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Summary. This is a contribution to the general problem of how the proper-
ties of geodesic tubes on a Riemannian manifold (M?®,g) determine the
geometry of the ambient space. Using Jacobi vector fields and Fermi coordi-
nates, we characterize spaces of constant sectional curvature by means of
the shape operator of small enough geodesic tubes.

1. Introduction

This paper is a contribution to the general problem of investigating how
the properties of small geodesic tubes of a Riemannian manifold determine. the
geometry of the manifold. More precisely, in this paper we give a characteri-
zation of the Riemannian manifolds (M", g) of constant sectional curvature, in
two ways. First, by means of the shape operator on small geodesic tubes,
provided that each tube about every geodesic ¢ of M is a quasi-umbilical hyper-
surface and the eigenvector fields of the corresponding shape operator are
parallel along a unit speed geodesic y of M meeting ¢ orthogonally. Secondly,
by means of the shape operator of small geodesic tubes of M™ about every
topologically embedded ¢-dimensional submanifold P of M, provided that the
shape operator of every such tube has a parallel eigenspace of dimension
n—g—1 along a geodesic y meeting P orthogonally.

The paper is organized as following:

In section two, we recall some facts about Fermi coordinates and Fermi
vector fields and give the relation which exists between Fermi vector fields and
Jacobi vector fields. In section three, we give the definitions of tubes about a
geodesic ¢ and a submanifold P of M. Then using the relationship between
Jacobi and Fermi vector fields, we show how the shape operator of a tube can
be expressed in terms of Jacobi vector fields. In section four we apply this
technique to obtain the main results. For more details concerning tubes we

refer to [10] and [13].
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2. Preliminaries

Let (M, g) be a n-dimensional manifold of class C=. Denote by (M) the
Lie algebra of C*= vector fields on M. The metric tensor g gives rise to an
inner product, which will be denoted by <, ), on each tangent space M,,. The
curvature operator R of M is defined by

(2-1) RXY=[VX, VY]—VEX, Y1

for X, YeX(M). Let o: (a, b)~M be a curve in M of finite length. To describe
the geometry of a Riemannian manifold M in a neighborhood of a curve ¢ we
use Fermi coordinates [5]. To define a system of Fermi coordinates we need
an open neighborhood U of ¢ for which every point of U can be joined to ¢
by a shortest-unit speed geodesic, meeting ¢ orthogonally.

Definition 2.1. The Fermi coordinates (x,, -+, x,) of U centered at m=a(0),
relative to a given orthonormal frame field {E,, ---, E,}, along the curve ¢ for
which ¢(t)=(E\);«), are the real-valued functions defined by

(2.2) xl(eXDam jgztj(Ej)o(t))zt; xi(eXpa(t) jgztj(Ej)a(t)>=ti
provided that the numbers t,, ---, t, are small enough in order the eXp,xy to be

a diffeomorphism.

Since exp,«) is a diffeomorphism on U, equations define a coordinate
system near m. Let {d/0x,, ---, 8/0x,} be the coordinate vector fields associated
with the Fermi coordinate system (x,, ---, x,). It is known then, [10], that the
restrictions to o of the coordinate vector fields {9/0x.,, ---, 3/0x,} are orthogonal.

Now, if 7 is a unit speed geodesic of M normal to ¢ with y(0)=m=a(0)
and u=y’(0), then there is a system of Fermi coordinates (x,, -, x,), such that
for small s we have

2.3 (a“iﬁm)'—'f’(s)’ (5?71),"={"<”}m’ (5%),,,6{&<t>}¢m i=2, -, n.
Furthermore,
(2.4) (Xa°7)(s)=5s0%, 1=<ax<n

where 82 is the Kronecker’s delta.

Let X(U) be the Lie algebra of C= vector fields on U. We introduce a
certain finite dimensional Abelian subalgebra of the infinite dimensional Lie
algebra X(U).

Definition 2.2. Let (x,, -, x,) be a Fermi coordinate system of U=U(o)
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relative to the orthonormal frame field {E,, ---, E,}. We say that XeX(U) is
a Fermi vector field relative to (x,, -+, x,) provided
(2.5) X=He 2

) - i=2 €1 axi

where the c¢,’s are constants.

Two other simple objects, » and N, will be needed in the following. We
determine them in terms of Fermi coordinates.

Definition 2.3. Let (x,, ---, x,) be a system of Fermi coordinates for U=
U(s). For r>0 we put
(2.6) rede N=R %O
i=2 i=2 7 axi

For meo it is easily proved that the definitions of » and N are independent of
the choice of Fermi coordinates at m. In fact, for m’e M near o, r(m’)=d(m’, a)
where d is the distance function of M. Furthermore,

0
(2.7) Nr(s)z(é;'g>r(.) =7”(S), >0

where 7y is the unique geodesic from m’ to ¢ which meets ¢ orthogonally at
7(0)=m.

In what follows we assume that ¢ is also a geodesic of M and put A=9/0dx,.
The most important properties of N, » and the Fermi fields are included in the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.1 [10]. Let X be a Fermi vector field for U=U(g) and A, r, N
as previously. Then we have:

1. TyN=0 4. A(r=0 7. [N, rX1=X()N
2. IN|=1 5. [X, AJ=[N, A]1=0 8. VL U=R(N, U)N
3. N=1 6. [N, X]:——}X—}-%X(r)N

for any U of the form U=A+rX.

If £ is a curve of M and Y is a vector field along ¢, write Y’'=V,Y and
Y”=V%Y. Then a vector field Y along a geodesic & is called a Jacobi field if
it satisfies the following second order differential equation

(2.8) Y"=R(E, Y)§'.

There is a simple but important relation between Fermi fields and Jacobi fields.
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Corollary 2.1. Let y be a geodesic normal to ¢ at m=a(0) and let X be a
Fermi vector field on U=U(g). Then the restrictions to y of rX and A, i.e.

rX|y and Aly
are Jacobi vector fields.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of (8) of Lemma 2.1.

We now generalize the previous ideas, substituting the curve ¢ by a ¢-
dimensional submanifold of M. More precisely let P be a g¢-dimensional topo-
logically embedded submanifold of a Riemannian manifold M®. To describe
the geometry of M™ in a neighborhood of P we use a generalization of Fermi’s
coordinates. We denote by v the normal bundle of P in M. The exponential
map of v is defined on a neighborhood of the zero section of v. Let meP and
(31, -+, ¥o) be an arbitrary system of coordinates for P defined on a neighbor-
hood U of meP. Assume that this neighborhood U is sufficiently small so that
v|U is parallelizable. Let E,,;, -, E, be orthonormal sections of y which
effect this parallelization.

Definition 2.4. The Fermi coordinates (x,, -, x») of PCM centered at
meP (relative to a given coordinate system (y,, -+, ¥,) on P at m and given
orthonormal sections E,.,, :--, E, of v), are the real valued functions defined by

n , -_— / -_— “ee
2.9) xo(exp, 3 LEm)))=yom), a=1, -, ¢
n \
, -_— .— “oe
(2.10) xt(eva(jﬂE_‘_ltJEj(m )))—ti’ i=q+1, » 1
for m’ € U, provided the numbers ¢, -=-,f, are small enough so that

St tsEfm’) is in the domain of definition exp,.

Similarly now if (x,, -=-, x,) is a system of Fermi coordinates centered at
me P, then the restrictions to P of the coordinate vector fields 3/0x,.,, -+, 0/0x,
are orthonormal. Moreover, if we suppose that y is a geodesic of M para-
metrised by its arc length normal to P with y(0)=me P and u=¢’(0), then there
is a system of Fermi coordinates (x,, -, x,) such that for small s we have

9 9
(aan )‘r(n =7'(s) ( 0x 4 )m EPn,

(2.11) (%) ePi, 1<asg, ¢+lsisn.
i m

Furthermore,

(2.12) (Xaor)(s)=s0%", 1Zasn.
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The relations now may be written as

(2.13) r= 3 x3, N=3 2.2

i=q+1 i=q+1 ¥ 8x¢

where » may be expréssed in terms of the distance function of M, and N in
terms of velocities of geodesics. We close this section with a brief discussion
of quasi-umbilicity. Normally this refers to the shape operator S of a hyper-
surface, as having at least m—1 eigenvalues equal, m being the dimension of
the hypersurface. '

3. The shape operator of tubes and other auxiliary results

Let ¢: (a, b)— M be a curve of finite length in a manifold M. We now
give the definition of a tube about the curve.

Definiiton 3.1. A solid tube of radius »=0 about a curve ¢ is the set of
points of M given by

3.1 T(a, r)={exp,w(X)| XEM,w, |X||S7, <X, ¢(t)>=0, a<t<b}

where M,., denotes the tangent space of M at the point a(¢).

For small s, 0<s<r, we call the hypersurface of the form
3.2) Pi={m’'eT(o, r)|d(m’, a)=s}

the tubular hypersurface at distance s from o, or just tube.

If o is a geodesic of M then the corresponding tubes are called geodesic
tubes.

Similarly, if P is a ¢g-dimensional embedded submanifold of M we have the
following corresponding definitions:

Definition 3.2. A solid tube of radius =0 about a topologically embedded
submanifold P in a Riemannian manifold M is called the set

(3.3) T(P, r)={expa(X)|meP, X&Pys, |X||<r}.

We assume that r is less than the distance of P to its nearest focal point.

For small s the hypersurface P, given by with P instead of o, is
also _cldsély related to tube and is called the tubular hypersurface at distance s
from P.

The vector field N is now the unit normal to each of the tubular hyper-
surfaces s=constant, about the submanifold P of M.

Suppose now, we are given a unit speed geodesic ¢ in the manifold M
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with ¢(0)=m and let » be a unit vector in M,, orthogonal to ¢ at m and denote
by r the geodesic such that y(0)=m and y’(0)=u. Let {E,, E,, ---, E,} be an
orthonormal basis of M, with E,=¢’(0) and E,=u and let (x,, -, x,) be a
corresponding Fermi coordinate system. Denote by {e, -+, e,} the parallel
orthonormal frame field along 7, obtained by parallel translation of {E,, -, E,}.
Also let Y(s), Ys(s), -+, Yu(s) the n—1 Jacobi vector fields along 7, uniquely
determined by the initial conditions:

(3.4) Yi(0O=E), Yi0)=0, Y(0)=0, Yi0O)=E; i=3, -, n.

These vector fields Y;, i=1, 3, -+, n are perpendicular to E, at m, hence, with
respect to the orthonormal frame {e,; es, --*, ¢,}, we have

(3-5) Y¢($)=(Yﬂ($), Yta(s), Ty Yﬂl(s))‘; i:‘l’ 3’ e, n
where “t” denotes the transpose of a matrix. We write
3.6) Y(s)=(Be;)s).

This defines an endomorphism-valued function s—B(s) which satisfies the equa-
tion

3.7 B”(s)=R(s)-B(s) .

where R(s) denotes the endomorphism of {y’'(s)}*CM; given by

(3.8) R(s)X=R(N, X)N .

In fact, differentiate [3.6) to get

(3.9) Yi(s)=(B’e;)(s) and Y(s)=(B”e)(s).

The Jacobi field equation along 7y is

(3.10) Y{(s)=R(N, Y,)N, i=1,3, -, n.

‘Now relation is an immediate consequence of [(3.6), and and,
applying we conclude that the vector fields

(3.11) Xl(s)=(-£~—l)w); sXs(s)=s(£—x)m), ey sXa(8)=5( ai,. )

are Jacobi vector fields along the geodesic and satisfy the same initial conditions
Hence Y .(s)=Xi(s), Ys(s)=sXi(s), -, Ya(s)=5Xn(s), where X,(s), Xy(s),
-+, Xa(s) are the coordinate, Fermi fields along y. Using the endomor-
phism B(s) relative to the basis {E,; E,, ---, E,} satisfies the following initial

conditions :
1 0 0 0
B(0)=( ) B’(O):( )
0 On -2 0 In -2
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Denote now by S(s) the shape operator, with respect to N as normal vector
field, of the tubular hypersurface P, defined by S(s)=—VN. Then

(3.12) Yis)=—S()Y(s), i=L3, -, n

since [N, Y,]=0, i=1, -.-, n and Y/(s)=VsY.(s). Hence, using and [(3.9)
we obtain :

(3.13) S(s)=—B’(s)B(s).

This relation is an expression of the shape operator of tubes in terms of the
Jacobi vector fields.

Next, we are going to prove the same equation when the tube is
considered about a specific ¢-dimensional submanifold of the Riemannian mani-
fold M, instead about a geodesic of M. More precisely let me M, it is known
that for each small positive number r there exists a neighborhood N(m; r) at
m (more precisely the zero vector at m) in M,, which is mapped diffeomor-
phically onto a neighborhood U(m, ) of m in M, by the exponential mapping.
Let V be a g-dimensional subspace of M, and consider the set VNN(m; r).
Denote by P the g-dimensional connected embedded submanifold of M obtained
by expn(VNN(m; r)). This manifold P has a Riemannian structure induced by
that of M. In what follows, we will refer to this specific submanifold P.

Following the same notations as previously, let y be a unit speed geodesic
in M meeting P orthogonally at a point m. Assume that y(0)=m and y’(0)e Pg.
Then, [12], there is a system of Fermi coordinates (x,, -+, x,) such that for
small s we have

Furthermore, let {E,, ---, E,} be an orthonormal basis of M,, such that the E,,
a=1, -+, ¢ span P, and

(3.14) (a;ac_a)m"'E“’ (‘%t)szi, i=q+2, -, n.

Assume that {e,, ---, e,} be the parallel orthonormal frame field along y obtained
by parallel translation of {E,, ---, E,}. Then the following are Jacobi vector
fields:

a3y (@ 9 9
(3.15) (a_xl)rw’ "t (a_xq),-(., ; S(Tx,,;)m)’ T s(m)rm'

Now consider, as previously, the n—1 Jacobi vector fields Y,(s), ::+, Y (5);
Y 4.5(s), -+, Ya(s) along y, uniquely determined by the initial conditions
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Ya(O)zEa, Y;(O):O; a=1, e, g
Y(O=0, YAO=E, i=g+2, -, n.

(3.16)

Then it is obvious that

@.17) Y=g ) =Kol Yil)=s() | =5Xls)

T8

0
0x,
since X,(s), sX;(s) satisfy the initial conditions (3.16), where X,(s), X;(s) are

the coordinate Fermi vector fields along 7.
Now define the endomorphism-valued function s—B(s) by

(3.18) Y (s)=(Be.Xs), a=l, -, q; q+2, -, n.
Since the Y,’s are Jacobi vector fields, B satisfies
(3.19) B”(s)=R(s)*B(s)

where R(s) is defined by [3.8). Using now (3.16) the endomorphism B(s) rela-
tive to the basis {E,, -+, Eq; Eq4s, -, E,} satisfies the following initial con-
ditions

(3.20) B(0)=diag (I, 0), B’(0)=diag (0, In_q-1).

Denote by S(s) the shape operator of the tubular hypersurface P,. Then
S()Y a(s)=—=Y4s), a=l, -, g;q+2, -, n "

and using we obtain again

(3.21) S(s)=—B'(s)B~(s).

This is the required relation which expresses the shape operator of a tube P,,
in terms of Jacobi vector fields.

4. The main results

Theorem 4.1. Let o be a geodesic of finite length of a éonnected Riemannian
manifold (M, g) of dimension n>2 and of constant sectional curvature c. Then
every sufficiently small tube about o of radius s is a quasi-umbilical hypersurface
of M.

Proof. Suppose that the Riemannian manifold M has constant sectional
curvature ¢. Then : :

RX, Y)Z=c(g(Y, Z2)X—g(X, Z)Y)

for X, Y, ZeX(M). ;
Following the same notation as previously, setting X=N (which is the




GEODESIC TUBES AND SPACES 53

tangent vector field along 7) and Y =Y ,(s), a=1, 3, ---, n (which are orthogonal
to 7), we get
4.1) RN, Y ) N=—-c¢Y,, a=L3, -, n

As a consequence, now of this equation and [3.10) we get for the Jacobi vector
fields along 7, the following differential equation:

(4-2) YZ(S):'—CYC((S): a=1; 37 e, n
Suppose that ¢>0. Then this equation can be solved explicitly to give

(4.3) Y, =Y (s)= E (Cap COS A/Cs+Cly sin A/CS)es(s), a, b=1,3, -+, n

0#2

Where c.s, cL» are constants of integration. Applying now the initial conditions

we have easily

: 1
1, lf a=b=1 —_— 'f —h= .o
cab={ . , C‘":{ ,\/c ’ I a b 3, , n
0, otherwise, 0, otherwise.
Hence
Y1(3)=(COS'\/ES, y "0 0)‘ s
4.4) ¢ . ¢
3( ) (O Sln\/-—s ! P 0) y "0 Yn(s)=(0, ttty 0, %\Zzzi) .

Therefore, the representation of B(s) with respect to the orthonormal frame
{ei; e, =+, en} is

4.5) © B(s)=diag (cos Vs, :/16——- SinA/Es, -, 71-2— sinv/és)

Now applying the relation we get, for the shape operator S(s) of the
tube P;, the following (n—1)X(n—1) matrix:

4.6) S(s)=diag (/¢ tan~/cs, — v/& cotv/zs, -+, — /¢ cot+/Es).
Therefore, the shape operator has two distinct eigenfunctions:
ki=+/c tan~/cs
of multiplicity one, and
ky=—A/ccot/cs

of multiplicity n—2. Now, since the dimension of the tube is n—1, we con-
clude that it is a quasi-umbilical hypersurface.

For the negative curvature case (¢<0), in order to take the shape operator
S(s), it suffices in [4.6) to change the trigonometric functions into the corre-
sponding hyperbolic functions, instead of ¢ put |c| and, instead of 4/ctan 4/cs
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put—4/[c| tanh 4/T¢Ts. So we again obtain the same conclusion.

For the zero curvature case (c=0), one now easily obtains that the shape
operator S(s) also has two distinct eigenfunctions, k2,=0 of multiplicity one and
k,=—1/s of multiplicity n—2 and, therefore, we also get the same result and
the proof of the Theorem is complete.

We now prove the converse of the above theorem, namely:

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that, for every geodesic o of finite length of a con-
nected Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension >2, every sufficiently small tube
about o of radius s is a quasi-umbilical hypersurface of M, and the eigenspace
of dimension n—2 of the corresponding shape operator is parallel along every
unit speed geodesic y meeting o orthogonally. Then M has constant sectional
curvature. ’ |

Proof. Let m=a(0) be a point of M and denote by y the unit speed geodesic
of M which meets ¢ orthogonally at m, with y(0)=m. Now our hypothesis of
quasi-umbilicity of every sufficiently small tube about o, gives that the shape
operator S(s), for every small s, of each tube will have two smooth distinct
eigenfunctions, say k,=k,(s) of multiplicity one and k,=Fk.(s) of multiplicity

n—2. Let {&(s), &(s), -+, €a(s)} be the parallel orthonormal frame field along
7 such that
4.7 S(s)ei(s)=ri(s)er(s), S(s)ei(s)=ky(s)e(s), i=3, ---, n.

and let &y(s)=y'(s)=N(s).
Now using the equation we obtain

B’(s)=--S(s)B(s).
Differentiate and use this relation again to get

B"(s)=(S*s)—S"(s))B(s)
or equivalently

U)=(SM()—S"(sNY «(s), i=1, -+, n

where Y, =1, 3, ---, n are the Jacobi vector fields along 7 perpendicular to N.
But the Y,’s also satisfy the Jacobi vector field equation

1(8)=R(N(s), Y «(s))N(s).
Therefore, we get on y— {m}
(4.8) (S*(8)—S"()Y «()=R(N(s), Y «(s))N(s).
From k we conclud_e that along y— {m} for every Y perpendicular to N
(4.8a) . (S*(s)—S’(s)Y=R(N, Y)N.
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Using the equation we now obtain
(4.9) (ki—k1e(s)=R(N, )N, (ki—kies)=R(N, e)N; i=3, -, n.

From the last equations it is obvious that &,(s) and &(s), =3, -, n are eigen-
vector fields of the mapping R(N, —)N along y— {m}, corresponding to the
eigen-functions k%(s)—ki(s) of multiplicity one and k3(s)—k:(s) of multiplicity
n—2.

By continuity, at the point m we now have

(4.10)  R(Es, E\)Es=Fk(E,, E\)E\, R(E, E)E;=k(Es, E)E,, i=3, -, n.

Since we can take any geodesic of M for ¢ and any geodesic meeting ortho-
gonally to ¢ for 7, as a consequence of (4.10), we have

(4.11) » RY, X)Y=k(Y, X)X

for any orthogonal pair of unit tangent vectors {X, Y}. In the following, we
will show that the function k(Y, X) does not depend on the choice of {X, Y}
and is a function on M. First we fix Y. Let X,, X, be orthogonal vectors
perpendicular to Y. It follows from

(4.12) R(Y, X+ X, )Y=R(Y, X,)Y+R(Y, X,)Y

=k(Y, X)X+ kY, X)X,

and

(4.13) RY, X+ Xo)Y =k, Xi+X)(X1+X,)
that

4.14) BY, X)=k(Y, X)=k(Y, X,+X,).

This shows that the function 2(Y, X) does not depend on X and |(4.11) can be
written as

(4.15) RY, X)Y=k(Y)X .

Since g(R(Y, X)Y, X)=g(R(X, Y)X, Y), we have k(Y)=k(X), which shows that
k is a function on M. By Schur’s theorem ([14]), # must be constant on M
and the proof is completed.

Theorem 4.3. Let (M, g) be a connected n-dimensional (n>2) Riemannian
manifold of constant sectional curvature ¢ and P be a g-dimensional submanifold
of M obtained by exp.(VNN(m;r)), where meM, V is a g-dimensional subspace
of My, N(m; r) is a neighborhood at m in My and r is a positive number. Then
the shape operator of every sufficiently small tube about P of radius s has twe
distinct eigenfunctions, of multiplicity q and n—q—1 respectively.
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Proof. Since the Riemannian manifold M has constant sectional curvature
¢, we have

(4.17) R(X, Y)Z=c(g(Y, Z)X—g(X, 2)Y)

for X, Y, Zei(M). :
Following the same notation, as previously, setting X= 7’(s) and Y= Y,,(s),
a=l1, -, q; ¢+2, -, n we get

4.18) R(7'(s), Y o))/ (s)=—cY 4(s).

Now, as a consequence of this equation, and that the Y ,’s are Jacobi fields
along y, we deduce that :

(4.19) Yi(s)=—cY, (s), a=l, -, q; q+2, -, n

Suppose now that ¢>0. Then this equation can be solved explicitly, to give

(4.20) Y.(c) Z (Cab COS A/C5+Cap SiN 4/Cs)e,, 1<a#g+1=n

b¢q+1
where each ¢, is parallel along the geodesic 7.
Now using the initial conditions [(3.20), we get

Y1(3)=X1(S)=(COS »\/ZS, 0) AP O)t: ) Yq(S)zXq(S)———-(O, +++, COS ‘\/ES, ) O)t

. L .
Y eal$)=5Xeua()=(0, 1, TELES .. ' oo, V()= sXn(s)
_ sin v/cs
_(0 0, Nz )
Hence, the representation of B(s) with respect to the orthonormal frame field
{el) vty @g; @gyzy en} ls

B(s):diag(cos 4/Cs, ----, COS 4/Cs, f sin 4/cs, - JE sin ﬁs) .

Now, easily evaluating B’(s) and B~(s), and using [(3.2I) we get, for the shape
operator S(s), of each tube P,:

(4.21) S(s)=diag(+/ctan 4/Cs, -+, 4/Ctan 4/Cs, —4/CCOt 4/CS, -+, —+/C COt 4/CS).
Therefore, the shape operator has two distinct eigenfunctions, k,, &, suéh that
ki=4/C tan 4/Cs

of multiplicity ¢=2 and
ky=—4/C cot 4/Cs

of multiplicity n—¢—1<n—2,
For the negative curvature case (¢<0) and for the zero curvature case (c=0)
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the proof is similar to that of [Theorem 4.1, so we omit it.
Next, we state the converse of the above theorem, namely:

Theorem 4.4. Let P be a g-dimensional submanifold of a connected n-dimen-
sional (n>2) Riemannian manifold M obtained, for meM, by exp.(VNN(m; r)),
where V is a q-dimensional subspace of M, N(m;r) is a neighborhood at m in
M,, and r a small positive number. Assume that the shape-operator of every
sufficiently small tube about P of radius s for every g-dimensional submanifold P
has a (n—qg—1)-dimensional parallel eigenspace, along the corresponding unit
speed geodesic v of M meeting P orthogonally at M. Then M has constant cur-
vature.

Proof. Let m=a(0) be a point of M and denote by v the unit speed geo-
desic of M which meets P orthogonally at m, with y(0)=m. Let k,=k\(s) and
ky=Fks(s), be the distinct eigenfunctions of multiplicity ¢ and n—g—1 respec-
tively, of the shape operator S(s) for every small s of each tube P,. Let
{e1(S), -+, €¢(8); €q42(8), **+, €a(s)} be the parallel orthonormal frame field along
7 such that

4.22) S(s)ea(s)ﬁk,(s)ea(s), S(s)ei(s)=Fka(s)es(s); a=l, -, q;i=q+2, -, n
and let &g.,(s)=y'(s). Now using the equation we obtain
B’(s)=—S(s)B(s)
from which by differentiation we have
BY(5)=(S%(s)—S"(s)B(s)
or equivalently
U)=(SA)—S"(sNYi(s); i=1, -+, q¢;q+2, -+, n

where Y, are the Jacobi vector fields along y. But the Y,’s also satisfy the
Jacobi field equation :

1(s)=R(N(s), Y «(s))N(s)
where N(s)=7’(s). Therefore, we get on y— {m}
(4.23) (S*(s)—S"(s))Y «(s)=R(N(s), Y:(s))N(s).

From this equation one concludes that along y— {m} for every Y perpendicular
to N

(S”(s)——S’(s))Y:R(N, Y)N.

Hence, along y—{m}, since the sa’é, a=1, ---, n, a#q+1, are parallel, from
this equation and (4.22) we get .
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(4.24) (kY (s)—ki(sDea(s)=R(N, ea(s))N; a=l, -+, ¢
(4.25) (k3(s)—ka(s)ei(s)=R(N, e(sHN; i=¢+2, -+, n.

From these equations, it is obvious that &,(s) and &,(s) are eigenvector fields of
the mapping R(N, —)N, along y— {m} with corresponding eigenfunctions %%(s)—
ki(s) of multiplicity ¢ and k3(s)—ks(s) of multiplicity n—g¢—1. By continuity,
at the point m we will now have:

(4.26) R(E,, E.)Ey=k(E,, Eo)Ea, R(Es, E)E.=Fk(E,, E)E;.

Now, following the same method which we developed in the proof of
4.2, we conclude that the functions . are constant and hence the manifold is
of constant curvature and the proof of thc Theorem is complete.

Remark 1. Now it seems that this method of tubes may be applied to the
Kihler manifolds of constant holomorphic sectional curvature, as well as pos-
sibly, to locally symmetric spaces and to Sasakian manifolds of constant ¢-
sectional curvature.

Remark 2. After this work had been completed I was informed by Professor
L. Vanhecke, that his colleague, L. Gheysens, proved similar results in his Ph.
D., which as far as I know, he hasn’t published yet.
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