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0. Introduction.

In this paper, we define characteristic classes for conformal and projective
foliations and investigate the relationship of them with those for smooth
foliations defined by Bott and Haefliger and those for Riemannian foliations
due to Lazarov and Pasternack and Kamber and Tondeur (see also
[18]). For a construction of the characteristic classes of smooth foliations
[2], Bott’s vanishing theorem concerning the Pontrjagin classes of the
normal bundles played an important role. Also Pasternack’s vanishing theorem
for the Riemannian foliations was the starting point of Lazarov-Paster-
nack theory. Similarly our motivation for the present work was the strong
vanishing theorem of Nishikawa and Sato [22], which states that the ring
generated by the Pontrjagin classes of the normal bundle of a conformal or
projective foliation is trivial for cohomology degree>codimension. However
we do not use this theorem in our construction. Instead, we follow the
Bott-Haefliger approach to the characteristic classes of smooth foliations
(namely, a la Gelfand-Fuks theory——see [3]), and also the method of Kamber
and Tondeur used in their theory of characteristic classes for foliated bundles
[13]. Thus just as the cohomology of some truncated Weil algebra of
gl(n; R) or 8o(n) played the role of characteristic classes for smooth or
Riemannian foliations, our characteristic classes also take the form of the
cohomology of certain truncated Weil algebra of 8(n+1, 1) for the conformal
case and of &l(n+1; R) for the projective case, where ¢l(n; R), 80(n), d8o(n-1, 1)
and 8{(n+1; R) are the Lie algebras of GL(n; R), SO(n), SO(n+1,1) and
PGL(n; R) respectively. The main point of our construction is the use of
Cartan connection, by which we have also shown that there are other charac-
teristic classes for Riemannian foliations which are not covered by Lazarov-
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Pasternack’s nor Kamber-Tondeur’s definitions (see [18].

The present paper is organized as follows. In §1 we define foliations
associated with second order G-structures, in particular conformal and projec-
tive structures and in §2 we recall the theory of Cartan connection and by
using it, we construct a system of differential forms on the normal bundles
of conformal or projective foliations. In § 3 we describe the main construction
of the characteristic classes and in §4, we determine the cohomology of some
truncated Weil algebras. §5 is devoted to the study of typical examples and
in §§6 and 7, we compare our theory with smooth and Riemannian cases. In
particular, we prove that the rigid classes for smooth foliations are all zero
for conformal and projective foliations. Finally in §8, we investigate the
behaviour of our characteristic classes under deformations of foliations.

The author would like to express his hearty thanks to Prof. Hajime Sato,
S. Nishikawa and K. Yamato for encouraging and helpful discussions. Most
results in this paper have been announced in [19]

1. Conformal and projective structures and foliations.

In this section we define conformal and projective foliations following
Nishikawa and Sato (see also Kobayashi for a detailed description
of the materials of this section).

Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension n and let J,(M) be the k-jet
bundle of M. Thus as a set J,(M) consists of all the k-jets at 0 of all
diffeomorphisms from open sets of 0= R™ to open sets of M. The natural
projection x: J,(M)—M has a structure of principal bundle with structure
group Gp(n): the group of k-jets at 0 of all local diffeomorphisms of R™
fixing the origin 0. In this paper, we are only interested in the 2-jet bundle
J.(M). On J,(M), there is defined a 1-form 6, called the canonical form, with
values in a(n; R), the Lie algebra of the group of all affine transformations
of R*. In terms of the natural basis of a(n ; R)=R"+gl(n ; R), 0 is represented

by real valued l-forms ¢¢, i=1, -+, n and 6}, i, j=1, ---, n. We know the
following equation,
(1.1 d0t=—30'N6" .

J

Now let GCGy(n) be a Lie subgroup. Then a G-principal subbundle P of
Jo(M) is called a G-structure of second order. A diffeomorphism f: M—N
between two smooth manifolds M and N with given second order G-structures
are said to be a G-diffeomorphism if [,(f), the 2-jet extension of f, sends the
subbundle of J,(M) defining the structure to that of J,(IN). Let us recall
classical examples of second order G-structures, namely conformal and pro-
jective structures.
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EXAMPLE 1.1. Let S™ be the Mobius space, i.e. it is the quadric in the
real projective space P"*! defined by

Sn:{[x:lepn+1; x:t(xo, Tty xn+1); thx:O}

where S is the matrix given by

0 0 -1
S= 0 I, 0
-1 0 0

Then with respect to a natural metric on P"*!, S® is isometric to a Euclidean
sphere in R"*', Let L=0(n+1, )={XeGL(n+2; R); 'XSX=0} acting on S™
as conformal transformations. This action is transitive and let L, be the
isotropy subgroup at the origin o=*[0, ---, 0, 11. Thus

at 0 O
L=< v A 0 |[eOn+1,1); A€0On), asR* E=R"
b & a

and L/L,=S". Consider a linear subspace

0 v 0 ]
V= 0 0 v |l
0 0 0 J

of I, where v is a column n-vector and (=3o(n+1, )={Xeqln+2; R);
tXS+SX=0} is the Lie algebra of L. Then the mapping

exp
R*=V L >L/L,=S"

is a diffeomorphism from a neighborhood of 0 to a neighborhood of the origin
o so that it defines a coordinate system around o. Now we can consider
each element g of L, as a transformation of L/L, fixing the origin. More-
over it can be seen that the 2-jet at the origin of g completely determines
this element. Therefore by using the coordinate system described above, we
can think that L, is a subgroup of G,(n). With these understood, an L,-
structure on a smooth manifold is called a conformal structure and an L,-
diffeomorphism is called a conformal diffeomorphism.

ExampLE 12. Let L=PGL(n; R)=GL(n+1; R)/center acting transitively
on the real projective space P" and let L, be the isotropy subgroup at the
origin 0="'[0, ---, 0, 1]. Thus L/L,=P™ and
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A 0
Loz{( )eGL(n-i—l; R) }/center, (AeGL(n; R).
& a

Consider a linear subspace

of 1=38((n+1; R), where v is a column n-vector. Then the mapping

exp
R*=V > >»L/L,=P"

defines a coordinate system around the origin o and just the same as in
Example 1.1, L, can be considered as a subgroup of G,(n). With these under-
stood, an L,-structure on a smooth manifold is called a projective structure
and an L,-diffeomorphism is called a projective diffeomorphism.

Now let L/L, be as in Example 1.1 or Example 1.2. Then the orthogonal
group O(n) is naturally contained in L, as a subgroup. Let M be a Riemannian
manifold. Then there is defined an O(n)-principal subbundle O(M) of J,(M),
where O(n) is now considered as a subgroup of G,(n). Hence by enlarging
the structure group to L, we obtain an L,-principal subbundle P of J,(M).
The conformal or projective structure thus defined will be called the under-
lying conformal or projective structure of the Riemannian manifold M.

Now we define conformal and projective foliations.

DEeFINITION 1.3. Let M be a smooth manifold. A codimension #n con-
formal (resp. projective) foliation F' on M is a maximal family of submersions

fa: Us—>RE

from open sets U, in M to the Euclidean n-space R} with a fixed conformal
(resp. projective) structure « such that for each xeU,NUp, there is a local
conformal (resp. projective) diffeomorphism 7z, : neighborhood of f,(x)—neigh-
borhood of fi(x) with f;=7s.°f, on a neighborhood of x.

A Riemannian foliation F on M is defined similarly (it is enough to change
conformal structure and conformal diffeomorphism in the above definition for
Riemannian structure and isometry). By considering the underlying conformal
or projective structure of a Riemannian structure, a Riemannian foliation has
the underlying structure of conformal and projective foliations. [Definitio
1.3 can also be generalized to foliations associated with any second order
G-structure.

Now let F be a conformal (or projective) foliation on a smooth manifold
M and let J.(F) be the 2-jet bundle of F; [,(F)|U,=s%(J,(RY). Since the
diffeomorphism 73, sends the L,-principal subbundle of J,(R:) defining the
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structure « to that of J,(Rj}), there is defined a principal L, subbundle P(F)
of J,(F). Henceforth we refer to P(F) as the conformal (resp. projective)
normal bundle of F. If there is given a cross section s: M—P(F), then we
say that the conformal (or projective) normal bundle of F is trivialized.

Generalizing we can speak of conformal (or projective)
Haefliger structures and by a general theory of Haefliger [8], there are
classifying spaces BCI,, BCl,, BPI,, BPIl, etc., where BSI,(BSI,) is the
classifying space for codimension n conformal (resp. projective) Haefliger
structures (with trivial normal bundles) according as S=C (resp. P). Since
L, is homotopy equivalent to GL(n; R), we have the following fibration

BST,—>BSI,—>BGL(n; R) (S=C, P).

The main purpose of this paper is to define certain elements in the real
cohomology ring of these spaces.

2. Cartan connections.

In this section we recall a few facts from the theory of Cartan connec-
tions, in particular conformal and projective connections, which will be needed
later. For a detailed description of the theory, we refer to Kobayashi
and Kobayashi and Nagano [15]. By using these facts we construct a system
of differential forms on the conformal (or projective) normal bundle of con-
formal (or projective) foliations.

Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension n, L a Lie group, L, a closed
subgroup of L with dim L/L,=n and let P be a principal bundle over M
with structure group L,. An important example is the L,-principal subbundle
P of J,(M) where M is a smooth manifold with a conformal (or projective)
structure and L/L, is as in Example 1.1 (or 1.2). Let [, be the Lie algebra of
L,. For each element A</, let us denote A* for the fundamental vector
field corresponding to A and also let us write R, for the right action defined
by an element a< L,.

DerFINITION 2.1. A Cartan connection in the bundle P is an I (=the Lie
algebra of L)-valued 1-form # on P satisfying the following conditions:

(i) 6(A*)=A for every A<,

(ii) (Ry)*0=ad(a )0 for every ac L,,

(iii) 6(X)=+0 for every nonzero vector X of P.

The curvature form @ of the Cartan connection @ is defined by the structure
equation :

dﬁ:—%[ﬁ, 41+6 .
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Henceforth we specialize our consideration to the case when L/L, is as
in Example 1.1 or 1.2. In these cases, the Lie algebra [ of L has a structure
of graded Lie algebra 1=g_;+g,+8; with [g;, 4,JC8:+; and },=g,+9, described
as follows. Conformal case: [=3%(n+1, 1),

0 % 0 —a 0 0
g= 0 0 v |}, o= 0 A 0 [; Acszo(n), ¢ER },
0 0 0 0 0 «a
0 00
a=i| ¢ 0 Of,
0 £ 0

where v is a column n-vector, £ is a row n-vector. Let V be the n-dimensional
vector space of column n-vectors, V* its dual and let co(n) be the Lie algebra
of CO(n)={AeGL(n; R); "AA=cl, for some ¢>0}. Then under the identi-

fications
0 v 0 0 0O

a2 0 0 v |—veV, g2 ¢ 0 0 |—éesV*,
0 00 .0 & 0
—a 0 0
0D 0 A 0 |—A—al,sco(n),
0 0 a

we can write I=V+4co(n)+V*.
Projective case: {=8l(n+1; R),

o SR e

where v and & are as in the conformal case. Under the identifications

0 v 0 0
g1 —yeV, =) —>fesV*,
0 O E 0

A 0
) —>A—al,=ql(n; R),
0 a

we can write I=V4gl(n; R)+V*.
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Hereafter we fix the natural bases ey, ---, e, of V, e}, .-«  ¢® of V* and
el of gl(n; R). Let M be an n-dimensional smooth manifold and let PC /(M)
be a conformal or projective structure on M. We denote (6°; 6% for the
restriction to P of the canonical form of J,(M) (see §1). It is a g_,+a,
valued l-form on P. Now we can state a well-known theorem on normal
conformal and projective connections which is very important to our con-
struction.

THEOREM 2.2. Let L/L, be as in Example 1.1 or 1.2 and let PCJ.(M) be a
conformal or projective structure on a smooth manifold M of dimension n (=3
for Example 1.1 and =2 for Example 1.2). Then there is a unique Cartan
connection 0=0_,+0,+6,=6"; 0}; 0,) such that

(i) (6%; 69 is the canonical form,

(i) The curvature ©=(0; O%; O,) satisfies the following conditions:

Z K?’il:O, w}lere @;:%E K?‘klak/\al ’

in particular 20i=0.

This unique connection is called the normal conformal or projective con-
nection in P according as L/L, is as in Example 1.1 or 1.2.

We have also

THEOREM 2.3. Let P be as in Theorem 2.2. Then

(D) doi=—3 0, NO*,

(1), dOi=—3 O, NOE—G NO;— O, NO7+65 3 0, NG+ 67,
(11), d0=—3 O, N0 —B0 NO, 81 2 0, NO* -0,
(I11) db;=—3 0, N05+0;,

Iv) > OiN=0,

V) > 6:N0,=0, where @j:—é—Z K 0 NO" .

Here ¢ (resp. p) denotes conformal (resp. projective) case and of course
()-(IIl) are the structure equations of the Cartan connection and V)
are the Bianchi identities.

Let f: M—N be a conformal or projective diffeomorphism and let [,(f):
P(M)—P(N) be the induced diffeomorphism. Then from the uniqueness of
the Cartan connection, we conclude that J.,(f) sends the normal Cartan con-
nection form of N to that of M. Now let F be a codimension n conformal .
(resp. projective) foliation on a smooth manifold M defined by submersions
fo: U~ Rz, and let P(F) be the conformal (resp. projective) normal bundle
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of F (see §1). Then by the above remark, there are defined an !-valued
1-form §=(0"; 6:; 6,) and an l-valued 2-form @=(0; @%; @;) on P(F) such that
@ (resp. O©) restricted to U, is the pull back under f} of the normal Cartan
connection form on P(RZ) (resp. the curvature form of the normal Cartan

connection in P(R%)). It is clear that these forms 8, @ also satisfy the equations
in Theorems and 2.3

3. Construction of the characteristic classes.

Let F be a codimension n conformal (resp. projective) foliation on a smooth
manifold M and let P(F) be the conformal (resp. projective) normal bundle
of F. In §2 we have constructed [-valued 1-form 6=(6*; 6}; ¢;) and 2-form
O=0; O%; ;) on P(F) using the normal Cartan connection forms, where
{=80(n-+1, 1) (resp. 8l(n+1; R)). Let W({) be the Weil algebra of [, namely
the tensor product of the exterior algebra Af{* with the symmetric algebra
St* (cf. [5]). Then 6 and O define a d.g.a. map

¢ W()—>2%(P(F))
where 2#%(P(F)) is the de Rham complex of P(F). Let o', 0}, w,, 2°, 2}, £;
W (l) be the universal connection and curvature forms (namely generators
of A'* and S'*) expressed with respect to the natural basis of | (see §2).
Then ¢ is defined by @(w')=0?, ¢(w)=0%, ¢(w;)=0;, $(29)=0, p(2)H=01, $(2,)=0,.
In view of the equations in Theorems and which the forms 6, © satisfy,
we define an ideal I of W(!) as the one generated by the following elements:

(i) £,

(ii) elements whose “length” [ is greater than n, where [ is defined by

lwh)=1, (Q)=1(2,)=2, l(w)=1Uw)=1(29)=0,
3. (0" (2)=12)) (Wh)=Uw;)=1(2%)

(i) X 25ne’,
(iv) Z2:net,
(v) Z 2.
Then we have ¢(I):~O and it can be checked that [ is a subcomplex of W(f).
Therefore, writing W({)=W({)/I, we obtain a d.g.a. map
¢ : W)—>Q2%(P(F)).

If the normal bundle P(F) of F is trivialized by a cross szction s: M—P(F),
then we have
S*

HA(W(0))—> Hpa( P(F))—>H}x(M) .



Conformal and projective foliations 701

Since this construction is functorial, we finally obtain
@ : H¥X(W())—>H*(BST,; R)

where S=C or P according as the foliation F is conformal or projective. In
the general case, we have

H*(W()oeny) —>H*BSI,; R)
H*(W(I)socm)—")ﬂ*(BSFJ; R) »

where W(1)s (G=0(n) or SO(n)) is the subcomplex of W(l) consisting of G
basic elements and + denotes the oriented category.

This is our construction of the characteristic classes for conformal and
projective foliations.

4. Cohomology of ().

In this section we compute the cohomology of the truncated Weil algebra
W) defined in the previous section. First we begin with the conformal case.
Conformal case: We define a decreasing filtration F? on W(8o(n+1, 1)) by

Fr={xeWEo(n+1,1); I(x)=p}

where [ is the function on W(go(n-+1, 1)) defined by [(0})=0, [(w*)=I(w;)=1 and
[(29)=I(2,)=2 (note that [ is different from the length function [ since i(w,)
=1+#/(w;)=0). Let {EP%d,} be the spectral sequence associated with this
filtration. Now define M, to be the linear subspace of W(o(n+1, 1)) spanned
by the elements xeW(@(n+1, 1)) with, {(X)x=0 for all Xec(n)Cé(n+1, 1)
and I(x)=degree x=p, where i(X) is the inner product with respect to X.
c(n) acts on M, by the Lie derivation and thus M, is a co(n)-module. If we
denote C%co(n); M,) for the set of g-cochains on co(n) with coefficient in M,
then it is easy to see that

Epi=Cico(n); M,).

Moreover, from the forms of the differentials of w?, ), w;, 2%, 2;, (cf. Theorem
23 and d2i=Q, Nt — i NQ2i— ' ANQ;+ 2N, dQ;=2, Noi—w, AN2%) and the
action of co(n) on M,, it can be shown that the following diagram is com-
mutative up to sign:

Epe =C%cwo(n); M,)

do | |4

Epari=Cr(co(n) ; M)

where d is the differential of the complex C*(co(n); M,). Therefore we obtain
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“.1n EPe=H%w(n); Mp).

Now co(n)=80o(n)+R and let I=co(n) be the identity matrix and L(I): the Lie
derivative with respect to I. .Then it is easy to see that M, splits as a
direct sum of eigenspaces V, for I with L({)|V,=multiplication by A< R.
Therefore by an argument in (Corollary 1V.2.2., also cf. [10]), we have

4.2) H(co(n) ; Mp)=HYco(n)QMy™ .

Next we determine MY, For this let us define elements d,, d,, d,, -+ of
W@o(n-+1, 1)) and if n is even (n=2m), %5, (s=0, =+, m), X1 (s=1, -+, m—1)
e WEo(n+1, 1)) by

d1:§ Wy Aw* 5
d,=Trace (%)%,
(4.3) d=Trace (%)), -+

XH::; sgn (o)W P A -+ Aw? ST AWgcsrssn N\ 0 AWycasin)
Nocssrien N = ADocasrany NLEEIRN o NLSGTD.
Note that X,,,=0 for 1=2. -We also set
Z‘:g_« sgn (o) (— @ P AWgioy— 0oy ANW® P+ 258) -+

(4.4) (=@ ™D AWy iny— Oo(n-1y AW ™+ 297571)

=o,0—2mts,0+4('y )12,0—8("; )x3,0+y e (=12

The degrees of these elements are given by degree (d;)=2i, degree (X;,)=n,
degree (X,,;)=n-1 and the lengths are [(d,)=1, I(d,;)=4i (thus d.;=0 if 4i>n),
X5, 0)=n—s, I(X;,))=n—s+1. The differentials are given by

ddy =ddy=0  (i=1,2, -, [%])

(4.5) dxs’(): - SX3_1y1—2(7’I’L~ S)Xs,l »
dXs,1:O .

In particular X, (s=1, ---, m—1) is the d-image of a linear combination of
Xso (s=0, ---, m) and X, X are the only d-closed elements among linear
combinations of X,,. Now by applying Weyl’s theorem on the SO(n)-invariants
(see also §19) and by studying the action of L(I), we conclude that
the algebra My is multiplicatively generated by d,, d,, - dz[z], Xspo (s=
0, ---, m) andp Xs,1 (s=1, -+, m—1). Among these generators, there are the
following relations.
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. N m(m=1) 9n | n
(i) B =(-p" T Em

(4.6)
(i) dX,.:=0 for all s, £.

(i) is easy to check. We prove (ii). Since d, is closed and X, is the d-image
of a linear combination of X, it is enough to prove dX;,=0 for s=0, -, m.
If s=m,thenclearly d,X,,,=0. So we assume that s#=m. Foreach/=1, -+, n,let

, .o ‘1 i B( B(2t—1
K —iZkSgn @, 7y B)ao*® .- ﬂ)l(s)wj(n wj<s+1)9k<§§ e GV,
2 J»

where i=(i(1), ---, i(s), =), -+, j(s+1)), k=(k(), ---, k(2t)) and the sum
ranges over all (i, j, k) such that {i(1), ---, i(s), j(1), ---, j(s+1), RQL), -, R(28)}
={1, -+, =1, I4+1, -+, n} and (1)< --- <i(s), jO)<---<j(s+1), kD)<EB)< - <
kQ2t—1), kCp—1)<k(2p) (p=1, ---, t=m—s—1). sgn(i, j, k)=sign of the per-
1- [—1l41 - n
1(1)--+i(s) j(1)-++ j(s+ 1) k(1)--- k(28)
also in the following calculation, we omit the symbol A for simplicity. Now
for each m(=I0), K' can be expressed as

4.7 Kl———meﬁn—i—a)mMin—l—k lZ N, 0Qm
*l,m

mutation ( ) Here in the description of K* and

for some L%, M¢, Ni,. Then calculation shows
(48) Ao =2 (m—3) 1 (s 33 (=D 3 o Ly Q™).

Now the expression
(49) Pin=3( 5 (-1 Np2f%o?)

Lm

is contained in the ideal I (see (3.1) (iii)) and hence is 0 in W(@o(n+1, 1)).
We have
Pin= 3 ()"NLQr QL™+ 3 (32 (—1)HINL,QrQ0?P)
k#L,m p#+m k#l,m

(4.10)
= 2 (=D NLLpQLo™+ 3 (—1)*NEQrQkw?,
kxl,m };)ilmm
here we have used the relation N%,=(—1)""**!N%, Combining [4.8] and (4.10),
we obtain

d1xs,0: dlxs,o—‘rlZszm
(4.11) —=2m=5(m—s)1 (s !>2§; [ 3 {(—D"wn L

k#l,m

H(=D" 3 N L"+p§z (—1)'NG Q0 2h0™] .
™
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Since Zl(—l)lN;q.Qg is independent of m, we have
p g%

A y=2""(m—3) | (s 1?3 { 2 (= 1) L,
(412) =1 m#l

—|—2(ﬂ1)‘+1k$§l;m JL k820 L™ .
From this we conclude
2d X o=2"(m—s) ! (s zyfgﬁl 32K 2hom
=0.

This proves (ii). Now it is not difficult to see that (4.6) is the only relation
among the generators other than the truncation by the length. (We omit the
proof because it consists of tedious calculations). Thus we have determined
the algebra @My ™. This algebra has a differential d: My —My® which
is the restriction of that of W(@&(n+1, 1)) and the following diagram is
commutative.

EPe = Hco(n) @My
l d, l (—1)1®d
- Epiez Hu(e(n) QMg .

Now we define elements &y, k,, ks, - and if n is even kye W@Eo(n+1, 1)) as
follows. £k, is defined to be 1/n 3 ! so that dk,=d,. Let z: W(s(n+1, 1))
—W(go(n+1, 1)) be the projection and let f; be the invariant polynomial of
SO(n+1, 1) defined by fi(X)=Trace(X*) for Xedo(n-+1, 1). If we consider
that f; is an element of W(&(n-+1, 1)), then it can be seen that z(f.)=d,;.
(Recall that we have killed Trace (£7%), see (3.1) (v)). Now let Tf,& W(do(n+1, 1))
be the Chern-Simons’ transgression form of f; (cf. [6]). We set

(4.13) koy=m(Tf2:).

Then clearly dk,;=d,;. Next we define k£, for even n. Let W(o(n)) be the

Weil algebra of go(n). We define a map g : W(Eo(n)—W(Eo(n+1, 1)) by g(@))=w}

and g(2)=—0'Aw,—w; Ao+ 2%, where @ 2% are the universal connection

and curvature forms of 8o(n) expressed in terms of the natural basis of 3o(n).

Then it can be checked that g is actually a d.g.a. map. Let X< W (8o(n)) be

the Euler class and let 7X=W(&(n)) be the transgression form of 7. By
(=~

definition of X, we have g(X)=cX (C:W’ see (4.4)). Now we define

kx:7r<g<%Ti>>. Then clearly we have dk,=X.
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With the above preparation, we define a d.g.a. CW, as to be the sub-
algebra of W(s(n+1, 1)) generated by the elements k;, ky, d; and X;,. Thus
we can express CW, as follows.

CWn:E(kly kz: k4y ) kn-—l)@-ﬁ[dl; dz, d4y Tty dz[l}]] n odd ’
(4-14) ::E(kl’ kZ) k47 Tt kn-Z, kx)®R[d1; dZ) d47 Tty dZ[%]; XO,O »
"t Xm,o, Xl,l) Tty xm—],l] n even,

where E denotes the exterior algebra. R[ 7 is the polynomial algebra and
R[] denotes the quotient algebra of R[ ] modulo an ideal J described as

follows. J for odd n is the ideal generated by (i) elements whose length>n
mim—1)
and J for even n is the one generated by (i) and (ii) 7(%,0—(—1)_(*2‘1 2"m ! d7

(iii) diXs,0 (s=0, -+, m) and diX;, (s=1, -=-, m—1), (see (4.6)). Then by a
spectral sequence argument using the above results, we obtain

THEOREM 4.1. H*(W@o(n+1, 1))= HXCW,).

The d.g.a. CW, plays a similar role as the complex W, (cf. [4]) does for
the characteristic classes of smooth foliations. For even n, CW, is rather
complicated. However we note that it has a simple subcomplex CW,=FE(k,,
koy Bay oy Rns, kl)®R[d1; doy dyy -, dz[—?], 1.

The above calculation can also be done for the general case (when? the
normal bundle is not trivial) and the projective case. Since this calculation
is similar to and even simpler than the conformal case with trivial normal
bundles, we only state the results. We define various d. g.a.’s CWO,,, CWSO,,
PW,, PWO, and PWSO,, as follows.

CWO,=E(k)QRLdy, dy, d, -, de[]],
CWS0,=CWO, n odd,
=E(k)@RLdy, doy dyy =, do 2], Koyor > Lo
X0 s Xmo1pn) n even,
(4.15) PW,=E(ky, ks, -+, k)QRLdy, do, -+ d[n7],
PWO,=E(ks, ks, -+ bous)QRLdy, do, -+, d[27],

PWSO,=PWO, n odd,
=PWO, (X)/(X*—d?) n even,

where CWO,, CWSO, are considered to be subcomplexes of CW, and k;, d; for
the projective case are defined similarly as in the conformal case ; d,; =30, Aw?,
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d;=Trace (£)" (i1=2,3, -, n), klz,,n,_lﬁz o} so that dk,=d,, k;=n(Tf;) (i=2,

3, -+, n), where z: WEI(n+1; R)—W®EI(n+1; R) is the projection and
fieW@El(n+1; R)) is the invariant polynomial of SL(n+1; R) defined by
f(X)=Trace (X%) for Xe8l(n+1; R). Thus dk,=d; for i=2, -, n. R[ 7] in
PW’s denotes truncation by the ideal generated by elements whose length>n
and 2t+1 in PWO, is the greatest odd integer<n. With these understood
we have '

THEOREM 4.2, H*(W(so(n+1, D)eany)= HXCWG,),

H*(W(En—+1; R)=H*PW,),

H¥WE(n+1; R)ew)=H*PWG,),
were G=0 or SO.

Combining the results in §3 and Theorems 4.1, 1.2, we have constructed
characteristic classes

H*(SWh) H*(BSI.; R),
H*(SWSO0,) H*(BSI;; R),

where S=C or P. .

By using the analysis of Vey (see [9]), we can determine generators of
the cohomology of each d.g.a. defined above as follows. Let I=(i(1), ---, i(s))
and J=(Q), ---, j(#)) be s- and f-tuples of positive integers with (1)< --- <i(s)
and j(1)< --- <j(t). We denote k;d; for kiuy - kiwndja =+ djay and (3, ])
for l(d;d;) (we understand that I(d;d,)=co if d;d;=0). Then we have

PropoSITION 4.3. (I) A basis for H¥(CW,) (n: odd) is given by the classes
of kid;eCW, which satisfy I(i(1), )>n and i(1)Z5(1) if J+0.

(I)Y H*CW)) (n=2m) is generated (as an R-vector space) by the following
elements.

(i) the classes of k;d;=CW/,, which satisfy 1(i(1), N>n and {(1)=<;(1) if

J#0.
(i1) the classes of (rk.d?'—k X))k ;d;€CW,, which satisfy 1], (1)=75(1)

if J#0 and I(G(1), J)>m. (Here r=(——1)lwg'i2"m! so that X:=rd}).
(iii) the classes of k,d,X=CW], which satisfy le&], (1)<;Q) if J+#0, and
d(k 1 d s%)=0.
(iv) the classes of k kyd,;=CW), which satisfy i(1)=<j(1) and d(kkyd;)=0.
(I A basis for H*(CWO,) is given by the following elements.
(i) the classes of k;d;eCWO, with I(1, [)>n.
(i1) the classes of d;€CWO,, with 1&].
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(IIl) A basis for H¥(CWSO,) (n=2m) is given by the following elements.
(CWSO, is defined to be CW,nNCWSO,).

(i) the classes of k,d,;eCWSO, with I(1, [)>n.

(ii) the classes of kid X=CWSO, with J=0 or 1&] and I(1, J)>m.

(iii) the classes of dy; and d;XsCWSO;, with 1 ].

REMARK 4.4. The classes in (I)’ are not linearly independent due to the
relations d,;X=0 and X*=rd?. For example the class of k ki) =+ ki d? is
zero if 2i(2)>m.

PROPOSITION 4.5. Bases for H*(PW,), H¥PWO,) and H*(PWSO,) are
given as follows.

() H*(PW,); the classes of k;d;ePW, which satisfy (i(1), )>n and

=5 of J=0.

(Al) H*(PWQO,); (i) the classes of ki;d;= PWO, which satisfy l(i(1), [)>n

and ((1)=j() () is the smallest odd integer in J).

(ii) the classes of d;= PWO, such that j(1), ---, j(t) are all even.

(1) H*PWSO0,) (n=2m); (i) the classes in (II).

(ii) the classes of k;d;xe PWSO, which satisfy I(i(1), J)>n and i(1)= j(0).

(iii) the classes of dy and d;X= PWSO, such that j(1), ---, j(t) are all even.

5. Examples.

In this section, we study some examples of conformal and projective
foliations and determine our characteristic classes of them. These examples
have been investigated by several authors (cf. 29D.

ExampLE 5.1. Let L/L, be as in Example 1.1. Then the projection
n: L—L/L,=S™ defines a codimension n conformal foliation F on L, namely
F is the pull back under the map = of the natural conformal structure on
S*. The conformal normal bundle of Fis just #*(L)={(x, y)€LXL; z(x)==r(y)}
and we have a commutative diagram

(L) P o L
N n
L T > S* ’

where p; (i=1, 2) is induced from the i-th projection LXL—L. Let s:L—xr*(L)
be a cross section defined by s(x)=(x, x) (x&L), then clearly p,os=id. Now
the foliation F is invariant under the left action of L. Therefore if I'CL is
a torsionfree discrete subgroup with compact quotient, then F induces a
codimension 7 conformal foliation on the compact manifold I'\L. The con-
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formal normal bundle of this foliation is also trivial since s is L-equivariant.
Thus we have the characteristic classes @ : H¥CW,)-»H¥x(M). We will
determine this @. Let £2*(l) be the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of the Lie
algebra I. Then it can be identified with the differential complex Q% (L)
of left invariant differential forms on L. We have an inclusion &: 2%())
=02%,(L)—2*M). The induced homomorphism & : H*(()— H%x(M) is injective.
Now lgt n: CW,—2*%1) be the d.g.a. map defined to be the composition

CWn—Z»W(I)L.Q*(I), where i is the inclusion and 7 is the projection. Then
we have O=(£-7)s and since & is injective, we will determine %4: H*CW,)
— H*(1). By the definitions of k;, ky and d,, we have the following.

(i) If n is odd, then the forms 75(k,), p(ky), -+, p(k,-y), p(k.d}) are all
closed and the product of all of these elements is the volume form
of L.

If n is even, then the forms 7(k,), 5(k,), -+, p(ks-2), n(k,X) and
7(rk,d7'—kyX) are all closed and the product of all of these elements
is the volume form of L.

Now clearly (5.1) together with [Proposition 4.3 determines 7.

ExaAMPLE 5.2. In the above example, let K(=SC(n)CL, be a maximal
compact subgroup of L, and let =: L’/K—L/L,=S™ be the projection (L’ is
the identity component of L). Then n induces an oriented codimension n
conformal foliation on a compact manifold N=I\L’/K (we may think that
N is the unit tangent sphere bundle of a compact (n+1)-dimensional manifold
with negative constant curvature). We determine the characteristic classes
@ : H¥(CWSO,)—H¥x(N). Let t be the Lie algebra of K and let 2*(, f) be
the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of | relative to the subalgebra f. Then as
before, we have an inclusion & : 2%, H)=0%.(L'/K)—2*(N). The induced
homomorphism & : H*(, )= H*(T',(S™*) ; R)—H%x(N) is injective, where T,(S™*1)
is the unit tangent sphere bundle of S™*.. Let ' : CWSO,—&*(, f) be the d. g. a.
map induced from the projection W()x—2%(l, f). Then we have O=(&" 79 )«
and in view of [Proposition 4.3, 7'x: H¥(CWSO,)—H*(, f) is determined by
the following.

(i) If n is odd, then the class of %’(k,d}) is the generator of H*"*(l, f).
(5.2) (i) If n is even, then the classes of %’(X), »’(k:iX) and 7’(k,d?) are the

generators of H™({, f), H**(I, ¥) and H®*"*(l, f) respectively.

Next we consider projective foliations.

ExAMPLE 5.3. Let L/L, be as in Example 1.2. Then just the same as in
Example 5.1, the projection = : L—L/L,=P" defines a codimension n projective
foliation on a compact manifold M=I"\L with trivial normal bundle, where
I'C L is a torsionfree discrete subgroup of L with compact quotient. We
determine the characteristic classes @: H*¥(PW,)—H3(M). Let &: Q2%I)
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=02%(L)—82*(M) be the inclusion and let p: PW,—2%() be the d.g.a. map

induced from the projection W()—£*(f). Then we have D=(Eon)x, &Ex s

injective in this case also and 74 is determined by the following.

(.3) The forms 75(k,), ---, p(k,), p(k.d?) are all closed and the product of all
of these elements is the volume form of L.

This follows from the definition of %, and d,.

EXAMPLE 54. In the above Example, let K(=SO(n))CL, be a maximal
compact subgroup of L, and let =#: L/K—L/L,=P™ be the projection. Then
n induces an oriented codimension n projective foliation on a compact
manifold N=I"\L/K. We determine the characteristic classes @ : H*(PWSO,)
—H%¥:(N) of this foliation. Let & : 2*(1, )—£2*(N) be the inclusion and let
't PWSO,—2*1, %) be the d.g.a. map induced from the projection W)«
— 2%, 1). Then @=(&’-7’)x and &4 is injective. We have

(i) If n is odd, then the forms %’(ks), p'(ks), ===, p'(ky), n’(k d}) are all
closed and the product of all of these elements is the volume form
of L/K.
5.4) (iiy If n is even, then the forms 5’(ks), '(ks), ==+, p'(kr-1), 7’0, 5’(k,d})
are all closed and the product of all of these elements is the
volume form of L/K.
This determines 7.

6. Relation with Riemannian case.

Let F be a codimension n Riemannian foliation on a smooth manifold M
and let O(F) be the orthonormal frame bundle of F. It is a subbundle of
Jo(F). If we restrict the gl(n; R)-component of the canonical form on J,(F)
to O(F), then we obtain an &o(n)-valued 1-form 6% on O(F). This defines a
d. g.a. map

¢ W(Bo(n)) — L2*O(F)).

Now recall that we denote @', 2% for the universal connection and curvature
forms of &(n). Then ¢ has a kernel [: the ideal of W(3o(n)) generated by
the elements 2%} --- Q%8 with /> fg——. Thus we haveamap ¢ : W@o(n))— 2*%(O(F)),
where W(éo(n)):W(éo(n))/I. Now if there is given a cross section s: M—O(F),

S*
then we have H*(W(&o(n))— H¥x(O(F))—> H¥x(M). Since this construction
is functorial, we obtain a homomorphism :

@ : H¥(Wo(n))) —> H*¥BRI,: R)

where BRI, is the classifying space for codimension n Riemannian Haefliger
structures with trivial normal bundles. This is the definition of characteristic
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classes of Riemannian foliation due to Kamber and Tondeur (see [12], Wzo(n))
=W(a(n)), in their terminology). It is also equivalent to the definition given
by Lazarov and Pasternack in [16]: Let For€I(SO(n)) be defined by fyr(X)
=Trace (X2*) for X<go(n) and let Tf,,& W(&o(n)) be the transgression form
of f,,. We also consider f,, to be an element of W(&o(n)). Let cyo=n(fss),
hye=n(Tf::) and let hy=n(TX), where Z is the Euler form and =z: W(o(n))
—W(@(n)) is the projection. Let RW, be the subcomplex of W(80(n)) generated
by A, cor and if n is even, also by hjz, X. We may write

RWn:E(hZ: h47 Tty hn—l)®R[CZ; Cy "°° Cn—l:] s n Odd’
:E(hZa h4, Tty hn—g, hi)®é[c2y Cap *** 5 Cpwss z] ’ n even,

thus RW, is essentially the differential complex defined by Lazarov and
Pasternack (here we are using the trace classes). The inclusion RW,— W (30(n))
induces an isomorphism on cohomology and we have

PROPOSITION 6.1 (see Proposition 4.1 in [16]). H*(RW,) is generated (as an
R-vector space) by the classes of

(1) hicy with 26D+ J1)>n and (1)< (1), for n odd,
(D) (1) hyeq, hzhcy with 2G04 J)>n and (1)< 5(1),
(i) h,X, hihiZ, for n even.

Here we are using a similar notation as before and |J|=3 ().

Now let {=8o0(n-+1,1) or 8l(n+1; R) and let i: 8o(n)—!{ be the natural
inclusion. It induces a d. g.a. map *: W([)—W(3s(n)) and it is easy to see
that * sends the truncation ideal of W(I) to that of W(8x(n)). Hence we
have a map *: W()—W(as(n)). Then the following diagram is commutative

. 7/ _
H*(W(1)) ~ H¥(BST,; R)
(6.1) x
R 9 _
H*(W(&o(n))) H*BRT,; R)

where S=C or P according as !=3o0(n+1, 1) or sl(n+1; R) respectively and
the vertical arrow on the right hand side is the natural homomorphism
induced from the forgetful map BRI,—BSI,. The commutativity of
follows from the definitions of @. Here we only remark the following. Let
M be a Riemannian manifold and let P(M)C /(M) be the L, principal sub-
bundle of J,(M) corresponding to the underlying conformal or projective
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structure of M. Then the Riemannian connection form in the orthonormal
frame bundle O(M) of M defines a Cartan connection in P(M) (by enlarging
the structure group). In general, this Cartan connection is not normal. How-
ever it has the property that Trace (0} restricted to O(M) is zero (O} is the
go-component of the curvature of this Cartan connection) and any connection
on the line segment (in the space of connections) joining this connection and
the unique normal Cartan connection has this property. This is enough to
prove the commutativity of [6.1).

Now we have the following.

THEOREM 6.2. (i) The homomorphism i*: H*(W(go(n+1, 1D)—H*(W (30(n)))
is epimorphic, i.e. the characteristic classes of Riemannian foliations defined
by Kamber-Tondeur [12] and Lazarov-Pasternack [16] can be defined already
in the conformal context.

(ii) The homomorphism 1*: H*(W@EI(n+1; R))—H*(W(8o(n))) is epimorphic
modulo those classes which contain 1 or hj.

Proor. (i) We check that each class in [Proposition 6.1] is in the image
of t*. If h;c;is as in [Proposition 6.1, then k;d; is closed and i*(k;d;,)=h;c,.
Next we assume that n is even. For the classes of hzhcy, hiX, hih X, we
consider the forms kykds, kiXo,, kzkiXo, (see for the definition of X).
Clearly %Xy, and kzk X, are closed and i*(k Xo,0)=ch X, 1*(kxk 1X,0)=C*hyh X.
(Note that kX is not necessarily closed. This is the reason why we use X.)
Now we consider the class of hzh;c;,. Since hzcy; is cohomologous to 0 or
h%, in the expression hjzh;c;, we may assume that /+0. Then the conditions

(=) and 260+ | J)>n imply 2| j|>lzL and this in turn implies that

d(kyk ;d;)=0. Since 1*(kyk ;d;)=chzh;c;, we are done.

(ii) By the same argument as in (i), the classes of h;c; is in the image
of i*. In view of Proposition 6.1, this proves (ii). g.e.d.

REMARK 6.3. In [18], we showed that there are other characteristic
classes of Riemannian foliations which are not covered by Kamber-Tondeur-
Lazarov-Pasternack definition. These classes can not be defined in the con-
formal nor projective context.

7. Relation with smooth case.

First we recall the construction of characteristic classes of smooth foliations
briefly (cf. [2] [1I]. Let F be a smooth foliation on a smooth mani-
fold M and let J,(F) be the 2-jet bundle of F. On J,(F), we have the canonical
form (6%, @}) and there is defined a d.g.a. map ¢: W(gl(n ; R))—Q2*(J,(F)) such
that ¢(@})=0; and ¢(27)=d0'+3 6, A6%, where @), 2} are the universal con-
nection and curvature forms of gl(n; R) in terms of the natural basis. Now
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¢ has a kernel [: the ideal generated by monomials on £} with degree>2n.
Set W(gl(n; R)=W(l(n; R))/I and assume that there is given a cross section
s: M—J,(F). Then we have a homomorphism @ : H*(W(al(n ; R)))—>H}z(J(F))

s* . . . . .
—> H%,(M). Since this construction is functorial, we obtain

(7.1) @ : HX(W(gl(n; R)—>H*(Bl,; R).

In the general case when the normal bundle is not necessarily trivial, we have
@ : HXW(gl(n; R)ocny) —>H*(BI,; R),

72 @ : H<(W(gl(n ; R)socmy)—>H*(BI; R).

These are the characteristic classes of smooth foliations. In view of the
constructions above and in §3, we define a d.g.a. map f,: W(gl(n; R)—W()
as follows, where s=c or p according as [=8)(n+1, 1) or 8l(n+1; R) respectively.

fs((l_)}):w§ (S:C or p))
(7.3) f2D)=—0' Ao~ 0; A +3% S wp A+ 25,
[o(2D=—w' Nw;+8} 3 0 Aow* + 25
Then it can be checked that f; commutes with the differentials and it sends

the truncation ideal of W(gl(n; R)) to that of W(I). Therefore f; induces a
d.g.a. map f,: W(gl{n; R)—W() and the following diagram is commutative.

H*(W(gl(n ; R)))—>H*(BI",; R)

(7.4) | o |
HA(W(W) H¥(BSTy; R),

where S=C or P and the vertical arrow on the right hand side is induced
from the forgetful map BSI,—BI,. The map f, commutes also with the
O(n)- or SO(n)-action. Therefore we have a d.g.a. map fs: Wl(n; R)scm
—W()gny (G=0 or SO) and commutative diagrams.

H(W(gl(n ; R)oc)—>H*BI; R)

H¥W (Do) H*BSI,; R),

H*W(gl(n ; R))sony)—>H*(BI}; R)

| s |

H*(W(I)Som)) H*BSI;; R).

(7.5)

In the sequel, we determine the homomorphisms (f;)s.
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Let s;€I(GL(n; R)) be given by s;(X)=Trace (X?) for Xegl(n; R) and
let u;=Ts;: the transgression form of s;. Then u; and s; can be considered
as elements of W(gl(n; R)) and we use the same letteres for their images in
W(gl(n; R)). Let W, be the subalgebra of W(gl(n; R)) generated by u; and
s;~(i=1, -, n). Then we can denote

Wn:E(ul; Tt un)®R[Slr Tty Sn:l

and the inclusion W,CW(gl(n; R)) induces an isomorphism on cohomology.
We also have similar differential complexes WO, and WSO, for O(n)- and
SO(n)-basic elements. (For details, see [4]). Now first of all, we determine
fs(si). Recall that f;I(L) was defined as fy(X)=Trace (X?) for X=!. Let I
be the ideal of W(I) generated by the elements (3.1), (i) and (iii)-(v). Then we
have

Lemma 7.1 () fulsd=(n+2—-29di+( o )difoto+(, L | )difiost 7 (modl),
. N i )
(i) Sols) =t Ddi+( g )it - +(, " )difiost S (mod 1),
PrOOF. First we note that if Xec(n)C8(n+1, 1), then
fx(X)=Trace {(X»—%—Trace (X)In)k}+2<% Trace (X))k, for 2 even,
=0, for £ odd.
Therefore we obtain
(7.6) fr=Trace {{29)* (mod[’).

Now if we set Ri=—a’Aw;—w; Aw/+did, (thus f(25)=Ri+£2%) and also R=(R))
and £2=(£9), then it is easy to show the following by induction on %.

(7.7) (R¥)j=0jd}+ dt ' (— o' Aw;— (2F —Dw; Ao) .
Hence we have
(7.8) Trace (R*)=(n+2—2%)d*%.
If we set A=(A4%) with A'=w;Ae’, then

QR=—0QA+d,2 (modI’) and AL=0 (modI").
Therefore we obtain
(7.9 Trace (R'2*%)=d} Trace (2*) (mod I").

Since f(s;)=Trace {(R+£2)%, (7.8) and prove (i). The projective case (ii)
can be proved similarly and we omit it. g.e.d.
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In view of Lemma 7.1, we define d.g.a. maps g.: W,—CW, and g,:
W,—PW, by

gdsd=(nt2—29di+(; ) tdut - +(,* Vudirtds,
i—ll

i

guu)=(n+2—2kadi+(

Vesdi@dot - +( " Verdioite,

(7.10) ‘ .
ga(s)=(n+Ddi+( 5 )t dot - +(, " )it ds,

, i . ]
gp(ui):(n+1)k1di"+<2 >k1df—3d2+ +(i_z_1)k1di—1+ki .
Then we have
PROPOSITION 7.2. The following diagram is commutative:

HX(W,) =HXW(gl(n; R)))

l (g.s‘)* l (fs)*
H*(SW,) = H*WY)),

where S=C or P (resp. s=c or p and 1=80(n+1, 1) or 8l(n+1; R)).

PrROOF. In general, g, does not coincide with f,. However using the
fact H*(W(1)/1")=0 (which can be proved similarly as [Theorem 4.1), it is easy
to see that g,(u;)—f,(us)=dv; for some v, W(1). Now by Vey (see [9]), we
know that the classes of wu;s;=u;q) " Ui Sjy =+ Sjv With (1)< -+ <i(s),
JOH=Z - = 5D, (D=jA) and D)+ | J|=i(1)+3 j()>n form a basis for H*(W,).
Then the assertion is proved by checking that gs(ulsJ)—fs(u,sJ):dv,,J for
some vy, ;. g.e.d.

The Vey basis {[u,;s;]} ([u;s,] is the class of u;s,) is divided into two
classes, namely (i) [u;s,] with i{(1)+|/J|=n+1 and (i) [u,;s,] with «{1)+]|/]|
>n-+1. The classes in (ii) are called rigid classes and they are invariants
of a connected component of the space of foliations (see [9]).

Now using the Vey basis, we can state

THEOREM 7.3. The homomorphism (Fo)s : H¥*(W(gl(n ; R)))—»H*(W(I)) s given
as follows.

(1) Conformal case: (1) If i)+ |]J|=n+1, then

(FosTursy; D=0, if at least one of Ui, -+, Uiy 1S 0dd,
=c(, N[kikiw -+ kixd?], otherwise,
where c(I, N=(n+2—2"NI(n+2—-27P). Moreover [kikicw) -+ ki d?]
=0 if n is even and i1(2)>n/4.
(i) If iO)+1J1>n+1,  then (Fox(lurss1)=0.
() Projective case: (1) If 1)+ |JI=n-+1, then
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(fp)*([uISJ]):(n+l)t+1[klki(z) s kied?].
() IF i+ 1J1>n+1, then (Fp)s(lurs,1)=0.

Proofr. (I) By |Proposition 7.2, we have

(Fox(Cu s, D)=(g)s([urss)

715

g ML {42201+ (TN a2t e 4 d )

=II(n+2-2"")Ugx(u d"1+Q,

where @ is the class of a linear combination of terms like
Qr,r=(gx(u)d}” *d,;,  with |J'|=k.

Now if k=|J|, then Q=0 since k>n/2 and I(d,)=2k.
Qs =1/n)d{(g)+(u;ur)dl”"*'d s}, hence Q=0 and

(FoxlurssD=TI(n+2—2/D)(go)s(u 1)d}"'] .

On the other hand, considering the length we have

(gox(u )d?' =TI {(n+2—2"D) o, di® 4 - +kyp} d}

If 2<|J|, then

:(n+2—2i(1))k1kz‘(2) ki(s)df(l)ﬂ'“_l‘{"ki(n ki(s)d{'”

=(n+2—=2" D)k ko - ki diPTV' 4 d(k ki ot ki d Y.

This proves (D). can be proved similarly. q.e.d.

The map f,: W(gl(n; R))~W() commutes with the actions of O(n) and

SO(n). Therefore it induces f: W(gl(n; R)scny— W gy, Where G=0 or SO.
By a similar argument as above, we obtain the following. Let {[u;s;], [s;]}
be the Vey basis for H¥(WO,)=H*(W(ali(n; R))ow,) (see [9]).

THEOREM 7.4. The homomorphism (fo)s: H¥W(gl(n ; R))ows)—H* (W0 cns)

is given as follows.

(1) Conformal case: (i) If i(1)+|J|=n~+1, then
(fos(Lurs,2)=0, for s>2,
=c(I, \Tkud],  for s=1.
(i) If i)+ JI>n+1, then (Ff)«([urs,1)=0.
(iii) (Fox(ssD=0, for 1 J1>n/2,
=[d,],  for |Jl=n/2.
(I) Projective case: (i) If il)+|]J|=n+1, then
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(fp)*([usz])Z(nJrl)‘“[kpdf], where I'=I—{i(1)} .

(ii), (iii) The same formulas as in the conformal case.

We omit the oriented case since the formulas for that case are now
almost clear. As for the rigid classes of smooth foliations, it follows from
Theorems and that

COROLLARY 7.5. The rigid classes of smooth foliations are all zero onm
conformal or projective foliations.

REMARK 7.6. (i) The statement (iii) in [Theorem 714 is nothing but the
strong vanishing theorem of Nishikawa and Sato mentioned in the
Introduction.

(ii) Combining the results in §5 and Theorems and [4 we can read
off the characteristic classes (of smooth foliations) of Examples 5.1-5.4. They
have been systematically calculated first by Kamber and Tondeur
(see also [2970).

(iii) Yamato has proved under conditions “local homo-
geneity” and the normal bundle is trivial.

(iv) Recently, Fuchs has announced that the characteristic classes
defined by Bott-Haefliger and Bernstein-Rosenfeld are all non-trivial. In
particular, the rigid classes are non-zero. shows that they are
obstructions for a smooth foliation to be conformal or projective.

(v) In principle, the construction and computation in §§3-7 could be
done also for foliations associated with those second order G-structures
classified by Kobayashi and Nagano [15], provided the existence and uniqueness
of the normal Cartan connection are established (cf. [24]). In fact, recently
Takeuchi has developed a detailed study of such foliations and in particular
he has proved for a wide class of them. We also mention that

Nishikawa and Takeuchi have proved the strong vanishing theorem for
them.

8. Continuous variation.

In this section we study how our characteristic classes behave under
deformations of conformal or projective foliations. Let us call an element
xEH*(W(I)) “rigid” if for any differentiable one-parameter family F, of
conformal or projective foliations with trivial normal bundles on a smooth
manifold M, @(x)(F)=®@(x)(F;) holds. For elements of H*(W(1)socm), we define
similarly. Now by the same method as in Heitsch [9] (see also [6]), we have

THEOREM 8.1. Let k,d,eW(Q) or W)sowm be a cocycle as in Proposition

43 or 45 and assume that 11, lee] and 260+ J)>n+2. Then the class
Lk.ds] is rigid.
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If I contains 1, then [k;d,] may be non-rigid. For example the class
[k.d}], which is the Godbillon-Vey invariant, may vary continuously under
deformations of conformal or projective foliations (except the case when the
foliation is conformal of even codimension with trivial normal bundle, in
which case we know that the Godbillon-Vey invariant is zero). Thurston
has proved that it can vary under deformations of smooth foliations (un-
published). However his construction does not seem to yield examples in
conformal nor projective context.

In [17], Lazarov and Pasternack have shown that any non zero class in
H*™ Y (RW,nm_,) which does not contain Ay vary continuously, by using a residue
formula for isolated zero points of Killing vector fields. As a corollary they
obtained a surjective homomorphism

8.1) Tam-(BRI,)—> R4™ —0,

where d(m)=dim H*"(BO(4m—2)). Since these characteristic classes can be

defined already in the conformal or projective context (Theorem 6.2),
holds for R replaced by C or P.

REMARK 8.2. Recently, Nishikawa has obtained a residue formula
for projective vector fields and shown that some of the classes in H*™ Y(PW0Osmn_1)
vary continuously.
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