X,Y on M, i.e., they are intrinsically defined. Similarly the
function ¢ — Ix(q)?+ Iy (g)? is globally and intrinsically defined on Q. Indeed, thanks to the
orientability of (M, g) and (M,g) (by assumption), the map Q) — TM; q= (r,z; A) — Zy is
intrinsically defined, and therefore so is

~

¢ = (v,8;4) = §(R(xZa), R(xZa)) = §(R(xZa),%Za)* = Ix(a)* + Iy (a)”.

The moral of these observations is that the assumptions oy — K =0 or # 0, and (IIx,Ily) =
(0,0) or # (0,0) that are present in all the main results of this paper, actually do not depend
on the choice of a particular frame (X,Y).

Even though the curvature K of (M, g) is a function on M, not in @), we will often identify it
implicitly with the function K omg p on Q. More generally, if f: M — N (resp. f:M—N)
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is a map from M to a some space N (resp. form M to N ), we will frequently write f for the
associated map f o mg s (vesp. f for fomg, ) from @ to N.
Given the above concepts and notations, we find that

~

Rol,(X,Y) = AR(X,Y) — R(AX,AY)A
= A((=K) (X AY)) = (Ilx * AX + Iy x AY + (—64) x Z4)A
= —(K — (ATA)A(X VAN Y) + Iy 0 ® ZA —IIx0y ® ZA
0 —(K —0d4)
(4.4) = | K—04 0
HY _HX7

for g = (x,2; A) € (mg.ar) (V). In the rest of the text, if there is no risk of confusion, we will
write Rol,(X,Y’) simply as Rol,.

Virtually all the results in this paper that follow are local in character, and we will system-
atically rely on the following localization procedure, which involves some notations.

Definition 4.1. For qy = (xo,%0; Ag) € Q, we say that a subset O(qy) of @ is a rolling
neighborhood of qo if there exists a connected open neighborhood V.= V(qy) of xog € M such
that O(qo) consists of the points q(t) traced by all rolling curves t — q(t) = (y(t),3(t); A(t)),
t € 10,1], in Q starting at qo (i.e., q(0) = qo) and such that ¥(t) € V for all t € [0,1]. In
particular, one has O(qo) C Og,(q0) and V(qy) = 7 m(O(qo))-

It should be emphasized that a rolling neighbourhood O(qp) of gy need not be an open subset
of Oy, (qo) (hence nor of Q). Stated in another way, O(qp) is nothing else than the orbit through
qo of the distribution Zx restricted onto the open subset (7g.) " (V(qo)) of Q = Q(M, M). In
that sense, O(qo) is a local orbit of Pr passing through ¢y. That said, it is clear that O(qp) is
a smooth submanifold of Oy, (qo) and hence of ). Moreover, on several occasions in the text
below, we shall say that we shrink O(gy) or make O(qo) smaller around ¢, or that we take small
enough O(qp) around ¢o, when necessary, since we are mainly concerned with local results. This
shrinking (or localization) procedure simply means that, if we write gy = (¢, Zo; Ao), then we
are actually choosing first an appropriately small, connected neighbourhood V' of xy, and then
let that shrunk O(go) to be the orbit through g of the restriction of Zg onto (7wg.ar) (V).

4.2. Main Results.

The main results of this paper are summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let (M,g) and (M,Q) be two connected oriented Riemannian manifolds of
dimensions 2 and 3, respectively. Given qy = (xg,Zo; Ag) € @ and a small enough rolling
neighbourhood O(qo) around qo, and writing V = 1o (0(qo)), V = To.11(O(q)), the following
assertions hold:

(i) Suppose that (I1x,Ily) = (0,0) and 6y — K = 0 everywhere on O(qo). Then

(2) the map 7 amlo(g) s a diffeomorphism onto its open image V =V (qo) in M, and
H = (7 yiloww)) 0 (Tq.arlow)) ~" maps (V, glv) isometrically onto a 2-dimensional
totally geodesic submanifold N of (M, §);



12 AMINA MORTADA, YACINE CHITOUR, PETRI KOKKONEN, AND ALI WEHBE
(3) AoTpoM = T3, N;
(4) Ap = Hy|ygy-
(ii) Suppose that (llx,Ily) = (0,0) and 6.y — K # 0 everywhere on O(qo). Then
(1) dim O(qo) = 5;

(2) the map 7y, yilow,) has constant rank 2, and its image N is a 2-dimensional em-
bedded, totally geodesic submanifold of M.

(3) AoTpyM = Ts,N;
(4) There does not exist (local) isometric isomorphism H : (V,gly) — (N, g|g) such
that H*|x0 = AQ

(ili) Suppose that (Ilx,Ily) # (0,0) and 6.y — K = 0 everywhere on O(qo). Then

(1) dimO(qp) = 7;

(2) the curvature K of (M, g) is constant on V and K # 0;
(3) V is an open neighbourhood of & in M
(4)

4) there exists an isometric isomorphism F - (I x N, s1 & h) — (V,§|v) from a Rie-
mannian product onto V where I C R is a non- empty open interval equipped with
its usual metric s; and (N h) is a 2-dimensional connected Riemannian manifold
whose curvature KV is constant and K~ # 0;

(5) ATy M # TxON if N is identified with the embedded submanifold F({fy} x N) of
M, where o € I is determined from (7o, o) = F~(i);

(6) the space AgTy,M does not contain the normal space of N at &q in (M, §);
(7) If ag := Q(ZAO, %‘TAO), then 0 < |ap| < 1 and
KN = K,

where % s the canonical vector field on I, and Za, is any unit vector in Ty M

orthogonal to the subspace AgT,,M. In particular, the curvatures K and K N have
the same sign.

(iv) Suppose that (Ilx,Ily) # (0,0) and 6y — K # 0 everywhere on O(qy). Consider the
following functions which are defined on an open neighbourhood U of O(qy) in @,

(4.5) Gj(, wa/ — HXv Hf/, WV(HYA & ZA)|q¢ -1, V(HYA &® ZAA)‘qw,
where for g = (x,2; A) € U we write c4(q) = cos(¢(q)), s4(q) = sin(¢(q)), and define
Ix(q) Iy (q)

w(q)ey(q) = ma w(q)ss(q) = ma
X = col@) X + 55(@)Y | Va = =o)X s+ co(@)Y e,
Gy = ZLr(Xa)|g0 + 9(I', Xa), Gy == Zr(Ya)|gd + (I, Ya),
Hy = Zp(Xa) |, Hy. = Zp(V)| .

Assume first that all the functions in ([L3) are identically equal to zero on O(qy). Then,
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(2) V is an open neighbourhood of &q in M ;

(3) there exists an isometry F': (I x N,s; & h) — (V,gly) from a warped product
onto V', where I C R is a non-empty open interval equipped with its usual metric
s1 (N, h) is some 1-dimensional connected Riemannian manifold, and f € C*(I)
s a warping function;

(4) there exists an isometry F : (I x N, s D h) — (V,§|v) from a warped product
onto V, where I C R is a non-empty open interval equipped with its usual metric

sy (N, h) is some 2-dimensional connected Riemannian manifold, and f € C°(I)
1S a warping function;

(5) the warping functions f, f are implicitly related by

£ () _ ()
fy o flr)’

holding at every r € I, © € ffor which there are y € N and y € N such that

A

(F(r,y), F(7,9)) € mo(O(qo));

(6) ATy M # Ts, N, if N is identified with the embedded submanifold F({#o} x N) of
M, where 7y € I is determined from (7o, 40) = F~1(Z);

(7) the space AoT,,M does not contain the normal space of N at & in (M,Q);

(8) if f" is constant on all of I, then (V,glv) is flat;

9) if f"'#0 on all of I, then (N, iz) is flat and for a > 0 small enough, the warping
function f is determined from the system of relations

where Py := Q(AO%}TO,%}fO), (1o, yo) = F~Hwo), (Fo,90) = F_l(iO); and %: %

are the canonical vector fields on I, I, respectively. Moreover, 0 < |Py| < 1 and
7(t) # 0 for allt €] — a,al.

On the other hand, assume that one of the functions defined in (LX) is not equal to
zero at qo. Then, dim O(qy) > 6.

The proof of this theorem will take effectively the rest of this paper, and arguments employed
to showing the assertions of items (i)-(iv) turn out to be increasingly elaborate.

Simplest of the cases, item (i), is quickly taken care of in subsection [l see Theorem .11
The item (ii) is the topic of subsection 5.2 whose main results are Proposition 5.2land Theorem
(.4l Subsection is dedicated to the proof of item (iii), which already requires a number of
steps to complete. The key results there are Proposition [6.2] Proposition [6.5] Corollary
and Theorem [6.8

Finally, the arguments for proving the assertions of item (iv) will be given in subsection
This particular case, while being under the constraints imposed by the five remarkable
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relations given in (4.3]), requires by far more work than the other cases (i)-(iii) combined (at
least with the methods employed in the present text). Discovering all the properties listed
in item (iv) requires several steps to be taken, the central results being stated in Proposition

EI12 Corollary 6.19, Propositions .22 and (.23, Corollary [6.27, Lemma [6.32] and they are
ultimately summarized in Theorem [6.33]

We deduce immediately from the previous theorem the following proposition, which actually
rephrases some of the results of Theorem [4.2]

Proposition 4.3. Let (M, g) and (M,g) be two connected oriented Riemannian manifolds of
dimensions 2 and 3, respectively. Given qo = (xg,Zo; Ag) € Q and a small enough rolling

neighbourhood O(qo) around qo, and writing V- = 7o m(O(qo)), V = 7 5(O(q)), the following
assertions hold:

(a) dim O(qp) takes values in {2,5,6,7,8} and is open only if it is equal to 8;

(b) dim O(qo) = 2 if and only if Sub-items (2), (3) and (4) of Item (ii) in Theorem [{.3
hold true;

(b) assume that dim O(qy) = 5. Then either M contains a 2-dimensional embedded, totally
geodesic submanifold N or Sub-items (2) to (8) of Item (iv) in Theorem[].3 hold true.

5. CASE (IIx,IIy) = (0,0) ON O(qo)

This section is itself divided into two parts, the first one addressing the case where 64 =
K(z) for any ¢ = (z,2; A) in O(qp), while in the second part we assume 64 # K(z) for any
q = (z,2;A) in O(qp). In addition, in both cases we assume that (Ilyx,Ily) = (0,0) on O(qp).
The set O(qp) is some rolling neighbourhood of ¢y, which we keep making smaller around gq
whenever appropriate.

In the following O(qp) is a (small enough) rolling neighbourhood of the given point ¢ =

(20, Z0; Ao) € Q, while V' = 1 1(O(q)) as in Definition ([AT]). It is assumed that the local
orthonormal frame (X,Y) of M is defined on the open set V.

5.1. Subcase 64 = K(z) on O(q).

In this case, one can essentially say that the open set V' of (M, g) is isometric to a totally
geodesic submanifold of (M, g). More precisely we have the following:

Theorem 5.1. Let gy = (9, To; Ao) € Q and assume that (I1x(q),1ly(q)) = (0,0) and 64 =
K(z) forall g = (x,%; A) € O(qo) where O(qyp) is some rolling neighbourhood of qo. Then, after
shrinking O(qo) around qo if necessary, the map 7o amloge) @ o diffeomorphism onto its open
image V="V (qo) in M, and H := (7, y1lo()) © (Tq.mlow)) " maps (V, glv) isometrically onto
a 2-dimensional embedded, totally geodesic submanifold N of(M, G). Furthermore, Ay = Hy|z,,
AgTyM = T, N and dim O(qq) = 2.
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Proof. By ([@.4) the condition that (Ilx,IIy) = (0,0) and 64 = K(x) on O(gy) mean that
Rol,(X,Y) = 0 for all ¢ € O(qo). The result then follows from a local version of Proposi-
tion B.13 O

5.2. Subcase 64 # K(x) on O(qo).

In this case, it follows that there is a totally geodesic submanifold N of (M , ), that is not
isometric to (M, g) but Ay maps T,,M to a tangent space of N. The aim of this subsection
and results in it is to formulate and prove rigorously that statement.

Proposition 5.2. Let gy = (x¢, Zo; Ao) € Q and assume that (I1x,IIy) = (0,0) on O(qo), while
64— K(x) does not vanish on O(qo). Then, after shrinking O(qo) around qo if need be, we have
dim O(qo) = 5, the map 7 yilow) has constant rank 2, and its image N is a 2-dimensional

embedded submanifold of M.
Proof. According to the stated assumptions and (44]) one has
v(Roly(X,Y))ly = (K(z) = 04)v(AX AY))g, Vg = (2,2;4) € O(qo),

where K (x)— 4 # 0 by assumption. Since this vector field is tangent to O(qp), it follows that
so are [Zr(X),v((-)(X AY))]|, and [Zr(Y),v((-)(X AY))]|,, and hence Lemma [1] implies
that Zns(AX)|, and Lns(AY)|, are tangent to O(qp) as well at every ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo).
Thus the linearly independent vector fields

(5.1) Lr(X)lg, ZLr(Y)lg, v(AXAY))lg, Lns(AX)g, Lns(AY)]g,

are tangent to O(qo) at all points ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo). Moreover, by Lie-bracket formulas
listed Lemma [Tl and taking into account that Iy and IIy vanish on O(qy) by assumption,
one concludes that the 5 vector fields in (B.1]) tangent to O(qo) form an involutive system on
the local orbit manifold O(qy) of Zg. From this observation it follows that O(go) has dimension
5. Finally, it is easily seen that (7, 17|o())- maps vector fields (E.1]) onto span{AX, AY'} at
each point ¢ = (z,%; A) € O(q), so that the map 7, y/|o(,) has indeed constant rank 2 as
claimed. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 5.3. Under the assumptions and notations of the statement of Proposition [5.2,
and after shrinking O(qo) around qo if necessary, there is a local oriented orthonormal frame
(Ey, By, E3) of (M, §) defined on a neighbourhood of &q in M containing the smooth 2-dimensional
submanifold N := To.x1(O(@)) of M such that

(i) Ey, Ey are tangent to N, Fs is a unit normal vector of N ;
(ii) span{Ey |z, Fals} = span{AX, AYY = TuN and FE3 = Z4 for all ¢ = (z,3; A) € O(qo);

(iii) at every point of N, the connection table of (M,g) with respect to Ey, Ey, E5 has the

form
0 0 figw)
(5.2) P= o o T,
Py Thay Ty
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Proof. By Proposition [£.2 the image N of O(gq) by T .x1l0(q) 18 @ 2-dimensional smooth sub-
manifold of M, whose tangent space T:N at every point Z such that ¢ = (z,#; A) for some
q € O(qo) is spanned by {AX, AY}, and whose normal space at & is spanned by Z4.

If needed, we can shrink O(qg) around the point gy again, resulting in the shrinking of the 2-
dimensional submanifold N of M containing Zy to the point where we can assume the existence
of a local orthonormal frame {El, Es, E3} of M defined on an open nelghbourhood of o in M
that contains N as a subset, and such that Ej is normal to N at every point of N.

Up to multiplying Es5 with —1 if necessary, we have E3|x = Zyforevery ¢ = (z,4; A) € O(qo)
and span{ F}|;, E2| } =span{AX, AY'}, which is = T N by the proof of Proposition 5.2l One
can also swap E1 with Fj if needed to ensure that the frame (El,EQ,Eg) has the p051tlve
orientation on M. This proves the assertions given in items (i) and (ii).

Knowing from the proof of Proposition that the vector fields in (5] form a frame of
O(qo), we can therefore conclude that the following five vector fields on () span form a frame

of O(qo) as well:
(5.3) Lo(X)ley L)l v:EsA)y,  Lns(Er)lg,  Lus(Ba)ly:

Consequently, vector field Fy given by the Lie-bracket (at ¢ = (z,1; A) € Og,(q0)),
Fily = [Zns(En), v(xE3())]lg = v(x(V 5, E5) A)lg = v(x(Lls 1y By — Tl g E2) Ao,

(see Proposition B.I0) must be tangent to O(qp) as well.
We shall now show that Fy (and later F3) must actually vanishes at every point of O(qp),

which is equivalent to saying that F(3 1) r %2 3) r %2 3) and T2 3.1) vanish at every point of N =
7TQ,M(O(QO)) )

Indeed, the map mg : Q@ — M x M restricted to O(qo) has constant rank 4 since it maps
the vectors at ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qp) listed in (B.3]) to the following vectors of M x M, in the
respective order, (X|z, AX|2), (Y]s, AY ), (0,0), (0, Eilz), (0, E2lz), and these vectors span a
4-dimensional subspace of T(, 3 (M x M), since span{AX|,, AY|,} = span{E|s, Es|s} as we
have already noted.

Because dim O(qp) = 5, we can infer from these observations that the 1-dimensional kernel of
(mQlo(g) )« at any ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo) is spanned by v(xE3A)|,. But Fi|,, which we know to
be a vector tangent to O(qo), also lies in the kernel of (7g|o(q) )+ at ¢ = (z,2; A), and therefore
it must be parallel to v(xE3A)|,. However, the only way R, = 1/(*(1?3’1) (i)E:l —f%%?)) (i)Eg}A)
could be paralleAl to the (nowhere vanishing) vector v(xE3A)|, is thz?t Doy (2) Erle =Ty 5 (2) Eala
be parallel to Es|;, and that is only possible if F%&l)(i;) =0 and F%273) () = 0. In conclusion,

(5.4) f%2,3) =0 and f%&l) =0 everywhere on N,

i.e., I} =0 everywhere on O(qp).
By the same reasoning, one can show that vector field F» defined by (see Proposition B.10)

Fyly = [Lus(Ba), v(+Es())]lg = v(:(V 5, Es) A)lg = v(x(T 1) By — Ty En) A)l,,
is tangent to O(qp), and must therefore vanish everywhere on O(gy), i.e
f%zg) =0 and f%&l) =0 everywhere on N.

These identities together with those in (5.4) implies (B.2)), i.c., proves our last case (iii). O
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We next derive some results about the geometrical aspect of M. Recall that V = 7 1(0(q0))
and that it is an open neighbourhood of zy in M.

Theorem 5.4. Under the assumptions and notations of Proposition [2.3, (M,g) contains a
2-dimensional totally geodesic submanifold N such that

(i) N is totally geodesic in (M,g);
(ii) AgTpyM = Ty, N;
(iii) There does not exist (local) isometry H : (V. g|ly) — (N,§]|N) such that H.|., = A

Proof. Write the Levi-Civita connection of (N, j| N) as D, so that the shape tensor (second
fundamental form) of N in (M,§) is II(U, V) = DyV — VUV for all smooth vector fields
U,V on N. Then II(U, V) is normal to N and since El,Eg span TN everywhere on N
(Proposition (3] item (ii)), while Ej is everywhere (unit) normal to N, if follows that II is
uniquely determined by (scalar) functions Q(H(Ei, Ej), Eg), i,7 =1,2. But for any 7,j = 1,2,

~ ~ A

G(I(E;, E)), B3) = —§(V 3, By, B3) = §(V, B3, B;) =Ty 5,

which vanishes on N by item (iii) of Proposition[5.3] and therefore the shape tensor II vanishes,
which means exactly that N is totally geodesic submanifold of (M ,g) (cf. [I7]). This completes
the demonstration of item (i).

Case (ii) is a direct consequence of the fact that 7,,M = span{X|,,, Y|}, and therefore
ATy M = span{AX|,,, AY |, } = span{E\|s,, Ea|s,} = Ts, N by items (i) and (i) in Proposi-
tion

At last, assertion (iii) is implied by the following facts:

(a) By (ii), the point gy = (o, To; Ag) belongs to Q(V, N) =: (', the state space of rolling
of (V, g|v) rolling against (N, g| ). Write this embedding as ¢.

(b) The orthonormal frame El,EQ,Eg on M allows construction of an embedding ¢ of
Q(V,N) into @ = Q(V, M) that simply maps (z,z, A") € Q' to (z,z,A") € Q.

(c) Since the shape tensor IT of (N, §|) in (M, §) vanishes by case (i) (see [I7]), . maps
the plane 7’|, of the rolling distribution D’ in )’ linearly isomorphically onto the plane
Drlq of R in Q for every q € ().

(d) Let O'(qo) be a rolling neighbourhood of ¢y in @’ that is defined in same manner as in
Definition [4.]], the rolling there referring to rolling of V' against N, with the respective
state space and rolling distribution being Q)" and D’, respectively.

As a consequence of (¢), ¢t maps a rolling neighbourhood O’(gg) of ¢ diffeomorphically
onto an open subset of O(qy). Hence the manifolds O'(¢go) and O(qp) have he same
dimension.

(e) The existence of an isometry H as in case (iii) of the statement of this theorem would
imply that O'(qo) be 2-dimensional, and hence O(qp) would also be 2-dimensional by
(d). However, that would contradict the fact that in our current case as described by
Proposition (.2 we have dim O(qg) = 5.
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U

Remark 5.5. Note that the existence of the (local) isometry H could be obtained directly
from items (i) and (iii) of a local version of Proposition above, in case n = n and under
an understanding that the manifold N in case (iii) can actually be taken to be O'(qp), the map
F to be Tor(ge),m and G to be Ty, 5 so that H could be taken (locally) to be G'o F~1. Note

also that G|, o (Filg) ™" = Ao in this case.

In the other direction, the following proposition establishes sufficient conditions associated
to the result of Theorem 5.4l Note that we formulate this result in terms of the actual rolling
orbit Og,,(qo) instead of restricting (only) to some rolling neighbourhood O(qp).

Proposition 5.6. Suppose that (M g) contains a totally geodeszc submanifold N of dimension
2, and assume that that qo = (xo, Zo; Ag) € Q with :L'O e N and AT, M = TION Then if
there does not exist (local) isometry H : (M, g) — (N, §|y) such that H,|,, = Ay, we have
dim O@R(QQ) =3.

Proof. By shrinking M, N if need be around o, Zo, respectively, we may assume an ex1stence
of an oriented orthonormal frame E;, By, F5 as described in the statement of Proposition
and used in the proof of Theorem (.4l

The assumption that N is totally geodesic on M , and since gy = (xg, Zo; Ap) € @ is such
that 7o € N and AT, M =T; xON along with the introduction of the frame El, Eg, Eg above,
imply that the assertions in items (a)-(d) of the proof of Theorem [54] hold true.

It is well known (cf. [I]) that since M and N are both 2-dimensional, then the rolling orbit
O'(qo) of (M, g) rolling against (]\7 .| ) through go has either dimension 2 or 5. Also, recall
that by item (d) of the proof of Theorem 5.4 one has dim Oy, (qy) = dim O’(qp).

But if dim O'(qy) = 2, then O’(¢o) would be an integral manifold of the rolling distribution
D’ of (M, g) rolling against (N, §| ), because dim D’ = 2, and it would then follow (cf. [I]) that
there exist a local isometry H : (M,g) — (N,§]|N) such that H,|,, = Ao, which contradicts
our assumption that no such isometry exists. U

6. CasE (TIx,IIy) # (0,0) oN O(qp)

In this section, in addition to establishing some notations, we will introduce a new frame
(as in |7, [@]), which turns out to be useful in subsequent computations, by rotating the given
orthonormal frame X, Y of M by an angle ¢. Indeed, since we are here assuming that
g0 = (o, Zo; Ap) has a rolling neighbourhood O(qy) on which (IIx,IIy) (is defined and) does
not vanish, one can (after shrinking O(qo) around gy if necessary) define smooth functions r,
¢ : O" — R defined on some open set O’ of () containing O(qp) and such that

(6.1) IIx =rcos¢, Iy =rsing, r>0.

In order to keep some of the formulas that appear below more compact, we shall write
¢y :=cos ¢ and s, := sin ¢. Then we define the following maps O' — T'M (i.e., “Q-dependent”
vector fields of M),

(6.2) Xa=cyX +55Y, Ya=—5,X+c,Y,
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and note that at each point ¢ = (x,2; A) € O’ the vectors X4 and Yy are orthonormal in T, M.
With respect to this new frame, we have according to Eqs. (43]), (610), (6.2,

Hf( = @(ﬁ{(*ZAA),*AXA) = C(z)HX + S¢Hy =T,

(6.3) Il = G(R(xZ4),%AY ) = —s41lx + c4lly = 0,
and
oy = — G(R(FAXA),xAX ) = 264 + 5567 — 2¢484117,
6% 1= — g(R(*xAYy),xAY ) = 264 + 567 + 2c454117,
(6.4) I, i= G(R(+xAX ), AY ) = s4c4(64 — 63) + (& — s,

these definitions and relations being valid on the open set O of @) that contains O(gy).

6.1. Subcase 64 = K(x) on O(qo).

We assume in this subsection that (ILx, IIy) does not vanish on O(q), while K (z) — 64 =0
on O(qp). It follows by Eqgs. (£4), (€1]) and (62]) that

(6.5) Rol, = (Ilyfx — Ilxby) ® Zy = —10y, ® Za,

where 6x and 6y are the g-dual 1-forms of X, Y, respectively. We shall also write along this
subsection

(6.6) B(q) == §((V 3, R)(xZa), xZ),

which is a smooth function that is defined on an open subset of ), which we assume to be O’
(see section [0)).

The expression for Rol, given just above implies that the following Lie brackets, which one
can compute e.g. using Lemma [T 4land Eq. (62), will be relevant to our study of the structure
of the rolling neighbourhood O(qo). Notice that v(Rol,) being tangent to O(gp) (as implied
by Proposition B.8) is now equivalent to v(fy, ® ZA) being tangent to O(qp), because r # 0.
Consequently, the following vector fields are defined and tangent to O(qo)

Lgly = [Zr(X), v(05 © 2)]|,
= — Wby, ® Za)lg®)-Lr(Ya)ly — (Lr(Xa)led + 9(0, Xa)v (05, © Za)ly,

Ly ly = [Za(Y), v(05 © 2)]l,
= (b, @ Za)lg®)Lr(Xa)lg — (Lo(Ya)lgd + 9L, Ya)w(0x, © Za)lg — Lus(Za)ly,
(6.7)

where I' is as defined in (4.I) )

The quantities Zr(Xa)|,¢ and ZLr(Ya)|,¢ appearing in the above equation can further be
expressed in terms of the derivatives of 64 and K with respect to the two brackets in (6.7]).
Indeed,

Lglg) = —(v(bs, © Z4)10)Lr(Ya)ls6() — (Lr(Xa)lg¢ + g(T, Xa))2r,

X)) + B(a) = (ZLa(Ya)le¢ + g(T, Ya))2r,

'l
=
=
Q>
I
=
=
>
N
®
S
=
=
=
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and,
iX‘qK = - (V(HYA ® ZA>|q¢)$R(Y/A>|qK=
Lyl K = + (V(HYA ® Za)|q0)Lr(Xa)lo K,

which combined with our assumptions that K = 64 and r # 0 on O(gy), allow us to conclude
that

(638) La(Xa)lud = ~o(T. K), Za(Vlo = —o(T.Va) + 5-5(0)

at every point ¢ = (z,%; A) € O(qo)-
In addition, the vector fields in (6.7]) are now simplified into the form

Lgle = [Zr(X), v(0y ® 2)]lg = —(v(0y, ® Za)lg®)Lr(Ya) o,

Lylg = [Zr(Y), v(0y @ 2)]|g = (V(05, @ Z4)|40)Lr(Xa)lq — %3)’/(9& ® Za)lq — Lvs(Za)lq.

(6.9)

The above identities for L ¢ and [~/3~, imply that, so far, there is only one new tangent vector
field on O(qp) coming out of the previous Lie bracket computations, and that is
._ 5 Bla) . -
(6.10) F|q = D%NS(ZA)‘[]"‘?V(HXA ®ZA)‘q.

The Lie bracket between Zx(Y) and F' is equal to

Zr(Y), Fllg =(Flg¢)Lr(Xa)l, + (Iz + gR(?A)‘q(g))V(HXA ® Za)lq

—rv(AX AY))|, + (5}4 + (%

) .
) )v(0y, ® Za)l,,

from where we can extract a tangent vector field H to O(qo) that is (pointwise) linearly
independent to the ones previously encountered,

1 .- 5 .
— L0l + Za (T ()0, © 2,
We will now proceed to show that the second term on the right hand side of this expression
for H vanishes.

Indeed, since 6.y — K = 0 on O(q) by assumption, and because H is tangent to O(qo),
we have H|,(6() — K) = 0 for all ¢ = (x,2;A) € O(q). But clearly V(K) = 0 for all mo-
vertical vectors V € V|,(mg) (which H|, is entirely composed of), while by Lemma [7.2]it holds
V(A(X NY))|46() = 0, and therefore we are left with

H|, = v(A(X AY))],

1 . )
= ([ + LaV)la(L) Vb, @ Za)l

0 :H‘q(&t) _K)

By Lemma [Z.6 the last factor on the right is given by v(05, ® ZA)|q&(.) = 2r, and since r # 0
on O(qo) (by assumption), we can conclude that

RANES

=—1I
2r Z
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and hence
Hl, = v(A(X AY))|g, Vg € O(q),

Le., V(A(X NY))|, is tangent to O(qp) for all ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qo)-
By Lemma [74) the Lie brackets of Z5(X) and Zx(Y) with v((-)(X AY)) are

[Zr(X), (VX AY))]lg = Lr(Ya)l, — Lns(AVA)],
[Lr(Y), ()X AY))]lg = —Lr(Xa)l, + Lus(AXa)],

implying that Zys(AX4)|, and Lys(AY4)|, are also tangent to O(qy) at every point ¢ =
(z,z; A) € O(qo). Therefore, there are at least 7 pointwise linearly independent vector fields
tangent to O(qo)

(6.11) Zr(Xa)lg: Lr(Ya)lg: Lns(AXa)lgs Lns(AYa)lg: Floy v(B5, ® Za)lg, v(AX AY)),,

where F|, is the vector field given by (G.I0).
At any g = (7, %; A) € O(qo), the map (7 yrlo(g0))«|q sSends the tangent vectors Lys(AXa)ly,

D?NS(AYA) and F|q of O(qo) to the vectors AX 4, AY, and Z4 of T M, respectively. Since

AX A, AYA and Z A span T} M we can conclude that Q. M|O(qo is a submersion, and hence an
open map. We record these observation into a proposition.

Ijroposition 6.1. The map 7, yilow) : O(q) — M Az's a submersion. Consequently, the set
Vii=mg 51 (O0(q)) is an open neighbourhood of o in M.

With the above preliminary work done, we can formulate our first important result of this
section. We remind that V' = mg 1/(O(qo)) and that it is an open neighbourhood of z, in M.

Proposition 6.2. If K = 64 on a rolling neighbourhood O(qy) of qo = (xo, To; Ag), and
(Ilx, Iy ) # (0,0) everywhere on O(qy), then, after shrinking O(qo) around qq if necessary, the
curvature K of (M, g) is constant on V', and B vanishes on O(qo).

Proof. By the above analysis, vector fields in (G.I1]) are tangent to O(qo), and hence so are
Dns(Xa)lg and ZLys(Ya)|,. On the other hand, by Lemmal[Z8it holds that XNS(XA)L]&(.) =0
and Ls(Ya)|,0¢) = 0 on O(qp), and since by assumption K — 61y = 0 on O(qo) as well, it
follows that

0= Zns(Xa)lg(K —60)) = Xa(K),

0=Lns(Ya)lg(K —6()) = Ya(K),
and thus X(K) =0, Y(K) =0 (by (6.2)) on the open neighbourhood V' = g 1/(O(qo)) of xg
in M. Since by definition O(qp) is connected, then so is V' and because XY span the tangent
space of M on each point of V, it follow that K is constant on V.

For every q = (x,4; A) € O(go), the matrix of R|; with respect to the orthonormal oriented
basis (*AX 4, xAY 4, xZ4) is given by

(6.12) R=| 1, -3 0 |,
0
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where we have also used the assumption that (6% =) 64 = K(z) for all ¢ = (z,2;A) € O(qo).
We know that the curvature tensor R|; depends only on the given point & in V = To.x1(O(@)),

and thus considered as a linear map R|x : N’Ty M — N*T; M, its characteristic polynomial fz(7)
only depends on Z in V. For ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo), the above matrix representation of R|;
with respect to the basis xAX 4, *AY 4, *Z4 gives fz(7) explicitly as

fo(r) =7+ (K + 64+ 64)m2 + (K (64 + 673) + 04o% — (I1,)? — )7

(6.13) + K(040% — (T1,)%) — r26% = Z

which implies that each coefficient Cj(q), ¢ = (z,#; A) € O(qo), only depends on Z € V, i.c.,
there are functions ¢ : V' — R such that Cy(q) = éx(my ;(¢)) for all ¢ € O(qo).
In particular, concentrating on the coefficient C; of 7!, we have

0= ZLns(Xa)|,Cr = Lns(Xa)|o (K (54 +63) + 6ho% — (I1,)2 —r?),

where the first equality is a consequence of ( i)«Zns(Xa) = 0 and the above observation
that C = ¢; o mg, ;. But since K is constant on the open V' C M, and XNS(XA)L]é(I_) =0,
D?NS(XA)M&(?) =0, Lns(Xa)lll, = 0 by Lemmas [I0, [Tl and [C.I2] the above equation

reduces to

= —Zns(Xa)lg(r?) = —=2r(q) Lws(Xa)|gr = r(q)B(q), Vg € Oqo),

where the last equality is a consequence of Lemma [[.7. Because r # 0 on O(qp), we conclude
that 5 =0 on O(qp), which completes the proof. O

Proposition 6.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition[6.2, we have:

a) 5(2.) and ﬁz both vanish on O(qo);

b) r(-)? = Kg'(_ on O(qo); in particular K # 0 and 6 a( # 0 everywhere on O(qp).

Proof. We start with item a). Since § = 0 on O(qy) (by Proposition [6.2)) it follows that the
vector Fly = Zys(Za)lq (see Eq. ([GI0)) is a tangent to O(qo) at every q = (z,2; A) € O(qo)-
According to Lemma [T the Lie brackets [Zr(X), Zns(Z)]| and [Zr(Y), Lns(Z)]|, are equal
to

(Lr(X), Lns(Z)||g = — (Lus(Za)]g8) Lr(Ya)ly + 050 (0%, ® Za)|g + 5005, @ Za)l,,
(Lr(Y), Lns(2)]lg = (Lns(Z4)]0)Lr(Xa)ly + Tzv(0%, @ Za)l,
+ by, ® Za)lg — Mgr(AX AY)),,

and therefore Lemma allows one to infer that the derivatives of ¢ along these brackets
are

[ZLr(X), Lns( D)) = — (Lus(Za)|g®) Lu(Ya)lob() + 265,
[La(Y), Zus(2)]l60) = (Lus(Za)]g®)Lr(Xa)lgb() + 20157,
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Since 6y = K on O(qy) and K is constant on V by Proposition [6.2] while the vectors
[ Lr(X), Lns(2)]]q) [XR(Y),O?NS(Z)H(Z and Z(Ya)lq, ZLr(Xa)l; are tangent to O(go), the
above equations imply that 26%7(¢) = 0 and 2I1,(q)r(¢) = 0 for all ¢ € O(g). Given that
r # 0 everywhere on O(qp), we thus find that 63 = 0 and [T, = 0 on O(q) as claimed.

It remains to prove the assertion of case b). Since f[Z =0 and éi =0 on O(qo), and since

v(fy, ® Z4)lq is tangent to O(qo) (see [EIT), we have by Lemma [Z12]

S 1, -
0= vlby, ® Za)lll; = (=645} +1%)

This means that 646 = r2, and hence 64 # 0 and K = G4 # 0, because r # 0. O

For the next corollary, we recall that V = To.x1(O(q)) is an open neighbourhood of &, in

~

M (see Proposition [G.1]).
Corollary 6.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition[6.2, the following are true:

a) There exists a function 7 € C®(V) such that r(q) = #(2) for all ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qp).
b) For every @ € V, the curvature R|; has 0 as a double eigenvalue and —(K? +7(2)?)/ K
as a simple (non-zero) eigenvalue.

Proof. We start with the case b), using r(¢) instead of 7(2). Once this is done, we can easily
show that r(q) is represented by a function 7 on V.M.

For any ¢ = (z,2;A) € O(qo), Proposition and Eq. (6I2) imply that the matrix
representation of the curvature }A%|x w.r.t. (*Af( A, xAY A, %2 4) is given by

—r(q)*/K 0 7(q)

(6.14) R|; = 0 0 0 |,
r(q) 0 —K

and the characteristic polynomial f;(7) at & of this matrix is found to be (in comparison to

6.13)),

() — 2 r(q)®
fa(T) =1 (7‘ + I
This shows that, for any ¢ = (z, &; A) € O(qp), the eigenvalues of R|; are 0 and —(K2+r(¢)?) /K
with 0 at least a double eigenvalue.

But we know that r(g) # 0 (and K # 0), implying that —(K?%+1r(q)?)/K # 0, and therefore
0 is a double eigenvalue, while —(K? + r(q)?)/K is a simple (non-zero) eigenvalue of R|;.

+K),

Finally note that if we start with any point # € V, then because V = Toxr(O(q)), there
exists ¢ € O(qo) such that 7, y(q) = 2, allowing us to write ¢ as ¢ = (z,2; A), and hence
conclude, by what we have just observed, that R\x has 0 as a double eigenvalue, and —(K? +
r(q)?)/K as a simple (non-zero) eigenvalue. This completes the proof of the case b), with r(q)
replacing 7(z) until the assertion of case a) has been verified.

Now the case a) follows almost immediately. Indeed, we now know that R\x has a simple
eigenvalue for all Z € V, and therefore it must define a smooth function Z — A(&) € C=(V).
We also know that, for all ¢ = (z,4;A) € O(qo), this eigenvalue A() equals to —(K? +
r(¢)?)/K by the above reasoning. That is A(2) = —(K2 + r(¢)?)/K, from which we find
that r(q)* = —K(j\(a?) + K) for all ¢ = (z,2;A) € O(go). Since r(q) > 0, we may take

r(z) := \/—K(j\(fc) + K) to finish the proof of the case a). O
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Proposition 6.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition[G.2, the rolling neighbourhood O(qo)
of qo = (w0, To; Ag) has dimension 7, and it has a frame of vector fields consisting of

(6.15)
Lr(Xa)lgy Lr(Ya)lgs Lns(AXa)lq, Lns(AVa)lg, Lns(Za)lg, vy, @ Za)lg, v(AX AY))]q.

Proof. We already know that vector fields listed in (6.11]) are tangent to O(qo) (see the discus-
sion preceding Proposition 1)), and that F|, = Zys(Z4)|, due to the definition (EI0) of F
and the fact that 5 =0 on O(qo) as established in Proposition

In order to show that 7 vector fields (6.15]), which are clearly linearly independent at every
point of O(qp), actually span the tangent space of O(qy) at every point of O(qp), and hence
form a frame on O(qp), it is thus sufficient (and necessary) to show that these vector fields
form an involutive system on O(qp). Indeed, then the constant rank 7 distribution D spanned
by them on O(qp) is involutive, and since Zg|, C D|, for all ¢ € O(qp), an integral manifold
(which exists e.g. by Frobenius’ theorem) of D on O(qp) will clearly contain O(qp) itself, which
implies that D|, = T,(O(q)) for all ¢ € O(qp), and completes the proof.

First we note that the vector fields (€.15) form an involutive system if and only if their
mutual Lie brackets do not contain the term v(fz, ® Z 4)|q with a non-vanishing coefficient.

The expressions for all the Lie brackets between vector fields (6I5) can be read off from
Lemmal[7.4] and they are subject to important simplifications thanks to the additional identities
obtained so far in this section. One such simplification comes from (6.8) combined with 5 = 0
on O(qo) (Proposition B2) so that Lx(X4)|,¢ + g(T, XA) =0 and XR(YA)|q¢ +g(0,Y4) =0
on O(qo). The remaining identities one needs to use are 64 = 0 and I, 5 = 0 from Proposition
[6.3] and the relations

(6.16) Lns(AXa)lgd =0, Lns(AVa)l0 =0, ZLns(Za)leg=0

holding on O(qp) as we will now verify.

Indeed, we have that the vector fields appearing in (6.15]) are tangent to O(qy) while () —K =
0 on O(qy) by assumption, hence using Lemma [[4] Lemma [Z.0 and the fact that 5 = 0 on
O(qo) (Proposition [6.2]), we find that

Wby ® 2), Lys(()XNo(K — 6()) = 2r(a)(Lns(AXa)[40)
w0y ® 2), Lns((OV)]lo(K — &) = 2r(a)(Lns(AVa)l49),
v(by © 2), Lns(2)]la(K = 6()) = 2r(a)(Ls(Za)lg9),

0),

hence XNS(AXA” 0, XNS(AYAN ¢ and

0=
0
0=

for all ¢ € O(qy). But r # 0 everywhere on O(q
Dns(Z4)|4¢ all vanish on O(go) as was claimed.

Given these observations, one readily sees from Lemma [74 that the Lie brackets of Z(X4),
Zr(Y4), and v(A(X AY)) with all the others appearing in (GI5) remain C*°(O(qq))-linear
combinations of the vector fields in (€I5]). That leaves us to check that Lie brackets of the
vector fields

Ins(AX )y Lus(AYA)lg,  Lws(Za)lg, vy, ® Za)l,

are C°°(O( 0))-linear combinations of the vector fields listed in (G.15).
Since 64 = 0 and H = 0, one also sees (Lemmal7.4) that the Lie brackets [Zns(Z), Zns((+)

and [Lys(Z), Dns((: )Y)] remain in the span of the vector fields (6.15). And clearly the same
is true for [gNS(( )X) D%Ns(( )Y)]

X))
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It thus remains to check the Lie brackets of v(fy, ® Z4) with Lys(AX4), Lns(AY,) and
XNS(Z 4). In these three cases, as one can readily see from Lemma [[4] the coefficient of
v(fgz, ® Z4) will be, respectively, Zns(AX4)|q0, Lns(AYA)|g0 and Lys(Z4)|q0, which all
vanish on O(qp) in view of (6.16]). This completes the proof. O

Proposition 6.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition [6.2, there is a smooth oriented or-
thonormal frame By, By, By ofM defined on V with respect to which the connection table T of
V takes the form

0 0 0
(6.17) I'= P%3,1) F%?) 1 P:()’s,n
0 0 0

In addition, xE,|; is an eigenvector of R|; corresponding to the eigenvalue —(K? + #(2)?)/ K
at every x € V.

Proof. Since by Corollary B4, R|; has a simple (smooth, non-zero) eigenvalue \(z) 1= — (K2 +
#(#)?)/K on the open subset V = To.x1(O(q)) of M, it follows that (after shrinking O(qo)
around ¢q if necessary) one can choose a smooth unit vector field E2 on V such that *E2 is an
eigenvector of R corresponding to \ at every T € V. This establishes the second assertion in
the statement of this result.

It then follows that the 2-dimensional eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue 0 of R, as
indicated in Corollary 6.4} is nothing else but x(Ey). As Ej- is a smooth 2-dimensional dis-
tribution on V, one can choose (at least after shrinking O(go) further around g) smooth unit
vector fields Ei, E5 on V such that (El, Es, Eg) forms an oriented orthonormal frame of M on
V (in particular El, By € Ey).

Proposition [6.5] and the vector fields listed in Eq. (G.15) imply that Zys( 2 € VF ( (q
i = 1,2,3, and hence L;; = [Zns(Ei), Zns(E;)] € VF(O(q)) and Hy; := ZLys([E;, Ej])
VF(O(qp)), for i,7 = 1,2, 3. It follows that

V(R(EZ, E])()) = Lij — Hij € VF(O(qo

),
€

), i4.J =123,
which in the particular case of i = 3,7 =1 at ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qop) yields
V(R(E:a, El)A) ¢ = V(R((*Ez)A) ‘q = 5\(f’:")’/((*EAz)A)|q,
and since A # 0 on V, we conclude that v((xE;)(-)) € VE(O(qo)).

We now iterate Lie brackets of vector fields of O(qq). First Zys(E;), v((xE2)(+)) € VF(O(qo)),
i =1,2,3, implying that (see Proposition B10),

VF(O(q0)) 3 q = F{"|g := [Lus(Er), v((xE)(-))]g = v(xLns(E)|y B2 A)lg = v(xLs(V 5, B2) Al
=v(* (-1}, 2)E1 + Ty Ea)A)|g, i=1,2,3,
where we recalled that f? (@ E ) and we used the fact that E;, i = 1,2, 3, are unit

vector fields. Now that F\, v((xEy )( )) € VF(O(q)), ¢t = 1,2, 3, we also have (see Proposition
B.10),

VE(O(q0)) 3 g+ F3|g o= (B, ((%B2) ())llg = v([ % Bay x(=Ty 5 B1 + Ty 5 E3)] , A)|
=v(* (—F(l,z)ES - F(273)EA1)A)|q, 1=1,2,3,

q
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where [-, ]s, denotes the commutator of the elements of the Lie-algebra so(T};M).

Now let us fix ¢ € {1,2,3}. According to Proposition and the vector fields listed in Eq.
([6.15)), the mg-vertical space V|,(O(qo)) := V|],(Q) NT,(O(qo)) of O(qo) is spanned by the last
two (linearly independent) vector fields in (6.15)), hence dim V|,(O(qo)) = 2. However, the
argument given above implies that v((xEy)A)],, Fli)|q and Fz(i)|q all belong to V,(O(qp)), for
q € O(qo), which therefore is only possible if these three vectors are linearly dependent, i.e.,
the equality

0 1 0
0 = det —17(1,2) 0 Fzg,g) = _((Ph,z))z + (F?2,3))2)

must be satisfied at all points ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qp). From this we conclude that

~ A

[0 =0, T3 =0, onV fori=123

The vanishing of these coefficients shows that the connection table I’ of V indeed takes the
form in ([6I7), and therefore we have finished the proof. O

Corollary 6.7. The smooth function
(6.18) a:0(q) =R, alg) = §(Za, Esls), q=(x,3:A) € Oq).
is constant on O(qy).

Proof. Write the orthonormal frame (X,Y) on M as (X,Y') = (Ey, Es). Since Vg, E is parallel
to Es, while Vg, E5 is parallel to £y, for i = 1,2, we have we have

D%R(Ei)‘qZA(.) = *((AVElEl) VAN AEQ) + *(AEl N A(VEZE2>) = O, 1= 1, 2,
for all ¢ = (z,%; A) € O(q). In other words,
ZLr©)loZ) =0, Vg=(x,8;4) € O(q),

for any vector field £ of M defined on the open subset V' = 7 1/(O(qo)) of M.
On the other hand, it follows from the connection table (617) that

Vg Er=0, i=123,

ie., @EEAQ = 0 for any vector field € of M defined on the open subset V = To.x1(O(q)) of M.
Thus for any vector field £ of M defined on V' and any ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo),

Lr(©)g = 4(Lr(E)]Z(y, Bols) + §(Z4,V ¢, 2) = 0.

This implies that « is constant along any Zg-horizontal curve on O(qp), and hence that «a is
constant on O(qp) as claimed. O

We are now in position to formulate the main theorem of this section. As a reminder,

~

we are writing V' = 7o m(O(q)), V = 7, 13(O(q)), and they are open subsets of M and
M, respectively, because g, Mmlo) : O(qo) — M is submersion by Proposition 3.8 and (the)

Definition B.1J of O(go), while 7, y7lo@e) @ Oq) — M is a submersion in the case under
consideration by Proposition
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Theorem 6.8. If K(z) = 64 and (Ilx(q),1ly(q)) # (0,0) for all ¢ = (x,2;A) on a rolling
neighbourhood O(qo) of qo = (g, To; Ao), then, after shrinking O(qo) around qq if necessary, the
curvature K # 0 of (M, g) is constant on V' and (V, Gly) is isometric to a Riemannian product
(I x N,s; @ h), where (N, h) is a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold whose curvature K~
1s constant and non-zero, and IcRisa non-empty open interval equipped with the standard
Riemannian metric s;.

Finally, if F: (IXN,s,@®h) — (V,§]|V) is this isometry, and F(fo,gjo) = Iy, then AgT,, M #
(E3)« Ty N, where Eyy - N — V; Fy (9) = F (70, 9), and furthermore Ey|s, ¢ AgTy, M.

Proof. Recall first that the constancy of K over the neighbourhood V' C M of xy has already
been established in Proposition above, and K # 0 by case b) of Proposition 6.3l

Next we show that (V, g|;) is a Riemannian product as claimed. To this end, using or [9,
Theorem C.14] (or [7, Theorem D.14] — containing a detailed proof), the result of Proposition
implies, after shrinking O(qo) around ¢q if needed, that (V, gly) is isometric to a warped
product (f x N,s; @ 7 iz) for some 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold (N , iz), open interval
I'(#)

I C R, and a warping function f € C*(I) which satisfies = 0 for all # € I, because

f(#)
r %1 gy =0 on V according to Eq. (BI7). This means that f is a constant ¢ € R, which (whose
square ¢2) one can absorb into the metric h of N and conclude that (V, §ly) is isometric to a
Riemannian product (I x N, s @ h).
Our next task is to show that the (Gaussian) curvature K~ of (N, k) is constant and non-
Zero.
By Proposition [6.( *E2|j, eV, isan eigenvector of }A%|x corresponding to the eigenvalue

M) = (K2 + r(z ) )/K. The (Gaussian) curvature KV (9) of (N, h) at any § € N being
equal to —§(R|s(xEs|z), *Es|3), we find

(6.19) KN (9) = —3(Rla(xEals), xEsls) = (K2 + #(2)%) /K,

because E2|m is a unit vector. As 7 # 0 on V, we conclude that K N #0 everywhere on N.
From (614, which gives the matrix of R|; w.r.t the basis (xAX4, *AY, %Z4) of N> ToM,

one can see that «I¥,4 is a (non-zero) eigenvector of R|; corresponding to the eigenvalue A(%),
it we define

Wy = —i(2)AX 4+ K Zy4.

In view of Corollary [6.4] (item b)), and Proposition [6.6] we thus have two non-zero eigenvectors
W4 and Es|; of R|; corresponding to its simple eigenvalue A(z). Consequently, Fs|; and Wy
are parallel vectors, for every q = (z,2; A) € O(qo), say, Fa|; = n(q)Wa, with n(q) # 0. Since

2 .

= (@) K, and || By =1, we have [n(q)] = (7(2)? + )72,
g g

But then, for every ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qy) one has

19(Za, Bsla)l = In(a)l|§(Za, —#(2)AXa + K Za)| = (K* +7(2)%) 2| K],

and in view of Eq. (6I9) and the definition of the function « in (6.I8]), this can be recast into
an identity

(6.20) alg)” = ———,
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holding for every ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qo) with (7,9) = F~'(2). From this we can deduce that K~
is constant on N by the following argument. Let g)l, g2 be two points N. Then (7o, 9;) € I x N,
and so there are #; € V such that F/(fo, §;) = &, i = 1,2. Because V = To.x1(O(q)), there thus
are two points qi, g2 € O(qo) such that 7TQ v (qi) = &;. Corollary 7 implies that a(q;) = a(qe),
and hence Eq. ([6.20) that . Thus K¥(g1) = KN(g), i.e., the curvature KV is

constant on N .
It remains to demonstrate the last two assertions in the statement of this theorem. The
result [9, Theorem C.14] also tells us that if we denote the canonical vector field on I by %,

KN KN(

and if we identify it with the obvious vector field on I x N, then

~ 0

F*_A

or

which then implies that Ey|z, = (F,).(T;,N). On the other hand, one has (for example)
Q(AOXAW E2‘io> = n(QO)g(AOXon _f(iO)AOXAo + KZAO) = —U(QO)f(@O) # 0,

since 7 # 0 on V, showing that AOXAO ¢ E}on = (FA;?»O)*(TQON). As AgT, M = span{Ao)N(Ao, AOY/AO},
we can conclude that AgT,, M # (F,).(Ty,N) as asserted.

Finally, suppose that Eﬂxo € AyT,, M. Then because §(AgYa,, Ealz,) = 0, this would imply
that E2|x0 = :i:AOX 4, Since E2|gcO and AOX 4, are unit vectors, and hence

1= |§(AoX ags Balsy)| = 7(20)|n(q0)| = #(d0) (7(#0)? + K2) 2

This would mean that K = 0, which is a contradiction in view of Proposition 6.3 Thus we
conclude that Es|z, ¢ AT, M as claimed. O

v = Beliggy V(R 9) € IxN,

Remark 6.9. (i) Referring to the statement of Theorem B8] since N is a totally geodesic
submanifold of the Riemannian product (I x N, sy & h), it follows that N’ := F; (N)
is a totally geodesic submanifold of (M, ¢) and h = (F)*(g|5)-

Thus, in view of Propositions and [3.13] if it were the case that AT, M = T 560]\7 '
then the rolling neighbourhood O(go) (chosen small enough around ¢y) would either have

dimension 5, or dimension 2, the latter being the case when there exists an isometry
H:(M,g) — (N, gl ) such that H,|,, = Ao.

These observations provide an alternative proof for the property Ay7,,M # (F;O)*TQON
stated in Theorem [6.8

(ii) Substituting the expression for v from (6.I8]) into (620) yields
§(Za, Bals)’ KN = K,
an identity which holds at every q = (z,2; A) € O(qo) if we write (7,7) := F~1(z).

(iii) As mentioned in the proof of Theorem [6.8] one has

~ 0
F*%

(7,9) = E2|ﬁ(;«,g)> V(TA’,Q) €l xN,
where % is the canonical vector field on [ , which we also consider as a vector field on

I x N in the obvious way.
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(iv) If aq) = §(Za, F»l;) is the function defined in (BIR), then it is clear that |a(q)| < 1
for all ¢ = (x,2;A) € O(g) since Z, and E2|m are unit vectors. Moreover, since
ZAO 1 AT, M we have a(qp) = 0 if and only if E2|x0 € AOTxOM which is impossible
by Theorem B8 Finally, |a(go)| = 1 if and only if Es|;, = £Z4,, which is equivalent
to having Eﬂxo 1L AT M, ie., (Fp)).TyN = AgT,, M, which is again ruled out by
Theorem [6.8] We thus conclude that 0< |a(q0)| <1, ie.,

0< |§(ZA0>E2|io)| <1

6.2. Converse to the Main Theorem of Section

In this subsection, we shall consider the case where (M, g) is a connected, oriented 2-
dimensional Riemannian manifold of constant non-zero curvature K, i.e., a space form, and
(M,§) = (I x N, sy & h) is a Riemannian product of an oriented 2-dimensional Riemannian
manifold (N , }AL) of constant non-zero curvature K~ and an open non-empty interval ICR
equipped with the standard Riemannian metric s;.

Our goal will be to show that for all initial states gy = (7o, Z0; Ap) taken from a certain
open dense subset of () (the set ()1 to be defined below), the orbit Og,,(qo) of rolling of (M, g)
against (M, §) has dimension dim Oy, (qo) = 7.

This provides a converse result for Proposition and Theorem [6.8] in the sense that Zg-
orbits of dimension 7 do occur in the geometric setting described by that theorem.

Let % be the canonical vector field on I, which we shall identify with a vector field on IxN
in the obvious way. We fix the orientation on (M, g) in one of the two ways, and take for the
orientation of M the one for which the frame of vectors (El, %, Eg) of M at a given point
2o = (0, Yo) is positively oriented on M, whenever the frame (El, Eg) of N at g is positively
oriented on N.

For any ¢ = (z,4;A) € Q, let Z4 be the unit vector in 7;M such that if (X,Y) is any
oriented orthonormal basis on T, M, then Z, = *(AX N AY), with the operator * being the
Hodge dual on (M,g) as usual. As before, it can be checked that the map Z(.) Q= TM;
q= (z,2;A) — Z4 is smooth. With the use this mapping, one can then define a smooth
function

0

(6.21) a:Q =R alg) = q(Za, 5

)

for ¢ = (z,4; A) € Q and with (7,§) = &. As both Z4 and %}f, are unit vectors on M, it is
clear that |a(q)| < 1 for all ¢ € Q.

The first half of the goal at hand will be to show the upper limit dim Oy, (qy) < 7 for orbits
passing through certain point ¢y € ). This will be achieved by proving that:

(i) « is constant on every rolling orbit Oy, (qo), g € Q; and

(i) « restricts to a submersion 1 — R on the open subset Q)1 of Q) defined as

(6.22) Q1 ={qe@|]alg)] <1}
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Indeed, once (i) and (ii) have been established, we can show that dim Og,(¢y) < 7 for any
qo € Q1 as follows: Consider the set S, = {¢ € Q1 | a(q) = a(q)}. As ¢ € S, implies
that |a(q)| = |a(q)| < 1, we have S,, C ;. By item (ii), the map « has rank 1 on @)y, and
therefore on S,,, which implies that S,, is a (closed) smooth embedded submanifold of the
open subset ); of ) of codimension 1, that is dim S,, = dim ); —1 =8 —1 = 7. Finally, item
(1) implies that Og,(q0) C Sy, whence dim Oy, (q) < dim S, = 7.

We shall now demonstrate the assertion (i) i.e., for every ¢y € @, the function « is constant
on the orbit Og,(qp). To that end, let (X,Y) = (Ei, E;) be an arbitrary smooth, oriented
local orthonormal frame on (M, g), defined on an open subset V' of M. On V we have

(AVxX)NAY =0, AXAN(AVxY)=0
(AVyX)ANAY =0, AX A(AVyY) =0.

Consequently, as Z4 is defined by Z4 = *(AX A AY), it follows that
(6.23) Zr(E)yZy =0, Yq€Q,

and therefore

.0
Lr(E)|qoe = §(Za,Vap, =

8f)’ Vg=(z,2;A) € Q, i=1,2.

For any given state ¢ = (z,4; A) € Q such that z € V, write & = (7,9) and let (F,, F3) be
a smooth, local orthonormal frame on (N h) defined on an open neighbourhood U of & in M.
C0n51der1ng E, and E, as vector fields on M = I x N in the obvious way, and writing By = gr
onV, we get a local orthonormal frame (El, Eg, Eg) of M defined on the open subset IxV of
M.

One can thus write AE; = ij:l G(AE;, E))E;, i = 1,2. Recalling F, = 2 is a geodesic
vector field on M = I x N, and that M is a Riemannian product of (I,s,) and (N, h), we find
that @EQEAQ =0 and @Ejﬁé =0 for 7 = 1,3. Hence

(6'24) VAEZaA Zg E2 =0,

and we can conclude that
(6.25) Lr(E)|,0=0, i=12.

Because (X,Y) = (Ey, Fy) was an arbitrary oriented local orthonormal frame on (M, g) and
q = (z,2; A) was an arbitrary point in () such that z lies in the domain of definition of that
frame, we have thus shown that

Lr(2)|,a=0, Vqg=(z,2;A4)€Q, VZ e T,M.

Since the vectors Zx(Z)|, span Zg|,, this property of « is equivalent to o being constant on
every orbit Z5 in @) (i.e., on every Og,(q), g0 € @). This proves that the claim (i) above is
true.

Our next task is to prove the claim (ii), i.e., that the map « : @ — R has rank 1 on the open
subset @1 of Q. To achieve that goal, we take an arbitrary ¢ = (z,%; A) € @, an orthonormal
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frame (X,Y) of T,M, and we differentiate a with respect to v(6x ® Z4)|, and v(By @ Z4)|,.
In fact, we have (see also the proof of Lemma [7.2)

I/(@X &® ZA)|qZ(.) = % ((9}( & ZA)X) N AY) +*(AX N (‘9X X ZA)Y))

= % (ZANAY) 4+ 0= —AX,
while v(0x ® ZAA)% = 0, because Ey = % is a vector field on M, i.e., considered as a map
Q — TM,itis a composition of g y; : Q) — M and B : M — TM. Thus

. . 15}
v(Ox ® Za)l|,0 :g(—AX,y f).

Similarly, we have
vy ® Za)|gZ0y) = 0+ x(AX A Z4) = —AY

and hence

3 R 0
Wby © Za)laor = i~ AY. 3

)

Consequently, v(0x @ Z4)|,a = 0 and v(fy @ Z,)|,0 = 0 if and only if AX and AY are
both orthogonal to % ‘T But this is equivalent to the vector x(AX A AY) = Za being parallel
to % ., and since both are unit vector, that happens if and only if \g(ZA, %‘7«)‘ = la(q)] = 1.
In particular, o : Q — R has rank 1 at any point ¢ of );. This concludes the proof of the
assertion in item (ii) above.

As already explained, the items (i) and (ii) just established readily imply that the dimension
of the orbit Oy, (qo), for any ¢y € @1, is at most 7.

Before we proceed further, let us observe the set () is dense in (), in addition to being open.
First note that, for instance,

v(0x @ AX)|,Z0) = *(AX ANAY) = Za,

and hence

a0
v(lx ® AX)|,a = g(ZA, g

.) = alq),

for any ¢ = (z,2;A) € Q. If T'(t) is any smooth curve in () whose tangent vector at t = 0
equals v(0x ® AX)|, (and in particular I'(0) = ¢), then %}Oa(f‘(t)) =v(f0x ® AX)|,a = a(q),
and hence if a(q) # 0, we have a(I'(t)) # a(q) for all ¢ # 0 small enough. In particular, if
geQ\Q1={¢ € Q| |a(¢)| = 1} it follows that «(T'(t)) # 1, i.e., I'(t) € @ for all ¢ small
enough. This shows that ), is indeed dense in () as claimed.

The remainder of this section will go into showing that dim Og,, (¢o) actually equals 7 for any
@ €{g€eQ]|0<|alq) <1} = Qo1. Knowing already that Oy, (qo) is at most 7-dimensional,
because Qo1 C @1, it suffices for us to show that it is at least 7-dimensional.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that (X,Y) = (Ey, Ey) and (Ey, F3) are both
global frames on M and N, respectively.

At every ¢ = (z,7;A) € @, the vector Za decomposes into a g-orthogonal sum Iy =
a(q) & + H 4, where H, € TyN and (7,7) = i.
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Since for ¢ = (z,2; A) € Q (see ([£3))
G4 =—4(R(xZa),%Z),

and (M, §) is the Riemannian product of (I, s1) and (N, h), with the curvature of the former
being zero, while that of the latter being RN = —KNId, we have R(xH,) = 0, f?(*%) =
—KN % 2 and hence R(xZ4) = R(a(q)(x2) + (xHa)) = —a(q) KN (x2). It follows from this
and the definition of &, that

(6.26) 51 =a(q?K", Vg=(z.4;4)€Q.

Similarly, IIx and IIy (see (A3))) are given by

M (g) = Tx(q) = §(R(xZa), xAX) = (= K~ « (a<q>§),*AX> = —a(q)K%(%, AE;)
My(g) = Ty (g) = §(R(xZa), xAY) = g = KV x (a(q) gf),*m = —a<q>KNg(§, AEy),

for all ¢ = (z,2; A) € @, or if we introduce the functions smooth function on

(6.27) Ti(q) = g(AEz', §)>

then
() = —a(g)K"ri(q), Vg€ Qi=1.2.
In order to avoid notational clutter, we introduce the smooth functions () — R
(6.28) O(q) = K —a(g’K", ¥(q) = a(q)K",
and notice that, due to the identity (628) and the fact that K and K N are constants, one has

(629) gR(Ez)LZ@ = O, gR(EZ”q\I/ = 0, ‘v’q S Q, 1= 1, 2.

The vectors AE;, AEs, Z4 being orthonormal, and % being a unit vector, the above defini-
tions of 71, 7o and « directly imply

(6.30) T1(q)AEL 4+ 12(q)AE, + a(q)ZA = %,
and
(6.31) 71(¢)? + ma(q)* + alg)® =1

hold at every point q € Q.
The expression for Rol, = Rol,(X,Y") in (@4) can now be rewritten into the form

Rol, = — O(q)A(Ey A Ey) + U(q)(—72(q)05, + 11(q)08,) ® Za,
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at any point ¢ = (z,2; A) € @, where, we recall, that for a vector field Z on M, we have
defined 6, = g(Z,-). Observing that

T(q) = —1(q)0g, +11(q)0p, = — (§A>AE2) (AEy, A()) + (aa”AEO (AE, A())
S g(%, (AE, N AE)A()) = ((3, (xZa)A(-))
= — éEQ(*ZA)Aa

~

where for a vector field U on M, we define ety = g(U ,-). Consequently, we may represent Rol,
in the form

~

(6.32) Rol, = — O(q)A(Ey A Ey) + ()T (q) ® Za.
Next we compute the derivatives Zr(E;) of 75, 4,j = 1,2,

0
8A7

0
8A7

F,jw

Zr(E )‘qu—g(VAE AE)+ ( AV, E;) Vg=(z,2;A) € Q,

k=1

thanks to (€24]), the definition of the connection coefficients Fé ik (see Section [LT]), and the
definition of the functions 7, in ([6.27]). Also, for every 7,7 = 1,2 and g € @,

Lr(Ei)|08; = Ovp B, = ZF(J 1 ()05, -

Because XR(EZ-)|Q9AE2 = 9§AEi 5, = 0 as we have already observed above, and given the

identity (623), these derivatives of the operator 1" are thus

L(E(T = —0g,,, 5,(:Za)A + 05, (* (ZLn(E)lo %)) A =0,

forall ¢ = (z,2;A) € Q, i =1,2.
In addition, as A(E) A Ey) = (AEL N AE)A = (xZ4)A, we have by ([6.23)) that

In view of (€32), the last two identities and the ones in Eq. ([6.29]) allow us to conclude that
(6.33) Zn(E)|Rol =0, Vge@, i=1,2

Given these identities, and the facts that K, K~ are constant, while Zx(E )|qe = 0 by
([6.25)), the commutator of the vector fields Zx(E;) and v(Rol) on Q becomes (see Proposition

B.10)
[ZLr(E:), v(Rol)]|; = — Lns(RolyEi)|g + v(ZLr(E:)|4Rol)
(6.34) = (_1)i$NS (@(Q)AEo(i) + ‘I’(Q)To(i)ZA)‘qa

for every i = 1,2 and q = (z,2; A) € @), and where o is defined as (the cyclic permutation of
{1,2} of length 2)

o:4{1,2} = {1,2}; o(1)=2, 0(2)=1.
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At the last equality, we have made use of the identity
(6.35) Rol,B; = (—1)"(0(9) AE,(sy + ¥ (q) 7oy (0) Z4),
holding at every ¢ = (x,2; A) € @, and which follows from observing that

(E1 A ER)E; = (—1)" E, ;)
T(q)E; = —éEQA(El NEy)E; = — (—1)i+1§l(E2,AEa(i)) = — (=174 (q).

Defining vector fields L;, j = 1,2, on ) by setting

(6.36) Lily = Zns(El)le a€Q, j=1,2,
where
(6.37) Eilg = OQAE; + U()75(q) Za, q= (2,8;4) €Q, j=1,2,

the commutator identity (6.34]) implies that these vector fields L;, Ly are tangent to every
orbit of Zg in Q.

The next task we will undertake is to compute the Lie brackets of the vector fields Zr(FE;)
with L;, 4,5 =1,2. At ¢ = (z,2; A) € Q) they are given by (see Proposition B.10)

(6.38) (Lr(E:), Lyllg = Zvs(Lr(EDé) g — Lr(LiE)|q + v(— R(AE;, 1) A,

In order for this formula to be of practical use for us, we need to evaluate explicitly the
quantities appearing inside Zyg(-)|, and v(-)|,-

Starting with the latter, we find, due to the fact that (M ,g) is a Riemannian product of
(I,s1) and (N, h),

9.0 d, 0
(6.39) R(AE;, &) = KN<AE (AEwg)g) <5J|q (%,5)%)

for all ¢ = (z,%; A) € Q, i = 1,2. In this expression, one has

0, 0 0

AE; — g(AEi, E) 5 = AE; — 7;(q )07“
R 0.0 - 0
§j|q (€]|q> oF )07“ = €j|q - Tj(Q) (@(Q) + \D(Q)O‘(Q))ﬁ

— OB ~ 70 ) + ¥ (o) (Za — ala) ).

Recall that given an oriented orthonormal basis (X 'Y 7! ) of T:M, & € M, and a unit
vector U’ € T; M, then

(6.40) (X' — (X", UNVOYA (Y =Y, UNU") = g(2',U") « U
Setting in this identity X' = AE,, Y' = AE,, Z' = Z4, and U’ = %, and recalling that
7i(q) = 9(AE;, &), i=1,2, and a(q) = 9(Za, 2), we obtain

0 0

(A~ 7(0) ) A (AE: — m(a) 2) = a(a) * .
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where (6.31)) has used at the last step (here the assumption i # j was used).
The other outer product we need to compute is obtained from (640) by taking X' = AE;,

V' = (=1)'Za, Z' = AE,(;y and U’ = 2,

0 A 0

0
or

(AEZ- —7:(q) ) = (—1)iTo(i)(Q) *

One can now re-express (6.39), for i # j (hence o(i) = j), in the form

0

(6.41) R(AE;, &jly) = = KN (1) 0(q)alq) + (=1)'U(q)75(0) 70 (9)) * 5

(6.42) = (KN (a@)0le) ~ (@PV(@) * 5 £

and when ¢ = j,

0

(6.43) R(AE, &l,) = (=) KN 7i(0) 7o) () () * 2,

i=1,2.

Next we need to evaluate the quantities L5 (E;)|,&; appearing inside Zyg(-)|, in [E38). In
fact, using (6.23) and ([6.29) we find that

Lr(E)&j = La(ED)(0()E; + Ur;Z)
= O(q)(—1) '}y o) (2) AEs(y) + V(q)(Lr(E)|g75) Za,

for ¢ = (z,%; A) € Q and i, j = 1,2. By the definition of 7; in (6:27), at every ¢ = (x,2; A) € Q
and 7,5 = 1,2, one has

R 0 R A 0 - ;
gR(Ei”qu = 9((—1)J+1F ( )AE 8r) Q(AEj,VAEiy) = (—1)]+1F(1,2)(ZE)To(j)(Q),

where (6.24) has been used. Thus

~

gR(Ei”qéj ( 1>J+1FZ x AEJ(] +\Il( ) (Q>ZA>

(6.44) = (=1)""'T (x)ét
so that combining this with (6.41]), the commutator in Eq. (6.38]) becomes
(6.45) (La(E:), Lillg = —Z(L; )l + HY

1,57

where for ¢ € Q and 7,5 = 1,2,

HYjly o= (17T (@) s (G o+ (<17 K (a0)00) = 70 (@) (x 5eA) i
HEa = (1) Ty 0 Zas (€l + (-1 K070 (@)W (0 2EA) o

or
(6.46)
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Notice that by ([6.45), the vector fields H}';, i,j = 1,2, are tangent to every orbit of Zp in Q.
Explicitly H;'; look like
0
Hislg —F(12 gNS(§2)|q KNTl Tg(q)\ll(q)y(*ﬁfmq
- 0
H{,,2|q = (1 2 «iﬂNs(leq + KN( ( )9(61) - Tz(Q)Z‘I’(Q))V(* afAHq
0
Hg,2|q = F(12 «iﬂNs( 1)|q+K 71 ) 2(Q)‘I’(Q)V(*§A)|q
0
HYy |y = Ty (2) Zvs (&) o = K™ (a(@)O(q) = 71(9)*(q))v( %Aﬂq-

By (@.49), the vector fields H;'; of Q, i,j = 1,2, are tangent to every Zg-orbit in @, and
since we know that the vector fields L; = Zyg (fj), Jj = 1,2, are too (see (634)), it follows
and the fact that KV # 0, that the vector fields Hj; of Q

from the above expressions for H';,
defined by

0
A,

iy = (@(0)O(a) ~ 70/ ¥(0)v (x -4)
oy = 1 (0) (@)W (0)v ( -4)

Hylg = — (a(Q)@(Q) — Tl(Q)z‘I’(q))V(*

are all tangent to every Zg-orbit in Q.
Assuming that a(q) # 0, we see that if all the coefficients of v( *
to vanish at ¢, then (see (6.25))

n(@)m(q) =0, K —(a(@?+m(@>)K¥ =0, i=1,2,

ie., m(9)m(q) = 0 and 7(¢)> = K/KN — a(q)?, i = 1,2. These would imply that 0 =
(11(¢)11(q))* = (K/KY — a(q)*)? and hence that 0 = K/K" — a(q)? = 7;(¢)?, i = 1,2. Since
71(q) = 12(q) = 0, the relation (6.31]) would then yield |a(q)| = 1.

As we have shown, « is constant on every Zg-orbit, and therefore we can conclude that the
vector field H on () defined by

0 )
Hl|, = I/(*yA)‘q, q=(z,1;A) € Q,

is tangent to every orbit Oy, (qo) for which |a(qg)| < 1.
It follows that the smooth distribution H on @ by
H|y = spang{v(Roly), Hl,}

is tangent to any orbit Og,,(qo) for which |a(go)| < 1.
The remaining Lie brackets we desire to compute are those between Zx(E;) and H, i = 1, 2.
At ¢ = (z,2; A) € Q and for i = 1,2 they can be expressed as (see Proposition B.10)

Lol Hlly = = Zxs((* 50) AB), +v(* (Fan20) A)l,

= (=)™ Zys (To(i)(Q)ZA - a(Q)AEU(i)) g
= (—1)i+1Ni‘q,

Hi,lg = —1(q)ma(q) ¥ (q)v(

0

%A)‘qv

9 A) i /
S A) in vectors HJ |, were
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where (6.24) and (630) have been used, and we have defined

Nily = Lws (7o) () Za — a(q) AEq)),

which are vector fields on Q. Since [Zr(E;), H] is tangent to any orbit Og,(qy) for which
a(qo) # 0, we conclude that the vector fields N;, i = 1,2, are tangent to any such Zg-orbit as
well.

Expressing the vectors N;|, and L;|, = XNS(é)LI, 1 = 1,2, with respect to the linearly
independent ones Zns(E1)|gs Lns(E2)lgs Lns(Za)lg, at ¢ = (z,3; A) € Q, yields a matrix

(
0 —alg  7(q)
()

_ —a(q) 0 T1q
M) O(q) 0 ¥(g)m(g)
0 O(q) VY(g)7(q).

Eliminating either the 3rd or 4th row yields a matrix M3(q) or My(q), whose determinant is

det M3(q) = — a(q)m(q)(a(q)¥(q) + O —Ka(q)m(q)

W(q)+ 0O
det My(q) = — a(q)7i(q)(a(q)¥(q) + O( —Ka(q)n(q),

because a(q)V(q) + O(q) = K.

If 0 < |a(g)| < 1, then because K # 0 and because (6.31) holds, we deduce that either
det M3(q) # 0 or det My(q) # 0, and hence that the R-span on {L1|,, La|4, N1lg, Na|y} in T,Q
has dimension at least 3. But these vectors all belong to the 3-dimensional space XNS(T:;;]\}[ g
at ¢ = (x,z; A), and hence we have shown that

q)) =
q)) =

Lns(T:M)|, = spang{Li|g, La|g, Nilg, Nolo} € T,00,(q), if 0 < |a(g)| < 1.

It is clear that at each point ¢ € Q the subspaces Lr(ToM)|,, Lns(T:M) and H|, have
pairwise trivial (= {0}) intersection, and their respective dimensions are 2, 3 and 2. By
what we have shown above, all these three spaces are tangent to any orbit Oy, (qo) for which
0 < |a(go)| < 1. From this we can deduce that dim 7,04, (q0) > 7 for ¢ € O4,(qo), and finally
dim Og,(q0) > 7.

As we have already shown in the beginning of this section that dim Og,(qy) < 7, we conclude
that dim Og,,(¢o) = 7. The analysis performed in this section is summarized in the following
theorem.

Theorem 6.10. Let (M, g) be a connected, oriented 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold of
constant K, i.e., a space form, and (M,g) = (I x N,sy @ h) is a Riemannian product of
an oriented 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold (N, h) of constant curvature K~ and an open

non-empty z'ntervaUC C R equipped with the standard Riemannian metric s;. Assuming further
that K # 0 and K~ # 0 one has

dim Og,(q0) =7, Vg € Q; 0<|a(q)] <1,

where a has been defined in (6.21]).

Remark 6.11. (a) We emphasize the fact that while Theorem was derived under the
assumption that K — &) = 0 holds on the orbit Og, (qo) (or on a local version O(qo)
of such an orbit), its converse Theorem [6.10] makes no, and needs no such assumption
at all.
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(b) By (6.20) and (6.28])

K —64=K —a(q?K" =0(q),

and hence K = 64 < K = a(q)?KN < 0(q) =0 at ¢ = (2,4, A) € Q.

In addition, since K and K N are constant, and « : () — R is constant on every Zx-orbit
of g, it follows that if K = 64, for some gy = (xo, Zo; Ag) € @, then K = G4 for all
q = (z,%;A) € Ogy ().

Since « can take any value in [—1, 1] over @), there exists a point gy = (o, Zo; Ao) € Qo
such that 0 < |a(q)| < 1 and K = 64, if and only if 0 < K < K¥ or KN < K <0
(assuming that K # 0 and KN+ 0).

(d) The set Qo1 ={g € @ | 0<|a(q)| <1} used in Theorem [6.101is open and dense in Q.
To see that it is dense, we note that Qo1 = Q1 N{g € Q | a(q) # 0}, where ); was
defined in (6.22]). Because we have already shown that )y is open and dense in @, it is
enough to show that the open set Qg := {q € Q | a(q) # 0} of Q is dense in Q.

To this end, recall that v(0x ® ZA)\qa = Q( — AX, 2 ) for all ¢ = (z,2; A) € @, and

' oF |7
note that ¢ € @ if and only if 7, L % > which is itself equivalent to the condition
that 2| € AT, M.

Thus there exists a non-zero (in fact a unit) vector Z € T, M such that 2 ‘T = AZ, and
for that Z we find that v(0; @ Za)|,0 = §( — AZ,AZ) = —g(Z,Z) # 0.

If T(t) is any smooth curve in  whose tangent vector at ¢ = 0 equals v(6; @ Z4)|,
(and in particular I'(0) = ¢), then %‘Oa(l“(t)) = 0z ® Z4)| o0 # 0. Thus for all £ # 0
small enough, a(I'(¢)) # 0, i.e., I'(t) ¢ Q \ Qo. We conclude from this analysis that Qg

is dense in Q).

6.3. Particular Subcase 64 # K (z) on O(qp).

We assume in this subsection that 64 # K(x) and (Ilx, IIy) # (0,0) on a rolling neighbour-
hood O(qy) of ¢ = (z,%; A) € Q. Early on, though, we will restrict ourselves for the remainder
of this section to a particular, special case where several differential-algebraic relations (see
([657)) are assumed to hold on O(gy) between certain quantities few of which we already know,
and the remaining of which will be introduced below.

The rolling curvature tensor Rol is then equal to (see Eq. (4.4))

11 N 11 N
ROlq(‘Xv7 Y) = —(K — &A) (A(X A Y) — % _Y&AHX & ZA + I%a _X&AGY (059 ZA), q € O(QO)

Define the real valued functions r, ¢ as in (6.1]), and choose the T'M-valued vector fields on
O(qo) as in ([G.2). Finally, set

(6.47) w(q) == =~ q=(z,2;4) € Oq),
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so that on O(qy) we have

(6.48) R = woy, Iy =w(K —0da),
' Iy — s I, =0
K—64 [oR Y .

We emphasize that by (£2), [@3), (6I) and (©4T), the functions ¢, r and w are defined
and smooth in some (small enough) open subset O" of ) containing a (small enough) rolling
neighbourhood O(qp) of qp.

Using these and ([6.2]), Rol is equal to

Roly(X,Y) = —(K — 64) (AX ANY) + wly, ® Z4)
= —(K —64)Rol,(X,Y),
where in the last line we defined,
(6.49) Roly(X,Y) := A(X AY) +w(q)by, ® Za,

for all ¢ = (z,%; A) in an appropriate open neighbourhood of ¢y in Q.
The first order Lie bracket tangent to O(q) is (see Lemmas [7.3] and [T8))

LX), Za(V)ly = (~Lus(AX )]0 Lol Ky + (~Lus(AV)]0) LoVl
(6.50) — (K — 5.4)v(Rol,),.

The second order of O(qy)-tangent Lie brackets are (see Lemma [7.4])
[Zr( V(m('))] lq
=[Zr(X), (AX AY))lg + (Zr(Xa)lgw)v(by, © Za)lg + w[ZLr(X),v(0y © 2)]|,

=(1 —wr(by, ® Za)le®)Lr(Ya)ls — Lus(AYa)l,
(6.51)  +w(—Lr(Xa)lgd — g, X)v(Ox, © Za)ly + (Lr(Xa)lw)r (b5, © Za)l,,

X),
X),

and

Zr(Y), v(Roli))ll,

Lr(Y), V(A AYDlg + (Lo(Ya)lw)v Oy, © Za)lg + wlZr(Y), v(8y © 2)]|,
(=1 + wr(By, ® Za)lg)-Lr(Xa)lg + Lys(AXa)ly — w0 Lns(Za)ly

(6.52)  +w(—Zr(Ya)lgd — gL Ya)r(bs, ® Za)ly + (Lr(Ya)lw)v by, © Za)l,.

In order to simplify the formulas that appear below, we define the following quantities

1

Gy = Lns(AXA)|gd = Lr(Xa)g0 + 9(T, Xa),
Gy = Lns(AYA)|gd = Lr(Ya)g0 + (I, Ya),
Hy = Lp(Xa)|gw,

(6.53) = Zr(Ya)|qw,

H
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where in the first two definitions we have used the identities given in Lemma [L.8 Hence, the
two new O(qo)-tangent vector fields created by the above Lie brackets [Zx(X),v(Rol(.y)] and

L), v(Rol()]|, are
Filg = — Zns(AYa)l, —wGv(0x, ® Za)lg + Hzv(0y, © Za)l,,
(6.54)  Fbly = Lns(AXa)|, — wLns(Za)ly — wGyv(05, ® Za)ly + Hyv (05, @ Za)l,.
We know so far that the vector fields
(6.55) Lr(X0): Zr(Yy), v(Roly), F, P,

are tangent to O(q), and hence to Og,(q). They are, moreover, defined on an open neigh-
bourhood O’ of g in @ such that O(qy) C O’, and they are pointwise linearly independent on
O'. Hence, by looking at the coefficients of Lns(AX)|g, Lns(AYa)|, and Lys(Za)l, in the
Lie brackets computed in Lemma [T T4, we conclude that if any one of the following conditions
is satisfied at any point of ¢ = (x, %; A) € O(qo),

1) Gz #0,
2) ng/ - HX 7é 0,
(6.56) 3) Hy #0,
1) wr(fy, ® Za)lgd =140,
5) (05, ® Za)lgw # 0,

then O(qo), and hence Oy, (qo), has dimension at least 6.
For the rest of this section, we will be assuming the none of these conditions 1)-5) hold.
That is, our standing assumption in the sequel, within the current section, will be that

(657) Gf{ =0, CUGY/ = HX’ H{; =0, WV(Q}}A (%9 ZA)|q§Z5 =1, V(Q};A & ZA)|qw =0

everywhere on O(qy).
Proposition 6.12. Let (Ilx,Ily) # (0,0) and 64 # K(x) on O(qo). If equalities ([65T) hold
on O(qp), then dim O(qo) = 5, and the vector fields ([6.53]) form a frame on O(q).

Proof. First we observe that (651)), (6.52) and (6.54) are simplified by (€357 to
[Zr(X), v(Rol)]ly = Fi. [Zr(Y),v(Rol())]l, = Fa,
Fily = —Zns(AYa)|, + HX’/(QYA ® Za)lg,
Pyl = Lns(AXA)|g — wLns(Za)ly — Hyv(0x, @ Za)l,.

By Eq. (T4) in Appendix, assumption (6.57) implies that on O(q),

A=K, T,=0,
and consequently, using (6.47), ([6-49) and relations in Lemma [[.12 and in Eq. (6.57),

(04 — K) + (K — &4) = v(Roly)|,II; =0,

(6.58) v(Rol,)|,¢ =0, v(Rol,)|,w = 0.
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Relations
V(@q)‘q)z(') =0, V(mq”qif(') =0,

then follow directly from (6.2) thanks to v(Rol,)|,¢ = 0.
Since v(fy., @ Z4)|q0—1 = 0, we have [Lr(X), v(Rol(y)] = Fy (see (G54) and formulas above
it) and hence by v(Rol,)|,¢ = 0, Eq. ([653)), and Eq. (6.2)) we obtain
(6.59) Filg¢ = [Zr(X), v(Rol))]ly6 = v(Roly)| (= Gx + 9(T', X)) = 0,
for all ¢ € O(qo). )
Similarly using (6.53) and the fact that [Zz(Y), v(Rol())] = F2, we get
(6.60) Filyo = —v(Rl)|,(Hy) = 0.

Computation of [Lr(X), Zr(Y)]|,¢ using 6350), and directly by definition of Lie bracket
and Lemma [T3 yield (below formulas are evaluated at ¢ = (z, Z; A))
[ Zr(X), Zr(Y)]lg¢ = (-Gx)(Gx — g(I', X)) + (-Gy)(Gy — (I, Y))
= Zr(Xa)lg(Gy = g(I,Y)) = Zr(Ya)|o(Gx = 9(I', X))

i.e., since G =0,

Zr(Xa)l,Gy = (=Gy)(Gy — g(T. Ya)) + Lr(Xa)ly(9(L,Y)) = Lr(Ya)(9(T, X)).

By Eqgs. [@2), ([€2]) it holds
g(VXAF, ?A) - g(V?AFa XA)
= g(c¢VXF -+ Sd)er, —8¢X + C¢Y) — g(—S¢VXF + C¢Vyr, Cd)X + Sd)Y)
= = K(SL’),
which coupled with Lemma allows us to write

ZLr(Xa)lo(9(L,Y)) = La(Ya)(9(T, X))
= g(VXAF, ?A) - g(V}}AFa XA) - GXg(Fa XA) - Gf/g(ra ?A)

Recalling G'¢ = 0, it thus follows that
(6.61) ZLr(Xa)lGy = —(Gy)* — K,

in which both sides are evaluated at ¢ = (z,; A) € O(qo)-
Next computing [Zr(X), Zr(Y)]|,w both using (6.50), as well as directly via definition of
the Lie bracket while accounting for (6.53]) and relations in the beginning of the proof, produces
Lr(X), Ze(V)lgw = — GgHy — Gy Hy
= Lr(Xa)loHy — Zr(Ya)lsH
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that is since Gg = 0, Hy = 0 by (6.57)

gR(?A)LIHX = Oa
It then follows from wGy = Hyg and LR(Ya)|,w = Hy(q) = 0 that
(6.62)  0=Lr(Ya)lgHz = (Lr(Ya)lgw)Gy(a) + (@) Zr(Ya)l,Gy = w(@)Zr(Ya)l,Gy

Proceeding in similar fashion (using Fy = [Zz(X),v(Rol.))], v(Rol,)|,w = 0, (653) and
([657)), one obtains

—F|w = ~[Zr(X), v(Rol)]|,w = v(Roly)|4(Hz) = v(Roly)|y(wGy) = wr(Rol)|,(Gy)
as well as (using Fy = [Zz(Y), v(Rol(y)], v(Rol,)|,¢ = 0, (653) and (657))
—Fly¢ = —[Zr(Y),v(Rol))]|4& = v(Roly)|4(Gy — ¢(I',Y)) = v(Roly)[4(Gy).
From this, we find that
(6.63) Fi|gw = wF|¢p = —wv(Roly)|,(Gy) = —v(Roly)|y(Hx).

As we have shown above, Fi¢ = 0 and v(Rol(.))¢ = 0 on O(qp), implying that [v(Rol,)), Fi]¢ =
0. On the other hand, the bracket [v(Rol(,), Fi] as written out explicitly in Lemma [7.14] be-
comes, in view of (G.57) and the various relations derived earlier in this proof (e.g. Fi¢ = 0),
W(RO), Filly = Lus(AX )|, — w-Zs(Za), — wGwlbs, © Za)ly — (2Fi w6y, © Za)l,
=Py, — (2F1|qw)’/(9f/A ® Za)lg,

so that

0 = (Roly). Fillyd = Filyts — )Py, © Zlat = Fold = 2(Filg) = —~(Ful).
which yields Fi|,w = 0 and hence by (6.63))
(6.64) 0 = Fi|w = whe¢ = —wr(Rol,)|,(Gy) = —v(Rol,)|,(Hy),

for all ¢ € O(qo).
Finally, note that

(6.65) LX) Hy = Zr(X4)|(wGy) = HgGy + wZr(X4)|,Gy = —Kw.

Thanks to all these computations that have lead to additional relations, we see that the
assumption (G57) leads to the following simplifications in Lie brackets listed in Lemma [[.14]

(6.66)
[Zr(X), Fillg = — Gav(Roly)|,, [Lr(Y), Fill, = Gy By,
[Zr(X), Bl =0, [Lr(Y), B3l = — Gy Fily + Av(Roly)|,,

[v(Roly), 11|y = Fbl,, [v(Roly), 2]l = — (1 +w?)F1]g + wHgv(Roly)l,,
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which hold at every ¢ € O(gp), and we have used the function (recall that (6} — K) + w?(K —
g4) =0)
(6.67) Ma) = =64+ W (K(2) = 64) = =04 — 64+ K(x), q=(2.2;4) € Oq).

It remains to examine the bracket [F, F3|, which is presented in Lemma [7.T4lin terms of the
local (around ¢g) frame of @) we are already very familiar with.

First, as we have seen, assumptions (6.57) allow one to simplify the expressions (6.54]) for
Fi, F5 on O(qp) into

Bl = - D%NS(AY/A”q + HXV(GYA ® ZA>|qv

(6.68) Foly = Zns(AXa)lg — wlus(Za)lg — Hgv(0x, @ Za)l,.

These expressions combined with F|,w = 0, Fy|,6 = 0, I, = 0 and relations (Z4) yield
gNS(AY/A”qW =0, WgNS(ZA)|q¢ = gNS(AXA”qu =G5 =0, Vg€ O(q).

Secondly, using these two relations along with already known identities Gy = 0, Hy = 0,
wGy = Hg, 11, = 0 and (63 — 64)/(K — 64) = 1, one sees that the expression for [F}, Fy]
given in Lemma [T.T4] reduces to

[Py, Bl = wHy Lys(AV)], + (WFl,Gx — wF|, Gy (s, © Z4)l,
+ (w(é—; — K+64)+ Fy|,Hy — F2|qH)~(> V(0 ® Za)l,
(64— WA = 6a) + (H)? Jw(AX AY)),
In order to simplify this further, we note that earlier identities imply

—hlHg = ["%R(X% Bl = _&AV(R—OIquW =0,
(6.69) —Fy|Hg = [Zr(X), F)|w =0,

which in combination with identities Fi|,w = 0, wGy = Hy imply wF|,Gy = Fi|,(wGy) =
Fy|,H ¢ = 0. Moreover, facts that Gy =0, Hy = 0 on O(qy) and F}, Fy are tangent to O(qo)
readily imply Fi|,Hy = 0 and F3|,G 5 = 0.

These additional observations lead to the following simplification of [F7, F3] above:

[F1, Byl = wH g Lns(AYa)|, + w(0h — K + 64)v(05, ® Za),
+ (64 — (K —64) + (Hg)?)V(A(X A Y))],
(6.70) = _WHXF1|¢1+ ((HX)2 _)‘)V(R—Olq”qa

where we have used again A from (6.67).

Evidently, all seven Lie brackets appearing in (6.60) and (G.70) belong to the C*(O(q))-
span of the vector fields (6.53]) on O(qp), an observation which allows us to conclude that O(qo)
is 5-dimensional (see for instance the proof of Proposition [6.5]), and that vector fields (6.55)
form a frame on O(qo).

Finally, note that (7, ylo@e)« : TO(q0) — TM maps the tangent vectors Zr(Xa)lq,
Zr(Ya)|, and Fy, of O(qo) at ¢ = (z,2; A) to the vectors AXy, AYs, AX4 — w(q)Za, re-
spectively, which span T; M since w(q) # 0. Thus T .x10(q0) 18 @ submersion as claimed. Proof
is complete. 0



44 AMINA MORTADA, YACINE CHITOUR, PETRI KOKKONEN, AND ALI WEHBE

Recall that here 7 is the mapping Q — M X M; (x,2; A) — (z,%). As a consequence of
the fact from previous proposition that (6.55]) forms a frame on O(gy) we have:

Corollary 6.13. The map 7, ylo() @ O(q) — M is a submersion, and 7g|o(g,) @ O(q) —

M x M has constant rank 4, so that its image 7o(O(qo)) is a 4-dimensional embedded subman-
ifold of M x M (possibly after shrinking O(qo) around qq).

Notice that if ki, ks are functions on V x V, saying that relation ki (x, &) = ko(x, 2) holds
for all ¢ = (z,2;A) € O(qo), is equivalent to saying that ki(x,2) = ko(z, ) for all (z,2) €
7o(O(qo)). We mention explicitly this simple remark because in what follows, we will be using
both ways of writing such relations.

The following proposition holds when only the last two of the five relations in (G57) hold.

Proposition 6.14. Assume that (I1x,Ily) # (0,0) and 64 # K(x) and that
wo(by, @ Za)lgd =1, v(by, ® Za)|w =0
hold on O(qo). Then the following are true:

a) There is a function ) e COO(V/) defined on some open neighbourhood V' of &y in M
such that A(q) = A(@) for all ¢ = (x,; A) € O(qo) N (g )~ (V'), where \(q) is defined
in ([G.61), with its last equality being true as well.

b) For every ¢ = (x,4; A) € O(q), the curvature tensor R|; has —K(z) as a double
eigenvalue, and \(q) as a simple eigenvalue. In particular, for all ¢ = (x,3;A) €

A

O(qo) N (mg )" (V') this simple eigenvalue is A().

¢) Ya(K) =0 i.e., =5y X(K) +¢Y (K) =0 (see 6.2)) for every q = (x,&; A) € O(qo) N
(T~ (V).

Proof. The relation v (g, ® Z4)|qw = 0 on O(qo) alone implies by (Z4) in Appendix that

II, =0 on O(q),

and hence by ([649) and Lemma [[.T2] in Appendix,

= ~ W= X X ~
0 = v(Ro)lyfl; = £ (5} — 3)(5% — 64) +12)

i.e., by the definition of w in (6.47),

WK —6.)° = (65 —04)(65 —da) on Oq).

On the other hand, the relation wv(fy, ® Za)lq¢ = 1 on O(qo) alone implies by (Z4) in
Appendix that

4 =K(z) onO(q).

Qe

Combining the last two relation above, yields (using 4 # K)

WK —64)=K -4 onO(q)
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Thus, in view of the three identities obtained, namely 6% = K(xz), I, = 0, 6}, = K —
wz(K — 04), in combination with (6.48), the matrix of R|; with respect to the basis xAXy,
*xAY s, xZ 4 is given by

. —K+w2(K—&A) 0 W(K—(ATA)
(6.71) Rls = 0 K 0
W(K — 64) 0 —K+(K—ds),

implying that the characteristic polynomial f;(7) of R|s is
(1) = (1 + K)*(1 + 64 — w(K = 64)) = (7 + K(2))*(1 — \q))

for every ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qp). This shows that the eigenvalues of the g-symmetric linear map
R|; are —K () and A(q) for all ¢ = (x,#; A) € O(g), the multiplicity of — K (z) being at least
2.

Next notice that having A(q) = —K(z) would mean that —64 + w?(K(z) — 64) = —K(2)
ie., (1+w?)(K(z) —64) =0, which contradicts the assumption that 64 # K(z).

This shows that —K (z) is a double, and A(q) is a simple eigenvalue of R|; for ¢ = (x, &; A) €
O(qo), completing the proof of item b).

Since in particular Jf{|m0 has a simple eigenvalue, it follows that R\x has a simple eigenvalue
for all  in some open neighbourhood V' of &y in M, and, consequently, the map )\ that assigns
this eigenvalue to & € V’ must be a C*-function on V’. Tt follows that A(&) = A(¢) for all
q=(z,2;A) € O(q) N (ﬂQvM)_l(‘A/’), and thus we have proved the claim of item a).

Finally, to prove c), let ] € VF(O(qo)) be the vector field on O(qy) defined as (see (6.54))

Flg = Zr(Ya)lg+ Filg = Zvs(Ya)lg — wGxv(0s, ® Za)lg + Hyv(05, ® Za)ly,

Fix a point ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qo) N (WQM)_I(\A/’), and let I'(t), t € I, be an integral curve
of F| passing through ¢ at ¢t = 0, with I an open interval such that 0 € I and I small enough
so that ['(¢), t € I, stays inside the open subset O(gp) N (WQ’M)_I(V/) of O(qy). We may write
I(t) as T(6) = (3(1).3(2): A1) | |

It is clear that (7 y/|o(g))«F1 = 0, and hence §(t) = %(WQ7]\7[|O(QO)OF)(t) = (To.urlown)-L'(t) =
0 for all ¢ € I, as a result of which 7, ;;(I'(t)) = 7 ;;(I'(0)) = 7 y;(q) = & for all t € I.
This means that I'(t) = (y(t), #; A(t)), and therefore, owing to the result stated in item b), the
curvature tensor R|; at 4 has a (double) eigenvalue & which equals —K (v(t)), for all t € I.

In other words, K(y(t)) = —k is constant in ¢t € I, and since y(0) = z and A(f) =
(mo.umlow))« Filr@ey = Yaw, we get 0 = LK(y(t)) = Yap(K), which at ¢ = 0 implies
?A(K) = 0. Proof is complete. O

Remark 6.15. (i) The open set V' of M in item a) of Proposition BI4 can be taken to be
V' = m,5(O(qo)) if the conditions (6.57) hold. This is because, according to Corollary
(.13 the map 7, y; is a submersion, hence an open map.

In the more general situation of Proposition [6.14 we do not know a priori if vV =
7o.1(O(qo)) is open or not.

(ii) We make an observation concerning item c¢) of Proposition If (X(K),
on the open subset V' of M, then, if say X (K) # 0 on V', we have tan(¢(q)) =

o

X for
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all ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qo), where the right hand side is a smooth function on V. Hence
there exists a function ¢’ € C*°(V) such that ¢'(z) = ¢(q) for every q = (z,2; A) €
O(qo) (after shrinking O(qo) around ¢q if necessary). The same observation holds if,
instead, Y(K) # 0 on V.

It then immediately follows that v(Rol,)|,¢ = 0, Fi|,¢ = 0 and Fy|,¢ = 0 on O(qp),
where F, Fy are given in (6.54]). These three identities for ¢ thus hold without assuming
any of the first three relations in (6.57) (under the assumption that (X (K),Y (K)) # 0
on V).

Remark 6.16. In what follows, we will continue using the shorthand notation that has been
already employed in the proofs of the previous results in this section. Namely, we will regularly
identify functions f on M (resp. f on M) such as K and F py (resp. A, F py) with the

composite functions f o mo()m (resp. fo Tooyar) o1 O(d), Whenever these quantities are
needed to be viewed as function on O(qp). It is therefore understood from now on that, for

0)-
instance, K (z) = (K o To(q),m )(1’ z; A), F o(@) = (F(J k) © TO(q0),m) (@, 23 A), and i) = (Ao
To(g i) (@ 3 A) = A, &5 A), T, ) (2) = ( k) © To(go).01) (T: 23 A) at points (z, 35 A) € O(qo).

Like mentioned in Remark case (i) we will from now on assume that ¥V’ = V in Propo-
sition [6.14]

To prepare ourselves for the proof of a proposition that follows below, we shall need the
following technical lemma.

Lemma 6.17. At every point ¢ = (x,%; A) € O(qo) we have
(6.72) (WAX 4+ Z4)(N\) = —2(1 + w) Hg (K — 64).

Proof. As we have seen in the proof of Proposition [£.12] on O(q) the vector fields F; and F
(defined in ([6.54))) are simplified to (6.68)), and all the possible Lie-brackets of the (involutive)
frame of vector fields ([6.55]) of O(go) have themselves the expressions given in (6.50), (6.60),

610), and ([©51), ([652]) which reduce, in view of (6.57), to
Ze(X), v Ry = Pl [ ZeV), (Rl = Bl

The Jacobi identity for the three vector fields Zr(X4)l4, Filq and Fy|, reads

(6.73) [Lr(X), [F1, Bo]llg + (B, [Zr(X), Fi]lly + [Py, [Fo, Zr(X)]]]q = 0.

Using 653), (657), 6.66), B70) and Lr(Xa)|Hs = —Kw on O(g) (shown in the proof of

Proposition [6.12)), the first term on the left can be expressed as
[Zr(X), [F1, Bllly =[Zr(X), ~wHg Iy + ((Hg)? = Av(Rol,))]l,
= — (Hg)*Fi|q + Kw’F; + wHg64v(Roly)|,
+ (—2Hg Kw — Zr(Xa)| v (Roly)|, + (Hz)? = N Fil,
= (Kw? = AR, + (WHX(&A —2K) - gR(XA)‘q)‘)V(mq)‘q
the second one is equal to
(B, [Zr(X), Fi]lly = [Fo, —6()v(Rol)]|,
= - (F2‘q‘7( )12 ( )|q - &A((l + w2)F1|q - WHXV(ROIq)‘qu)
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The last term on the left of ([E73) vanishes [Fy, [Fy, Zz(X)]]|, = 0 by (686). Thus (6.73)
yields

0=(Kw? = A= (1+w?)oa) |, + 2wHg (64 — K) — Lr(Xa)| A — Faly60))v(Roly) g,

that is (recall (6.67)
gR(XA”q)\ + Fg‘q&(.) = —2wH)~<(K — &A)

But we have Fy|,A = —(1 4+ w?)F3|,6(), which is a consequence of the definition (G.67) of A
6.601 and the relation F|,K = 0 that holds since (mg ar)«F2|, = 0. Hence

(14 W) ZLr(Xa)|A — Folgh = =2(1 + w*)wHg (K — 6.4).
Because A = Ao To.xr we have v(fg, ® Z4)|4A = 0, and consequently we find
w(wAX s+ Za)(\) = —2(1 + W )wH ¢ (K — 6.4).
Dividing this identity with w(q) # 0 yields (6.72]) and thus completes the proof. O

At this point, we will make some preliminary observations and introduce some notations
that will be used throughout the rest of this section.

By Proposition m we can choose a smooth unit vector field E, on V such that xE» is an
eigenvector field of R correspondmg to the snnple elgenvalue (function) A.

Choosing then By, Es € VF(V) such that (Ey, By, Es) is a positively oriented orthonormal
frame on V, it follows that xE1|;, xEs|; are eigenvector fields of R|; with eigenvalue —K ()
for all ¢ = (z,%; A) € O(qo), again by Proposition

In addition to this orthonormal frame, we define T'M-valued smooth vector fields on O(gq)
by

(6.74) My, = =AYy, M|y = —w(Q)AXs— Za, M|, = AX4 — w(q)Za,

for ¢ = (z,2;A) € O(qo). As is easily checked, for each ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qp), the vectors
M, |,, Ma|,, Ms|, are mutually g-orthogonal (but are not all normalized to 1), and xMj |, xMs |4, *Ms|,
are eigenvectors of R|; corresponding to its eigenvalues —K (z), A(2) and —K (z), respectively.
It follows that span{Es|;, Es|z} = span{M|,, Ms|,} and that E|; is parallel to M,l, for all
q = (2,2;4) € O(go).
The choice of M1 and M3 (and hence Mg) is motivated by the fact that in terms of them,

Eq. ([E68) reads

Filg = Zys(My|o)|, + Hgv(05, @ Za)l,,
(6.75) Bolg = Lys(Ms|)|, — Hyv(05, ® Za)lq

As E,|; and M|, are parallel vectors in Ty M for ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo), while HM2|q

(1+w(q)®)"/? and ‘ Es|s|| =1, we may assume w.l.o.g that E, was chosen in such a way that
g
(6.76) (1+w(@)?)*Eals = My|,, Vg = (2,8 A) € O(q).

Here is one of the key results of this section.
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Proposition 6.18. Under the assumptions of Proposition[6.13, and after shrinking the rolling
nezghbourhood O(qo) around qo if necessary, there is a smooth oriented orthonormal frame
Ei By F3 onV = To.41(O(qo)) with respect to which the connection table I' of the Levi-Civita

connection of (V,g|V) has the form

(6.77) D= |Thy Thy Thy |
F%l 5 0 0

where we recall that FE k) (@ ) In addition,

(6.78) ﬁ(f%lyz)) =0, VHeE;

holds on V' and relations

(6.79) ~Eola(T ) + (Th)(#)" = K (2)

(6.80) Eyls(A) = 20} o) () (K (2) + A(#)) = 0

hold at every point (x,2) € mo(O(qo))-
Proof. Our first step will be to show the following claim:

(A) The 2-dimensional distribution E3 on V is involutive.

To that end, observe first that by (6.66) and (6.70) the system of vector fields F' =
{v(Rol), Fy, Fy} forms an involutive system on O(qp).

Fix arbitrary #; € V, and recall that V = 7o.1(O(qo)) which implies the existence of a
point ¢; = (x1,21; A1) in O(qo) above ;. Let O" be a connected neighbourhood of ¢; in the
3-dimensional orbit Oz (q1) of F’ passing through ¢; (and contained in O(qp)).

The vector fields in " at a point ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(q) are mapped by (7, y7|o() ) (see
[B73)) to vectors 0, —AYy = M|, and AX 4 —wZ4 = Ms|, in Tz M, respectively. This means
that the smooth map m i7lor has constant rank 2, and therefore we may choose the connected
neighbourhood O" of ¢; in the orbit Oz (g1) to be small enough to guarantee that 7, y[o is a
submersion onto an embedded 2-dimensional submanifold N of M containing z;. Furthermore,
because O is connected, so is N.

Since (g, M) Fi|, = M, (7o, M) F|, = M3|q, for every ¢ = (x,2;A) € O, and since
Tox(0) = N, the tangent space of N at any # € N is spanned by M; |, and Ms|,, for any point

~

g in O" above z (i.e., any ¢ in (WQM|01) Y(#)). But span{M|,, Ms|,} = span{F}|s, Fs|:} =
E|; and hence we have T; N = Ej|;. This shows that N is an integral manifold (of dimension
) of E2 though the point i1. Since &, was an arbitrarily chosen point in V, we conclude that
E2L is a smooth involutive distribution on V. Claim (A) above is therefore proven.
Here we can write down our first relation between the connection coefficients féj,k) on M.
As is casily verified (see item [l in Remark B20), the distribution E3 being involutive, which

is the case by claim (A) above, is equivalent to the following relation between the connection
coefficients:

~

The next claim we will demonstrate below is the following:
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(B) For any iy € V, any connected integral manifold N of Ey- passing through &, and any
q1 = (Il,i'l;Al) c O(qO) above i’l, it holds

(6.82) R|s(xH) = =K (x,)xH, Vi e N, VH € Ef|;.

Note that through any z; € V there passes some connected integral manifold N of EAQL,
thanks to claim (A) above.

We will use the notations from the proof of claim (A) above. First, projecting F’ into the 2-
dimensional manifold M, we observe that (mg a)«F'|; = 0, and consequently 7g 1 (O’) = {z1}
because O’ is a connected integral manifold of F.

Taking an arbitrary point # € N, there is a smooth path # : 0,1] — N in N from #;
to & (because N is connected), and it can be lifted to a smooth path T' : [0,1] — O’ from
@ to some ¢ = (z,4;A) € O". Consequently, moa(I'(t)) = 21 for all ¢ € [0,1], implying
in particular that = = 7o n(q) = TQ, w(T(1)) = x;. For any H € Ef|; we therefore have
Rl;(xH) = —K () x H = —K (1) » H, which completes the proof of claim (B) since & € N
was arbitrary.

To derive our second set of relations between connection coefficient, along with one additional
differential relation involving the eigenvalues of R, we shall next make use of Eq. [©382), the
eigen-equation R(*Eg) = AxFE, and the second Bianchi identity.

Fix @1, ¢1 = (21,#1; A1) and N as in claim (B) above. Choosing H = F; (resp. H = F3) in
[6382), then applying covariant derivative \Y 5, (resp. \Y 5,) onto it, one gets

(@Elfz)( E ) + R( (F 1 2)E2 F%3,1)EA3)) = —K(xl) * (f%l,z)EA2 - f‘%S,l)EAé)
(Vg R)(xE ) + R(x(I' (3.1) Ey - F:())2 g b)) = —K (1) * (F:())s b — F?2 5 L)

An important point here is that these identities do not involve _any derivatives of K.
Similarly, applying V , to the eigen-equation R(*Eg) = \xF, gives

~ A

(Vi R)(xE») + é(*(—rfm)El + 1% 50 B3)) = Ax (=12 5 By + T 5 B3) + Ea(A)*Ey
Using (6.82) and the eigen-equation ﬁ(*EQ) = A xF, again, these three identities can be
simplified into
o R)(xEy) = rgl o (K (21) + A)xEy
oy R) (xE) = Ty 5 (K (1) + A%
(Vi R)(xE») = _r(l o) (K (1) + Ak By + 1%, 5 (K (21) + \)xEs + Ey(A)xEy.

Plugging these into the second Bianchi identity 37 (V R)(*E) = 0 allows us to deduce

from the resulting «F, and xE; components, while keeplng in mind that 5\(33) # —K(x;) for
i € N, the identities F(12)( z) =0, F23 () =0 for all z € N.

Since N was an arbitrary (local) integral manifold of Ej, as can be understood from the
above, on the open subset V of M, these relations hold on all of V| i.e.,

(6.83) [5(@) =0, T%4(@) =0 VieV.
Similarly, *Ey component of the second Bianchi identity just discussed yields

Esls(A\) + (= T0)(@) + T (@) (K (1) + A(@) =0, Vie N,
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holding for any i, € V, any connected integral manifold N of Ezl passing through 2, and any
¢ = (21,215 A1) € O(qo) above Z;. In particular

~

(6.84) Epa(A) + (= Dy (&) + T () (K (2) + A()) = 0

holds at every point (z, %) € mo(O(qo))-
Next we shall focus on proving the following claim:

(C) Below every point ¢ = (x,%; A) € O(qq) in M x M it holds
EAI1|*( f% )+f?27)>:0
(6.85) E2‘( % 2) T F3 ) ( ) + Q(F%2,3))2 + (F:())z,3))2 = —2K(z),
Bili(~ Ty + ) =0

Pﬁ>

where the f’(] gy without E,, derivatives involved are shorthand notations for fzj ) (T).

1 0
Taking into account that xE; = [ 0|, xE5 = [ 0| and —K(z)  Ej|; = R(xEj|z), i = 1,3,
0 1

for any € M and & € M such that mo(q) = (z,#) for some ¢ € O, it follows that the
components ¢; and ay of the curvature formulas () in the Appendix (section [{]) are equal to

— K (z). Hence making use of (6.83)) the lines of ¢; and ay in (1) yield
—K(z) = _EA2(f% 2)) + (f%l 2))2 (_f%z 3) — f%s 1))f?1 2) T 1Aﬂ%z?,)f%g,l)
(6.86) —K(z) = E2(F(2 3)) + (- F(3 )~ F(1 2))F(2 3) + F(3 1)F(1 o+ Tz

Summing these equations up and using (6.81]) we obtain the second relation in (6.85).

It thus remains to show that the first and the third relations in (6.85) hold, in order to
complete the proof of claim (C) above.

Using the expression for M, given in (6.74) in combination with ([6.76) in Eq. G.22) of
Lemma [6.1I7] the latter can be rewritten into the form

Eyla(\) = 2(1 + W) YV2H (K — 64).
Comparison with (G84]) then implies that
2(1+w(q)*) P Hg(q) (K () = 64) + (= L)) + T (8)) (K (@) + A(@) = 0,
holds for all ¢ = (z,#; A) € O(qo). Plugging in here A = A from (B67) then results in
2(1+w?) ' PHg(K —64) + (14 w”) (= T + [hy) (K —64) =0,
i.e., since K — a4 # 0,
(6.87) 2Hg + (1+w?)' (= Ty +Ths) =0 on O(q).

Using Zr(X4)|,Hy = —Kw, which is the relation ([.65) derived in the proof of Proposition
612 and using the defining relation Zx(Xa)|,w = Hy (see [6.53)), one gets

(6.88)
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Applying Fi|, to (6.87), using Fi|,w = 0, Fi|,Hy = 0 which are (6.64) and (6.69) in the
proof of Proposition [6.12 and using the expression of F in (6.75]), we get

(1+ W2)1/2M1|q( - P%m) + F?z,:a)) =0 on O(qo).
ie.,
Ml‘q( - F%Lg) + F?273)) =0 on O(qO)

Likewise, applying Fy|, to (6.87), using Fy|,w = 0, Fy|,H = 0 which are (6.60) and (6.69)
in the proof of Proposition [6.12], and using the expression of F; in (6.70), we get

(1+ W2)1/2M3|q( - f%m) + f?z,:a)) =0 on O(q).
ie.,
(6.89) Msly( =T +Ths) =0 on O(q).
Since span{M|,, Ms|,} = (Ma|,)* = (F2|z)* we can conclude that
H(—Thy +Ths) =0, VieV, VHeE ES|;,

which yields the first and the third relation in (6.85]), completing the proof of claim (C).
Our next and final separate claim in this proof is as follows:

(D) Below every point q = (x,i; A) € O(qo) in M x M it holds

R . . 1, .
(6.90) Ess( —Tlig + Tlgy) = —2K(z) — 5( — T + 1)

To make the formulas appearing below a bit less busy, let us write
AP = P, 49,
Then Eqs. (6.87) and (688)), that hold for all ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qo), take the form
2H; + (1+w?)2AD =0
and
—2Kw+ (1 4+ w?)YV2wH AT + (1 4+ w?)V2(AX4)AD = 0.
Using the former relation in the latter yields,
—2Kw — %W(AW + (14 w)V2(AX L)AL =0
ie.,

(6.91) (AXA)AT = (1 +w?) V2w (2K + %(Aff)
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Next recall that Ms|, = AX4 — w(q)Z4 (Eq. ([@.74)) and that Ms|,AT = 0 by (G39),
implying, at every g = (z,%; A) € O(q),

wZsAT = (AX4)AT = (1 +w?) V2w (2K + (AF) 2)
ie.,
(6.92) ZAAT = (1 +w?) Y2 (2K + - (AF) 2)

Finally, combining (691) and ([G92) to form —(w(q)AX4 4+ Z4)AT = M|, AT (see ([G.74))
on the left hand side, and recalling (G.76) yields

(14 w)V2E,|;(ALD) = (1+w)1/2(2K+ (AP))

This relation readily yields (6.90), completing the proof of claim (D).

We are now in position to complete the proof of the proposition at hand.

Substituting (6.90) into the second relation in (6.85]) and cancelling the —2K (z) term we
find that

(f%l,2))2 + 2(1;%273))2 + (f?z,g))2 - ;( F(1 2) T F(z 3)) =0,
which after using 2(a? + 0?) — (—a + b)? = a® + b*> + 2ab = (a + b)* becomes
(F(l 2) + F(z 3)) + 4(f%2,3))2 =0.
From this we conclude that
Py = Tl Ty =0,

on the open subset V = To.x1(O(q)) of M. Whence ([G31) yields F(l 9 = F(zg —0on V.

These last relations, along with (B83), show that the connection table I on (M, §) has the
form (6.77) as claimed.
At last, substituting F?273) = _F%1,2) and F%273) = 0 into (6.84)) as well as into the three

relations in (B8A) and recalling that Ef = span{F, F3}, we find G78), 679) and (G30).
This completes the proof.

U

Next result is a rather direct corollary of (G.77) and (6.79).

Corollary 6.19. The space (V, gly) C (M, g) is isometric to a warped product (_f x N, s ® fL)
via some isometry F:IxN =V, where (N, fL) 1s a 2-dimensional Riemannian mamfoldf
1s a non-empty open interval of R equipped with the standard metric sy, the warping function

f e C>(I) satisfies

ji
f(7)

~—

(6.93)

= Tl o(F(#,9), (7.9 €lxN,
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and the canonical unit vector field % on I is related to Ey on V' by
- 0
F

6.94 v am
(694) I 1(7.9)

Furthermore, f obeys the relation

o
6.95 — = —K(2),
(6.95) ) ()

at every x € M and 7 € I such that (z, F(7, 7)) € 7o(O(qo)) for some § € N.

Proof. The identities (6.77) and (678 fulfill the assumptions of the result characterizing
warped products given in [12] or [9, Theorem C.14| (or [7, Theorem D.14]). According to
it, after possibly shrinking the rolling neighbourhood O(gy) around ¢y and hence V around
Zo, the space (V,§ly) isometric to a warped product (I x N, s Dy h) where (N, h) is a 2-
dimensional Riemannian manifold, I Cc Ris an open non-empty interval, and the warping
function f € C(I) satisfies (633), and ([E94) holds.

Let (x,2) € mo(O(qo)), & = F(#,9). Applying (6.93) and [6.94) to Eq. (6.79) one finds

o, f( G
K@) = (- Z0y (- L0y
() f(7)
which yields (6.93]) after elementary calculus. O

Remark 6.20. Let us address the geometrical meaning of the various algebraic relatlons for
connection coefficients I of V derived in the course of the proof of Proposition [6.1I8 We let

here (M g) be some Rlemanman manifold of dimension 3, equlpped with a local orthonormal
frame El, E», E5 defined on some open non-empty set V C M. As before, we define F(J B =

9(V By Ey).
(1) I3, = _f%2,3) on V' if and only if the distribution Ej- is involutive on V. Reason:
g([E3> E1]> E2) = g(@&El - @ElEASa E2) F(l o) T 1;%2,3)-

(2) T

only if E5 is parallel along s (i.e., V, (E5) C E). Reason:

=0, f%2,3) — 0 on V if and only if E, is a (unit) geodesic vector field on V, if and

e oA s LA s PSP - N S
Q(VE2E2,E2) = §E2(9(E2, Ey)) =0, Q(VE2E2,E1) = _F%1,2)7 Q(VE2E2, E3) = F%2,3)7

~

and if C is a smooth vector field on V' with values in Ey, then

0= E5(9(C, £2)) = 9(Vi,C, Bo) + 9(C, Vi, B).

(3) f%m) = 1"‘?2 3 1"%2 5 = Ol 1;:()’1’2) = 0 hold on 1 iAf and only if there is a ful}ction

n e COO(V)A such Athat Y[]Eg = —nU for all U: € By (and in that case ) = I'(, ,)).
Reason: If U = aF; + bE3 for some a,b € C*(V), then

~ A A ~ A ~ A A A

Vgl = a(_r%m)El + F%2,3)E3) + b(_r?l,2)E1 + Fi()’2,3)E3)-
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In these circumstances, Ej is an integrable distribution (by case (1) above), and the
shape tensor II(U, W) = —g(VyE2, W)E, of its integral manifolds satisfies

(U, W) =ng(U,W)E,, YU,W e Ej.
When this condition holds, one says that the integral manifolds of E2l are totally umbilic

(see [16], Definition 4.15 and the paragraphs right after it).

Lemma 6.21. Using the notations of C’omllary , and letting KN be the (mtrmszc) Gauss-
ian curvature of the 2-dimensional space (N, h), then the simple eigenvalue \ of R (see Propo-
sition [6.17]) can be expressed as

(6.96) NE(#,9) = —KN () + ( )2, V(7,9) € I x N.

Proof. By Proposition 7.42 (p. 210) in [16]

oo glgrad, f,erad, f) . . .
ROV N0 = RV 0 4 T “}fra g0, 0y — 0. 0)0)
= RNV, W)U + (5) @0, V)W = g, 0)V),

f

for every U , V,W € Ej (here V is temporarily a vector field, not the open subset Vo=
To.xr(O(q)) of M). Here RY is the curvature tensor of the 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold
(N, iL) Choosing in this relation V=E,W=E; U=EF, and taking the g-inner product of
it with respect to Es yields,

A= G(R(*E»), xE>) = §(R(Ey, E3)E
+(f'/ 1)
= W(RN(Ey, E3)Ey, Es) + (f'/f)?
~ KN (P2,
where in the first step we used the fact that xFy = —E; A Ej is the eigenvector Correspondmg to

the eigenvalue X of R, in the second-to-last step the fact that g restricted to N is the metric h
and in the final step the definition of the sectional (i.e., Gaussian) curvature K~ of (N, h). O

Proposition 6.22. If f’ £ 0 everywhere on I, then (N, iL) is flat. Moreover, in this case, for
all (7,9) € F~1(V) it holds

(6.97) ME#,§)) = (‘;((:)))2

Letting F(7g, o) = &9, we remark that if it holds f’(fy) # 0, we can always shrink O(go)
enough around ¢g, and hence [ around 7y, so as to guarantee that f’ # 0 on all of .
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Proof Taking into account that — f / f and that Fy = 57 Via the isometry F:IxN—
M (see Corollary [6.19), the relatlon (IBEII) takes the form
O, 4G S e o
(6.98) M)+ 220 () 4 A6 9)) = 0.

or

at every (z,%) € mo(O(qo)), writing F(7,9) = #. Obviously 3 (KN( )) = 0, and therefore
applying % onto (6.90) yields

o« FNE  FF) FUE)FE) — (F1(7)?
—\F(r = — | = = 2= =
g7 (. 9)) 0+'r<fﬁv) 2f<f> f()?

These two relations, the assumption f'(7) # 0 for all # € I, and (B38) then imply

[0 () = (f'(7)° b K(o) — KV () + (f'(7))?

=)
(7)? f(r)?

—

ie.,

f"(7)
f(7)

holding at every (z,2) € mg(O(go)) and writing F(#,9) = #. Combining this with (G93) we
thus find that K~ (g) = 0 for any such .

We want to show that all such points § comprise N. Indeed, if U € N is arbitrary, we can
take any 7 € I and thus & := F(7,§) € V. As V = To.x1(O()), there is ¢ € O(qo) such that
Toxr(q) = &. Letting z = mg m(q), we thus find that (z,2) € mo(O(qo)) with & = F(#,9) and
hence KV () = 0. As § € N was arbitrary, we can conclude that K N () = 0 for all j € N,
which means that (N, h) is flat as claimed.

Finally, (697) is a direct consequence of K~ = 0 in view of (6.6). O

+ K(x) - KY(g) =0,

A partial complement of the above result is the following.

Proposition 6.23. If f is constant on I, then (V,glv) is flat.

Proof. Of course f’ is constant on the interval I if and only if f” = 0 on I. Let 2 € V. Because
V' = mom(O(qo)), there is ¢ € O(qo) such that 7o ar(g) = x. The point & = 7, ;;(¢) thus
belongs to 7, (O(q0)) = V, and therefore if (7,9) € I x N is such that F/(7,9) = &, then
f"(7) = 0 which by (6.95) implies that K(x) = 0. From this we conclude that K = 0 on V,
ie., (V,gly) is flat, as claimed. O

Now that we know pretty well what the Riemannian geometry of the 3-dimensional space
(M ,§) s, it is time to start searching for information about the Riemannian geometry of the
2-dimensional space (M, g).

First we formulate an important corollary of the proof of Proposition [6.12] which allows us to
identify the T'M-valued sections ¢ = (z, ; A) — X 4, Y, with the vector fields X, Y on M, and
therefore lets us work subsequently with authentic vector fields on M instead of the X () 17(.).
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Proposition 6.24. With the rolling neighbourhood O(qy) chosen small enough around qq, there
is a smooth function ¢ : V — R such that ¢(x) = ¢(q) for all ¢ = (x,3; A) € O(qp).

Consequently, X', Y" defined by X' := cos(¢)X + sin(¢)Y, Y' = —sin(¢)X + cos(¢)Y is

an orthonormal system of smooth vector fields on' V. C M and X4 = X'|y, Ya = Y'|, for all
q=(z,2;A) € O(q).

Proof. Relations in ([6.58), (659) and (6.64) show that v(Rol,)|,¢0 = 0, Fi|,0 = 0, F|,0 = 0
for each ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qo).

The system of vector fields 7' := {v(Rol), F}, F5} on O(gp) spans an involutive 3-dimensional
distribution on O(qp) in view of the Lie-bracket relations (6.66) and (6.70]).

By Proposition the system of vector fields F = {Zr(X()), Zr(Y(y), ¥(Rol), Fi, Fy} on
O(qo) spans a 5-dimensional involutive distribution whose orbit Oz(qo) through g is O(qo).
The map (t1, 12, ts,ta,t5) = ((P5)r, © (P )i, © (P, ®an))ts © ((I),s,ﬂR(X(,)))m ° @gﬂﬁ_ﬂ)%)(%) from
a small enough connected open neighbourhood |ay,bi[X - - - x]as, bs| of the origin in R® is a
diffeomorphism onto a 5-dimensional submanifold of O(gy), which we can assume to be the
whole O(qo). Here (P ), is the flow at time t of a vector field H on O(qp).

As a consequence of that observation and the fact that (mga).«F'|; = {0} for all ¢ =
(z,2; A) € O(go), we have that for any ¢ = (x,%; A) € O(qo) the fiber (g ulo(g)) " (2) is the
image of the connected open neighbourhood |ay, by[X]as, by[x]as, b3 of origin in R? by the map
(t1, t2,t3) = (PR )i © (Pry)s, © (@V(m))tg)(q). As we observed above, F'|,¢ = {0} for all ¢ =
(z,%; A) € O(qo), hence it follows that ¢ is constant on the connected fiber (7¢ a|o(g)) ()
for any x € V = 7o m(O(qo))

This means that for every 2 € V, there is a unique number ¢(x) in R such that ¢(q) =
o(x) for all ¢ € O(q) such that 7o (q) = z. That is ¢ is a function V' — R such that
¢ o (Tg.mlo)) = ¢ The map g ar|o(g) being a submersion O(gy) — V, we deduce that
¢ :V — R is smooth.

Finally, if the vector fields X', Y" on V' = mg a1 (O(qo)) are defined as in the statement of this
proposition, then it is clear that X'|, = X4, Y'|, = Y, for all ¢ = (z,4; A) € O(qq) by the fact
that ¢(x) = ¢(q) and by (G.2).

U

Remark 6.25. One observes that by ([658)), ([6.60) and ([6.64) we have v(Rol,)|,w = 0, Fy|,w =
0, Fylqw = 0 for each ¢ = (z,2;A) € O(qp) which by the argument given in the proof of
Proposition implies that there is a smooth function @ : V' — R defined on the open subset
V' = mom(0(qo)) of M such that @ o (19 m|o(g)) = w. However, we will not have a need to
use this fact in the subsequent arguments.

It will from now on be useful to start working with the orthonormal vector fields X', Y’
on M instead of X (), defined on O(qp), or X,V defined on V = mq /(O(g)). However,
because the choice of the orthonormal vector fields X,Y on V was arbitrary, we may from
now on simply assume that we chose them to be X', Y’ respectively. We then have X|, = X4,
Y|, = Y4 (by Proposition B24)) for each ¢ = (z,4; A) € O(g), which by (6.2) amounts to us
having ¢ = 0 on O(qy) and hence ¢ = 0 on V. Let us highlight these observations by writing
them down into a separate equation

(6.99) oq) =0, Xa=Xl|,, Ya=Yl|,, Vg=(z,A4)¢cO(q)

Obviously ¢ is now constant, and therefore the definitions of G ¢, Gy in (6.53), the standing
assumption G = 0 in (6.57) and the definition of I' in (A1) by which ¢(I', X) = 1"%172),
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g(IY) = F%12 yield

(6.100) ¢(q) = (T, Xa) = 9(T, X1,) = 1,2)(93),

=G
Gy(g) = g(T,Ya) = g(T, Y]y) = T{ 5 (2),
for all ¢ = (z,2; A) € O(qp)-

We are now ready to formulate our second key result of this section.

Proposition 6.26. The connection coefficients F ) (see @) and the curvature K of
(V, glv) obey the following relations on V = 7rQ7M(O(qO))

(6.101) F%m) =0, Y(F%m)) =0, X(F%m)) + (F%m))z =-K, Y(K)=0.

Proof. The first relation I'f; ,) = 0 in (G.I0) has already appeared in (GI00). As Yy =Y],, the
fourth relation in (GI0T) is a direct consequence of case ¢) of Proposition B14, 0 = Y4 (K) =
Y|.(K) for all ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo) and hence Y (K) =0 on V.

The third relation in ([6.I0T]) is a consequence of F%1,2) = 0 and the definition of the Gaussian
(sectional) curvature K,

K =g(R(X, Y)Y, X) = Q(VX(—F%m)X) — Vy(0) - V—I‘% yY, X)

= 9(_X(F 1.2))X +F(1 2 (— F%1,2)>X7X> X(F(l %) — (F(l 2)) ;

where we used the identities VY = —F%m)

X =0, VyX =T%,Y, VxX =T} ,Y =0,
VyY = -T? , X, [X,Y] = VY - Vy X = —I?

(1,2)
(1’2)Y. i
Lastly, we obtain the second relation in (G.I01]) by recalling from (6.62)) that Zr(Ya)|,Gy =
0, Vg = (v,4; A) € O(q), that Y = Y{,, and using the second line in (GI00) to obtain for
q = (z,; A) € O(q),

0= Zp(Ya)l,Gy = Ya(lfi) = Y]a(Th2)-
U

Corollary 6.27. The space (V,g|y) C (M, g) is isometric to a warped product (I x N, sy &y h)
via some isometry F': I x N — V', where (N, h) is a 1-dimensional Riemannian manifold, I

is a non-empty open interval of R equipped with the standard metric s,, the warping function
f e C>(1) satisfies

f(r
(6.102) PO p, (Fey)). () € 2.
f(r)
and the canonical unit vector field % on I 1s related to X on V' by
(6.103) 2l Zx (ry)eIx N
. * 87’ (r,y) - F(T,y)v 7y :

Furthermore, f obeys the relation

f"r)

(6.104) o

=—K(F(r,y)), (r,y)€IxN.
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Proof. Let & = span{Y'} be a 1-dimensional distribution on V' C M, whose orthogonal com-
plement is S* = span{X}. Let P and Q be, respectively, the orthogonal projection operators
from TM over V onto S and S* respectively. Moreover, define a section 1 of St over V by
n = —F%M)X.

Recall that since F%m) = 0 by (6I01), we have VxY = 0, Vy X = F?Lz)Y, VxX =0,
VyY = —F%LQ)X.

By using these connection relations, the identity Y(F%LQ)) = 0 from (6.I0T) and the fact that
g(Y,Y) =1, we find

QVyY = — F%1,2) QX = _F%1,2)X =g(Y,Y)n
QVyn = Q(_Y(F?l,z))X - F%1,2)VYX) =Q(0 - (F%m))zy) =0
PVxX =P0=0.

These three relations correspond precisely to the conditions (1)-(3) of the main theorem
of [12] (Generalvoraussetzung., p. 210), a result characterizing warped product Riemannian
manifolds. Consequently, by that theorem, the space (V, g|y) is (after possibly shrinking O(qq)
around ¢o and hence V' around x) is isometric to a warped product (I x N,s; &y h), where
I, N C R are both non-empty open intervals, s;, h := s; are the canonical metrics on them,
and f: I — R is a smooth strictly positive warping function.

Let this isometry be F': (I x N,s1 @5 h) = (V. g|v). Taking into account that F' is denoted
by ¢ in [12], one sees from (17) in [12] that F'(I x {y}), y € N (resp. F({r} x N), r € I)
are integral manifolds of S* = span{X} (resp. S = span{Y}). Writing = the canonical
vector field on I, this implies that F*% € St = span{X}, and then that F*% = £+ X, because
9P FL) = s51(£,£) =1and g(X,X) = 1. In the case the minus sign occurred, one
could always replace F' by the isometry (r,y) — F(—r,y), which would map % to +X. Hence
we can assume that F.& = +X as claimed in (GI03).

Using then (3) of Proposition 7.35 in [16], while observing in our case I (resp. N) is the
base manifold (resp. fiber), we see that (identifying f: I — R and fo F~1:V — R)

[0 (F(r,y) =g(Vy X.Y) = g(X(H)/HY,Y) = X()/f
CEDE )
T

which proves (6.102).

Finally, (6104) holds generally on a warped product of type (I x N,s; @ h), and we can
directly get it as a consequence of (6.102)) and the third identity in (G.I0T)

2 s 2P0 L (PO )
—K(F(r,y)) = X(I{15) + (T o) =5<f(r>>+<f(r)) NICh

U

Here and later on below f and f are also used as a shorthand notation for the functions

foF1:V s Rand foF~!:V — R. Likewise, the vector fields 2 and £ are often identified

with X and Eg via F, and Z:"* without further mention. We also point out that since X = %,

Y e X' and B, = 2, span{ My, Mz} = span{E;, Es} = Ej-, one finds that Y (f) = 0 and
M;(f) = Ei(f) =0 fori=1,3.

Next we formulate two technical lemmas.
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Lemma 6.28. At every g = (z,2; A) € O(qo) we have

IA“%I =w(l+ wz)_l/zf%m),

12)
(6.105) (AX)(f) = —w(l +w?)"12f
(AY)(f) =0,
Za(f) = — (L+w)7'2f,
and, wn particular
(6.106) Fha(AX)() =Tt Za(h) = L

59

Proof. Using Hy = wGy from the assumptions ([G.57) and fi(”zg) = —f%m) from Proposition

618 the identity (6.81) becomes
2wGy — 2(1 4+ w?) 2T, =0

which is the first line of ([6.103) because Gy = F%M) by (6100)
In view of (6.74), (670), [©39), we also have

(6.107) w(l +w?) 2By — My = —(1 4+ w?)AX,

~

which applied to f, considering that Mg(f) =0 and Eg(f) = %f(f’) = f', yields
w1+ 2 f = —(1 4+ w?)(AX)(f),

which is equivalent to the second line of (G.105]).

Because AY = AY, = —M|, and M,(f) = 0, we have (AY)(f) = 0, which is the third

relation in (G.I05]).
Finally, applying the relation (see (6.74), (G.76)))

(1+w?) 2By +wMs = —(1 +w?)Z4
to f yields, since Mg(f) =0 and EQ(f) = f,
(L+w)2f = —(1+w’)Za(f)
which gives the fourth line in ([6I05), and therefore completes the proof.
Lemma 6.29. We have
0 < G(AoX |g, Blsy)? < 1
and hence

AOT-'EOM 7£ (F%)*(T%N)v
E2|£0 ¢ AOT:C()Ma

where F and N are as in Corollary @I9), (7o, o) = F~Y(io) and Fy (1)) = F(fo,7) forj € N.
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Proof. Applying §(E,-) to [EI07) and recalling that §(E,, Fy) = 1 while Ey|; L Ms], for ¢ =
(z,@; A) € O(qo), implies w(1 + w?)Y/? = —(1 + w?)§(AX, E,), and hence Q(A0X|xO,EA2|iO)2 =
w(q0)?/(1 + w(go)?). But one has w(qy) # 0, and therefore 0 < 9(AoX |z, E2|m0)
By Corollary (6.19), the vector 2 ‘ being normal to N in I x N, its image (F%), 2 5 = Bbls,

is normal to Fy,(N), where F%(r ) F(r,4) for r € I. In other words, Fs|s, L (F, ) (Ty, ).
However, Ay X |x0 € AOTxOM and we have already shown that AOX |z, is not orthogonal to
By, hence AgX |y, ¢ (Fry)+ (T3 N). This shows that ATy M # (Ffy)s (T N) as claimed.
Lastly, by (6.74), (6.70) and (6.99) one has §(AoY |, Esl3,) = 0, so if Ey|;, belonged to the
set AgT,, M, we would have E2|x0 = +A¢X|,, since E2|x0 and ApX|,, are unit vectors. But
then it would happen that |§(AoX |4y, F2|s,)| = 1, which is in contradiction with what we have
already shown. This shows that E|;, ¢ AgT,, M as claimed. O

In the lemmas that follow next, we will be using certain geodesics on M and M to further
understand the relationship between their Riemannian geometries.

First we will write a relationship between the warping function and the r-component of an
arbitrary geodesic on a Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2 which is a warped product
of an (n — 1)-dimensional Riemannian manifold and a 1-dimensional interval in the same way

as (V,gly) and (V,§]|V) are (see Corollaries and [6.19]).

In what follows, we will denote the derivatives of curves on M, M @ such as z(t), z(t), q(t)
w.r.t t with a dot on top, while we will use a prime, or explicit <, when other quantities are
involved.

dt’

Lemma 6.30. Assume that F : (I x N, s, ©7 h) — (M,q) is an isometry, where I C R is

an open interval equipped with standard Riemannian metric s1, (N, h) an (n — 1)-dimensional
Riemannian manifold and (M,g) an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, n > 2.

Let Tp = F(T0,Yy) € M, W € T|5,M be a unit vector and let Ty (t), t €] — a,af, be
the geodesic on M starting from Ty with initial velocity W, where a = a(W) > 0. Writing
T (t) = F(Ty(t), Uy (t)), we have for all t €] — a,a] we have

6.008) (o) + Gyl _

where Co(W) := (1—g(W, F,.Z
unit vector field on 1.

Moreover, (i) if Co(W) # 0 then [T (t)| < 1 for all t €] — a,al; (ii) if Co(W) # 1 then
T (0) # 0.

We remark that the condition 74(0) = gW,F, 87‘} #(0)

717(0), since the form of the above differential equation for 7y(t) only implies that [7-(0)| =

‘Q(W F*é)r‘

?0)2)1/2 is a constant, Co(W) € [0,1], and Z is the canonical

Q
el

) only serves to fix the correct sign for

ro)|

Proof. Since the initial velocity W is understood fixed, we suppress in the following the sub-
script W from quantities Z(t), 7(¢t) and y(t).



CONTROLLABILITY RESULTS FOR THE ROLLING OF 2-DIM. AGAINST 3-DIM. RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 61

The space M being a warped product (I x N, s; &7 h) with I as the base manifold and N
as the fiber, we can use Proposition 7.38 in [I6] to write the geodesic equations for Z(t) as

7(t) = B (£), 7 () F 7)) F (7 (1))
h —/ _ ii r 7
Vho7 ) = 2 g FEONT O,

where V" is the Levi-Civita connection of (N,h). In addition, these differential equations
are subject to the initial conditions F(7(0),7%(0)) = Tp and F,(7(0)Z]_ 7 (0)) = W. In

ar Ir(0)’ Yy
particular, 7(0) = g(W, F.Z| © )).
As is easily verified by a direct computation, the above differential equation for y(t) is
equivalent to

_ T(0)? S5y
6.109 '(t) = =——=(P")s7'(0),
(6.109) v (t) m))Q( )o¥ (0)
where (PV)! is the parallel transport on (N, h) along 7(t). B

The fact that W is a unit vector on M, implies that Z(t) is a unit speed geodesic on M, due
to which

— _ — _ — 2 =
(7 (6) + FE@)RE (0.7 () = (707 O 0.5 = [F 0.7 @) = [[F@)][; = 1.
Using Eq. ([EI09) and the fact that (PN)} is an isometry between tangent spaces, one finds

I
Foy OO =

which substituted into the previous equation yields the relation (G.I08) with Cy > 0 defined
by Co(W)? = f(70)*h(7'(0),7(0)).

In order to obtain the claimed expression for Cy, first note that

7(70)2 CO(W)2’

|

il

- 0 _ —
F*(T/(O)%‘?(O)’ /(0)) =W
== 0, = 0 — _—— 0, = 0 - _
=g(W, F*§\?O)F*§\m + (W —g(W, F*ﬁm)ﬂ%\%) € Tl I @ Tyo)N,
we have F,77(0) = W —g(W, F*%}FO)F*% ‘Fo and hence, recalling that g(W, W) =1,

ie., Co(W)? = f(70)’h(7'(0),5(0)) = 1 — (W, F. g )™

Finally, (i) if Co(W) # 0 then Co(W)?f(70)?/f (F#(t))? > 0 because f > 0 on I, and hence
(6.108) immediately yields [7i>()] < 1 for all £. On the other hand, (ii) if Co(W) # 1 ie,
if g(W, F*a_ _ ) # 0, the relation [GI08) at ¢ = 0 yields (7-(0))* = 1 — Co(W W)2 £ 0. Thls
completes the proof. O
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Lemma 6.31. Let z(t), t €] —a,al, a > 0, be the geodesic on M starting from xo with initial
velocity X|.,, let q(t) = (z(t),2(t); A(t)), t €] — a,al, be its Dr-lift onto O(qo) and write
z(t) = F(r(t),y(t)), 2(t) = F(#(t),§(t)). Assuming that f' # 0 everywhere on I, the warping
functions f and f obey

(6.110)

In particular, 7 (t) # 0 for all t €] — a, al.

Proof. Note that since x(t) is a geodesic on M with #(0) = X|,,, the curve Z(t) is a geodesic
on M starting with (0) = AgX|,,. It is also understood that we assume x(t) and its Zp-lift
to be defined on the same open interval | — a, a[ by taking a > 0 small enough.

Observe that F%1,2) =0on V C M means that VxX = F%1,2)Y = 0, that is X is a unit
geodesic vector field on M. From this and the initial condition #(0) = X|,, we therefore
conclude that #(t) = X|,() for all ¢, and consequently

(6.111) #(t) = A®)i(t) = A X o, V€] —aa
Using ([6102), (6111 and (6I06]), in that order, one may compute
T O (0) = T (w(0) 3 G (0) = T (0 (F 0 F)(300)
5 iy _ ()
=T 9 (@) (At) X o) (f o F T
(L) (2 (8) (A) X o) (f ) = )

which is a relation equivalent to (GII0) because f''# 0 on I by assumption.

Lastly, (6.110) and the assumption f! £ 0 on I clearly imply that 7(t) # 0 for all t €] —a,al.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.32. Let z(t), t €] — a,al, a > 0, be the geodesic on M starting from xo with
initial velocity X|q,, let q(t) = (x(t),2(t); A(t)) be its Dr-lift onto O(qo) such that q(0) =

Q@ = (0, &0; Ao), and write z(t) = F(r(t),y(t)), #(t) = F(7(t),§(t)). Assuming that f' # 0
everywhere on f, then r(t) =t + ro and the following relation holds

f{f(t))Q B
f(70)?

where xog = F(ro,yo), To = F(foﬂjo)-

f(t + 7”0)2 . 1)’

(6.112) o)

= g(A0X|xo’ E2|i0)2(

Proof. First let us note again that since x(¢) is a geodesic on M with #(0) = X|,,, the curve
z(t) is a geodesic on M starting with 2(0) = A¢X|4,-

Multiply both sides of (BII0) by #(t) and use BI0R) with (M,g) = (M,q), [ = /,
W = ApX|,, and so on, so that Fg7(t) = 7(t), to obtain the relation

rr)

, fG0ty _ FGW)
F(r(8)) e >>‘ i)

“FEw) T FEw)
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where Cp := Co(AgX|4,) = (1 — G(AgX |4y, FL 2 )2)1/2 and F,2| = E,|;,, or equivalently

* D | 7o “OF | 7o

f'rt) F(# () 4o
Fr) ~ Fowy - cafop )

We can readily integrate this ODE over the interval [0, ¢] to yield

(), 1 (FE0) = Cif ()
I Rl i Sreerey )

where we used that the expression on the right inside the logarithm function is strictly positive,
because by Lemma we have f(7#(t))? = C2f(7o)%(1 — #(t)?)~! > C2f(#)? while C2 =
Co(ApX|ay)? < 1, since §(AoX |uy, Balsy)? = w(go)? /(1 + w(qo)?) > 0. _ _

In order to deal with the integral on the left, use(©I08) with (M,g) = (M,g), f = f,
W = X|,, and so on, so that 7j(t) = r(t), Co(W) = 0 (because X|,, = F,Z) to conclude
that /() = 1 i.e., r(t) =t + 19, and thus

), [P )
| f<r<s>>d8‘/o Flr(sy) " Wds =Ty

Combining the last two equations and exponentiating both sides yields

fE®)? - GBI o)
(1- )

Y

2

where r(t) = t + ro. Since C2 = 1 — §(AgX |4y, Fo|s,)?, this identity is clearly equivalent to
(6I12)). The proof is therefore complete. O

Combining Corollaries [6.19 and [6.27], Propositions [6.22 and [6.23] and Lemmas [6.29] and [6.32]
we arrive at the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.33. Assume that (I1x(q),I1y(q)) # (0,0) and 64 # K(x) for all ¢ = (x,2; A) €
O(qo), and that the equalities ([€57) hold on O(qo). Then, after shrinking O(qo) around gy =
(x0, To; Ao) if necessary, there are open non-empty intervals I ,f C R equipped with the standard
Riemannian metric sy, strictly positive smooth functions f : I — R, f : I — R, Riemannian
manifolds (N,h), (N,h) with dim N = 1, dim N = 2 and isometries F : (I x N, s, ®s h) —

~

V,g), F : (f x N, s D h) — (V,g) from warped products onto the open neighbourhoods
V = nom(0(q0)) of o and V = w1 (O(qo)) of o, respectively. The warping functions f, f

are implicitly related by
/@) )
fry  f)’

holding at everyr € I, 1 € ffor which there arey € N and y € N such that (F(r,y), F(f, J)) €

7o(O(q))-
In addition,

(i) if f' is constant on all of I, then (V,g) is flat;
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(ii) of '+ 0 on all of I, then (N, fL) is flat and for a > 0 small enough, the warping
function f is determined from the system of relations

—1), t €] —a,al,

FAO? ) _ pa(feny

f(#o)? "\ f(ro)?

A1 2 2 f(f0)2 o ~ A1

r 1—-F7)= =1, 7(0)=19, 7(0)=Fy,
(7(t)” +( )f(f(t))2 (0) (0)

0

where Py := g(AO%}m, %‘fo)’ xo = F(ro,%), To = F(f'o,yjo), and %, 5 are the canon-

ical vector fields on I, I, respectively. Moreover, 7' (t) # 0 for all t €] — a,al.
Finally, with Py defined as above, we have 0 < P¢ < 1. In particular, AgTy, M # (FA;?»O)*TQON
and F. |, ¢ AoTueM, where Fyy @ N =V Fy(9) = F(7o, 9).-
Remark 6.34. For motivating the choice of functions I and U in Section below (see
(612])), we point out that:
(1) AY |, L Bols = Fu(Z|;) for all ¢ = (v,#; A) € O(qo), (7,9) := F~'(&) because M|, =
~AY |, M|, L M|, and (1+w(q)?) * Byl = M|, (see 673), [E3I) and (T0)), i.e.,

. .0
(6.113) g(AY|m,F*(§\;)) =0,

~

for every q = (x,2; A) € O(qo), (7,9) := F~1(2)

(ii) Applying §(-, E»l;) to [GI07) and using Ebl; = Fu(Z].), Ms|s L Eols, X, = Fu(Z] )
and §(Fs, Fy) = 1, we find

249 90y _ 2\—1/2
9(A5 0 5210 = —wl@ +w(@)) ™,
which yields, after using the first identity in (G.105),

. . o, 0, 0
F%1,2)( )= _Q(AE‘W oF f»>r%1,2)(x)’

and finally by Corollaries and that

f@ fr)y., 0, 0
fr) 0ol 5

(6.114)

f):O’

~

for every q = (.4 A) € O(ao), (y) = F-\(), (9) == F(2).

Similarly to the comment made right after the statement of Lemma (6.30), we point out
that the condition #'(0) = P, in case (ii) above only serves to fix the right sign for #/(0). The
differential equation for 7(t) written in squared form for 7/(¢) would only allow us to conclude
that |7/(0)| = | Ryl
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6.4. Partial Converse to the Main Theorem of Section

In this last section we aim to produce a partial converse result to Theorem case (ii) of
Section[6.3l The objective is to show if that (M, g) and (M , §) are warped product Riemannian
spaces of the kind described in that theorem, except that (N , fz) need not be flat, then the
rolling orbit Og,,(qo) starting from certain points gy = (¢, Z9; Ag) € @ has dimension at most
6. In particular, the rolling problem for such spaces is never completely controllable, i.e.,

Ounla) # @ for every ¢ € Q.
Let (M,g) = (I x N,s; & h) be a 2-dimensional warped product with a smooth warping

function f : I — R, where I, N C R are non-empty open intervals and s, h are the standard
Riemannian metrics on those intervals, respectively.

Furthermore, let (IV, 2) be a connected 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold, and let (M h) =
(I X N s1B; h) be a 3-dimensional warped product, with a smooth warping function f I >R
such that

(6.115) fi(7)#£0, Vrel,

where /] C R is a non-empty open interval and s; is the standard Riemannian metric on I.
Let qo = (70, %0; Ao) € Qo be given, write g = (70,%0), To = (70, %0), and denote by %,

% the canonical unit vector fields on I and I, respectively. Assume further that the warping

function f of M and a smooth function 7 : I — I are defined through the relations

£l 2 2
(6.116) M—lzﬂ)?(w—l), tel
f(?"0>2 f(’f’(])
N f(f0)2 ~ ~ A
(6.117) (# () + (1 = P)—=— =1, 7(0)=7y #(0)=P,
f(#(0))?
where P, is the constant
0 0
11 Py:=g(Ag—| ,—|.
(6 8) 0 g( Oar}mv oF ro)’
which we assume to satisfy
(6.119) 0<|P < 1.
We also assume that gy = (20, Zo; Ag) is chosen so that the conditions
. 0 0
(6120) g(AOYE)v % 720) = 07 VYE] S T|IOM s.t. Yb J‘ E‘m
£ /
(6121) fA(TO) . .f (TO)P _

f(ro)  flro)

are satisfied. The space {Yy € T[,,M | Yy L £ TO} is of course 1-dimensional. Notice that
without the additional condition 7/(0) = B, we could only conclude that |#'(0)] = |Fp| given
the form of the differential equation for 7(¢) above. Finally, since #'(0) = Py # 0, we will make
it our last assumption (see case (ii) in Theorem [6.33) that

(6.122) P(t)#£0, Vtel.

In order to ensure that EI17) and BI22) can be fulfilled, for a given f : I — R, we can
always replace the original open interval I by a sufficiently small one that contains 7.
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Remark 6.35. We could also view the system ([B116)-(G117) as defining fi(t) := f(7#(t)) in
terms of the function f(¢) by (6.I110]), and then 7(¢) would be defined in terms of fi(¢) via the

relation (G.I17]).

Remark 6.36. It should be reiteratedAthat, unlike in the situation described in Theorem [6.33
case (ii), we will not be assuming (N, k) to be flat.

Let (X,Y) = (E, Es) be an oriented orthonormal frame on M such that X = F; = % is the
canonical unit vector field of I. Hence FEj is tangent to the fibers N of M = I x N. Similarly,
let (El, EQ, Eg) be an oriented orthonormal frame on M such that Eg = % is the canonical
vector field on I. It follows that F;, Ej5 are tangent to the fibers N of M = I x N.

We will further let Y be the canonical vector field on N, which we identify as a vector field
on M. Then Y and Y point to the same direction, and 1 = g(Y,Y) = g(aY,aY) = f2a®
implies Y = (1/f)Y.

Similarly, let El, E3 be an h-orthonormal frame on N such that E; and E point to the
same direction for ¢+ = 1,3. By g-orthonormality of El,Eg, it follows that as above, that
E = 1/f)E;,i=1,3.

The connection relations relevant for us, and which one can readily read out from Proposition
7.35 (p. 206) in [I6], are

/

]__ f/ 1 f/_ f/

VxY =Vx(=Y)=—-—=-Y + VY—O VyX =—=(=Y) ==Y,
X X(f) AR X =5 =7

VxX = Vagz(), (trivially since this holds on 1)

or Or
V77 = norV7Y+tanV77— (Y Y)fTa— ‘l‘O = —ff

1l 1o 1_ — 0
(6.123) VyY = ?Vy(?Y) - FVYY_ ~F o

where on the third line tanV77 = V%? = 0 due to the fact that N is 1-dimensional and

hence VLY = aY where a = (VLY ,Y) = Y (h(Y,Y)) = 0, because h(Y,Y) = 1. On the
last line, we observed that Y(f) = 0.

- - - 1= 1. — A/T 1 A/T
Vi, Ei =V (f ):—]f E; }V E; = _%Ei+?§Ei: i=1,3,
\Y By E,=V o aa _ =0, (trivially since this holds on 1)

0 1o 0 1o = f'= f.
Bas = Ve = Vel = / —F;, = LAEZ-, 1=1,3.

or B oF f 12 f
Remark 6.37. Note that the relation @EQE 0, ¢+ = 1,3, implies not only that F(1 g = 0
and F(z 3) = (0 but also that f%3,1) = 0 which we did not derive in section [6.3]

(6.124) Vi Er=V

4
o7

According to the above connection relations,

f/
V) =g(=
f

s _ _ 9 f
F(1,2) =g(VyX,Y) =g(Vy -, ?

or YY) =
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and
Pl (Vi B2 Br) = =9(Vig, =2, Br) = g(J;El,El) i
Because X = F%l o () = J},((:)) of M =1 x N, we have
2 y_ O f(r) ') ()
X(F(1,2)) - or f(?") f(’f’) (f(’f’))
(6.125) V(T =

On the other hand, f%m) () = G . & = F(#,7), so after decomposing AX = §(AX, Ey)E,+

Ok
9(AX, 2) L + §(AX, E3)Es3, and recalling that Ey, E5 are tangent to the fiber N of M = I x N,
we obtain

(6.126) (AX)(If; 5) = —9(AX,

N RN LRGN
75 i) = "5 59 (g~ G )

For the same reasons, after decomposing AY = §(AY, Ey)E; + j(AY, ar) 5= T 9(AY, E3)F5 we
find

TN G N NG BT HGIY:
6127 AY - A}/, <)~ =~ - — Y, N N - = .
©120) (A = —0AY. g5 (500 = —0AY. 5 (55— (5 5)’)

In view of (GI23]), both vector fields X and Y are parallel along X, and therefore any
vector field W (t) = a1(t) X + ao(t)Y that is (defined and) parallel along the flow ¢t — (®x);
of X satisfies W (t) = a1(0)X | (@), + aQ(O)Y|(¢X Likewise, according to (6.124) all three
vector fields By, Fy, B3 are parallel along By = 57, and therefore any vector field W( ) =
a1 (1) By + ay(t)Ey + as(t)Fs that is (defined and) parallel along the flow t — (®p ); of E,
satisfies W (t) = a1(0) By (e 5,)t + az(0) By e 5, + a3(0 )E3|(¢E2)t

The two smooth functions U and I on @) that will play an important role in the following
are defined by

0
v OF 7

0

f@  f)., 0 L
or'"’

(6.128) Ulq) == Q(Aar

) ](Q) = Q(AY|JE7

s

—~
3>

S—
-
—

=

N—

forg=(z,2;A) € Q and = = (r,y), £ = (7, 7). The motivation behind these definitions can be
found in Remark [6.34], and in fact our goal is to show that both U and [ vanish identically on
any orbit Oy, (qo) for which the conditions (6.120) and (6.121) are satisfied at gy = (o, Zo; Ao).

Notice that the symbol I is now used to denote both an open interval in R and a function
I : Q — R. This ambiguity in notations should, however, not create any confusion in the
following since both uses serve sharply different purposes.

Next we shall compute the derivatives of these two, and some associated functions with
respect to Zr(X) and Zx(Y) vector fields on ). For that purpose, defined first an auxiliary
function P on @) by

(6.129) P(q) == g(A=—
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and notice that P(qo) = Py (see (6II8)) as well as that

G AG)

Ula) = TCENIG)

P(q).

Since X = %, we find

(6.130) -

0 o 0

g 0

Zr(Y)|P() = g(AVYa ,5) + Q(AE, vAY%)

= A(L/AY 3) + A(Ag (g(AY 3)@ +§(AY, BV + §(AY, E3)V )3)

_gf " OF g ar>g " OF % g 1)V T3 » 23) Vg oF

/ B B R £ R R 1 R
= G AY, 52) + (A 04 GAY, ) B4 5(AY, B )
/ £l o . ) o . R
= L0+ L a(agL Baa 1) + 545, By, )
/! fro. 0 9 0. 0

= Tl(q) + F(Q(AE,AY) —9(A5m, 52)9(AY, 52))

=L+ Lo pwaay. )
613 =L L peyrg
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These identities and relations (6.125)-(6.127) then further yield

LX) U () = zmmu§—§<» AX@>( e - Lanoonro

=~ AX(Thy) — (X)) P - L 2u(x)lP0)

<A¥mWf ﬂ?ﬁ-(?—c%ﬁpw—ﬂéu—P@%
- (E-Dyrw+ (- dy)rw-TLa-pa

(6.132) - (f ) _ ”(T>>P(q) v (— J}((:; - J;((:;P(Q))U(Q)

and
Za(V)|U() = zawu?—?mwzzanm—mm—mmmw
(V) ()~ Y (T P() — Ty 2ol P()
=ﬁMYwKC (57) =0Tt (5~ LP@)i

e £
_ <? _ (?) )I(q) - ?(— — =P(q))1(q)

f-// JE/ ) f/ f’ f"
= (5 - - hra)ia)

A IONIRIG
(6.133) = <f(f) (f(r)) G U(q)>l(q)-

As for the derivatives of the function I, we have using (6.123) and (€124),

) )
LX) () = §(AV 2 Y, r —) + g(AY, VA 5 y)
o 0 ) )

Va + g(A—, El)V +g(A

=0+9(4Y, (9(A5 52) or or

PN 0
’Eg)vEAs)y)
:Q(AKO+§I(A2,E1)§E1+Q(A2 ES)j;Es)

or 0
f ~ 0
f( (Ag Ey1)g(AY, E1)+9(A§,

L gl av) - gal, Dygay. 2

E3)§(AY, E3))

:gm—P@Hm>

(6.134) — Dby,

69
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Again by similar computations, while consulting (6.123) and (6.124]) for the connection iden-
tities,

LaV )T () = §(AVYY, )+ G(AY, Vay 5)
"0 . 0.« P ) - 0
- —f?g(AE 7ﬂ) 9(AY, (g 9(AY, 520V o + §(AY, E)V 5, + §(AY, E3)Vp, )5)
= - fT/P( )+ g(AY, 0+ g(AY, El)?El + g(AY, Es)f?:EA?,)
= - P+ LAy B gy Ep)
f (. oy 0
= = @+ 5V AY) - gAY )
f f :
= —=P =(1-1
P+ f(l (4)°)
F0)
6.135 =U(q) — =——=1(q)".
(6.135) (q) ) (q)
Define C' to be the set of those points of () where I and U both vanish, i.e.,
(6.136) C={qeQ|U(q) =0, I(q) =0},

and notice that the (initial condition) assumptions (6.120) and (6I12I) guarantee that C' is
non-empty since it contains qo, i.e.,

qo € C.

Given g € C, the differential relations (6.133) and (6.135) imply that U = 0 and I = 0 along
the integral curve gy (t,q) of Zr(Y) as well, that is

(6.137) gy (t,7) € C, Vg€ C, t € Dyy)(q)-
In addition, (6I31]) implies that P remains constant along ¢y (¢,q) if ¢ € C, that is
(6.138) P(gy(t,9)) = P(q), Vg€ C, t € Dgy)(@)-

At this point, we will derive a second order differential relation between the warping functions
f and f. Differentiating (6.116) with respect to ¢ we get

f(rf’(t)) £ P Al 2f(t + TO)
(6.139) o F@)r(t) = 5 "o f'(t+ o).
Multiply both sides 7/(¢) and making use of (6.I17) and then (GI16]) gives
Sr0) e D) 4 oy S
R -0 = C ST GO0 = 0= R
_ PO JCWF |y FCO) gl
fE@) = f(ro)? Fre)) Sl
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that is

HCESD PN (G O)
T o) (1) f(f(t))’ vVt e 1.

(6.140)

Notice that this is precisely the relation we have obtained in Lemma [6.3T], knowing also that
r(t) =t + ro there according to Lemma

Differentiating (6.I117) w.r.t. ¢ and using the assumption ([6.I122]), we obtain a formula for
the second derivative of 7(t),

A//( ) (1 o P2) f(72 ) f/(T(t))

7

On the other hand, the derivative w.r.t ¢ of ([6.140) is given by

(L) (TN | ST ) (SCO) PO

ft+mro) [t +7o) f{t+70) GO IGO)

Multiplying this with 7/(¢), using the previous expression for 7”(t) and re-arraging some terms,
we then find

frft+r0)  flt+7r0)2  f'FQ®) L FEE)) 2\, s
<_f(t+ro)+(f(t+ro)) * —( ') )

f'(t+ 7o) f( 7o)? (f(t))f/(t)
flt+ro) f(i(1)? fr(t)

which, after application of (E.I17) on the right hand side and (6140) on both sides, becomes

=(1-F)

*’w \>

AR B K C0) NNV 4 C(0) AR A G ) CTRRNe:
(= Fer70) * oy ) O + (= FOPN(F 0 = (F o) (1= 0.

Cancelling the common term from both sides and dividing by the non-zero (#'(t))? (see ([6122)),
we finally arrive at an important relation

f1(#(1) 't + o)
f@()  flt+mo)’

(6.141) vtel.

If W is a smooth vector field on M, we shall denote by ¢ — qu (f,q) the integral curve
of Zr(W) passing through a given point § = (7,3; A) of Q at t = 0, and write qw (t,q) =
(@w (t,9); 2w (. 9); Aw (£,9), 2w (t,7) = (rx(,9), yw (£, 9)) and 2w (t,q) = (Fw (1, 7). hw (L. 7))
as well as (7,7) = T, (7,§) = Z at the initial points on M and M. The domain of definition
of t — qw(t,q) Will be written as D, w)(q). Note that, one should not confuse the function
fw(t,q) with 7#(t) appearing in (6110, (IBEIE), although we will actually demonstrate just
below that 7x(t,q0) = 7(t) for all ¢ € Dg,x)(q). In addition, we will only be using this
notation in cases where W is either X or Y.

Because X = = is a geodesic vector field on M (see (6123)), the curve xx(¢,q) is a geodesic

on M, and it follows from Proposition B8 that x(¢,q) is a geodesic on M. Lemma B30
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1mphes that rx(t,g) is given by (taking X|; for W so that g(X,2) = 1, hence Co(X|,) =
and 2(0,7) = 1)

(6.142) rx(t,q) =t+7, t€Dyyx)(@), 7€Q,

while 7x(t,7) satisfies the differential equation (taking AzX |5 for W)

P

Ohx . \\2 oy J(P)?
(6.143) - (D) +(1-P@))5——5 =1L
( ot ) f(Px(t,q))?
. = or _ _ I
(6.144) 7x(0,q) =7, a—f(O, 7)=P@), t€Dgx(@, 7€Q,
where P(q) = §(AX |z, %‘ ), i.e., the same quantity as given in (6129) because X|; = 2| . In
addition, D ¢, x)(q) is the open 1nterval of definition of the flow of £z (X) starting at g, which

contains 0.
In particular, taking § = ¢y we find that

(6.145) rx(t,qo) =t+7o, € Dygyx)(qo)
and, with 7#(¢) as in (6.117),
(6.146) Px(t q) = 7(t), t€ Dy (),

because P(qy) = Py and hence 7x(t, qy) and 7(t) solve the same initial value problem.
Let p: @Q — R and p: @ — R be the functions p(q) = r, p(q) = 7, when ¢ = (z,3; A) € Q
with © = (r,y), £ = (7,9). One notes that Zr(X)|,p = §(X 5)8{ =1, Zr(X)|,p =
9(AX, 5)52 = Plg) and Zu(Y)lgp = 9(V, 5)5 = 0, Zr(Y)lep = 9(AY, )57 = I(q) hold,
and thus

8815 (v (7)) = ZR(Y)|oyta)p = 0
9 pla (1.3)) = Lo¥ oy = Lav (7))

Because 1(qy(t,g)) = 0if g € C (see (6131)) we thus see that

Write (6.142) and (6143) as
plax(t,q)) =t+p(@), 7€,
5 o e FG@P
(5;7(ax(t:0))" + (1= P@) )f(ﬁ(qx(t,a))f =1, p(ax(0,7) = p(@)

Then let § € C (see (GI3)). Substitute gy (s,q) for g in the previous equation, and notice
by ([EI47) that p(gy (s, 7)) = p(@), pav (s, 7)) = p(@), to find

p(QX(tQY(&@))) :t+p(q)> qe C,

(5 plax (b v (5.2)" + (1~ Play(s,)"

~

) ﬁ(QX(O>QY(S>§))) :P@)

Fplay(5.0)*
fA
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The first relations of the previous two equations immediately yield

(6.148) plax(t,qv(s,9))) = pax(t,7)),

for all ¢, s for which the left hand side is defined, and for all § € C.

On the other hand, since § € C, the curve gy (s, q) remains in C' for all s, according to (G.137),
while the function P remains constant along gy (s,q) by ([EI38), that is P(qy(s,q)) = P(q).
One thus sees that ¢t — p(gx(t,qv(s,q))) and ¢ — p(gx(t,q)) solve, for any fixed s, the same
initial value problem, and hence

(6149) ﬁ(QX(tvqY(qu») = ﬁ(QX(taq)),

for all ¢, s for which the left hand side is defined, and for all § € C.
Given (6.I4]) and ([6.149), the group property qx(t,qx(s,q)) = qx(s +t,q), and observing
that p(QX(tv 5)) = TX(tv 6)7 ﬁ(qX (tv q)) = 7:X (tv q)u one finds that

Tx (tn, @y (S0, @x (tn=1, @y (Sn—1, - - - s ax (t1, v (51,Q)) . .. ) = rx(tn + tnor + -+ + 11,7),
(6150) ff’X(tna QY(Sna QX(tn—la qY(Sn—la IO qX(tla QY(Sba)) e ) = fX(tn + tn—l + -+ t1>q)a

for any ¢ € C' and any ty,...,t,,51,...,5, € R for which the left hand sides are defined. In
particular, these hold for § = ¢y since ¢y € C.

Any point ¢ in the orbit Og,(qo) can be reached from ¢y by following the flows of Zr(X)
and Zr(Y) starting from qo, that is there are t,...,%,,s1,...,s, € R such that

(6151) q= (JX(tn, QY(sna QX(tn—la qY(Sn—b cee aQX(tla qY(sla QO)) cet )
From (6.141)), (6145)), (6€I146) and (€I50) (with § = go € C') it thus follows that

F'ru(@)  fGx(tn+tas 4 +t1,00))  F' G+ s+ + 1))
f(WQ,M(Q)) Fx(tn +tas + -+ 11, q0)) F(tn +tuos + -+ 1))
Mttt At re) T rx (e Fta + L q0))
St taaa ot +r)  frx(te b+ + L q0))
_ ["(meu(9))
f(mo(q)’

where, as usual, we have identified f, f as functions M — R, M — R, respectively, that is as

~

fop, fop. This being a key result that we will need right below, let us display it separately
and a bit differently

(6.152) J;((:)) = J;((:)), Vg = (2,2 A) € Og(q0); x = (r,y), = (7, 9).
Knowing (6.I52)), the differential relation (6.132)) simplifies, at points g of the orbit Og,. (qo),
to
o f) F®)
(6.153) Zr(X)|,U() = (— 0 ) P(q))U(q), Vg € Og, ().
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Now of § € Og,,(q0) NC, the relations ([6.134) and (6.I53) imply that U = 0 and I = 0 along
the integral curve ¢x(t,q) of Zr(X) as well, that is

(6.154) qX(t,q) € C, Vﬁ € O_@R(QO) N C, t e DJZR(X)(a)-

By definition of the orbit Og,(q), the integral curves ¢x(¢,q) and gy (¢,q) of Zr(X) and
Zr(Y), respectively, passing through a point g of the orbit Oy, (qy) will remain in the orbit
02,(qo). Therefore, from (EI37) and ([EI54) we deduce that

QX(tvq> eCn O@R(q(J)v V@ cCn O-@R(qo)7 te D«iﬂR(X)(q>
qy(tvq> eCn O@R(qo)u vﬁ ceCn O@R(q(J)’ te DXR(Y) (a>

An arbitrary point ¢ of the orbit Oy, (qo) can be represented in the form (6.I51]), and since
g0 € CNOgyy,(qo), we infer that gy (s1, ) € CNOg,(q), hence gx (t1, gy (s1,9)) € CNOgy (o)
and so on, by induction, ¢ € C N Ogy,(qp). This proves that

(6.155) Oz (q0) C C,

that is (see (6.13€)) the orbit Oy, (qo) is contained inside the (0, 0)-level set of the function
Q—R% g (Ulg), I(q))-

To conclude this section, it remains to show that after cutting out a certain part of C, the
set that remains (the set C below) contains Og,(¢o) and it is a smooth submanifold of @) of
dimension 6. This then implies that Og,(qy) as a submanifold of C' has dimension at most 6,
which is the claim this entire section had been dedicated to prove.

At any ¢ = (z,2;A) € Q with x = (r,y), £ = (7,y), we have the following mg-vertical
derivatives of U and I (recalling that X = 2)

A O o 0. f).,, 0
V(QX ® ZA)|qU(') - f(?“) g((@X ®Z )§> %) - f(r) g(ZA’ %)
o @ 2006 = - £ a0y 0 2205 2 ~ 0
A0x © Za)lyT() = §((0x © Z4)Y, 1) =0

(6.156) vy ® Za)loI(-) = §((0y © Za)Y, %) = §(Za, %)-

The assumption m the result (6.I55]) and the definitions (6I128), (6136) together
imply tha (A 9 . (% ) f (T # 0 and hence % # 0 at every ¢ = (z,2; A) € C with
r=(ry), = (r y) Moreover, to obtain a useful expression (up to the sign) for the inner
product Q(ZA, %), note that 0 = I(q) = §(AY |, %\;) at ¢ = (z,2;A) € C, and

o 0 0 o 55
ar:g(aA,AX)AX+g(aA,AY)AY+g(aA, 4)Za
0
— ()AX+g(aA,ZA)ZA,

so that by taking a g-inner product of this relation with 2 we find 1 = P(q)?+ §(Z, ZA)Z, or
equivalently,

A

9(Za, aa) +(1 - P(g)»)'?,
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at every point ¢ = (z,2; A) € C.

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that |P(q)| < HA%HQ H%Hg =1 for all ¢ € Q.
Therefore having g(ZA, %) # 0 at ¢ = (z,2;A) € Q is equivalent to having |P(q)| < 1 at
q€Q.

Define Cy = {q € C' | P(q)* = 1}. If g € C; then it follows from ([GI30) that P(gx(¢,7))* =1
for all ¢, and from (6.I38) that P(qy(t,q))*> = 1 for all ¢. In other words, if § € Cy, then
qx(t,q) € Cy and ¢y (t,q) € Cp for all t. Consequently, if § € Cy, then Oy, (q) C Cp.

The set

Q1 :={qe Q| P(g)* <1}

is an open subset of ), disjoint with Cj, and it contains the point gy because |P(q)| = |Po| < 1
by assumption (6.II9). Moreover, since gy ¢ Cjy it follows by what we have just shown that
O2,(q0) N Cy = 0, because otherwise § € Oy, (qo) N Cy would imply that g9 € Og,(q) =
04,(q) C Cy, which is a contradiction. Thus we have

O2,(q0) CC\Co={q€Q|U(q) =0, I(q) =0, P(q)* <1}

ie.,

O9,(00) C{a € Q1| Ulq) =0, I(q) =0} =: C1.

At every point of ¢ = (x,2;A) € Cy we have |P(q)| < 1 and hence Q(ZA,%) # 0. The
differentials of U and I in (6.I56) are therefore linearly independent on Cy, implying that the
map @, — R?* ¢ — (U(q),I(q)) has rank 2 at every point ¢ € C;. Thus C] is a (closed)
submanifold of (), of dimension dim@; — 2 = 6. Finally, because Oy, (q) C Ci, we can
conclude that Og,,(¢) has dimension < 6.

7. APPENDIX

It Ey,...,FE, is a local g-orthonormal frame on an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
(M, g), and V is the Levi-Civita connection of g, one defines the connection coefficients of V
as

T = 9(VEEj, Ep),

and notices that F’('j = —F’('k i) for all 7,7, k. We call connection table I' the array whose

elements are Féj k) for all 7, j, k with j # k.
When the dimension n = 2, the connection table has the form

( 1—%172) F%L?) )

Similarly, if we have a 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold M, its connection table with respect
to a local orthonormal frame F,, Fs, E3 is given by

. lj%2,3) F%z,:a) 1;?2,3)
I'= ?%3,1) 1;?371> ??3,1)
Loy Tha Thy
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If this 3-dimensional M has Riemannian curvature tensor R, then one can write the compo-
nents of R in terms of the connection coefficients I' of M in the following way: If

o aq o a2 o as
R(Ey,Ey)=| b |, R(EyEs)=| by |, R(Es,E1)=] b3 |,
@] Co C3

with respect to an orthonormal frame El, Eg, Eg, then
a1 = Er\(Iy5)) — E2(Da ) + (D(s.1) + Tas)Tha) + (T — F(2 3))F(2 3) T (F(2 3) — (3 (s
by = E1(T51) — Ba(Tls 1) + (Dlapy + D))oy + (—Ts1) — Tias)) a1y + Ta1) — Do)l o)

o=k (f‘%m)) - E2(f‘%1,2)) + (f‘%lﬂ))z + (—f‘é,s) - 1A1?3,1))11?1,2) + F%2,3)F%3,1) - F%3,1)F%2,3) + (f?1,2))2

az = Ez(f?z,s)) - Es(f‘%z,s)) + (f‘%z,:s))2 + (_f%S,l) - f?l,Z))f%2,3) + f%&l)f‘?w) - f‘%L?)f‘?&l) + (f?213))2
(7.1) be= E2(f?3,1)) - Es(f%&l)) + (f?B,l) + f%u))f?zg) + (_f‘%&l) - f?l,Q))f%B,l) + (f%?,@) - IA‘?LQ))IA‘%Q,B)

C2 = EQ(F?Lz)) - EB(F%Lz)) + (F?371) + F%172))F?2,3) + (—F%371) - F?l,z))r%l,z) + (F?m) - F%371))F?273)

bs = E3(D(3.1) — E1(0(s.0)) + (D(s.0)” + (T 2) = Dlag) )Ty + Tl T 2) — f(z:s)F%l,z) + (F?&l))?

o
35

|
&
—
L B
—~=
[
b
~—

|
T

1@?1,2)) + (fb,z) + F?Q,B))F%B,l) + (= F(l 2) — F(2 3))F(1 2+ (F(l 2) — (2 3))1%,1)

The following lemma lists formulas of Proposition [3.10] worked out in several special cases
that will be used throughout this paper.

Lemma 7.1. On points ¢ = (z,%; A) of Q under which the orthonormal frame XY of M is

defined, and with ZA, Ox, Oy as well as other quantities appearing as defined in Section [{.]]
we have

[Zr(X), Zr(Y)]lg = Zr([X,Y])]g + v(Rolg)lq

[LR(X), v(()(X AY))]|g = —ZLus(AY)]q,

[Lr(X), v(0x ® Z))|lqg = —Lws(Za)lg + Tl oy (By @ Za)lg,

[Lr(X),v(0y ® Z))llg = —Tlayv(0x @ Z4)l,,

[Lr(X), Lns(()X)]lg = T2y Zns(AY)]g,

(Lr(X), Lus((OY)]lg = —Th o Lus(AX)|y + v(6AAX AY) + Tybx @ Za — xby @ Z4)|q,
[ Lr(X), Lus(Za)lg = v(Iy AX AY) + 6%0x @ Za + 0y @ Z4)l,,

[LR(Y), v((-)(X AY)]]g = Lns(AX)]q,

[ZLr(Y),v(0x @ Z))|lg = T v (0y @ Za)l,,

[Za(Y),v(0y ® Z0)|lg = =Lns(Za)lg — Thav(0x @ Za)ly,

[Zr(Y), Lns(()X)]]g = F21 9 Ls(AY)|g = v(6AAX AY) + Tylx @ Za — Hxby @ Za)lq,
[Lr(Y), Lns(()Y)lg = —T{ 0 Ens(AX)]g,

(Lr(Y), Lns(Za))lg = ( ~ Ty AX AY) +T20x @ Za + G40y @ Z4)],,
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gNS(Z(. ), Zns(()X)]lg = —v(Ily AX AY) + 6%0x ® Za+ 0y @ Z4a)l,,

[

Lns(Z0)), Lus(()Y )]|q:—y(—HXA(XAYHHZeX@Zﬁa—;ey@@)b,
[Lns(Z)), (X AY)]|g =

[ZLns( ()v (9X®Z( N = Lns(AX)]y,

[Ls(Z), v(By @ Z)llg = Ls(AY g,

(Lns(()X), Lus((OY)]lg = v(6AAX AY) + Ty bx @ Za — Txby @ Za)lq,

[Lns(()X), ()X AY)]|g = —Lns(AY )],

[Lns(()X), v(0x ® Zy)]ly = —XNS(ZA)M,

[Lns(()X), v(by ® Z(y)]lg =
[Lns(()Y), V()X AY)]lg = Lns(AX)]q, ()X AY),v(0x @ Z))llg = v(0y @ Za)la,
[Lvs(()Y),v(0x ® Z)]lq = 0, ) (X AY),v(by ® Z())]lg = —v(0x ® Za)lq,
[Lns(()Y),v(0y @ Z0))]lg = —Lns(Za)lg; (0x @ Z(y), vy @ Z())]lg = V(A(X AY))l,

Next lemma records the derivatives of different curvature related quantities (see Section [41])
with respect to a basis of mg-vertical vector fields of ().

Lemma 7.2. For any q = (x,2; A) in Q, we have

VAKX AY)gohy = —21z,  v(fx ® Za)|,6), = —QHX, by ® 24|60, =

WAX AY)|82, =207, v(fx @ Za)l,6 (2 v(Oy @ Z4)|,6 (2 —zny,
V(A(X A Y))|qa() —0, v(bx ® Z1)4() = 2HX, vy ® Za)lyo0) = 21y,
V(AX AY))| IIx = Iy, v(fx ® ZA)|qHX =G — 64, v(by ® ZA)|an =Tz,
I/(A(X/\Y))|qﬂy = —Hx, V(9X®ZA>|qHY = Hz, V(HY@ZA)|qHy —O'A—O'A,
I/(A(X/\Y))|qHZ :5'114—(3'31, (‘9X®ZA>|qHZ —Hy, V(HY@ZA)|qHZ —HX

Proof. These relations are immediate consequences of the definitions of the curvature quantities
[, Iy, 6 etc. (see section 1)), and the formulas for the derivatives of AX, AY and Z4 with
respect to the vertical vector fields appearing. The latter are given by

VAXAY)(()X) =AY, v(lx ® Za)l(()X) = ZA’ v(Oy ® Za)lo(()X) =0,
VAKX AV ((Y) = —AX, vl8x ® Za)l, () =0, vloy & Zn)la(()Y) = Za,
VAKX AY))|gZ) =0, v(lx @ Za)lgZ) = _AX v(by ® Za)lgZ) = —AY.

Concerning some of the derivatives of the T M-valued vector fields X 4, Y4 on Q as defined
in ([6.2)), we have the following.

Lemma 7.3. The following relations hold on an open neighbourhood of qy = (xq, Zo; Ao) in Q:

Lr(X )X = (La(Xa)lg0 + (T, X4))Ya
Lr(Xa)lY = — (Za(Xa)|g¢+9(T, Xa)) X4
La(Ya)gX = (La(Ya)lg0+ (T, Ya))Va
La(Ya)lgY = = (La(Ya)lgd + (T, Ya)) Xa.
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Proof. 1t is enough to show one of these relations, since the others follow from similar compu-
tations. We have by (6.2), the orthonormality of X,Y and the definitions of I' z i and I'in
section Bl (writing ¢y = cos ¢, s = sin ¢)

(Zr(Xa)[g0) (=56 X + oY) + V5, X +55V5Y
(Lr(X)|40)Ya + cs(csVx X + 55VyX) 4 54(coVxY + 5,VyY)

= (Zr( A)‘q@?fl + Cfb(%r%l,z)y + 3¢>F?1,2)Y) + Sqﬁ(_%r%l,z)X - S¢F%1,2)X)
(Lr(Xa)lg0)Y
(Lr(X4)lq0)

The proof is therefore complete once we notice that ¢(I', X,) = g(l"%m)X + F%1,2)Y’ X,) =

F%m)cd, + F%172)S¢. O

Similarly to Lemma [T, but with X4, Y, playing the roles of X,Y, we have the following
catalogue of Lie brackets that are being used at several points.

Lemma 7.4. On points ¢ = (z,%; A) of Q under which the orthonormal frame X,Y of M is
defined, and with the various quantities as defined in Sections[{.1] and [0, we have

[Zr(X), Za(V)]lg = —(La(Xa)lgd + 9(T, X)) Lo(Xa)lg — (Lr(Ya)lg + (T, Ya)) La(Ya)lg
+ v(Roly)|q,
[Zr(X), v (VX AY))lg = La(Ya)ly — Lns(AVA)],,
[Lr(X),v(0% © 2)]lg = —((0%, ® Z4)|g9)La(Va)lg — Lus(Za)l,
+ (Lr(Xa)lgd + g(T, Xa))v(05, ® Za)ly,
(X), v(0y © 2)]lg = =y, © Za)|g®)La(Ya)ly — (La(Xa)lyo + 9(T, X)) (0, @ Za)ly,
X)lg = —(Lvs(AXa)g0) Lr(Va)lq + (Lr(Xa)lgd + g(T, X)) Lns(AV A4,
V)l = —(Lvs(AY2)|48)Lr(Ya)lg — (Lr(Xa)lgd + 9(T, Xa)) Lvs(AXa)lg
+ v(Rol,) |, + Kv(A(X AY))|q,
[LR(X), Lns(2)|lg = —(Lvs(Za)]0) La(Ya)ly + 65 (0x, ® Za)lq + g0y, © Za)l,,

OXAYDly = —Lr(Xa)ly + Lus(AXa)l,,
D)lg = (ZLrYa)lyd + 90, Ya)v by, ® Za)lg + (v(0x, © Za)|g0)Lr(Xa)l,,
0= (W05, ® Z)|g0)Lr(Xa)ly — Lns(Za)ly — (Lr(Ya)lod + (T, Y0z, © Za)l,,

lo =
llg = (Lus(AXA)[40) Lr(Xa)lg + (Lr(Ya)lg¢ + g(I, Ya)) Luvs (AY )],
— v(Roly)|, — Kv(A(X AY))l,,

Zr(Y), Lns(()V)ly = (Lus(AYA)|40) Lr(Xa)ly — (Lr(Ya)lgd + 9(T, Ya)) Lus(AXa)l,,

[ Lr(Y), Lns(2)]|g = (Lns(Z4)|40) Lr(Xa)ly + w05, @ Za)ly + 040y, @ Za)l,
— v (AX AY))]g,

~h
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V), vy @ 2)]lg =0, W(()XAY),v(l;® 2)],=
Y)), Zys(()X)]lg =0, ()X AY), -i”Ns(( Wly =0, ()X AY), Zys(Z)]],=0,

V(03 © 2),v(0y © 2)] = ~(v(0x, © Za)l@)v (05, ® Za)ly — (v (9@, ® Za)l®)v by, ® Za)l,
+ V(AKX AY))g,

(03 © 2), Lns(()X)]lg = (W0, @ Za)140) Lus(AVa) |, — (Lns(AXA) @)V (5, ® Za)ly + Lns(Za)lo,
(03 © Z), Lns(()Y)]lg = —(v(0x, ® Za)|g0)Lns(AXa)lg — (Lus(AYa)lg@)r (05, ® Za)ly,

(03 © 2), Lns(2))ly = —~(Lus(Za)ly@)v (b5, @ Za)ly — Lus(AXa)lq,

(65 © 2), Lns(() X))y = (05, ® Za)140) Lns(AVa)lg + (Lus(AXa)|i0)v (05, © Za)lys

W6y © 2), Lns(WY)ly = =0y, ® Za)|yd) Lus(AX )| + (Lus(AVa)lg@)v(0x, © Za)ly +-Lns(Za)las
Wby © 2), Lns(2)]lg = —Lns(AYa)ly + (Lus(Za)lg@)v (B, © Za)l,,

(Lns(2), Lus(()X)lg = (Lws(Za)10) Lus(AVA)|g — 65005, ® Za)lg — Tv(05, @ Za)l,.
(Lvs(Z), Lus (Y )lg = —(Lns(Za)]40) Lvs(AXa) |y + T gr(AX AY))],

— (05, ® Za)lg — 64v(8y, @ Za)ly,
[Lns(X), Zys(Y)] = —=Kv(A(X AY))lg,

[Lns()X), Lus(()Y)] = —(Lis(AXA)|0)Lus(AXA)|g — (Lis(AYA)|8)Lus(AY )],
+ v(Roly)[q + Kv(A(X AY)),.

Next lemma encapsulates a particular m-vertical derivative of the radius r and the angle ¢
(see (6.1])) that will be used frequently. It is valid in the case that on a small enough rolling
neighbourhood O(qg) of the point gy = (zo, Zo; Ao), both components of the pair (I1x,ITy)
never vanish, since this is the underlying assumption allowing us to define the functions r, ¢ :
O(qo) — R in (61), with » > 0 on O(qp). It is also to be understood that we take O(qo) to be
small enough (around ¢g) so that the local orthonormal frame X, Y of M remains defined on
the open subset V' = 7 p(O(qo)) of M.

Lemma 7.5. Assume that (I1x,I1y) # (0,0) on a rolling neighbourhood O(qo) of ¢ = (z,&; A) €
Q. Then at every q = (z,%; A) € O(qy) we have

V(AIXANY))|,r=0, v(AXAY))|,0=—-1
Proof. Clearly,

V(AIXAY)), X =0, v(AXAY))],Y =0
and therefore

VAX AY Do Zey = * (AW(AX AY))[,X) A (AY)) +%(((AX) A (Av(A(X AY))],Y))
*((AXAY)X) A (AY))) +*((AX) A (A(X ) )
=0+ 0+ *((AY) A (AY)) +*((AX) A (-AX)) =
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Using these relations and (.3]), we then find

(AX AY))| Iy = GROV(AX AY))]gZ(), *AX) + §(R(xZ)), xAv(A(X AY))[gX)

70)), %AY ) + G(R(xZ (), xAv(A(X AY)),Y)
(R(*Z( ), *AX AY)Y) = —

—
~—

Next, the definition of r and ¢ in (G.1) yields I1% + 13- = r? which differentiated along
v(A(X NY))|, vields, in view of the previous identities,

2rv(A(X AY))|r = v(A(X AY))|,(IT5 + 115) = 2[x Iy + 2My (—Ix) = 0,

and since r # 0 on O(gp), we find v(A(X AY))|,r = 0.
Given the last three identities and applying v(A(X AY))|, to ([6.1)), we find

ITy
Iy

(VAX AY))|gr) cosg —rsing(v(A(X AY))|g0) = —rsinp(v(AX AY))|40)
(V(AX AY))|gr)sing + rcosp(V(A(X AY))|,0) = +7rcos p(v(A(X AY))|,0),

which in view of (6.1]) implies v(A(X AY))|,¢ = —1 and completes the proof.
U

In the next Lemmas [LGHI. T2 below, we let gy = (z0, Zo; Ag) € @, and assume (like in section
[61) that on a small enough rolling neighbourhood O(qy) around ¢y (see Definition [4.1]) the
function K — (. vanishes while (ILy,Ily) # (0,0) at every point of O(qo). It is also part of
this assumption that the local orthonormal frame X, Y of M is defined on (at least) the open
subset V' = mg (O(qo )) of M. Also, recall the definitions of r, ¢ and 3 given in (GI) and

([66), and those of a(l o2,, 11, in (64).

Lemma 7.6. Assuming that K(x) — 64 =0 and (lIx(q),I1y(q)) # (0,0) for all ¢ = (x,2; A) €
O(qo), then the derivatives of 6y obey the following identities at every q = (x,2; A) € O(qo)-

Lns(Xa)lgo() =0, Lns(Ya)lgo() =0, v(0y, © Za)lg6() =0,
V(AX AY))[6) =0, Ins(Za)lgo() = —B(a), v(0x, ® Za)lo() = 2r.

Lemma 7.7. Assuming that K(x)—da =0 and (Ilx(q), 11y (q)) # (0,0) for all ¢ = (x,2; A) €
O(qo), then the derivatives of r obey the following identities at every q = (x,z; A) € O(qo):

Lr(Xa)lor = —25@% Ins(AXa)lgr = =B(a),  Lns(Xa)lgr = —@,

Dns(Ya)|gr =0, v(fy, ® Za)|gr =T, v(AX AY))|r =0, v(fz, ® Za)|gr =64 —6a.

Lemma 7.8. Assuming that K(z)—64 = 0 and (Ilx(q), 1y (q)) # (0,0) for all g = (z,3; A) €
O(qo), then the derivatives of ¢ obey the following identities at every ¢ = (x,2; A) € O(qo):

Dns(Xa)lgd = —g(I, Xa), Lns(AXa)|q0=0

IusVa)lad = —o(0. 7). Zus(AVa)lgo = 22,
1 s
Y

NS

A~ R N 1 -
v(ly, ® Za)|qp = —6a), g, ® Za)lgd = — 11,
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Lemma 7.9. Assuming that K(z)—64 =0 and (Ilx(q), 1y (q)) # (0,0) for all g = (z,3; A) €
O(qo), then the derivatives of % obey the following identities at every q = (x,z; A) € O(qo):

LKl o) = (A4 52), sl 2 <o,
sk, 2 = (2D 2y waxavyL il =0

Lemma 7.10. Assuming that K(z)—64 = 0 and (Ilx(g), Iy (q)) # (0,0) forallq = (z,; A) €
O(qo), then the derivatives of 57(1,) obey the following identities at every q = (x,2; A) € O(qo):

S x - x - X 2~ - N
Dns(Xallgo(y =0, Lns(Ya)leo(y =0, v(0y, @ Za)leo() = ——T15(0% — 64),

(1:[2)2 — 2r.

=N

V(AX AY)) 60y =0, vz, @ Za)|,o() =+

Lemma 7.11. Assuming that K(z)—64 = 0 and (I1x(q), 1y (q)) # (0,0) forallq = (z,&; A) €
O(qo), then the derivatives of &%) obey the following identities at every q = (x,2; A) € O(qo):

gNs(XA”qé(?) = 0, gNs(Y/A”qé'(?) = O, 1/(9~
V(AX AY))]g00) =0, v(fg, ® Za)|g07, = —

Lemma 7.12. Assuming that K(z)—64 = 0 and (Ilx(q), 1y (q)) # (0,0) forallq = (v, ; A) €
O(qo), then the derivatives of I1, obey the following identities at every g = (z,2; A) € O(qo):

S = = ~ ; ~ 1 - o\ /X .
Dns(Xa)lly; =0, Lns(Ya)ldly, =0, vy, ® Za)l ]l = ;(0}4 —04)(6% —6a) + 1,
~ - ~ 1= = x
V(AKX AY)) M, =0, v(0g, @ Za)lIl; = —;Hz(Ui —03).

Proof. Checking in detail all the identities in Lemmas (7.6]) through (TI2)) would be a straight-
forward but lengthy task, and for that reason it is omitted here. However, in order to gain
confidence on the validity of those relations, and to exemplify the computations used in their
proofs, we content ourselves at showing just four of them, namely those for v(fy, ® Z A0
gR(XA”qTa V(Q?A ® ZA)|q¢ and gR(XA”q(%)-

The first of these derivatives is simply

A ~

v(0y, ® Za)g60) = v(0y, ® ZA)gi(R(xZ0y),%Z0y) = 29(R(xYa), %Z4) = 20Ty = 0,

where at the last step we have used (6.3)).
The next derivative Zx(X4)|,r is computed by using Lemmal[7.3] the fact that IIy = 0 from
[63), the identities (whose last steps follow from Lemma [3))

Lr(Xa)|gZ) = * (ALr(X4)|X) A AYA) + % (AX A A(Lr(Xa)|Y)) =0
Lr(Ya)|aZy = * (ALr(Ya)|X) A AYA) + %(AX A A(Lr(Ya)|Y)) = 0,
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and the second Bianchi identity projected onto *Z 4,

Lr(Xa)lgr = Lr(X)l g = Lr(Xa)lo(9(R(()X), %Z)))

= §((Vag, B (AKX 1), %Z4) + §(RALR(X )|y X), xZa)

+ G(R(*AX ), *Lr(Xa)|oZ()

= — (V3 R)(xZa),%Za) — §((V 43, R) (xAY 1), % Z 1)

= = B(q) — Lr(Ya) o(§(RH()Y ), %Z()) + G(R=ALR(Ya)|Y ), *Z )
+ J(R(*AY ), *Lr(Ya)|oZ())

~ = Bla) ~ ZalFaltly - 22,

where, moreover, at the last step we have used Lemma in combination with the identities
for Lns(Ya)|,¢ and Lyg(AY4)|,¢ in Lemma [[.8 in order to observe that

La(Ya)lgY = — (Lus(Ya)lgd + Lus(AVA)|g0 + g(T, Ya)) Xa

= — ( — g(F, ?A) -+ % + g(ru ?A))XA = ﬁ;g)XA

Using again (B3) we hence conclude that Zx(X A)|qr = —35(q) as claimed.

To obtain the third derivative formula v(fy, RZ 4)|q¢, we proceed first with the computations

(7.2)  —rsev(ly, @ Za)lgd + cov(O, @ Za)lgr = v(05, ® Za)| I1x
= —sev(0x @ Za)|Jlx + cor(by @ Za)|Jlx = —s54(64 — 64) — cyllz,

and

(7.3) reav(Oy, @ Za)lgd + sev(Oy, @ Za)lgr = v(05, ® Za)|glly
= —sov(0x ® Za) |y + cov(Oy @ Za)l Iy = sollz + cy(5% — 5a),
where at the first and second equalities one uses (6.1) and (6.2), while the last steps follow

from the formulas listed in Lemma [[.2 Thus, if one multiplies (7.2]) by —s4 and (Z.3) by cy,
and then add the results, we get

S

5 1 . . . . x .
v(ly, ® Za)|g9 = . (si(a}; —04) + 2¢c454117 + cfb(aﬁ — UA)) = —(64 —64),
where (64 was used at the last step. This proves the claimed form of this derivative.
We shall then demonstrate the 1ndlcated formula for Zr(X )|, (57 5L which is the last case
we will Cover 1n this proof. By Lemma [.8 one has XR(XA)MQS = —g(T, X ), XR(YA)| O =
—g(T, YA) and hence by Lemmal[7.3]it follows that Zr(X4)|,Y = 0, Lr(Ya)|, X #YA.
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Using these formulas, one can compute

[ Zr(X), Lr(Y)]]g6 = Lr(Xa)|o(Lr(Y)0) — Lr(Ya)lo(Lr(X)]|s0)

= Za(X)la(— o0, V) + 1)~ Za(Ta)ly( ~ o(T, X))
—9(V,0,Ya) +9(Vy, I, Xa) + ?Q(F Ya) + Zr(Xa)lg (fr)
= K(z) + % (T, Ya) + Lr(Xa)l, (25T)

where at the last step we have used the formula ([£2]), which clearly still holds when XY are
replaced by X4, Ya

On the other hand, using the first formula in Lemma[7.4], the expression for Rol, in (6.5, the
above formulas for ZLx(X4)|,¢ and Zx(Ya)|,6 and the formula for v(fy, ® Z4)|q¢ in Lemma
[.8 we find

La(X), Lol =~ DL Ly (T) 6 — (65, © Z)0
= 2(T)( g(T,Ya) + ﬁ2(3)) — (65— 6a).

Combining the above two expressions for [Zz(X), ZLr(Y)]|,¢ and solving for XR(XA)M(;%)

yields DS,”R(XA)|q(£) = —K(z) — (%)2 — 6% + 64. Finally, the assumption K(z) = 64 on
O(qo) reduces this relation down to DS,”R(XA)|q(£) = — (@)2 — 62, which is what we wanted
to prove.

U

In the remaining Lemmas below, we will be assuming (like in section [6.3]), that
K — 6y # 0 and (Ilx,IIy) # (0,0) on a small enough rolling neighbourhood O(qo) of go. It
is also part of this assumption that the local orthonormal frame X,Y of M is defined on (at
least) the open subset V' = mga(O(qo)) of M. Also, recall the deﬁnltlons of ¢, w, Gy, Gy,

Hy¢ and Hy given in (6.1)), (6.47) and (6.53), and those of 0(1 II, in (6.4).

Lemma 7.13. Assuming that K(z)—da # 0 and (I1x(q), Iy (q)) 7& (O, 0) forallq = (z,2;A) €
O(qo), then the mg-vertical derivatives of ¢ and w are given, at all points ¢ € O(qo), by the
following expressions:

V(AKX AY))]g0 = —1, V(AX AY))|w =0,
(7.4) v(by, ® Za)lgo = s (0% — 6a), vy, © Za)|qw = %>
V(QXA®ZA)|Q¢:ﬁa V(QXA®ZA)|qw: Kl (5}4 &A)—|—2w2.

Proof. We will content ourselves at showing only the relation v(A(X AY))|,w = 0. Note also
that v(A(X AY))|,¢ = —1 is already covered by Lemma [T.5]
On one hand we have

VAKX AY))|g(wey) = —wser(A(X AY))]g0 + cov(AX AY))|qw,
VAKX AY))|g(wsg) = wegV(AX AY)) g0+ ser(AX AY))|qw,
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while on the other hand, by (648) and the formulas in Lemma [7.2]

AR A Dllies) = VA NY Dl g 25) = 2 = wse
AR N D) = WA AVl grms) = e = s

It is easy to see that these relations imply v(A(XAY))|,w = 0 (and in fact v(A(XAY))|,0 = —1
as well). O

The relations listed in the next lemma are derived by a straightforward application of Lemma
[[ 4 along with the definitions of w, Rol,, G ¢, Gy, Hy and Hy given in (6.47), (6.49) and (6.53).
We will omit the details.

Lemma 7.14. Assume that K(x) —d4 # 0 and (I1x(q),I1y(q)) # (0,0) for all ¢ = (x,%; A) €
O(qo). Using the notations established in ([6.53)) and ([6.54)), the following Lie bracket identities
hold on an open neighbourhood of qo in Q,

[ Zr(X), Filly = — (F140)-Zr(Ya)ly + G Lns(AXa)lg + wG 3 Lns(Za)ly — dav(Roly)],
— 2HzGx + wLr(Xa)lo(G2)v (0%, © Za)l,
+ (Kw = w(Gx)? + Lr(Xa)lg(Hx))v (05, © Za)l,,

— (GxHy + Gy Hy + wZr(Ya)l(Gx)v(bx, © Za)l,

(Za(Y), Flly = (Filo9) Zr(Xa)lg + Gy Lns(AXa)ly — HeZs(Za)ly
)
— (WG 3Gy — Zr(Ya)l,(Hy))v (b5,

® ZA)|Qa

[Zr(X), Bolly = = (Folg®)La(Ya)lg + G Lns(AVa)ly + (wGy — Hy) ZLns(Za)l,
— (HgGy + HyGg + wol + wLr(Xa)l(Gy))v(05, @ Za)lq
— (WG Gy + wlly — La(Xa)|o(Hy))v (05, © Za)ly,

Zr(Y), Bolly = (Falg0) Lr(Xa)ly + Gy Lns(AVa)lg — 2Hy Lns(Za)l,
— (64 = (K = 4)w*)v(Roly)],
— (2GyHy + wll; + wLp(Ya)lo(Gy )05, ® Za)l,
— (W(Gy)* +w(oh — K) +w (K —6.4) + Ln(Ya)lo(Hy)v (05, ® Za)l,,

[v(Rol(), Filly = w(v(By, ® Za)|g9)Lns(AX a)lg — wLns(Za)ly + wGgr(Roly)l,
—w (= Filg¢ + Hgv(0y, @ Z4)|o¢
+ G vy, © Za)lgw + v(Roly)|o(G))v(bx, ® Za)l,
— (W*Gx + Flw + W’ Gxv(by, ® Za)lgd — v(Roly)|o(Hg))v(8y, @ Za)ly,

[v(Rol(), Fally = (w* + wi(fy, ® Za)|gd)Lns(AVa)lg — w(v(By, ® Za)lgw)Lns(Za)lg + w*Gyv(Rol,)],
~w (= Falg¢ + Hyv(0g, ® Za)|go
+ Gyv(y, © Za)lgw + v(Roly)|o(Gy))v(bx, © Za)lg
+ (— WGy — Folgw — w?Gyv(by, ® Za)|y¢ + v(Rol)|(Hy))v(by, @ Za)l,.
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. Gell,  Hy(0% —64)
B Bl = (= (14 62)Gx + wvs(Zaled = 32 e = = L85 ) Sas(AX ),
Ggll,  Hg(6% —6a) -

( y+wHX—|—K_a_A+ (K —31) )gNS(AYA”q

( u+2w2—1)+H5{7ﬁZ+$ (Aif)w)g (Za)|

K—O'A K—&A NS A)lq NS\ZA)lq
(G Hy+ Gy Hy +wil, — 2AGy Hy — Gy Hy)—Z—
K—O’A

+ G Dns(AXa)|gw + Gy Lvs(AYa) | + wF G g — wki |Gy
— Gy Zs(Za)lw — wHy Ls(Za)loo )v(Os, @ Za)l,

+< (0h — K +64) + wG% + wG% + R Hy — F|,Hy

. 52 _ & .
— WGy Ls(Za)l g6+ (G Hy — Gy Hg) 2 vy, @ 2,

+ (64— WA = 64) = w(GxHy — Gy Hg Ju(AX AY))],.
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