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Abstract

We introduce the general concept of higher order absolute con-
tact differentiation that is based on the idea of semiholonomic contact
elements. We clarify how the moving frame method leads to the co-
ordinate functions of the field of r-th order contact elements on a
submanifold of Klein space and of the r-th absolute contact differen-
tial of a submanifold of Cartan space. We point out that the standard
geometric objects of submanifolds are defined on contact elements,
so that they are of universal character. In examples, we use heavily
the concept of universal horizontal and vertical bundle over contact
elements.
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Introduction

The present paper was initiated by a conference talk by the second author
on the contact element approach to geometric objects of submanifolds of
Riemannian manifolds, [24]. Generally speaking, he pointed out that these
objects are of universal character. Indeed, they are defined on the bundles of
contact (n,r)-elements, so that they can be applied to every n-submanifold
and are independent of its parametrization. This fact was also observed
by the first author for submanifolds of Klein spaces in connection with the
Cartan method of moving frames, [14], as well as for submanifolds of Cartan
spaces, [13]. (We replace the term “Cartan geometry” from [22] by “Cartan
space”, see Section 3 for justification.)

In the course of the present research we realized that our approach to sub-
manifolds of Cartan spaces is essentially based on the ideas of semiholonomic
contact element and absolute contact differentiation. So, in the present paper
we start with basic properties of nonholonomic and semiholonomic contact
elements. In Section 2 we introduce the general concept of r-th order ab-
solute contact differentiation, that leads to semiholonomic contact elements.
Section 3 is devoted to two equivalent definitions of Cartan space. The in-
terrelations between both points of view are essential for our research.

In Section 4 we recall, in the case of an arbitrary Klein space S = G/H,
how the moving frame approach leads to the coordinate functions of the field
of r-th order contact elements determined by a submanifold N C S. Then we
present the general concept of r-th order geometric object for n-submanifolds
of S that is motivated by the computational procedures related with the
Cartan method of moving frames from [17]. We also clarify that the Cartan
prolongation procedure leads to the equations of the infinitesimal action of
H on the standard fiber of the bundle of contact (n,r)-elements on S, that
can be used for evaluating the geometric objects. In Section 5 we modify
these ideas to submanifolds of a Cartan space S of type S. This is based on
the concept of semiholonomic (n,r)-object. In Section 6, Proposition 8 reads
that if S is torsion-free, then the values of the second order absolute contact
differentiation are holonomic. In particular, this is true for the submanifolds
of a Riemannian manifold, that is considered as a Cartan space with respect
to the Levi-Civita connection.

In Section 7 we define the universal horizontal and vertical bundles for
n-submanifolds. As an example, we discuss the universal version of the fun-
damental vertical-valued quadratic form for submanifolds of affine spaces. In
Section 8 we introduce the concept of reduced torsion and clarify that its
universal version coincides with the difference tensor of second order semi-
holonomic contact elements. This yields another proof of Proposition 8.
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At this occasion we also illustrate the use of the algorithm from Section 5.
Further we point out that in the case of a 2-submanifold of a 3-space with
projective connection, the reduced torsion gives rise to an invariant discov-
ered already by E. Cartan in [4]. In the last section, we extend the idea of
universality to a wide class of geometric objects for submanifolds.

All manifolds and maps are assumed to be infinitely differentiable. Unless
otherwise specified, we use the terminology and notation from [16].

1 Semiholonomic contact elements

The bundle of contact (n,r)-elements K] M on a manifold M can be defined
as the factor space

(1) Ky M =regT) M/G), n<m=dmM

of the space of regular (n,r)-velocities on M with respect to the right ac-
tion, determined by the jet composition, of the r-th differential group G, in
dimension n, [16]. So every n-submanifold N C M defines a contact (n,7)-
element kI N for every x € N. This gives rise to a map kiy: N — K] M,
that can be viewed as a section of the restriction (K M)y of K] M over N.
We write k: regT)M — KM for the factor projection and denote by the
same symbol the induced map k: reg J"(N, M) — KM. We remark that
these classical contact elements are also discussed by P.J. Olver, [20], and
are called jets of submanifolds in [1].

We extend the idea of nonholonomic and semiholonomic jets by C. Ehres-
mann [5, p. 361] to contact elements. To this aim, we recall the definition
of jet prolongations of fibered manifolds, [15]. Let p: Y — M be a fibered
manifold and J"Y denote the bundle of standard (holonomic) r-jets of local
sections of Y. The r-th nonholonomic jet prolongation J"Y is defined by
the induction J'Y = J'V, JY = JYJ~'Y — M). The r-th semiholo-
nomic jet prolongation J"Y is defined by induction as the space of first-order
jets jls of local sections s of J™™'Y — M such that s(x) = j1(3,_1 0 s),
where §,_1: J”7'Y — J"2Y is defined in the induction procedure with
JY = J'Y — Y. We have the inclusions J'Y C J'Y € J"Y. The first one
is given by the iteration j’s +— jl(u — j"7's), the second one is straightfor-
ward. If p: Y = M x N — M is the first product projection, then we set
J(M,N)=J (M x N) and J" (M,N) = J"(M x N).

Definition 1. The space f(;;]\{ of nonholonomic contact (n,r)-elements on
M is defined by the iteration K'M = K} K''M), K}M = K! M.
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~ Hence K'M — K''M is a fibered manifold. The injection KM
K] M is determined by the rule

BN = k), X = KN,

where k5! is interpreted as a submanifold of K7~'M C KI~'M.

We are going to clarify up to what extent the manifold of nonholonomic
contact elements can be regarded as a quotient manifold analogously to (1).
To this aim, we recall the definition of composition of nonholonomic jets [5],
[15]. Let M, N, @ be three manifolds. For r = 1 we have the standard
composition of 1-jets in JY(NN, Q) with 1-jets in J'(M, N), yielding 1-jets in
JYM, Q). If 3: J7~Y(M,N) — N is the target jet projection, X = jls(u) €
JI(M,N),, u€ M, and Z = Jy0 € j;(N, Q)., y = P(s(x)), then we define

ZoX = jy(a(B(s(u))) 0 s(u) € J;(M, Q).

with the composition of nonholonomic (r — 1)-jets on the right hand side.
We say that X € J7(M, N), is regular, if there exists Z € j;(N, M), such
that Z o X = j7idy;. There are r underlying 1-jets of X and X is regular iff
all of them correspond to injective linear maps T, M — T, N.

We define 7" M = Jj(R™, M). This is extended into a bundle functor 77
on Mf in the standard way, [5]. A natural equivalence of functors

s TIM — THT M)

is defined as follows. Every X € T""M is of the form X = jip, where p: R" —
JH(R™, M) is a section of the source projection J"~*(R”, M) — R”. On the
other hand, Z € THT!~'M) means Z = jlt with ¢: R* — Ji=H(R", M).
Write ¢,,: R" — R" for the translation = — z +u. Then u — (p(u) o jj~'t,)
is a map R — J771(R™, M) and we set

1 (X) = o ((w) © J5 1)
To obtain the inverse map, we consider u + 1 (u) o 5771t *. Then we have
() ~H(Z) = Go (V(w) 0 58, 1).

One verifies easily that 4, maps reg 7" M into reg T} (reg T~ M).

On every fibered manifold p: Y — M, a contact element X € K'Y is said
to be transversal, if the underlying linear n-space of X has zero intersection
with the vertical tangent space of Y. We write tr K}Y C K}Y for the
subset of all transversal contact (n, 1)-elements on Y. This is an open subset
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of ~K£Y and tr K'Y — Y is a fibered manifold. For r > 2, the bundle
tr KIM C K] M of nonholonomic transversal contact (n,r)-elements on M
is defined by the iteration

tr KIM = tr K} (tr K" 7'M — M).

We recall that C;’; = reg Jg (R™,R™)g is a group with respect to the composi-
tion of nonholonomic jets.

Proposition 1. We have
(2) tr K" M = reg TT’;M/C?;
We write k: reg T;M — tr f(ZLM for the factor projection.

Proof. Assume by induction tr K7"'M = reg TgilM/éffl. So we have
defined k: regT;'M — trK;"'M. Consider X € regT, (regT; " M),
X = jip(u), ¢: R" — Tr='M. Then u +— k(p(u)) is the parametriza-
tion of an n-dimensional submanifold of tr K7~'M that is transversal to
tr K;-'M — M. Hence we have k(j}(k(¢(u)))) € tr KrM. Consider an-
other 1(v): R® — T:~'M such that k(jik(¥(v))) = k(jik(¢(u))). First of
all, there is a map v = f(u) such that

Jok(W(f(w)) = jok(p(u)).

By the induction hypothesis, there is a map g: R" — (N};';_l such that 1 ( f (u)) o
g(u) = p(u). We have jif € G}, and jyg € T,G;" and our construction is
in accordance with the well known expression G* = GL x T!Gr=1 [16]. O

Definition 2. The bundle of semiholonomic contact (n,r)-elements K7 M C
K" M is the subset of all k%@ such that Q ¢ K'"'M, X = kb ox) (8-1(Q)),
where 3,_1: K""'M — K'=2M is defined in the induction procedure starting
with the bundle projection KM — M.

We easily deduce K'M C tr K"M and K"M C K"M. Analogously to
Proposition |1, we obtain

(3) K)M =r1eg T, M /G,

where GT = reg J5(R",R"), is a subgroup of GT. The canonical projection
to lower order semiholonomic contact elements will be denoted by the same
symbol 7, s < r, as in the jet case.

The underlying contact (n,1)-element X; of X € (K'R™), is identified
with a linear n-space in T,R"™. Write R™™~" for the product bundle R" x
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R™™™ and 7: R™ — R” for its bundle projection. Denote by 7K R™ C
K]R™ the open subset of all X such that X; is transversal to . It is well
known that 7K7R™ is identified with the jet prolongation J"R™™~" [16].

In the nonholonomic case X € [E’;Rm, we have r underlying contact
(n, 1)-elements XY X" Write TK'R™ C K’R™ for the open subset of
all X such that all X\”,..., X" are transversal to .

Proposition 2. Tf(ﬁRm is identified with the r-th nonholonomic prolonga-
tion JTR™™MTM,
Proof. By Proposition|l, X € T[E’QR’” can be expressed as X = Z o ég with
Z € (reg T,:Rm)x Write Zfl), cee Zl(r) for the underlying 1-velocities of Z.
Then jymo ZW . jlw o Z") are invertible 1-jets, so that ¢ := (j’m) o Z €
Jg(R™,R") is invertible. Then Z o (~! satisfies (jgm) o (Z o (") = j7 ) idgn,
which implies Z o (=t € JR™™". O]
In the semiholonomic case X € KJR™, we have xW=. =x = x|
We write 7KJR™ C K]R™ for the open subset of all X such that X; is

transversal to 7: R™ — R". In the same way as in Proposition 2, we con-
struct an identification

(4) TK;Rm ~ ern,m—n7

where J"R™™~" denotes the r-th semiholonomic prolongation of R™™". In
particular, for n = 1 we have KM = K{M.

2 The absolute contact differentiation

Consider a principal bundle P(M,G) with a principal connection T'; a left
G-space F' and the associated bundle £ = P[F]. For every section s of E,
its absolute differential can be viewed as a section

VFSI M — U Ji(M, Ex)s(:p)a

reM

[16). If T'(u) = jlp for a local section p of P, then (Vrs)(x) is transformed
by @' into

(5) L) (s() € JAM,F),  yeM,

where 4: F' — E, denotes the frame map corresponding to u € P (see also
the beginning of Section [4).
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Having in mind submanifolds of Cartan spaces, we introduce the concept
of absolute contact differential. Replace M by N and assume n = dim N <
dim F. Clearly, all spaces K!(E,), v € N, form an associated bundle

U KM(E,) = PIKLF).

zeN

Assume further that each Vrs(z) is a regular 1-jet.
Definition 3. The absolute contact differential KV of s is defined by
((kVr)s)(z) = k((Vrs)(z)), x € N.

Hence kVrs is a section N — P[K}F]. Since we have a section of another
bundle associated to P, we can construct

Vr((kVr)s): N — | J JH(N, KM(E,)).

zeN

This is formed by regular 1-jets and we define
((kVE)s)(x) = k(Vr((kVr)s)(z)).

One verifies easily that this is an element of K2(E,). Hence (kV32)s is a
section N — P[K2F].

Definition 4. The r-th absolute contact differential of s is defined by the
iteration

(6) ((kVE)s) (@) = k(Vr((kVE)s)(x)).

By the very definition of semiholonomic contact (n,r)-elements, we de-
duce that (6) form a section

(kVi)s: N — P[K"F].
Remark 1. If I is curvature free, then P can be locally viewed as the product

N x G with the canonical flat connection. Then (5) implies that the values
of (kVT.)s are holonomic contact elements for every section s: M — E.



8 Absolute differentiation in Cartan spaces

3 Cartan spaces

We recall that a Klein space is a manifold S with a transitive left action
(g,x) — gz of a Lie group G. Fix a point ¢ € S and write H for its stability
group. Then S coincides with the coset space S = G/H, ¢ ={H} and G can
be viewed as a principal H-bundle over S with bundle projection g — gc.
Every g € G(S, H) is interpreted as a frame g: S — S, g(a) = ga, a € S.

A “curved” version of S can be defined in two formally different ways.
First we present the viewpoint from the book by Sharpe, [22]. Consider a
pair (G, H) of a Lie group G and a closed subgroup H C G.

Definition 5a. Cartan geometry of type (G, H) is a principal bundle Q(M, H)
with 1-form w: TQ — g (which is said to be Cartan connection) such that

(i) w(u): T,Q — g is a linear isomorphism for every u € @Q,
(ii) (Rp)*w = Ad(h™Y) ow for every h € H,

(iti) w(X*(u)) = X for every X € b and every u € Q, where X* is the
fundamental vector field on ) induced by X.

We remark that, in addition to [22], further interesting examples of Car-
tan spaces can be found in [2] and [23].

In what follows we assume G acts effectively on the coset space G/H. So
S = G/H is a Klein space. Clearly, T.S = g/b.

On the other hand, consider P(M,G), F', E = P[F| as in Section 2 and
fix a section s: M — E. The following definition in [10] or [11] was based
directly on some ideas by Ehresmann, [5].

Definition 5b. Space with Cartan connection of type (G, H) over M is a
quadruple S = S(M) = (P(M,G),I',E = P|G/H],s) such that dim M =
dim S and the absolute differential Vs is formed by reqular 1-jets.

We deduce that both concepts are naturally equivalent. In the case b), s
defines a reduction to subgroup H

Q= {u € Piu(c) = s(p(u))}

Write w for the restriction of the connection form wr: TP — g to (). Clearly,
w: TQ — g satisfies (ii) and (iii) from Definition 5a.

Lemma 1. w satisfies (i), iff the 1-jets (Vrs)(z) are reqular for all x € M.
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Proof. The vertical tangent bundle VE is an associated bundle P[T'S]| and
Tu: TS — TE, is the induced frame map on VE. Consider X = % €
T,M,~: R — M. Then

—— —1

(1) (Ves)(X)) = ],0(1(0) (sx(0):

Since G acts transitively on S, we have

o(1(H) (8(7(75))) — (e, §:R—G.

Write Z = %!0 ( (1) )5 € T,Q. By the definition of the connection form,
we have

(Ta)" ((Vrs)(X)) =w(Z) + b € LS.
These vectors are linearly independent for a basis of T, M, iff w(u) is a linear
isomorphism. O

Using Lemma |1/ one easily verifies that Definitions ba and 5b are equiv-
alent. In what follows, S(M) will be called a Cartan space and w will be
called its connection form.

Consider an n-submanifold N C M. If we restrict all objects in question
over N, we obtain

(PN7FN>EN75N) :SN: (QNawN)

Then we have the situation from Section 2. By induction we deduce that
(VT )sn)(z) depends on kLN only. Write S;, = (K},S). and S;, = (K}S)..
Clearly, both S] and S] are H-spaces.

Definition 6. The map
L KoM = Q[S;], TL(KN) = ((kVEy)sw) (x)
is called the formal absolute contact (n,r)-differentiation on S. The map
Iy =T okly: N — Qn[S]]
is said to be the r-th absolute contact differential of N.

If S is the Klein space G/H with the canonical flat connection, we have
Q[S;] = K, S. Then, by Remark |1, I}, is the identity of K,S composed with
the injection K7 S — KIS = Q[S!].

Remark 2. In [13], our investigation of the r-th absolute contact differen-
tial of N was based on Ehresmann’s idea of higher order prolongations of
connection I'. But implies directly that both approaches coincide. So we
can use our results from [13] in what follows.
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4 Submanifolds of Klein spaces

If N is a submanifold of Klein space S, we write G for the restriction of
principal bundle G(S, H) over N. Then k} is a section N — Gy[S!], that is
sometimes called the fundamental r-th order field on N. It was pointed out
by G. F. Laptev, [17] (but in a computational form only), that a modification
of the Cartan method of moving frames leads to the coordinate functions of
kY

In general, consider a principal G-bundle p: P — M, a left G-space F
and the associated bundle F = P[F] = P xg F. Every u € P,, x € M, is
interpreted as the frame map a: F — E,, u(a) = {u,a}, a € F. For every
section s: M — FE, the induced map

(7) P—F u~—a'! (s(p(u)))

is said to be the frame form of s, [16]. If 2% are some local coordinates on F,
then the locally defined compositions of (7) with z* are called the coordinate
functions of s.

Further, every left action [: G x F' — F induces the infinitesimal action
A gx F'— TF. The Maurer-Cartan form ¢: T'G — g yields an identification
G x g = TG. This defines an involutive distribution A on G x F,

A(g,z) = {((g,X),)\(X, z));X € g}, geG,z€eF,

whose integral manifolds determine action [. If we consider some local co-
ordinates z* on F' and a basis of g, the coordinate expression of A is of the
form

dz* =ni(2)¢', () eg [=1,...,dimG.

Then the equations of A are

A" — ()’ =0, o= ().

They are usually called the equations of the infinitesimal action A of G on
F.

The elements of G are said to be zero order frames of N. They are
characterized by the property that the image g(c) of ¢ € S under the frame
map ¢ lies in N. So the frame form of £} is a map Gy — S;. Consider the
canonical coordinates

2P, i=1,....n,p=n+1,....m
on R™™~"  The induced coordinates on the r-th jet prolongation J"R™™~"
are

p p p
i Tijy ey Ty e

X
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Choose a local coordinate system z¢, 2P on S centered at c. This identifies
locally S;, with JJR™™~". We write

(8) (a?,a? ...,aflmir): Gy — S)

1 g0

for the locally defined coordinate functions of section ky of G n[S]].

The algorithm for finding by the Cartan-like procedure from [17] is
described in [14]. This general approach is based on the use of zero order
frames of N. However, the evaluations in zero order frames are top-heavy
because of the nontrivial topological character of the classical Grassmann
manifolds. Thus, in practice one always uses the first order frames of N. So,
also here we restrict ourselves to the first order frames.

Assume that H acts transitively on S} which is satisfied for all classical
Klein spaces. Choose a point ¢, € S} write H; for its stability group and

7, for the fiber of S7 — S} over ¢,. Clearly, ST, is an H;-space. A frame
g € Gy is said to be first order frame of N, if §(c,) = T,.N. Clearly, the
space Gy of all first order frames of N is a principal bundle Gy (N, Hy).
If we restrict ourselves to the first order frames, the frame form of £}, is a
map Gy1 — S);. Assume further that the equations of ¢, are dz? = 0. In
other words, the jet coordinates of ¢, are 2¥ = 0. So the first order frames
of N are characterized by a? = 0. The induced global coordinates on S’;
are xy;,...,r; ;. If we interpret kj as a section of the associated bundle

Gn1[Sh1), then its coordinate functions

D p . T
(a’ij7 ce 7ai1.‘.ir)‘ Gn1 — Sy

are globally defined.

The simpliest algorithm appears in the case there exists an Abelian sub-
group K C G such that g is the product € x . (But all classical Klein spaces
have this property. For example, if A,, is an m-dimensional affine space,
we have G = GA(m), H = GL(m) and K = R™ C GA(m) is the Abelian

subgroup of all translations on A,,.) We choose a basis of g
Cars Es a,B=1,....m, u,v=m-+1,...,dimG

such that ey lie in b and e, is a basis of ¢.
This assumption is equivalent to the following relations on the structure
constants of G

(9) 3, =0, =0, o, =0

Hence the coordinate form of the structure equations dp + %[90, w] =0of ¢
is

de® = 0" A g,

10
(10) de* = ), 0" N ™ — 30,08 A"
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We shall write 7 for the restriction of ¢* to H. The bundle projection
G — S identifies locally K with S. So the basis e, defines local coordinates
z® on S, with (z%) = (2, 2P).

In what follows we shall write ¢ for the restriction ¢y of ¢ to Gyq, as
usual in concrete investigations. So our starting point are the equations

P = 0.
If we substitute them into , we obtain
0= cf)\go)‘ At

Using the Cartan lemma, we find

(11) Cf,\SOA = ag}@j’ ay, = af;

where afj are some functions on Gy;.
In [14], we deduced

Proposition 3. afj coincide with the coordinate functions of k3 on Gyy.
In particular, (11) implies that the differential equations of H; are
At = 0.

Now we apply exterior differentiation to (11). Using the structure equa-
tions, we obtain an expression of the form

(12) [dafj — @Z/\(azl)go)‘} Ap! =0.
If we apply Cartan lemma to (12), we obtain
dafj - @ZA(aZz)W\ = afjk‘Pk-

(We shall see that afjk are the additional coordinate functions of k%, on G y1.)
This procedure can be iterated. Assume by induction that after r-3 steps
we have the equations of the infinitesimal action of H; on S’

D D q A
d%‘j - q)ij,\(mkl)7T =0,

D D q q A
dxz‘l...z‘r,Q - (I)il...z;,z)\(xkz’ e u%...jT,2>7T =0
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with f\7* = 0, and it holds

A_ P ]
P = ;¥

N :
dalp1~-~7;7'72 - ®f1‘~~7;r72)\(a.?1.72’ T ’a?1~~~j7»72)¢ = &flmirﬂjgp]'

If we apply exterior differentiation to the last row and use all these equations,

we obtain certain relations of the form

p Y4 q q A k _
[dail...iQk ®Z’1‘..i1k‘)\(aj1j27 e 7aj1...jr_1)90 :| /\ SD - 0

In [14], we deduced

Proposition 4. The additional equations of the infinitesimal action of H,
r—1
on S;; are

p FP q q A . A
daf . | ®i1---7:i—1>\(xj1j2’ . vle...jrfl)ﬁ =0 with &7 =0.

The additional coordinate functions a} ; of ki on Gn1 satisfy

daj ,  — ‘I’fl.‘.ii_lx(a?m, e ﬂ'}l...jr,l)sf =a; ;"

The Cartan method of moving frames is usually used for finding differen-
tial invariants of N C S and for solving the equivalence problem for N. The
fact that the above procedure yields the equations of the infinitesimal action
of Hy on S;, was used in [17] for local computations of the geometric objects
of N. Our analysis of these algorithms led us to the following conceptual
definition, [14]. Let A be an H-space.

Definition 7. A geometric (n,r)-object on S is an H-equivariant map p: S —

A.

Since p is an H-map, it induces the associated bundle morphism ji: K]S —
G[A]. The map
pn = poky: N — Gy[A]

is called the value of geometric (n,r)-object ;1 on N. More generally, let
W C S] be an H-invariant submanifold. An n-submanifold N C S is said to
be of type W, if the values of k} lie in Gn[W]. We can introduce a geometric
object of type W as an H-map u: W — A. For a submanifold N of type
W, fio k}y is the value of 4 on N. Very simple examples of W are elliptic,
parabolic and hyperbolic contact (2,2)-elements on Euclidean 3-space.

The equations of the infinitesimal action can be used, at least locally, for
constructing the equivariant maps. A general global result is due to R. Palais,
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[21]. We refer the reader to [14] for more details concerning the case of contact
elements. We underline that the globality of the infinitesimally equivariant
maps frequently follows from the geometrical interpretation of the results of
evaluations.

In practice, one constructs the geometric objects of N by using the first
order frames. If we interpret H as a principal Hy-bundle H(H/Hy, Hy), then
Sr coincides with the associated bundle H[ST,]. The left action of H on S),
has the form

h{h,y} = {hh,y}, h,h€ Hye S,

Let B be an Hi-space. The associated bundle H[B] is an H-space with
respect to the action

h{h,z} = {hh,z}, h,h€ H,z € B.

This definition is correct, for h{hhi, h;'z} = {hhhyi,hi'z} = h{h,z}, h, €
H,. For every Hy-map v: S, — B, the induced map v: H[S},| — HI[B|
is H-equivariant. So every Hi-map v: S;; — B gives rise to a geometric
(n,r)-object on S.

We underline that the concept of r-th order geometric object for n-sub-
manifolds of S'is of universal character. Its specification to an n-submanifold
N C S (or to a submanifold of type W) is constructed by means of the contact
elements, so that it is independent of parametrizations of N.

The differential invariants of submanifolds are the simpliest example of
geometric objects. In this case, A = R with the identity action of H. Further,
if we consider the action of H on R by means of homotheties, we obtain the
so-called relative invariants.

Remark 3. According to the Cartan-like algorithm of this section (see [14]
for the use of zero order frames), the geometric objects of a submanifold
N C S are determined by the restriction ¢y of the Maurer-Cartan form of
G over N. This corresponds to the well known role of ¢y in the equivalence
problem for N, see [3], [7]. We recall that this role is based on the fact that,
for a connected manifold N, two maps fi, fo: N — G are congruent, i.e.
there exists g € G such that fi(z) = gfs(z) for all z € N, if and only if
poTfi=poTf: TN —g.

5 Submanifolds of Cartan spaces
Consider a Cartan space S(M) such that H acts transitively on S!. Let

N C M be an n-submanifold. The elements of () are zero order frames of
N, they are characterized by a(c) € sy(N). A frame u € (Qn), is said to
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be first order frame of N, if @(c,) = T\ (x). Analogously to Section 4, these
frames form a reduction Q1 of QN to Hy. In this situation, a frame u € Qy
is a first order frame of N, iff W& (u) = 0. We write S” = (K!S).. Then K'S
is an associated bundle G[S"]. Further, we write S”, for the fiber S — Si
over ¢,.

The r-th absolute contact differential Iy, can be viewed as a section of
the associated bundle Qn1[S”,]. By (4), the coordinates z?, x? identify S’
locally with J§R™™~". Hence the induced coordinates on ST, are

p pr

Tii s Ty

arbitrary in all subscripts. The coordinate functions of I"y
(b§j7 R bﬁ...n% Qn1 — 521

are globally defined.

Assume the existence of K C G as in Section 4. Then we have the
following simple procedure for finding the coordinate functions of I'}, in
which the role of the Maurer-Cartan form ¢ from Section 4 is replaced by
the connection form w. We write w for the restriction wy; of w to Qn1. So
our starting point are the equations

w? = 0.
In [13], we deduced
Proposition 5. We have
(13) Bwt = blw’.

The algorithm from Section 4 is now modified as follows, [13]. Write
formally the relations, with arbitrary a7,

(14) CfAQO/\ = xfjgoj.

Applying exterior differentiation to , using the structure equations of ¢
and ¢” = 0, we find an expression of the form

[dxfj — \Ilfj/\(le)go)‘} Al =0.

Proposition 6. The equations of the infinitesimal action of H; on S, are

daf, — WP (a)7 = 0 with 7 = 0.
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This procedure can be iterated. Assume that after r-3 steps we have
deduced the equations of the infinitesimal action of H; on S’ >

D D 4\ A _
dxij - ‘ljij,\(%z)ﬂ =0,

(15)

da?

p q q A
R qjil.‘.irfg)\(xkl’ o >$j1...jr,2)7r =0

with ¢fy7* = 0. Then we write formally the relations, with arbitrary 2§ .

\ .
(16) dmZ--.ir—z - \I/flmir—Q/\(Igle’ T ’xglujr—z)(p = xf1~-vir—2j<p]'

Applying exterior differentiation to (16) with ¢? = 0, using the structure
equations of ¢ and (15), we obtain an expression of the form

D 74 q q A Jo_
[dxz'l..wzj U iain (@ Ty ) JA¢ =0

Proposition 7. The additional equations of the infinitesimal action of Hy

on Sy, are
p aP q q A , A
daf ;| \I]h...ir_l)\(lejw . ,le__jril)w =0 with & =0.

The coordinate functions bY;, ..., 0% . of T'y on Q1 satisfy (13) and

75

dbfj - ‘I’fjx(biz)WA = b?jkwk’

A __p J
Wt = by,

— P b?

q
l1-~.ir—1)\<bj1j27 T ]1---j7‘—1)

bt

1. 0p—1

Remark 4. We underline that the absolute contact differential of any order
of N is determined by the restriction wy of the connection form w over N.
This is an important analogy of Remark 3. Clearly, Section 4 can be viewed
as a special case, provided we consider S as a flat Cartan space.

Now we generalize the concept of geometric (n, r)-object to Cartan spaces.
Let A be an H-space.

Definition 8. A geometric (n,r)-object on S(M) is an H-equivariant map
e Sy — A.

We also say that u is a semiholonomic (n,r)-object. For n = 1 we have
ST = ST, so that there exist holonomic (1, r)-objects only.

So we have the induced bundle morphism ji: Q[S"] — Q[A]. For a sub-
manifold N C M, the composition

pn =fiol'y: N — Qn[A]
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is called the value of u on N. More generally, if W C S is an H-invariant
submanifold, then the (n,r)-objects of type W are defined analogously to
Section 4. Clearly, one can restrict himself to the first order frames of N in
the same way as above.

6 The torsion-free case

For a Cartan space S(M), Sharpe defines its curvature {2 by
(17) dw + 3w, w] =Q,

[22]. So € is the restriction of the curvature Qr of ' to Q. It is well known
that Qr can be interpreted as a map

2
QFZ PXM/\TM—>g

Hence we may consider ) as a map

2
(18) Q:QXM/\TM—>9.
The coordinate form of (17) is
1
(19) dw’ + §c§KwJ Aw" =RLw* AW’ I,J,K=1,... dimG.
In [9] we introduced the following concept in a slightly different, but

equivalent way. Write L = g/h = T.S and ¢: g — L for the factor projection.

Definition 9. The composition 0 = 1o Q: Q X, /\2 TM — L is called the
torsion of S.

The absolute differentiation with respect to I' identifies T, M with T, E,.
Clearly, L is an H-space and the corresponding associated bundle satisfies

(20) QL] ~ U To@)Ee.

zeM

Hence o can be interpreted as a section

2
(21) o: M—QIL® \ LY
By (19), the coordinate expression of o is

(22) R} qw* Aw’.

This implies that o coincides with the standard torsion in the classical case
of an affine connection on the linear frame bundle of M.
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Remark 5. The concept of higher order torsions of Cartan spaces is dis-
cussed from a similar point of view in [10].

Our result from [9] can be now formulated as follows. (Another approach
to this assertion will be discussed in Section 8.)

Proposition 8. If the torsion of S vanishes, then the values of T'2 are holo-
nomic contact (n,2)-elements.

In particular, this is true in the case of a Riemannian manifold (M, g),
that is considered as a Cartan space &,,(M) with respect to the Levi-Civita
connection. Thus, from the viewpoint of our approach, the second-order
geometric objects on submanifolds of Riemannian spaces are of the same
type as in the case of submanifolds of Euclidean spaces.

7 Universal tensor bundles for submanifolds

We present another situation, in which the idea of universal geometric object
for submanifolds plays a remarkable role. We start with the case of an
arbitrary manifold M. The vertical bundle VN of N C M is the factor
bundle (T'M)yx/TN. A section

a b c d
N _>® TN® ® VN® ® T*N® ® V*N

will be called a tangent-vertical tensor field on V.
For every ¢ € (K!M),, we denote by 7(¢) C T, M the corresponding
n-dimensional subspace and by v(§) = T, M/7(&) the vertical space. Then

HM= ] 7(¢) and VM= [] v(

¢eKIM ¢eKIM
are vector bundles over KM and we have an exact sequence (see also [19])
(23) 0— H'M — (73)*TM — V,!M — 0.
Definition 10. The induced bundle over K M
H'M = (x)*H!M or VM = (z})*"VIM

is called the universal horizontal or vertical (n,r)-bundle over M, respec-
tively.
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We define

a b c d
(24) LM =Q) HyMe Q) ViMe Q) Hy Mo Q) V" M.

Every section ¢: KM — I"**M determines a tangent-vertical tensor field
oo kjy on every n- submanlfold N.

For example, consider the m-dimensional affine space A,, and N C A,,.
For a vector X € T, N, we define p,(X) € VN as follows. Take a Curve v(t)
on N such that dw( ) = X. In the case of A, the acceleration 2 dt2

to T, A, Its prOJectlon into V, N depends on ( ) only. This defines a map
wr: T, N — VN, that generates a quadratic VN valued form ¢n on N. Its
universal version is a section

belongs

(25) 0: K2A,, — VA, ® S*(H*A,,).

Definition 11. We say that ¢ is the universal fundamental form for n-
submanifolds of A4,,.

For every submanifold N C A,,, ¢ o k% is the fundamental form of N.

We remark that an application of the concept of universal tensor bundles
to the calculus of variations on submanifolds is presented in [18]. Another
interesting application of this concept can be found in [6].

In the semiholonomic case, we construct the pullbacks

H'M— KM and VM — K'M

in the same way as in Definition

8 The reduced torsion and the difference ten-
sor

Consider a submanifold N of a Cartan space S(M). In the tangent space
Ty(x)Ex, we have an n-dimensional subspace 7 () corresponding to I'y ().
The factor space

(26) vy (2) = Ty o /Ty (2)

will be called the vertical space of N at x. Write o for the restriction of o
to QN-

Definition 12. The projection Gy (x) of ox(x) into vk () is called the re-
duced torsion of N at z.



20 Absolute differentiation in Cartan spaces

The universal version of the reduced torsion is closely related with the
general concept of difference tensor of semiholonomic contact (n, 2)-elements.
According to [9], every semiholonomic 2-jet X € J2(M, N), determines the
difference tensor AX € T,N @ N> T:M. If (2%, y*, y2, ys;) are the canonical
coordinates on J2(R™, R™), then the coordinate expression of AX is

(27) (=" y™, i) -

So AX =0, iff X is a holonomic 2-jet.

Consider X € regT?M and & = k(X) € K2M. The underlying 1-jet
12X € reg T} X identifies R with 7(&;), & = w2¢. The projection of AX
into v(£;) depends on £ only. This defines

(28) 3¢ ev(&) @ A\ (&),

that will be called the difference tensor of £. Hence § is a section

2
5: REM — VM @ N\ A2 M

that is said to be the contact difference tensor. Under the identification (4)
of TK2R™ with J?R™™~" both approaches to the difference tensor coincide.
Clearly, £ € K2M iff (&) = 0.

If we analyze & from the viewpoint of semiholonomic (n,2)-objects, we
realize that it is determined by an H-map

2
(29) Sz — (ViS)e® \(HYS)e,

that coincides with the contact difference tensor. This yields
Proposition 9. We have dy(x) = 0 iff T%(x) is holonomic.

Hence Proposition [8]is a direct consequence of Proposition 9.
To illustrate the use of the algorithm from Section 5, we rededuce this
assertion by direct evaluation under the additional assumptions on S} and

K. In the first order frames of N, (19) and (22) imply
(30) 0= o Aot + B A,

where Rfjwi Aw’ is the coordinate expression of 6. The coordinate functions
of Iy satisfy clyw* = bf,w’. Hence 6y = 0 is equivalent to bf,w’ Aw’ =0, i.e.
bf?j - b?z'-
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As a concrete example, we consider a 2-submanifold Ny C P3 of a 3-
space with projective connection. The projective 3-space P; is generated by
an affine 4-space A, and we write {u} € Pj for the point determined by a
nonzero vector u € Ay. We fix a basis ug, w1, us, ug of A4 and define ¢ = {up}
and ¢y as the linear space in T, P3 corresponding the 2-plane determined by
{uo}, {u1}, {uz}. The Maurer—Cartan form of the projective group GP(3)
is (%) with ¢ =0, a, b= 0,1,2,3, and we have

(31) dp, = go Ao with ¢f =0.

The differential equations of H are p} = @3 = @5 = 0. One verifies directly
that condition (9)) is satisfied. Then the relation

(32) doy = @) Ao + @5 Ao + @5 A s+ @3 Al

implies that the additional differential equations of H; are 73 = 0, 5 = 0.

The restriction (wy), w? = 0 of the connection form w of Ps to the first

order frames of N, is characterized by wi = 0. If we write wj = w!, w2 = w?,

then (13) yields

(33) wf = bllwl + 612w2, wg’ = bglwl + b22w2.
Then (30) is of the form
(34) 0=w'Awd +w? Awl + 2R3 AW

Hence (33) implies 2R3 = by; — byz. So the equations (14) are of the form
(35) YL = 21wy T9h, 95 = TPy + Ty,

Applying the procedure from Section [5, we obtain the equations of the in-
finitesimal action of H; on S%

diBH -+ 1'11(7'('0 27T1 + 7T3) x127T1 £B217T1 = O
7r1 — 7r2 + 7T3) 1‘1177'; — 13227'('1 =0,

1

dzy2 +$12(7T0
0 1 2 _
dzor + T91 (7§ — T — W5 + W) — T117Ty — TopTi = 0,
( 0
0

(36)

dl’gg + Zoo(Ty — 27’(2 + 71'3) 33’1271'% — 1'217T% =0.
In particular,
(37) d(l’gl—1’12)+($21—.]312)(7'('8—71'%—71'54‘77'3) :O,

so that Rg is a relative invariant. Further, in the non-parabolic case x15291 —
1122 7& 0 we find

d((wa1 — 212)*/ (212291 — T11292)) = 0.

Hence (R3)?/(b1aba; — by11bes) is an absolute invariant. Its geometric interpre-
tation was found already by E. Cartan [4].
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Remark 6. There exists a natural symmetrization Sym: J2(M, N) — J2(M, N)
of semiholonomic 2-jets, [11]. In coordinates, one verifies directly that Sym
preserves the jet composition

Sym(Y o X) = Sym(Y) o Sym(X), X € JA(My, My),, Y € j;(MQ,Mg)Z.

Hence (3) implies that there is an induced symmetrization of contact (n,2)-
elements

Sym: K2M — K2M.

We remark that in some geometric constructions I'%(x) enters via its sym-
metrization Sym(I'%;(x)). But this is not the case of the preceding example.

Remark 7. Some general aspects of the holonomicity problem for I'}y in the
case r > 2 are studied in [12]. The case of Ny C Pj is treated geometrically
in [8].

9 Induced bundles over submanifolds

We point out that the idea of universality can be applied to a wide class of
r-th order geometric objects over submanifolds. We write reg T M = P, M if
we consider it as a principal bundle over K] M with structure group GJ,. For
every n-submanifold N C M, the map k}, induces a bundle (k}y)*PrM — N
that coincides with the r-th order frame bundle P"N. Let B be a G -space.

Definition 13. The associated bundle P’ M[B] — KM is called the uni-
versal B-bundle of type (n,r) over M.

The map £}, induces the associated bundle (k})*(P,M|[B]) ~ P"N|[B].
For ¢ > r, we can construct the pullback (7?)*P'M =: P"IM — KIM.
Then k& : N — KIM defines (k%)*(Pr9M|[B]) ~ P'N[B].

In the case of S = G/H, P.S — S can be interpreted as an associated
bundle

(38) P'S = G[(P,ZS)C}, urs{g,97'u}, g€ G, ue (PrS)ge

as well. In general, consider a principal bundle P(Z, K) and a left action of
G on P commuting with the right action of K on P, i.e.

(39) g(uk) = (gu)k, g€ G, ue P, kekK.
If B is a left K-space, we have an induced left action of G on P|[B],

(40) g{u, b} = {gu, b}.
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This is a correct definition, for

gluk, k=0t = {g(uk), k~0} = {(gu)k, k~'b} = {gu,b}.

For example, if r = 1 and B = R™ with the standard action of G, then
PHMI[R™ = HIM. On the other hand, the vertical bundle V.M is not of
this type.

In the case of P/ S(K]S,G!) and a GJ,-space B, we obtain a left action
of G on P’S[B]. Denote by B = (P;S[B]), the fiber over ¢ € S. Hence our

construction yields a left action of H on~f>’ . Conversely, given a left action
of H on B, we have an identification G[B| ~ P} S[B],

{g, {u,b}} — {gu, b}.

This is a correct definition, for

{gh, h~Huk, k:_lb}} = {gh, {h~ uk, k:_lb}} = {gh, {h_lu,b}} = {gu, b}.
Consider another H-space A,

Definition 14. An H-map u: B — A is called geometric B-object of type
(n,r) over S.

Since G[B] = P’ S[B], the map k}y: N — K'S induces

UN: PTN[B] = GN[B] - GN[A],
{u,b} = {9, {97 u, b} } — {g. n({g " u,b})},

that will be called the value of  on N. This definition is correct. Indeed, if we
replace g by gh, we have {u, b} = {gh,{h "¢ u,b}} — {gh, p({h'g " u,b})}
= {9, n({g"u, b} }.

There also exists a pullback version of this concept, in which we replace
P"S by P4S. In the case B = pt is a singleton, so that » = 0, we obtain the
concept of (n, g)-object on S introduced in Section 4. Indeed, P4S[pt] = K48S.

In particular, a section p: K]S — ]Z?;S can be interpreted as a linear
morphism

a c b d
o0 R HS® Q) HS —Q) Vise R) Vis.

If we consider the induced action of G on IZ??SS and set

a c b d
B=(Q HyS® Q) H,S). and A= (R) Vise Q) Vi*S).,
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we obtain the concept of invariant section p.

A simple example to Definition[14/is the classical connection on a subman-
ifold N, i.e. a principal connection on P*N. This is a second order geometric
object field on N, [16]. The problem of finding an invariant construction of
induced classical connection on a submanifold is important for both affine
and projective differential geometries.
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