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LIFTS OF MAPS TO FRAME BUNDLES
KAMIL NIEDZIALOMSKI AND MALGORZATA NIEDZIALOMSKA

ABSTRACT. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold, L(M) be its frame bundle, O(M) its or-
thonormal frame bundle. For a distribution D on M we define a subbundle L(D) C L(M) or
O(D) C O(M) in a natural way. This allows us to consider a lift Ly of a map ¢ : M — N
not necessarily being a local diffeomorphism. More precisely, if ¢ : M — N is a submersion,
then Ly : L(H¥) — L(N) or Ly : O(H¥) — L(N), where H¥ is a horizontal distribution of ¢.
Equipping L(M) and L(N) with the Mok metrics, we study conformality and harmonicity of
lifts L.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold, L(M) its frame bundle. The first example of a
Riemannian metric on L(M) was considered by Mok [11]. This metric, called the Sasaki-Mok
metric or the diagonal lift g¢ of g, was also investigated in [2] [3]. Later, Kowalski and Sekizawa
[9, 10] introduced a family of natural metrics on the frame bundle. Thus, the geometry of a
frame bundle and its subbundles can be considered. This has been done, for example, by the
first author in [13, [14]. Moreover, we can study the geometric properties of maps between frame
bundles.

The most natural example of a map between frame bundles is a lift of a local diffeomorphism.
Precisely, for a local diffeomorphism ¢ : M — N, its lift Ly : L(M) — L(N) is given by the
following formula

Lo(u) = (patig, .., @utty), = (uy,...,u,) € L(M).

If o : M — N is an immersion, then ¢ is a local diffeomorphism onto its image @(M), which
is a submanifold of N. Hence, in this case Ly : L(M) — L(p(M)).

It is also possible to define the lift of a submersion. In deed, a submersion ¢ : M — N
induces an isomorphism of the horizontal distribution H¥ = (kery,)* and the tangent space
TN of N, ¢, : H¥ — T'N. Moreover, for any distribution D on M of dimension k we put

L(D) = {u= (u1,...,up) € L(M) | uy,...,ux € Ditupsy,...,u, € D'},
Then L(D) is a subbundle of L(M) and the lift Ly of ¢ is a well-defined map on L(H?).

However, since we work in the Riemannian setting, it is maybe more convenient to consider the
following subbundle of the orthonormal frame bundle O(M):

OD) = {u=(u1,...,up) €O(M) | uy,...,up € Ditpsy,..., uy, € D}

Clearly, L restricts to O(H?).
In this paper, we study the geometry of the lifts Ly. First of all, we investigate conformality.
We may consider two sets

Conf(L(M),L(N)) ={Ly : L(H*) — L(N) | Ly is conformal},
Conf(O(M),L(N)) = {Lyp : O(H¥) — L(N) | Ly is conformal}
Clearly, we have an inclusion Conf(L(M), L(N)) C Conf(O(M), L(N)), but not necessary the

equality. We will study the bigger (at least, not smaller) set. Thus we restrict our considerations
to O(M). Secondly, we consider the condition for a lift Ly to be a harmonic morphism.
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In order to achieve the conditions for conformality and harmonicity, we study properties of
the subbundle O(H?). We rely on the general results obtained by the second author for the
geometry of O(D) inside O(M), see [13, 14]. However, we prove some additional results. Using
the description of the horizontal and vertical distributions of O(#H?) we show how horizontal
and vertical lifts behave under the action of the differential of a lift L. Then, we describe
the vertical and horizontal distributions: V¥ and H*¥. To determine the latter, we need a
Riemannian metric on L(M). We consider the most natural one, a type of well known Mok
metric.

The main part of the paper contains two theorems - characterization of conformality and-
condition for the lift to be a harmonic morphism.

1.1. Motivation. The motivation for all the considerations in this article comes from the
analogous considerations for the lifts of maps to the tangent bundle considered by the second
author and W. Kozlowski in [0} [7]. In this case, the differential ¢, : TM — T'N of a submersion
¢ : M — N is again a well-defined submersion. Equipping 7'M with natural Riemannian
metrics conformality and harmonicity of ¢, can be considered. Results in this note are a
natural generalization of mentioned results for the tangent bundle.

1.2. Notation. Adopt the following index convention. The dimension of a base manifold M
is n, whereas the dimension of a distribution D and H¥ on M is k. Indices A, B, C run from 1
to k, indices «, 8,7 from k + 1 to n and indices 1, 7,1 from 1 to n.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Frame bundles. Let M be an n-dimensional manifold and let 7wz : L(M) — M be
its frame bundle. Thus, L(M) consists of all bases (u1, ..., u,) of tangent spaces T, M, x € M.
The Lie group GL(n) acts naturally from the right on elements of L(M).

Let V be a linear connection on M. It defines the horizontal distribution H*) in L(M). To-
gether with the vertical distribution VXM being the kernel of the differential of the projection
Ty, we have the splitting

T, L(M) = HEMD @ YEOD -y e L(M).

Moreover, any vector X € T, M has the unique lift X" to ’Hﬁ(M), where ) (u) = x. The lift
X" is called the horizontal lift of X. There are also natural vector fields associated with the
vertical distribution. Let A € gl(n) and denote by A* the following vector field

L, d
A = 7 (u-exp(tA)),_, -

Since the curve t — u - exp(tA) lies in the fiber L(M),, where 7 (u) = x, it follows that A*
is a vertical vector called fundamental vertical vector. There is an alternative descriptions of
the vertical distribution [I3], 14], which we will use. Let P be an endomorphism of the tangent
bundle of M. Treating a frame u € L(M) as a linear isomorphism v : R — T, M, 7(u) = x,
a composition u~! o P o u is an endomorphism of R", i.e. a matrix in gl(n). Thus we may
consider a fundamental vertical vector of such matrix at a frame u. Denote it by P;. Thus

Pr=(u"toPou).

In order to study the geometry of submersions between frame bundles, we need to introduce
Riemannian metrics on the frame bundles. There are many ways to do it [I1), 8, 12]. We
will introduce and study the most natural Riemannian metric, in which horizontal and vertical
distributions are orthogonal. Let gp be a Riemannian metric on M. Consider on L(M) the
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following Riemannian metric gr,):
gron (X, Yy = gu(X,Y)

gron(Py, Q) = ZQM(P(W)’Q(W))’

where P, () are endomorphisms of T'M. This metric is often called Mok metric or diagonal
metric [11].

Let us state the formula for the Levi-Civita connection of gry). Let V be the Levi-Civita
connection of gy on M and let R be the curvature tensor with the convention R(X,Y) =
[Vx,Vy| — Vix,y. Firstly, we have [12]

(X" Y = (X, Y] - R(XY),
(X", Q1= (VXP )",
Moreover, the Levi-Civita connection VM) of g7 satisfies [13] [14]:
1
VY = (VxY)' - SROGY )

1
Vi Q= 5 Re(X)",

Xh
L(M %
VEMyh - SRP(Y)" + (VxP)",
where Rp is a curvature type endomorphism of the form

ZRe,, NX, X eTM.

We will consider also orthonormal frame bundle 7o) : O(M) — M. It is a subbundle of
L(M) with a structure group O(n). Its Lie algebra of skew—symmetric matrices is denoted
by so(n). The connection form w of the Levi-Civita connection reduces to a connection form
on O(M). Thus, the horizontal distribution HS™ at frames u € O(M) coincides with the
horizontal distribution Hﬁ(M). The vertical distribution VS M) g spanned by elements P,
where P is a skew-symmetric endomorphism, i.e. P € so(TM) = O(M) Xadq0(n) 50(n), or
alternatively,

g(P(X),Y)=—g(X,P(Y)), X, Y eTM.

Let us describe the Levi-Civita connection of gz, on O(M). The first three formulas for the
Levi-Civita connection of gz are also valid when restricting to O(M). The only difference is
for the value of a Levi-Civita connection VO®) on vertical vector fields:

1
VelQr = —2[P.QI", P.Q € s0(TM).

2.2. Frame bundle adapted to a distribution. Let (M, g) be a n—dimensional Riemannian
manifold and 7p( : L(M) — M its frame bundle and mo : O(M) — M its orthonormal
frame bundle. Let D be a k—dimensional distribution on M. Denote its orthogonal complement
by D*. We define a subbundle of the orthonormal frame bundle associated with D by

O(D) = {u= (uy,...,up) €OM) | uy,...,ux € D;tpyy,...,u, € D}

Consider the following group

G:{(g 2):@60(!{;),660(71—!{:)}.
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Then G acts transitively on O(D). Thus, mopy : O(D) — M is a subbundle of O(M) with a
structure group G. Denoting by g the Lie algebra of GG, we have so(n) = g @ m, where

g:{(’g g):Aeso(k:),BEm(n—k)},

0o C
m:{( T o ) : CEM(nk)Xk}.

[g,n] C m.

Notice that

i.e., the decomposition so(n) = g @ n is reductive. This is important in the context of inducing
connection forms. Moreover
TM = 0O(D) xgR",
i.e. the tangent bundle is a vector bundle associated with O(D). Notice that the adjoint bundle
g(T'M) = O(M) Xaqe) 8 C End(TM)

is the bundle of endomorphisms of the tangent bundle 7'M which leave D and D+ invariant,
Moreover, for an endomorphism P : TM — TM, denote by P its part restricted to D, i.e.,
PT: D — D is given by the condition

P(X)=P'(X)+ P'(X), XeD,
where the sum is written with respect to the splitting TM = D @ D*. Analogously, we define
Pt . Dt — D,

P(X)=P'(X)+PYX), XeD-
In matrix block notation with respect to the splitting TM = D @ D+

PT P
P = ( p’ pl ) :
Hence, P" € g(T'M) if and only if P € so(D), P+ € so(D*), P’ =0 and P" = 0.

2.3. Natural connection associated with a distribution on a Riemannian manifold.
Let us define a linear connection associated with a distribution D. Firstly, let V be the Levi—
Civita connection associated with the fixed Riemannian metric gj;. Then any vector X € T'M
can be decomposed as
X=X"+Xx"
with respect to the gp—orthogonal decomposition TM = D & D+. We follow [13]. Put
VY = (VxY )T +(VxYH):
It can be easily checked that it is a linear connection. Denote by S the difference tensor of V
and VP. Then
SxY =VxY —VRY = (VxY ) + (VxYH'.
The torsion tensor TP (X,Y) = VY — V2X — [X,Y] of VP equals
TP(X,Y) = =SxY + Sy X = (Vy X' = VxV )+ (Vy X+ - VxYHT.

Notice that TP restricted to tangent vectors to D is an integrability tensor of D, whereas T
restricted to vectors orthogonal to D is an integrability tensor of D*.
Denote by R and RP the curvature tensors of V and V2, respectively, with the convention
R(X,)Y) =[Vx,Vy| = Vixy]. By the fact that Vx = VE + Sx we have
R(X,Y)Z =RP(X,Y)Z + (VXS)yZ — (V{S)xZ + Sro(x.v)Z+Sx, Sy]Z,
where we put

(VRS)yZ = VR(SyZ) — Sgoy Z — Sx(Vy Z).

Le us move to the description of connections V and V¥ on the level of frame bundles.
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Let HOM) be the horizontal distribution of the connection induced by V and let H°?) be the
horizontal distribution induced by V?. Let X" denote the horizontal lift to HOM) of a vector
X € T,M, x = mo()(u) and, analogously consider the horizontal lift X for u € O(D).

The following lemma states the relation between X" and X"7P.

Lemma 2.1. [12] Let X € T,M and u € O(D) be such that mo(py(u) = x. Then
(2.1) X' =X}P —(Sx);

It is important to note that X", for u € O(D), is tangent to O(D). In fact, VP induces
the connection form in O(D) associated with g—component of the connection form w of the
Levi-Civita connection V.

Let us state the above fact as a corollary to Lemma 2.1l

Corollary 2.2. The horizontal lift X7, for u € O(D), is tangent to O(D).

The Levi-Civita connection V") satisfies [12, [13]:

1
VDY = (VY — SR (X, V)"

1
VO([,)) * 5LQ(){)h,D + (VXp)*,

where Lp is an endomorphism of the form

Lp(X) =W HRp(X) = Y (VxP)n,Se)er), X € TM,

7

and RP is the curvature tensor of VP. W is an invertible endomorphism of the tangent bundle
satisfying (see the next sections for more details):

gM(X7 W(Y)) = Jo(M) (Xh7D7 Yh7D)'

2.4. The tangent bundle. We will need some results concerning the tangent bundle.

The tangent bundle mpy, : TM — M of a manifold M is an associated bundle with the
frame bundle L(M) with the fiber R", TM = L(M) Xgrmoy R", that is, any tangent vector
X € T, M is of the form [u, ], where u € L(M) over M and £ € R™ X =) . &u;. Let w be
the connection form on L(M) of the Levi-Civita connection. Let v be a curve on M and fix
u € L(M). Denote by v the unique horizontal lift of v to u € L(M). Then, by definition,
[v",€] is a horizontal curve on TM for any £ € R™. In particular, if 4 () = (uy(t), ..., ua(t)),
then for £ = &;, we see that ¢ — w;(¢) is a horizontal curve in TM. The space of horizontal
vectors in T'M, i.e., tangent to horizontal curves, is denoted by H™. Any vector X € T, M has
therefore the unique lift XE’TM to HLM . Z € T, M. Moreover, we have the vertical distribution
VIM — kermpy.. Again, any vector X € T, M has the unique lift X% to the vertical distribution
VIM given by X;TM = %(t — Z +tX);—p. Summing up, the tangent bundle to T'M splits as
TTM = H™ & VT™M,

The horizontal and vertical distributions may be described also with the use of, so called,
connection map K : TTM — M defined by Dombrowski [4]. It satisfies the condition

K(Z.X)=VxZ,

where we treat Z as a map Z : M — TM. Equivalently, if v : I — M is a curve on M such
that 4(0) = X and Z : [ — T'M is any vector field along 7, then

K(Z(0)) = (VxZ)(0).
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We have
mran XM = X, K(X"TM) =0,
T XM =0, K(X>™™M) = X,

All above facts can be rewritten replacing L(M) by O(M) assuming M is equipped with a
Riemannian metric gp;. Consider the mappings 7* : L(M) — TM (resp. 7" : O(M) — TM),
7' (u) = u;, which associate to a frame its i—th vector. We may write

m(u) = [u, &), u€ L(M),
where & € R” is the i—th vector of the canonical basis.
Lemma 2.3. Let X € TM and P € End(TM) and uw € O(M). Then
XM = XSZYTM and 7w, P; = P(u;)y"™.
Proof. Let X be tangent to a curve v at t = 0. With above notation

. . d
m X = miyk(0) (1), edimo = XM,

T dt
Moreover
Py = (uexp(tP))n = o (' (uexp(tP))
Tty = Tr*dt U exp t=0 — dt T (U exp t=0
d
= E(Z u;(0; + tPj; + higher order terms),—g
J

= P(u)y;™,

where P(u;) = _; Pjiu;. This proves the second equality. O

From above lemma we have two important corollaries.

Corollary 2.4. We have:

(1) Each i is an isomorphism of the horizontal distribution H L) of L(M) or HOM) of
O(M) onto the horizontal distribution H.M of TM.

(2) The n—tuple (z}, 7%, ... 7" defines an isomorphism of the vertical distribution yLan
of L(M) onto the product VEM x VIM x .. x VIM,
Consider on the tangent bundle T'M the following Sasaki-Mok metric:
arm (Xh’TMa Yh’TM) = gMm (X7 Y)7
gTM(XH,TM’ YU,TM) — 0’
grum (XU,TM’ YU,TM = gu ()(7 Y)
Corollary 2.5. Fori =1,2,...,n, each map ©* : L(M) — M is a Riemannian submersion,

i.e., T is an isometry on the horizontal distribution, where
V™ = {P*| P € End(TM), P(u;) = 0},
H™ = HYM @ {P*| P(uj) =0 for j #1i}.

Proof. Follows immediately by the definition of Riemannian metrics on L(M) and TM and by
Lemma 2.3 O

Restricting 7 to O(M) or O(D), we may rewrite above fact with natural modifications. In
particular, for a bundle O(D) we have 74 : O(D) — D and 7 : O(D) — D= and, focusing on
the more important case for us, the horizontal distribution of 74 equals

W™ = HOD) g {P*| P € g(T'M) such that (P,Q) =0 for Q: Q(uas) = 0}.
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3. LIFTS OF MAPS

We begin with basic definitions for maps (submersions) between Riemannian manifolds and
with results concerning maps between tangent bundles [7]. These will be crucial in our consid-
erations.

Let us begin with notation, which will be used throughout this section. Let ¢ : M — N
be a smooth map (submersion) between Riemannian manifolds (M, gy) and (N, gy). The
Levi-Civita connections of gys, gn will be denoted, respectively, by VM and V.

3.1. The second fundamental form. There is a unique connection V¥ in the pull-back
bundle ¢ 'T'N — M defined by condition (see [1])

VY op) =V Y, XeT,MY €I(TN).
The second fundamental form of ¢ is a bilinear form II, = Vo,,
IL(X,Y)=V5%pY — . (VYY) XY eT(TM).

II, is symmetric and tensorial in both variables. If ¢ is a diffeomorphism, then II, can be
rewritten in the form I, (X,Y) = V7 10.Y — ¢.(VXY), hence it measures how far is ¢ from
being affine. For any map ¢, we say that ¢ is totally geodesic if 1, vanishes.

3.2. Lift of a map to the tangent bundle. There is a connection between the geometry
of the maps between the frame bundles and the geometry of maps between tangent bundles.
The correlation is given by the maps 7* : L(M) — TM, 7*(u) = u;, which have already been
mentioned. Let us elaborate on this.

Let ¢ : M — N be a submersion. Let V¥ = kery, be the vertical distribution of . Denote
by H¥ its orthogonal complement. Thus, we have a decomposition T'M = H? @ V¥. Hence,
each vector X € T'M can be decomposed as

X=X"4+X XTeH? Xteve

Moreover, at each x € M, the differential ¢,, : HY — T, )N is a linear isomorphism.

Consider the second differential ¢, : TT'M — T'T'N. This map has been extensively studied
by the first author and W. Kozlowski [6l [7]. Let us recall important observations from [6],
which will be needed later.

Lemma 3.1. [6] Let Z € TM. Then
PucXz = (X2
Xy = (X)) + (X, Z)5, -
We will provide the proof of this result, since it was not included in [6].

Proof. The first relation is straightforward. Namely,

d d v
Xy = pum (t = Z41X) = — (Lo 02 + 9. X) = (0. X)5 7
For the second relation, let v : I — M be a curve such that ¥(0) = X and let Z : [ — TM
be its horizontal lift to T,TM, i.e., Z(0) = X2 Then K(Z(0)) = (VxZ)(0). Moreover for a

curve U = ¢, 0 Z on N we have U(O) = go**XZ’TM. On the other hand,
K(U(0)) = (Vo.xU)(t) = 1,(X, Z).

Since,
h,TM h,TM
7TTN*(SO**)(Z ) = SO*WTM*XZ = W*X7

the result follows. U
Theorem 3.2 ([0]). Equip TM and TN with Sasaki—Mok metrics.
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(1) If o : M — N is a submersion, then ® = ¢, : TM — TN is a submersion with
Vi =X X eV e {XpT (VX)) [ X e Ve,
MY = (X | X € Hep e (5™ 4 (V2X) )7 | X € HeY

(2) The lift ® = ¢, : TM — TN is horizontally conformal if and only if ¢ : M — N
is horizontally conformal with constant dilatation and totally geodesic. Moreover, the
dilatation Ao of ® is constant and equal to the dilatation X\,, the vertical distribution
V¥ 1s totally geodesic and the horizontal distribution H¥ is integrable.

3.3. Lift of a submersion to the frame bundle. Now we introduce the main object of
interest. We begin with the simplest case. Let ¢ : M — N be a (local) diffeomorphism. Then
its lift : Ly : L(M) — L(N) is defined as follows

Lo(u) = (patig, .., @utty),  uw= (U, ...,u,) € L(M).

We may alternatively consider Ly : O(M) — L(N). It turns out that it is possible to define
the lift of any submersion. Let ¢ : M — N be a submersion and H¥ C T'M be its horizontal
distribution. We may consider the lift Ly : L(H¥?) — L(N) given in a natural way, namely,

Lo(u) = (@aur, ...y oeug),  u= (ui,...,u,) € L(H?),

where k = dim H?. We may alternatively restrict to the bundle O(H?), i.e., consider Ly :
O(H? — L(N). In fact we will deal with the restriction of Ly to O(H?) only.

By Lemma [B.1] we have an important result. Firstly, let us introduce necessary objects and
notation:

(1) For a tangent vector X € T'M, we will write
X=X"4+X"

according to the decomposition T'M = H? @ V?.
(2) Instead of writing X7 for a horizontal lift of a vector X to L(H¥), we will write X"¢.
(3) For Py € End(H?), the push-forward ¢.P € End(T'N) is well defined by the condition

(0:Po) (0 X) = pu(Po(X)), X € H?.
(4) Let Ay € End(H¥) for Y € V¥ be given by
Ay(X) = SxY = (VxY)", X € H*.

Notice that,
0 Ay (X) =11,(X,Y) =1I,(Y, X).

(5) The second fundamental form II,, for fixed first argument IL (X, -) is a linear map from
TM to TN and since ¢, : H¥ — TN is an isomorphism, we may define (Il,)x €
End(#?) by the property:

P((T)xY) = TLL(X, V).
In other words,
(IL,)xY = . (Vxp.Y) — (VxY)T, Y € H?.
Lemma 3.3. Let u = (uy,...,u,) € O(H?), X € H?, Y € V*? and P € g(TM). Then
(L) Xiy? = (0 X)" + (02 () X)L
(L) Y,? = (0 Ay ) o
(L) Py = (4P T
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Proof. Fix A = 1,2,...,k. Since 74 o Ly = ¢, o, by Lemma 3.1, Lemma 2.1 and Lemma
2.3 it follows that for any X € T'M
T (L) X0?) = (@ 0 ). X0 = (P X%) = Qo (X + (Sx)3)
_ h,TM v, TM
= 0uXyy o Pe(Sx (ua)))y,
h, TN v,TN v,TN

= (@*X)w*(uA) + HW(X’ uA)lP*(uA) + <SO*SX<UA))%0*(UA)'

Notice that Sx(ua) € V?. Thus p.Sx(ua) = 0. By above considerations we get the first two

equalities.
For the third one, by Lemma B we have

T (L) PY) = 0ua (T2 P)) = @ua(P(un) )™ = (0. P(ua)) Y .

Now, if P(uya) is vertical, then ¢,P(us) = 0. Thus, it is sufficient to restrict to PT and use
Lemma 2.3l This proves the second relation. O

Define an endomorphism W of TM by (compare [14])
W(X) =X+ (S, Sx)ei,

where (P, Q) = >, gu(P(e;), Q(e;)) is a natural scalar product of two endomorphisms. Notice
that

<P’Q> :gO(M)(PJ’QZ)a UEO(M)>
where P, Q) € so(T'M) are skew—symmetric endomorphisms.

Lemma 3.4. S is an isomorphism such that
au(X, W) = goon (X%, Y,"9), XY € TM,u € O(M).
Proof. We have
gM(W(X)7 Y) - g(Xa Y) + Z<Sem SX>g(eu Y)

=gu(X,Y)+ (Sx,Sy) = gO(M)(Xh> Y )+ go(m) (Skx, Sm)
= gO(M)<XhW’Yh’QP)'

Moreover, if W(X) = 0, then h(X"¥ Y"%) =0 for all Y € TM. Thus X = 0, which proves
that WV is an isomorphism. O

For an endomorphism C' € End(#H?) let
divtC = (V.,C(ea))" € V7.
A

Lemma 3.5. For X € V¥ and C € End(H¥) we have
(Ax,C) = —gp(X, div*C).
Proof. By definition of Ax we have

(Ax,C ZQM (Ax(ea), Clea))
= ZQM (Vea X, Clea))
= —ZQM (Ve Clea))™)

= —gM(X, divtC).
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The consequence of lemma is the following important observation.

Proposition 3.6. If ¢ : M — N is a submersion, then Ly : O(H¥) — L(N) is a submersion.
Moreover,

Vi ={X}¥ — (Ax); | X e VY@ {P} | P € End(V¥) Ng(TM)},
HEe = WL Y)? | Y € H?} @ {W 1 (diviO)¥ — C* | C € End(H?) Ng(TM)}.
Proof. Firstly, notice that if ¢ has maximal rank, so does Ly, by Lemma [3.3 Moreover, by

the same lemma, we obtain the formula for the vertical distribution of L¢.
Let X € V¥ and P € End(V¥). For the first part, for Y € ‘H¥, by Lemma [3.4] we have

goan(WHY)"2, XM — (Ax)" + P*) = goan (W (Y)"?, X"¥) = gu(X,Y) = 0.
For the second part, for C' € End(#H?), by Lemma we have
GOV div-C))Me — C*, XM — (Ax)* + P*) = goun (W1 (div-C))", X7)
+ gu(C*, Ax)
= gu(divtC), X) + (C, Ax)
=0.

Thus H%# is orthogonal to V. O

4. MAIN RESULTS

We study conformality and harmonicity of the lift Ly. We begin with conformality, since
the latter conditions are partial consequences of the former.

4.1. Conformality of a lift. Let ¢ : M — N be a submersion between Riemannian manifolds
and let Ly : O(H¥) — L(N) be its lift to frame bundles. Equip O(M) and L(N) with natural
Riemannian metrics considered in the previous section.

We say that a submersion ¢ : M — N is a (horizontally) conformal map if there is a smooth
positive function A\ such that

gN(SO*X7 (p*Y> = )‘gM(Xa Y)7 X7Y € HSO-

Function A is often called the dilatation. If Ly is a horizontally conformal map its dilatation
will be denoted by A.

Let us recall a basic but important fact about horizontally conformal submersions: If ¢ :
M — N and ¢ : N — F are horizontally conformal, then ¥ o ¢ : M — F' is horizontally
conformal with dilatation A\y., = AyA,. Moreover, the vertical distribution of 1 o ¢ equals

VYor = Y2 @ o H(VY).

In particular, ¢ *(V¥) C H?.
We may state and prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. The lift Ly : O(H?) — L(N) is a horizontally conformal submersion if and
only if ¢ : M — N is horizontally conformal with constant dilatation and totally geodesic.
Moreover, in such case, A is constant.

Proof. We divide a proof into steps:
Step 1: If Ly and ¢ are conformal, then A = X o wo(r.
In fact, for C' € End(H?) such that div:C = 0, we have

ZIC e)l* = AW)|C1* = (L) Col* = [(9:C) )| le* vi)l*,
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where (e;) and (v;) are orthonormal bases in H¥ and T'N, respectively. Since ¢ is conformal,

we may take v; = ——e;, where o) (u) = x. Thus

A(u) Z Clen)]” = M) Z [C*(en)|* = A(z) Z |C(es)].

Thus A(u) = Mmooy (u)).
Step 2: A commutative diagram.
Consider the following diagram

%

O(H?) =25 L(N)

L

He —2 s TN

We have that 74 : O(H?) — H? and 7 : L(N) — TN are Riemannian submersions and
Yy H¥ — T'N is conformal isometry. Moreover,

(L)' (V™) = {C* | C € End(H? N g(TM),divC = 0,C(uy) = 0}.
This implies by Proposition B8 that ™" °5¢ contains {W~1(Y)"* | Y € H?} and

(L) (™) =0.
A
Step 3: Neccessary condition.

Assume L is horizontally conformal. Since 7oLy = p,on® and 7 for all A are Riemannian
submersions, by Step 2 it follows that ¢, is horizontally conformal. By Theorem B.2, ¢ is
horizontally conformal with constant dilatation, totally geodesic and H? is integrable, V¥ is
totally geodesic. By Step 1, A is constant.

Step 4: Sufficient condition.

Assume ¢ is horizontally conformal with constant dilatation and totally geodesic. By Theo-
rem 3.2, ® = ¢, is horizontally conformal with constant dilatation. Since 740 Ly = ¢, o and
74 for all A are Riemannian submersions, by Step 2 it follows that L is horizontally conformal
with constant dilatation. O

4.2. Lift as a harmonic morphism. Let (M, g)/) and (N, gy) be two Riemannian manifolds.
A smooth map ¢ : M — N is called harmonic if its tension field 7(¢) = trB,, vanishes, i.e.,

T(p) = Z V? e, — 0. (Vie;) = 0.

For a real valued function f: M — R, f is harmonic if the Laplacian of f vanishes, i.e.,
Af =div(Vf)=0.

We say that ¢ is a harmonic morphism if it maps locally harmonic functions to harmonic
functions. This means, that for every harmonic function f : U — R on some open subset of M
the composition fo ¢ : ¢ 1(U) — R is a harmonic function.

Well known characterization of harmonic morphisms [5] states that a map is a harmonic
morphism if and only if it is (horizontally) conformal and harmonic. Moreover, if a map ¢ is
already horizontally conformal (with dilatation \), then its tension field simplifies to

r(p) =~ V() — (),

where H,, is the mean curvature of the fibers of ¢,
Hgo = Z(VgeQ)T.

Thus a homothety ¢ is a harmonic morphism if and only if the fibers are minimal submanifolds.
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We have the following characterization of lifts Ly being harmonic morphisms.

Theorem 4.2. A Lift Ly : O(H?) — L(N) is a harmonic morphism if and only if ¢ is a totally
geodesic harmonic morphism and the dilatation of @ is constant. In particular, the dilatation
of Ly 1is constant.

Proof. Firstly, notice that fibers of Ly are totally geodesic. In fact, since Vﬁﬁ””@* = —% [P,Q]* €

VOM?) for P,Q € g(TM), it follows that the orthogonal component vanishes.

Assume L is a harmonic morphism. In particular it is horizontally conformal. By Theorem
4.1l o is horizontally conformal with constant dilatation and totally geodesic. Moreover, the
dilatation A of the lift is constant and the vertical distribution V¥ of ¢ is totally geodesic. In
particular, it is minimal. Hence, ¢ is harmonic, thus a harmonic morphism.

Conversely, assume ¢ is a harmonic morphism, totally geodesic and the dilatation of ¢ is
constant. Then Ly, by Theorem [4.1] is horizontally conformal with constant dilatation. Since
the fibers of Ly are totally geodesic, hence minimal, it follows that the lift Ly is a harmonic
morphism. O
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