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Abstract. In the present paper we study the nature of invariant submanifolds of N(x)-contact metric manifolds
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1. INTRODUCTION

A submanifold (N, g) of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is totally geodesic if any geodesic on
the submanifold N with its induced Riemannian metric g is also a geodesic on the Riemannian
manifold (M,g). For most of the Riemannian manifolds of dimension greater then 2, totally
geodesic submanifolds do not exist. But the totally geodesic submanifolds occur if the manifold
carries isometries. The study of invariant submanifolds was initiated by Bejancu and Papaghuic
[3] and invariant submanifolds of almost contact manifolds was studied by Okumara in [9]. In
1969, Yano and Ishihara [11] have obtained conditions for an invariant submanifold of a normal
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contact metric manifold to be totally geodesic in the case of codimension 2. Afterwards, In
1973, Kon [8] proved that invariant submanifold of normal contact metric manifold is totally
geodesic if the second fundamental form of the immersion is covariantly constant. In general,
an invariant submanifold of a Sasakian manifold is not totally geodesic. In this paper we are
concerned the conditions under which invariant submanifolds of N(x)- contact metric manifolds

and D-homothetically deformed N(k)- contact metric manifolds are totally geodesic.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let M be (2m + 1) dimensional almost contact metric manifold with the structure tensors
(¢,&,m,g). where ¢ is a tensor field of type (1,1), & a vector field, 1 a 1-form and g is a

Riemannian metric on M [4]. Then
9> =—I+n®E NE)=1,95=0,n-¢=0,

80X, 9Y) =g(X,Y) —n(X)n(Y), g(X,5) = n(X).

forany X,Y € I'(TM). Let ® denote the 2-form in M and is given by

2.1

d(X,Y) = g(X,9Y). The k-nullity distribution on a contact metric manifold M [10] for a real

number x is a distribution
2.2) N(x):p— NP(K) ={Ze T,M : Ry(X,Y)Z=x[g(Y,2)X —g(X,Z)Y]}.

for any X,Y € T,M where Ry denotes the Riemannian curvature tensor and 7,M denotes the
tangent vector space of M at ant point p € M.
If the characteristic vector field & of a contact metric manifold belongs to the x-nullity distri-

bution, then
(2.3) Ru(X,Y)E =x{n(Y)X —n(X)Y}.

A contact metric manifold with & € N(x) is called a N(k)-contact metric manifold. In an N(k)-

manifold the following relations hold:

24 (Vx@)Y = g(X +hX,Y)E —n(Y)(X +hX),

(2.5) hé =0,
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(2.6) h = (k—1)¢>,

2.7 Vx&=—¢0X—ohX,

g (TP (TR =206 D408+ (1= N )6X =1 (0Y)
| +1(Y)PRX — N (X)9h,

forall X,Y € I'(TM), where h is a symmetric tensor.
Now let N be (2n+ 1)- dimensional immersed submanifold of M. Then the Gauss and Wein-

garten formulas are, respectively, given by

(2.9) VxY =VxY +6(X,Y)
and
(2.10) ViV = —AyX +VyV,

forany X,¥ € [(TN) and V € I(TN"), where ¢ denotes the second fundamental form, V" the
normal connection and A the shape operator. The second fundamental form and shape operator

are related by
(211) g(AVX7Y>:g(G(X7Y)7V)7

where g denotes the induced metric on N as well as the Riemannian metric g on M.

The covariant derivative of o, is defined by
(2.12) (Vxo)(Y,2) = Vyo(Y,Z) — o(VxY,Z) — 6(Y,VxZ).

forany X,Y,Z € I'(TN).
If Ry(X,Y)Z denotes the Riemannian curvature tensor on the submanifold N of the manifold M

then we have

Ru(X,Y)Z=RN(X,Y)Z+ (Vx0)(Y,Z) — (VyO)(X,Z) +Asx 2)Y
(2.13)
—Asv,z2)X,

for X,Y,Z € I'(TN) [6].
The submanifold is totally geodesic if and only if ¢ = 0.

An immersion is said to be parallel and semi-parallel [2] if forall X,Y € I'(TN) we get V-0 =0
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and R(X,Y) - o = 0, respectively.
It is said to be pseudo-parallel [2] if for all X,Y € ['(TN) we get

(2.14) R(X,Y) -0 =L10(g,0),

where L; denotes a real function on N and Q(E, T) [7] is defined by

(2.15) QE,T)(X,Y,ZW)=—-T((XAeY)Z,W) —T(Z,(X A Y)W),

where (X AgY)Z is defined by

(2.16) (X AgY)Z=E(Y,Z)X —E(X,2)Y.

Similarly, an immersion is said to be pseudo 2-parallel [2] if for all X,Y € ['(TN),we get
(2.17) R-Vo =1,0(g,Vo)

and Ricci generalized pseudo-parallel [2] if

(2.18) R-0 =1,0(S,0),

forall X,Y e I'(TN).

The second fundamental form o satisfying
(2.19) (Vxo)(Y,Z)=A(X)o(Y,Z),

where A is a non-zero one form, is said to be recurrent [7].

3. INVARIANT SUBMANIFOLD OF N(k)-MANIFOLD

The invariant and anti-invariant submanifolds depend on the behaviour of almost contact
metric structure ¢@. A submanifold N of an almost contact metric manifold is said to be invariant
[3] if the structure vector field & is tangent to N at every point of N and ¢X is tangent to N for
any vector field X tangent to N at every point of N, that is, if X € I'(TN) then ¢X € I'(TN) at
every point of N.

Taking Y = & in equation (2.9), we have

Vx&=Vx§+o(X.8).
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Using (2.7) in the above equation and equating the tangential and normal components we get

(3.1) Vx& = —0X — ohX
and
(3.2) o(X,E)=0.

If Ry and Sy denote the Riemannian curvature tensor and Ricci tensor of the submanifold N.

Using (3.2) in (2.13), we get

(3.3) Ry(G,Y)6 = w{n(¥)§ —Y}.

By the definition of Ricci tensor and using equation (2.6), we obtain

(3.4) Sn(&,&) =2xkn.

Now from (2.2) and (2.9) and a straightforward computation gives the following equations:

(3.5) (Vx9)Y =g(X +hX)E —n(Y)(X +hX)
and
(3.6) o(X,9Y) =¢0(X,Y)=0(9X,Y),

Theorem 1. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then N is totally

geodesic if and only if N is recurrent.

Proof. Setting X = £ in (2.19) and using (2.12), we get

(3.7 Vz0(8.Y) =0 (V2E,Y) ~ 0(£,V2Y) = 0.
Using (3.1) and (3.2) in (3.7), we obtain

(3.8) c(¢Z,Y)—o(h¢Z,Y)=0.
Replacing Z by ¢Z in (3.8) and using (2.1), we get

(3.9) —0(Z,Y)+0o(hZ,Y)=0.



538 DIPANSHA KUMARI AND H.G. NAGARAJA

Again replacing Z by hZ and using (2.6) and (2.1), we get
(3.10) —o(hz2,Y)—(k—1)o(Z,Y)=0.

Adding (3.9) and (3.10), we get k6 (Z,Y) = 0, which implies 6(Z,Y) =0,
forall X,Y € I'(TN). Hence N is totally geodesic.

The converse is trivial. L]

Corollary 3.1. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then N is totally

geodesic if and only if N is parallel.

Theorem 2. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then N is totally

geodesic provided L, # ﬁ if and only if N is Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel.

Proof. If the submanifold N is Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel then from (2.18), we have
(3.11) (Ry(X,Y)-0)(Z,W)=L0(Sy,0)(X,Y;Z,W).
Using (2.15) and (2.16), (3.11) can be written as
R§(X,Y)G(Z,W) —o(Rv(X,Y)Z,W)—0(Z,RN(X,Y)W) =
(3.12) L —-Sn(Y,Z)o(X,W)+Sn(X,Z)c(Y,W) —Sy(Y,W)o(Z,X)
+Snv(X,W)o(Z,Y)].
Taking X = Z = & in (3.12) and using (3.2), we get
(3.13) —0(Rn(S,Y)E,W) = LaS(&,8)o (Y, W).
Using (3.3) and (3.4) in equation (3.13), we obtain
k(1—2nLy)o(Y,W)=0.

Therefore we have o (Y, W) = 0, provided L, # %1

The converse is trivial. O

In the view of Theorem [3.2] one can easily prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then N is totally

geodesic provided Ly # « if and only if N is pseudo-parallel.
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We state the following Corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then N is totally

geodesic if and only if N is semi-parallel.

Theorem 4. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then N is totally

geodesic provided Ly # K if and only if N is pseudo 2-parallel.
Proof. If the submanifold N is pseudo 2-parallel then from (2.17), we have
(3.14) (RM(X7 Y) ’ VG) <Z7 U7W) =1L Q(g7 VG) (X7 Y;Z,U, W)

This may be rewritten as

Ry (X,Y)(Vo)(Z,U,W)— (Vo) (Ry(X,Y)Z,U,W)
(3.15) — (Vo )(Z,Ry(X,Y)U,W) — (Vo )(Z,U,Ry(X,Y)W) =
Li[—(VO) (X A Y)Z,U,W) — (VO )(Z, (X A YU, W)
— (VO)(Z,U,(X A\ Y)W)],
where (Vo)(Z,U,W) = (Vz0)(U,W). Now using (2.12) and (2.15) in (3.15), we have
RY(X,Y)(V70(UW) = 0(V2U,W) = (U, W) = Vi (xy)20 (U, W)
+0(Vry(x 1)2Us W) + 0 (U, Viyr)2W) = V7 0 (Ry(X, YU, W)
(3.16) + (V2R (X, YU, W)+ 6(Ry(X,Y)U,V,W)—V, 6(U,Ry(X,YW)
+06(VzU,Ry(X,Y)W)+6(U,VzRN(X,Y)W)
~Li[V 5,020 (U W)+ 6 (V)20 W) + 0 (U, ¥ 0, 112W)

—V,6((X AY)U,W) +6(V2(X Ag YU, W)+ 6((X Ag YU, VW)

—V,6(U, (X AY)W)+0(V2U, (X AgY)W) + 6 (U, V2(X A Y)W)).
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Setting X = U = € in (3.16) and using (3.2), we get

—RY(EY)O(V2E, W)+ 6(Viy ex)2E: W) — V7 0(R(E,Y)E, W)
(3.17) + G(ﬁzRN(éay)iéaW) + G(RN(é,Y)g,ﬁzW) + G<6Z€’RN(€7Y)€)
= Lo[0(V(ep0)2E W)~ VZ0((ENGY)EW) +0(V2(E A Y)EW)

+0((EAY)EVZW) +0(VZE, (E A V)W)

Again plugging W = £ and using (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), then the above equation (3.17) reduces

to

(3.18) (Li —x)o(Y,9Z+ ¢hZ) =0.
Replacing Z by ¢Z in (3.18)

(3.19) (L1 —x)o(Y,—Z+hZ)=0.
Again replace Z by hZ in (3.19) to get

(3.20) (Li—x)(k—1)o(Y,—hZ—Z) =0.

From (3.19) and (3.20), we get 6(Y,Z) = 0, provided L; # Kk and

Kk # 1. Therefore the submanifold is totally geodesic. The converse part is trivial. 0

Theorem 5. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then N is totally

geodesic Ly # % if and only if N is 2-Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel provided .

Proof. If the submanifold N is 2-Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel then we have
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=1 . . -1

Ry(X,Y)(Vz0(U,W) = 0(V2U,W) = 6(U,VzW)) = Vg, (x.y)z0 (U, W)
~ ~ ~ |

+0(Vryx,r)zU,W) +0(U,Vryxy)zW) —Vz 0 (Rn(X,Y)U,W)

+0(VZRy(X,Y)U,W) + 6 (Ry(X,Y)U,V,W) -V, (U, Ry(X,Y)W)

(3.22)
+0(VzU,RN(X,Y)W) 40 (U,VZzRy(X,Y)W) =

~ J_ ~ ~
Li[=Vixpr)z0 (U, W)+ 6 (V(xrgr)2U, W) + 0 (U, V (x pgr)zW)
—V,0((X AsY)UW) +0(V2(X AsY)U,W) + (X AsY)U, VW)

— V56U, (X AsYIW) +0(V2U, (X AsY )W) + 6 (U, V7(X AsYIW)].
Setting X = U = & in (3.22) and using (3.2), we get

~RY(E.V)0(VZE, W)+ 0(Vry(e )&, W) — V7 6(Ry(E.Y)E,W)

(3.23) +0(VZRN(E,Y)E, W)+ (RN (§,Y)E,VZW) +0(VzE, Ry (§,Y)E)
= Lo[0(V(gpgr)zE. W) = V0 ((EASY)EW) + 6 (V2Z(E ASY)EW)
+0((EASY)EVZW) +0(VZE, (E AsY)W)].

Plugging W = & and using (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) in (3.23), we get

(3.24) (k —2knly)o(Y,9Z + ¢hZ) = 0.

Replacing Z by ¢Z in (3.24), we obtain

(3.25) (k —2Kknl,)o(Y,—Z+hZ) = 0.

Again replacing Z by hZ in (3.25), we get

(3.26) (k —2knly)(—0(Y,hZ) — (k — 1)6(Y,Z)) =0

From (3.25) and (3.26), we get 6(Y,Z) = 0, provided L, # %

Therefore the submanifold is totally geodesic. The converse part is trivial. 0

From Theorem [3.1], Theorem [3.2], Theorem [3.3] , Theorem [3.4], Theorem [3.5], Corol-

lary [3.1] and Corollary [3.2], we can state the following:
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Theorem 6. Let N be an invariant submanifold of a N(x)-manifold M. Then the following

statements are equivalent:

1) N is totally geodesic.

2) N is parallel.

3) N is semi-parallel.

4) N is recurrent.

5) N is pseudo-parallel (with Ly # ).

6) N is pseudo 2-parallel (with Ly # k).

7) N is Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel (with Ly # ﬁ ).
8) N is 2-Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel (with L, # ﬁ ).

4. INVARIANT SUBMANIFOLD OF D-HOMOTHETICALLY DEFORMED N(k)-MANIFOLD

A D-homothetic deformation on an almost contact metric manifold M(¢,&,n,g) is defined

by
_ - 1. _
(41) ¢:¢752557n:an7§:ag+a(a_1)n®na

where a is a positive constant. It is clear that the D-homothetically deformed manifold M (¢, E, 1,8)

is also an almost contact metric manifold and that

- 1
4.2) h=—h.
a

Let N(¢,&,7,5) be the submanifold of D-homothetically deformed N (x)-manifold M (¢, &,7,3).
Denote V and V by the Riemannian connections on M(¢,&,7,3) and N(¢, &, 7,3) respectively
and the Riemannian curvature tensors are denoted by Ry, and Ry. & and A denote the second

fundamental form and the shape operator respectively, the submanifold N of D-homothetically

deformed N (x)-manifold M(¢,E,7,3).

We first view the relation between the covariant derivatives (resp. the Riemannian curvature

tensors) on M(¢,E,m,g) and M(9,E,7,2) in the following lemma and proposition.
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Lemma 7. [5] IfM(¢,E,n,g) is a contact metric manifold with Riemannian connection V, the
connection V of the D-deformed manifold M (E,E,ﬁ,g) is given by

= a—1
(4.3) Vx¥ = VxY + ——g(hX,9Y)C — (a— ){n(X)Y +n(¥)9X},

forany X,Y on M.

Proposition 8. For any submanifold N(¢,&,7,8) of a D-deformed N(x) manifold the following

relations hold:

(4.4) Vx& = —apX — ohX
and
4.5) G(X,&) =0.

Proof. From Gauss equation we may write

(4.6) Vx¥ = VxY +5(X,Y).

Putting Y = & in (4.6) and using (4.3) and (2.7), we get

@.7) —apX — phX = Vy& + (X, ).

On equating the tangential and normal parts we get the proposition. 0

Proposition 9. [5] Ler M(¢,&,1n,8) be a contact metric manifold with Riemannian curvature

Ryr. Then the Riemannian curvature Ry of D-deformed manifold is given by
Ru(X.Y)Z=Ru(X,Y)Z+(a—1){g(Y,$2)9X — g(X,9Z)¢Y
—28(X,0Y)¢Z+n(X)(Vy9)Z—n(Y)(Vx9)Z

ENE)(Tr0)X — (VxoI)}+He((Troh)X
(4.8)
~ (VxO)Y, Z)§ +(0hY. Z)OhX — (01X, Z)91Y )

+(a— 1) n¥)N2)X —n(X)n(2)Y}
(a—1)

L (r)g(hx, 2)E —n(X)g(h.2)E ),

forany X,Y,Z on M.
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Now using (2.13), we can write

EM(X7Y>Z = FN(va)Z+ (vXE) (YaZ) - (VYE) (X,Z) +ZE(X,Z)Y
4.9)

- Ag(y7z)X .

Taking Z = & in (4.9), we have

w10 Ru(X,Y)E =Ry(X,Y)E + (VxO)(Y.E) — (VyO) (X, &) + A5y 7)Y

From the proposition[4.2], setting Z = & and using (2.6), we get
Ru(X,Y)E = é[K{n(Y)X —n(X)Y}+(a—D{n(X)(Vy¢)s —n(Y)(Vx¢)s
@1 FVY9)X — (Vx@)V )+ {g((Typh)X — (Vxom)Y, )¢}
+(a—1Hn¥)X —n(X)r}].
Taking into the account of (2.4) and (2.8), (4.11) reduces to

2
4.12)  Ru(X,Y)E = (”‘;—_1)

2(a—1
x -y + 2D —noonry.
Thus we can state the following:
Theorem 10. Let M (E,E,ﬁ,g’) be a contact metric manifold obtained by D-homothetic de-

formation of an N(x)-manifold M(¢,&,m,g) with Riemannian curvature tensor Ry;. Then the

Riemannian curvature tensor Ry of a D-deformed manifold is given by

(4.13) Ru(X,Y)E = Ry {n(Y)X — (XY} + Ty {1(Y)hX — n(X)hY},

(k+a*—1)
a

2(a—1)

where Ky = 7

and [y =

Proposition 11. In an invariant submanifold N (E,Eﬁ,g) of a D-deformed N (k) manifold the

following relation holds:

(4.14) Ry(8.X)E =Kn{n(X)E — X} —myhX

and

(4.15) EN(g,ig’) :Zl’l?]v.
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Proof. Using (4.13) and (2.12) in (4.10) and from Proposition [4.1], we get (4.14). And (4.15)

is straightforward. U

Now we prove main results of this paper.

Theorem 12. An invariant submanifold N(¢,E.1,3) of D-homothetically deformed N(x)-

manifold M(9,E ,1,3) is totally geodesic with x # (1 —a?) if and only if G is recurrent .

Proof. If the submanifold N(¢, &, 7,2) is recurrent then from (2.19), we have
(4.16) ¥, 5(Y,2) —5(VxY,Z)— 5(¥,¥xZ) = A(X)T(Y,Z).
Setting Z = E in (4.16) and making use of equations (4.4) and (4.5), we get
4.17) ac(9X,Y)+o(phX,Y)=0.

Replacing X by ¢X in (4.17), we get

(4.18) —ac(X,Y)+o(hX,Y)=0.

Again replacing X by AX in (4.18) and using (2.6), we get

(4.19) —ao(hX,Y)—(xk—1)o(X,Y)=0.

From (4.18) and (4.19), we obtain 6(X,Y) = 0, provided k # (1 —a?). Therefore the subman-

ifold N (a,E,ﬁ,g) is totally geodesic. The converse part is trivial. U

Corollary 4.1. An invariant submanifold N @,E, 1,8) of D-homothetically deformed manifold
M(9,E.7,3) is totally geodesic with k # (1 —a?) if and only if G is parallel .

Theorem 13. An invariant submanifold N(¢,E.M,2) of D-homothetically deformed N(x)-
manifold M(¢,E 1,3) is totally geodesic provided
Ky (1 —2nLy)? # (1 — k)% if and only if G is Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel.

Proof. If the submanifold N (5,3,—@) is Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel then from (2.18)

we have

(4.20) (Ry(X,Y)-G)(Z,W) = L0(SyN,G) (X, Y;Z,W).
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From (2.15) and (2.16), the above equation may be written as
Ry(X.Y)G(Z,W) — G(Rn(X,Y)Z,W) — 6(Z,Rn(X.Y)W) =
4.21) Ly[-Sn(Y,Z2)5(X,W) +Sy(X,Z)5(Y,W) — Sy (Y, W)G(Z,X)
+Sy(X,W)5(Z,Y)].
Plugging X =Z = E in (4.21) and using (4.1), (4.5), (4.14) and (4.15), we obtain
(4.22) ®n(1—2nLy)o(Y,W)+nuyo(hY,W)=0.
Replacing Y by hY and using (4.1) and (2.6), we get
(4.23) Kn(1—2nLy)o(hY,W)— (k—1)uyo(Y,W)=0.

From (4.22) and (4.23), we obtain
G(y,W) =0, provided %% (1 — 2nL,)* # (1 — ). Therefore the submanifold N(¢,&,7,%) is

totally geodesic. The converse part is trivial. 0

Following the same steps of proof of Theorem[4.3], we have the following:

Theorem 14. An invariant submanifold N (a,g,ﬁ, g) of D-homothetically deformed manifold
M(9,E.7,3) is totally geodesic provided
(Kny — L1a?)* # (1 — k)%, if and only if G is pseudo-parallel .

Also we can state the following corollary:

Corollary 4.2. An invariant submanifold N (6,3, 1,8) of D-homothetically deformed manifold

M(9,

) E,ﬁ, g) is totally geodesic provided
K% # (1 — k)% if and only if G is semi-parallel .

Theorem 15. An invariant submanifold N(¢,E,1,3) of D-homothetically deformed manifold
M(9,E,m,3) is totally geodesic provided
(aky —L1a® + (k — Diiy) # (k —1)(=Ky +ally +a’Ly) if and only if G is pseudo 2-parallel



INVARIANT SUBMANIFOLDS OF N(x)-CONTACT METRIC MANIFOLDS 547

Proof. If the submanifold N(¢,&,7,2) is pseudo 2-parallel then from (2.17), we have
(4.24) (Ru(X.Y)-V6)(Z,U,W) = LiQ(8.VG)(X,Y;Z,U,W).

The equation (4.24) may be written as

Ry(X,Y)(Vo)(2,U,W) — (Vo)[Ry(X,Y)Z,U,W)

(4.25) —(Vo)(Z,Ry(X,Y)U,W) — (Vo)(Z,U,Ry(X,Y)W) =
Li[—(Vo)((X AgY)Z,U,W) — (V&) (Z,(X AgY)U,W)
—(VO)(Z,U,(X \gY)W)],

where (VG)(Z,U,W) = (Vz0)(U,W).
From (2.12) and (2.15), (4.25) becomes

Ru(X.Y)(V,5(U W)~ 52U, W)~ &(U, W) — V120U, W)

+6(Ve )z W) +6(U, Vg x )zW) — 626(RN(X,Y)U,W)

+G(VZRy(X,Y)U, W)+ (Ry(X,Y)U,V,W) — %E(U,FN(X, Y)W)
(4.26)

+6(V2U,Ry(X,Y)W) + (U, V,Ry(X,Y)W) =

Li[=V(xpy)z0 (U, W) + G(ﬁ(X/\gY)ZUaW) +3(Uﬁ(XA§Y)zW)
TJ_ ~ ~
—V,0((XNgY)U,W)+0(Vz(X NgY)U, W)+ (X NgY)U, VW)

_¥,5(U,(X NeYIW)+ (VLU (X AgY )W) +6(U, V(X AgY)W)].

Setting X =U = E in equation (4.26) and using (4.5), we get

CRu(EY)T(V2E, W) +5(Vay c.y12E: W) — ¥, 5 (Ru (£, V)E,W)

4.27) _ _ _
+6(VZRv(E,Y)E,W) +G(Ry(E,Y)E, VW) +G(VzE, Ry(£,Y)E)

1[5 (V (128 W) — Y, G((E AgY)EW) + G(V2(E NgY)E,W)
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+5((EAgY)E, VW) +T(V2E, (E AgYIW)].
Again putting W = E in (4.27) and using (4.4), (4.5), (2.16) and (4.14), we obtain
(4.28) (aky — Lia® + (x — )y)G (Y, Z) + (= Ky + ally +a*L1)G (Y, hZ) = 0.
Replacing Z = E in (4.28), we have
(4.29)  —(aky—Lia’ + (k — Dy)o(Y,hZ) + (k — 1)(=Ky +ally +a°L;)G(Y,Z) = 0.

From (4.28) and (4.29), we get ¢ = 0, provided
(aky—Lia®+ (x—1)fy) # (kK — 1)(—Ky +afly +a*L, ). Therefore the submanifold N(¢,&,7,3)

m,
is totally geodesic. The converse part is trivial. U

Theorem 16. An invariant submanifold N (6,E,ﬁ, g) of D-homothetically deformed manifold
M (a,g,ﬁ, g) is totally geodesic provided
(—Kya+2ankyLy — (k — 1)iy)? # (1 — k)(—Kn + 2nakyLy + aliy)? if and only if G is 2-

Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel .

Proof. If the submanifold N (E,E,ﬁ, g) is 2-Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel then we have
(4.30) (Ru(X,Y)-VG)(Z,U,W) = L,Q(Sn,VE)(X,Y:Z,U,W).

The equation (4.30) may be written as

—_ TJ_ ~ —~
R; (Xv Y) (VZE(U7W) _E(VZUaW) _E(Ua VZW)) - VEN(X,Y)ZE(an)

= . = =1
+0(Vayxy)zU: W)+ 60U, Vryx r)zZW) = V26 (RN (X, Y)U,W)

+G(VZRN(X,Y)U,W) +G(Ry(X,Y)U,VzW) _§;E<U»I_€N(X7Y)W)
(4.31) _
+6(VzU,Ry(X,Y)W)+6(U,VZRy(X,Y )W) =

TJ_ ~ ~
LZ[_V(X/\§Y)ZE(Ua W) +6(Vixngy)zU, W) +6(U,Vxny)zW)

_¥,5((x NV )U, W) +G(V2(X AgY)U,W)+G((X AgY)U, VW)

Y, 5(U, (X AYIW) + (VLU (X AsY)W) +5(U, V(X AsY )W),
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Setting X =U =W = E in (4.31) and using (4.4), (4.5), (2.16),(4.14) and (4.15), we get

4.32)  (—aky+2ankyLy — (kK — )iiy)G(Y,Z) — (—Ky + 2nKnLy + aliy )G (Y, hZ)
= 0.

Replacing Z by hZ in (4.32), we get

(4.33) (—axy +2ankyLy — (kK — 1)liy) 0 (Y, hZ) + (— Ky + 2nKnLo + afly)
(k—1)o(Y,Z) =0.

From (4.32) and (4.33), we get 6(Y,Z) = 0, provided

(—Kya+2ankyLy — (kK — )ity)? # (1 — k)(—Ky +2nakyly +afiy)?.

Therefore the submanifold N (E,E,ﬁ,g) is totally geodesic. The converse part is trivial. 0

We summarize the above results as follows:

Theorem 17. For an invariant submanifold N(¢,E 7, 3) of D-deformed manifold M(¢,&,7,3),

these statements are equivalent:

1) N is totally geodesic.
2) N is parallel (with k # (1 —a?)).
3) N is semi-parallel (with K3 # (1 — K)[%).
4) N is recurrent (with k # (1 —a?)).
5) N is pseudo-parallel (with (Ky — Lya*)* # (1 — k)lix).
6) N is pseudo 2-parallel (with (aKy —Lia® + (k — 1)iy) # (k= 1)(=Ky +ally +a’Ly)).
7) N is Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel (with Ky (1 — 2nLy)? # (1 — k) 1%)-
8) N is 2-Ricci-generalized pseudo-parallel (with
(—Kya+2anknly — (k — Dity)? # (1 — k)(—Ky + 2naknls +afiy)?).
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5. CONCLUSION

It has been shown in this paper that for an invariant submanifold of an N(x)- contact met-
ric manifold is totally geodesic condition is equivalent to parallel or pseudo-parallel or semi-
parallelity of the submanifold. This holds for the D-homothetically deformed into N (x)-manifolds
also.
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