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Abstract

In this manuscript we consider non-degenerate surfaces 2 immersed in a 3-dimensional
homogeneous space L3(k,7) endowed with two different metrics, the one induced by the
Riemannian metric of E?(x,7) and the non-degenerate metric inherited by the Lorentzian
one of L3(k,7). Therefore, we have two different geometries on ¥? and we can compare
them. In particular, we can consider the Gaussian curvature functions which respect to
both metrics and study the geometry of the surfaces satisfying that both Gaussian curvature
functions are opposite. We will call these surfaces anisocurved surfaces. In order to obtain
our main results we also need to impose some extra assumptions regarding the extrinsic

curvatures with respect to both metrics.
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1 Introduction

Kobayashi [I0] showed in 1983 that spacelike surfaces in the 3-dimensional Lorentz-Minkowski
space L3 which are simultaneously minimal and maximal surfaces are necessarily open pieces
of spacelike planes or of the helicoid, in the region where it is spacelike. Let us recall at this
point that a spacelike surface in a Lorentzian manifold is an immersed surface such that
the metric induced from the ambient space is a Riemannian one. Furthermore, a maximal
surface in a Lorentzian manifold is a spacelike surface with identically zero mean curvature,
whereas a minimal surface is a surface with zero mean curvature in a Riemannian manifold.
Since any spacelike surface in L2 can also be endowed with a second Riemannian metric, the
one induced from the Euclidean space R?, the problem studied by Kobayashi makes sense.
During the last years several authors have considered different extensions of the above
result, generalizing it either to general dimension or to surfaces in different ambient spaces.
Specifically, Kim, Koh, Shin and Yang [9] studied such surfaces in a Lorentzian product space
of the type M? x Ry, where M? is a Riemannian surface, and in particular they obtained a
full classification in the case of S? x Ry and H? x R;. Furthermore, Shin, Kim, Koh, Lee and

Yang [I7] considered a similar problem in the Heisenberg space Nil?, whose construction also
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admits a Lorentzian counterpart, classifying not only simultaneously minimal and maximal
spacelike surfaces in Nil®, but also non-degenerate ones.

More recently, Alias, Alarcén and dos Santos [I] generalized the problem to the study of
simultaneosuly minimal and maximal non-degenerate hypersurfaces in an (n+1)-dimensional
Lorentzian product space M™ x Ry, M™ being a Riemannian manifold. Furthermore, the
authors also got a relation between the Gaussian curvatures of a non-degenerate surface in
a product space M? x R; with respect to both metrics, the one inherited by M" x Ry, Kp,
and the one induced by the Riemannian product M™ x R, Kr. As a consequence, they
obtained a classification of non-degenerate surfaces in a product space M?(c) x Ry such that
Kr = K1 = ¢, where M?(c) is the 2-dimensional space form of Gaussian curvature c.

Going a step further, it is possible to consider the well-known family of Bianchi-Cartan-
Vranceanu (BCV) spaces E?(k,7) for any real constants k and 7. It is well known that
E3(k,7), with k # 472, models all the simply connected 3-dimensional manifolds with isom-
etry group of dimension 4. Observe that, in particular, E?(x,0) models the product space
M?(k) x R and, given 7 # 0, E3(0, 7) is isometric to the Heisenberg space. Finally, in the
case where x and 7 do not vanish, E3(k,7) is isometric to a Berger sphere when x > 0
and to the universal covering of the special linear group when x < 0. Furthermore, the
spaces E3(k, 7) have their Lorentzian counterparts IL3(k, 7) (see for instance [I1]), being also
3-dimensional Lorentzian manifolds with isometry group of dimension 4 whenever x # —472.
Therefore, the spaces E?(k, 7) and L3(k, 7) are a natural generalization of most of the previ-
ously considered ambient spaces. Since both spaces represent the same topological manifold,
it makes sense to consider the same topological surface endowed with two different metrics.
The main objective in this manuscript is to study and give some geometric properties of
non-degenerate surfaces in L3(k, 7) having opposite Gaussian curvatures when considering
those surfaces as immersions into E3(k, 7) and L3(x, 7). We call such surfaces anisocurved
surfaces. Let us observe that the Gaussian curvature functions of any non-degenerate surface
in L2, when considered it as an immersion into R® and L3, have always different sign (see
for instance [T, Proposition 4.10]), so it makes more sense to consider opposite values of the
Gaussian curvature functions rather than imposing them to coincide.

The manuscrit is organized as follows. In Section 2] a description of both Riemannian
and Lorentzian BCV spaces is given and we present some nice relations between their first
fundamental forms and their Levi-Civita connections. Later on, in SectionBlwe study, from a
local point of view, the geometry of non-degenerate surfaces in L3(k, 7). Since such surfaces
can be endowed with two different metrics, we have in fact two different semi-Riemannian
surfaces, so we can compare their extrinsic geometries. Specifically, when making an ap-
propriate choice of the normal vector fields, we obtain some interesting relations involving
their normal vector fields and their shape operators. As a consequence of such relations, a
non-degenerate surface is an helix surface in L3(k, 7) if and only if it is also an helix surface
as a surface in E3(k, 7), see Corollary 3.2

In Section Ml we continue with the comparison started in Section Bl but now we focus on
the Gaussian and extrinsic curvatures related to both metrics. Let us recall that the extrinsic
curvature of a non-degenerate surface is defined as the determinant of its shape operator.
In this direction, we develop a relation between the extrinsic curvatures of a non-degenerate
surface in L3(k, 7) and in E3(k, 7).

Finally, in Section [l we present our main results regarding non-degenerate anisocurved
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surfaces in IL3(k, 7). Furthermore, in order to get our results we need to impose an additional
assumption on the extrinsic curvatures. In the particular case of timelike surfaces, we get a
characterization of Hopf surfaces, see Theorem[5.2] and of timelike anisocurved helix surfaces,
see Proposition[5.3l In the case of spacelike surfaces we obtain in Theorem[5.8 a non-existence

result.

2  On 3-dimensional homogeneous manifolds

Let x and 7 be real numbers, and consider the region D of the Euclidean space R? given by

B R3 if k>0,
| DE2/V=r) xR if k<O,

where D(r) is the disk in R? of radius r centered at the origin. The so-called Bianchi-
Cartan-Vranceanu space (BCV-space), E3(k, 7), is the Riemannian manifold obtained when

endowing D with the homogeneous Riemannian metric

1

= \2(da? + dy?) + (d MNydr — zdy))?, A= —

The BCV-spaces with x # 472 are the only simply connected 3-dimensional homogeneous
spaces with 4-dimensional isometry group. It is well-known that, according to the constants
k and 7, they are classified as follows,

e in the case 7 = 0, E3(k,0) is isometric to the Riemannian product space M?(x) x
R, where M?(k) is the 2-dimensional space form of Gaussian curvature s, i.e. the
Euclidean sphere S?(1/y/k) when x > 0, the Euclidean plane R? when x = 0 or the
hyperbolic plane H?(1//—k) when & < 0.

e in the case 7 # 0, E3(k, 7) is isometric to the Berger sphere S} (k, 7) when x > 0, to the
Heisenberg space Nil®(7) when x = 0 and to the universal cover of the special linear
group, Sl2(R)(k,T), when k < 0.

Related to any BCV-space, we can consider a Riemannian submersion 7 : E3(k,7) —
M?(r) with totally geodesic fibers and bundle curvature 7. Furthermore £ = 9, is a unit
Killing vector field on E3(x,7), which is vertical to the submersion 7.

Otherwise, if we endow D with the Lorentzian metric

1

= \2(da® + dy?) — (d dx — zdy))? =

we obtain the so-called Lorentz-Bianchi-Cartan- Vranceanu space (LBCV -space), which has
been denoted in the literature by L3(k,7) (see for instance [I1} [12]). In an analogous way
to the Riemannian situation, it holds that £ = 0, is a timelike unit Killing vector field on
L3(k,7), which is tangent to the fibers of the submersion .

Let us assume now that 7 # 0. In this case, it is a standard fact (see for instance [3])
that the following canonical frame {E1, Eo, E5} on X(D), defined as

E1 = X 1(cos(02)dy +sin(c2)dy) + 7 (zsin(cz) — y cos(0z)) 05,
Ey = X '(—sin(02)0, + cos(02)dy,) + 7 (x cos(oz) + ysin(oz)) s, (1)
E3 - 8Za
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where o = /27, is an orthonormal frame with respect to (,)g, that is,
<E1,E1>R = <E2,E2>R = <E3,E3>R =1 and <Ei,Ej>R =0 fOl“ 7 7éj

Furthermore, it is easy to show that the frame {E;, Es, E5} defined as in () is also orthonor-
mal in the corresponding L BCV -space, that is,

<E1,E1>L:<E2,E2>L:1, <E3,E3>L:—1 and <Ei;Ej>L:0 for ’L;ﬁ‘]

Let us observe that, since E3 = £ is vertical to the submersion, F; and Fs are horizontal
vector fields both on E3(k,7) and on L3(k,7). Therefore, given X € X(D), we can write
X = X"+ XV, where X" € span{E1, E»} and XV = aF3 denote, respectively, the horizontal
and vertical components of a vector field X € X(D). It follows immediately that, for all
XY € X(D),

a=(X,E3)p=—(X,E3)r and (X" Y"p=(X" V", (2)

This decomposition provides an interesting relation between the first fundamental forms of

both spaces.
Lemma 2.1. Given X,Y € X(D), it holds

(X, Y)p+ (X,Y) =2(X" YMp =2(X" Y™

and

(X, VY — (X,Y) =2(X,E3)r(Y,E3)g = 2(X, E3) (Y, E3) L. (3)

PROOF. The proof follows immediately from (2]) and from the already mentioned fact that
the canonical frame on X(D), {E1, E2, Es}, is orthonormal with respect to both metrics. O

With a straigthforward computation, we can check that
[El, EQ] = 27’E3, [EQ, Eg] = O'E1 and [Eg, El] = O'EQ. (4)

Furthermore, since ¢ is a Killing vector field on E3(k, 7), it follows easily that for any vector
field X € X(D) the following identity holds

Vit = 7(X A ), (5)

where V' stands for the Levi-Civita connection in E3(k,7) and Ag is defined by (X Ag
Y. Z)r = det(X,Y, Z) for any vector fields X,Y,Z € X(D), (see [3]). From ), (@) and

Koszul’s formula, the following expressions can be derived

vglEl = O, vglEg = TE3, vglEg = —TEQ,
vngl = —TEg, vngg = O, vngg = TEl,
—R Kk — 272 —R K — 272 =R

Ve Bi = ~—5—FE,  VgB = ———0—B,  VpBE = 0 .

Let us refer the reader to [3] and [7] for a deeper study of the geometry of the BC'V -spaces.
Similarly, in the case of an LBCV-space L3(k, ), the timelike Killing vector field &

satisfies
Vi =—r(X AL ), (7)
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where V' denotes the Levi-Civita connection in L3(k,7) and Af is given by (X ALY, Z) =
det(X,Y, Z) for any X,Y,Z € X(D). In an analogous way as in the Riemannian case, from
@), (@) and Koszul’s formula we also get

Ve B = 0, Ve By = 7B, Ve By = 7B,
Vi Ei = —7Es Vi Es = 0, Vi Es = —7Ei,
—I K+ 272 —L K+ 272 —L

ViB = B, ViE: = —“5E Ve Es = 0.

(8)
We end this comparative study of the spaces E?(x,7) and L3(k,7) by establishing the
following relation between the Levi-Civita connections V" and V"

Lemma 2.2. The Levi-Civita connections of the homogeneous spaces B3(k,7) and L3(k,T)
are related by
Vi X —VyX = W(X,Y),

where
W(X,Y)=27 (X" ArY" = X" ArY") =27 (X" ALY — XU ALY (9)
for all X, Y € X(D).

PROOF. Recalling that any X € X(D) admits the splitting X = X" + XV, where X" €
span(E1, E2) and XV = aFs, it follows easily from (@) and (&) that

Vi X" —Vyn X" =0 and Vi X' - Vy. XU =0,
and consequently
ViX - ViX = (viihxv - v,ﬁhxv) + (viivxh . vfmxh) . (10)
Let us now consider the first term in the right hand side of (I0)). Using again (6) and (8]

we get
=R =L
th,XU - th,XU = 2T<XU,E3>R (<Yh,E2>RE1 - <Yh,E1>RE2) .

Furthermore, from the definition of Ag it yields that EsAgY " = (Y E\)rEs—(Y", E5)rE;.
Therefore,

Vi XV — Uy XU = —20(X" Ap Y1), (11)
Analogously, considering the last term in (0] we obtain

Vi X" = Uy, X = 20(X" AR YY), (12)

Finally, taking into account ([Il) and ([I2)), equation (0] reads
VyX —VyX =27 (X" Ap YV = XU Ag Y"),

and the proof follows by observing that X" Ap Y = X" Ay Y for any X,Y € X(D). O

Remark 2.3. Observe that in the case 7 = 0, it is possible to reproduce the above study by
considering in the product spaces E3(k,0) and L3(k,0) the orthonormal frame {9,,8,,0,}
on X(D) instead of {Eh, Es, E3}. In particular, 9, and 0, are horizontal vectors and one
can also consider the vectorial products Ar and Ar, giving their expressions in terms of
{0z, 0y,0,}. This case was previously studied in [I]. Specifically, Lemma 2] was obtained
in [I] for 7 = 0, and it was proved that, in this situation, the Riemannian and Lorentzian
Levi-Civita connections coincide, so Lemma [Z.2] also holds.



Non-degenerate anisocurved surfaces in homogeneous 3-manifolds

3 Surfaces in homogeneous spaces

Let us recall that a smooth immersion v : 32 — L3(k,7) of a connected surface %2 is said
to be a non-degenerate surface if ¢ induces, from the Lorentzian metric of L3(k,7), a non-
degenerate metric on %2 which, as usual, is also denoted by (, ). In this case there are just
two possibilities, either the metric induced on 2 is a Riemannian one, and in this case we
say that %2 is a spacelike surface, or it is Lorentzian, and %2 is said to be a timelike surface.
Equivalently, ¥2 is a spacelike (timelike, resp.) surface if and only if for every p € ¥? the
tangent plane 9, (T,X) is a spacelike (timelike, resp.) plane.

In the case when X2 is spacelike, since ¢ is a unit timelike vector field globally defined on
L3(k,7), there exists a unique global timelike unit normal vector field on ¥2, Ny, which is
in the same time-orientation as £, and hence we may assume that %2 is oriented by Ny. As

a consequence of the backwards Schwarz inequality in the Lorentzian context, it follows that
<NL7§>L < —-1< 07 (13)

with equality if and only if N, = €. In particular, there exists a unique number ¢ > 0, called

the hyperbolic angle between N and £, such that

(Np,,&), = —cosho.

Nevertheless, in the case when Y2 is timelike we cannot assure the global existence of a
normal vector field Ny, satisfying the inequality (I3)). However, such vector field can be
locally defined in almost all 2. Specifically, given a non-degenerate surface %2 in L3(x, 1),

we can define the open region of %2 given by
2= {pex?: 33U, Npst. (Np,& <0onl},

where U,, C ¥? is a neighbourhood of p and N, is a unit normal vector field (locally) defined
on 52, In the case of a spacelike surface it trivially holds that $2 = Y2, whereas in the case
of a timelike surface 32 is an open and dense subset of ¥£2, and we can globally defined Ny,
saystifying (I3 in any connected component of $2. In order to unify our notation, we will
denote by ¢ the sign of (N, N}, that is,

—1 if X2 is spacelike,
E =
1 if X2 is timelike.

Given 9 : ¥2 — L3(k,7) a non-degenerate surface, ¥ : X2 — E3(k,7) also defines
an immersed surface into the Riemannian homogeneous space E3(x,7). Let us denote the
induced metric from E?(x,7) by (,)r. Let us see how it is possible to relate the extrinsic
geometries of both surfaces. Firstly, we can get the following relation between both normal

vector fields.

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ : 32 — L3(k,7) be a non-degenerate surface immersed into the
Lorentzian homogeneous space L3(k, ), and consider its restriction to any connected com-
ponent of EQ, i% Let Ny, be the globally defined unit normal vector field on f]g such that

(Nr,&r <0. Then,
Ne= - (Y2t - 26 - ) (14)
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globally defines the unique unit normal vector field on (i%, (,)r) such that (Ng,&)r > 0,

where
wL:\/a+2<NL,§>%21>O. (15)

PRrOOF. First of all, from (I4]) we get

<NR,NR>R = WLQ (2(&)% —E) —2\/2((0% —E)<NL,§>R+ <NL,NL>R) . (16)

L

Since (N, &) <0, it follows from Lemma 2T and (IH) that

(NL,§)r = (N, &)1 =

and
(NL,NL)r = ¢+ 2(Np, &)} = wi.

Thus, we can immediately check from (I8) that (Ng, Ng)r = 1.

Furthermore, from (I4)) we also obtain

(N &)n = (\/M RERpLC “‘”) STy

Finally, using again (Id)), (I7) and Lemma 2] for every X € X(X) we obtain

(¥, X} = (200 = 206 X)n — (N2, X))
:i <_ 2(&)% - E) - 2<NL7§>L> <§7X>L = 07
wr,
which finishes the proof. O

Observe that it is also possible to express the vector field Ny, in terms of Ngr. In fact,
from (Idl) we immediately get

WR

NL: —( 2(1—5‘&}}2%)5—]\]3),

1
where, by definition, wgr := —. Moreover, from (IJ) it holds
wr,

wi = \Je(1 - 2N, &)). (19)

In what follows, we will always assume that given a non-degenerate surface ¥2 in L?(x, 7),
any connected component i% of 3 is oriented by the unique unit normal vector field Ny, such
that (Np,&); < 0. Doing so, as a surface of the space E3(k,7), £2 will be always oriented
by the unit normal vector field Ng given by ([I4]), with (Ng,&)r > 0. We observe that, given
any V € X(D), ([[d) yields

(Nr,V)r =22 — 2)(6,V)n -
wr
1

—— 2t - e V)i - im, V).

1
— (N, V)r
wr
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Furthermore, from (B and (7)) it holds

(NL,V)r = (N, V)L + 2(N, &) (&, V)L = (N, V)L — 1/2(wi —e)(&, V) L.
Hence,
1
Cwr

<NR,V>R= <NL,V>L on ig (20)

An orientable surface %2 in E?(x,7) and/or L3(k, 7) is said to be an heliz surface, or to
be a constant angle surface, if its normal vector field makes a constant angle with respect to
the vertical vector field £. As a particular case of helix surface, X2 is called a Hopf surface
in E3(k,7) when (Ng,&)r = 0. It is well-known that Hopf surfaces in E3(k,7) are the
preimage by the submersion 7 of a regular curve a in M?(k), 7~ (), and they are always
timelike surfaces in L3(k, 7). On the other hand, in the case 7 = 0, slices in M?(xk) x R
are characterized by Ng = N, = &, or equivalently by (Ng,&)r = 1, and they are trivially
spacelike surfaces in M?(k) x R;. However, there is no surface in E?(x, 1), 7 # 0, such that
Np = &, since in this case the horizontal distribution spanned by the vector fields F; and
FE5 is not integrable.

It is worth pointing out that a full classification of helix surfaces in all the Riemannian

product spaces E(k, ) is known, see [4] [5] 6 8] 13}, 14} [15].

Observe that taking V' = ¢ in (20), we get the following nice consequence.

Corollary 3.2. A non-degenerate surface is an heliv surface in 1.3(k,T) if and only if it is

also an heliz surface as a surface in E3(k,T).

PROOF. The corollary holds immediately in any connected component of $2 from 0
and ([H). Since 2 is dense on the (connected) surface ¥2, the result follows by a continuity

argument. O

Our next aim is to obtain a relation between the shape operators related to (X2, (,)g) and
(32,(,)1). Before that, it is necessary to recall the integrability equations of such surfaces
derived from the Gauss and Weingarten formulas.

From now on, and unless otherwise stated, we will assume that we are working on a
connected component i% of 32 Furthermore, according to Proposition Bl we will consider
the normal vector fields Nz and Nz on (32,(,)x) and (32,(,)1) respectively, such that
(Ng,&)r > 0 and (Np,£)r, <0. Let us denote by Tr and T}, the tangential components of
¢ along i% with respect to the metrics (,)r and (, )1, respectively. In this setting, we can

consider the following splittings
E=Tr+ (Nr,&)rRNr and =T +¢e(Nr,&)LNL. (21)
Thus, taking norms in (2II) the followings identities hold,
L= (&Or = Trlp+ (Nr, 7 and  —1=(§ 1 = Tulp +e(Ne, 7, (22)

where | - | = \/(-,")r and | - |r = \/|(, )| denote the norm on (¥2,(,)r) and (32, (,)1),

respectively.
Let us denote by V# the Levi-Civita connection related to (X2, (,)r). Then, the Gauss
and Weingarten formulas of the surface 1 : 2 — E3(k, 7) are given, respectively, by

VY = VEY + (AR(X),Y)rNn
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and
=R
Ar(X) = -V xNg,

for every tangent vector fields X, Y € X(X), where Ar : X(X) — X(X) stands for the shape
operator of (X2, (,)r) with respect to Nz. From the above Gauss and Weingarten formulas,
jointly with (&) and (2II), we obtain
=R . =R
T(X Ar &) =Vx&=Vx (Tr + (Nr.&)rNR) (23)
=VRTr + (Ar(X),Tr)rNR + X ((Ng,&)r) Ng — (Ng, §) RAR(X).

On the other hand,

T(X AR &) =7 (X Ar (Tr + (Nr,&)rRNR)) (24)
= —7(Ng,§)rJR(X) — 7(JrR(TR), X) RNR,
where Jp(X) = NgAgX forall X € X(X), so that XAgTr = —(X, Jr(Tr))rNg. Therefore,

comparing the tangent and normal components in (23) and (24]), we can derive the following

integrability equations,
VRTr = (Nr,&)r (Ar(X) — TJR(X))
and
X((Nr:&)r) = —((Ar + 7JR)(TR), X) R, (25)
for all X € X(X).

Analogously, the Gauss and Weingarten formulas of the non-degenerate surface v :
¥2 — L3(k,7) are given, respectively, by

VXY = VEY +<(AL(X), Y) LN,
and
=L
Ap(X)=—-VxNy,
for every tangent vector fields X,Y € X(X), where VL and Ay : X(2) — X(X) stand for the

Levi-Civita connection and the shape operator of (£2, (,) ) with respect to Ny, respectively.

Moreover, the corresponding integrability equations are given by
VETL = (N, &) (AL(X) + 7JL(X))
and
X (N, §r) = (AL = 7JL)(TL), X)L, (26)
for all X € X(X2), where Jp(X) = Np AL X.

In our next result we establish a relation between both shape operators Az and Ap.

Proposition 3.3. Let ¥? be a non-degenerate surface in L3 (k,7) and let f]g be a connected
component of 52, Then, the corresponding shape operators of (X2, {,)r) and (X2, (,)r) with
respect to N and Ny, in i% are related by

Ar(X) = _iAL(X) - j_i«AL = 7Jp)(Tr), X) 11, — i_Z<TLuX>LJL(TL)= (27)
L

for every X € f{(io). Equivalently,

AL(X) = —iAR(X) + j—i«AR +TJR)(TR),X>RTR - 3)_;<TR7X>R JR(TR)

R
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PROOF. Let us prove relation (1) since the second one is analogous. Lemma[22] jointly
with expression (4], yields

AR(X) = = VN = ~VyNg = W(Ng, X) (28)
= Vx (L < 2wi — )€ - NL>) — W(Ng, X)
wr,
X 1 — 1
= (E;L) ( 2w? —e)¢ —NL> + EviNL — EX ( 2(w? —5)) i3
— 2 — ) TrE — W(Nm, X),
wr,

for every X € X(39). On the one hand, from (I7) we have

X ((N2,6)7) = 2(N1, ). X (N1, €)1) = =X ((N1,€)1) \/2(w] — <),

so that
X(wr) =X ( €+ 2<NL7§>%> = —%X (N, &) 1) -
Consequently,
w w? —¢€
o D x (i) x (2] -9)) = 2K (g (0

Hence, inserting (29) in (28)) we obtain

1 1
ARlX) = = A (X) + 5 X (Vo) (260 2ef - M) (0
1 —
— —\/2(w} — €)V €& — W(NR, X).
wr,
On the other hand, using one more time (7)) and 2II), it holds
5

Therefore, inserting 1)) in [B0) we get

AR(X) = = A41(X) + i—X (Vi €)1) To = o206}~ Tk = W(Va, X). (32

A direct computation from (@), (Id)) and () implies

W (N, X) =~ = <<X, €rT5, €4\ 2w? —The <NL,§>LV§(5>

(33)
2 =L V2(Ww? —e) =1L
=—-— <<X7 LV, &+ Mv)&) ;
wr, 2
for all X € X(X). Furthermore, from (7)) and (2I) we have
szva = —7(Np AL &) = —7JL(T1). (34)

The desired expression follows now easily from (26]), (32)), B3) and ([B4). O

10
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4 Gaussian and extrinsic curvature of surfaces in homo-

geneous spaces
Following [3], the curvature tensorEl of E3(k,T) is given by

Rr(X,Y)Z =(k = 37°)((X, Z)RrY — (Y, Z)rX) (35)
+ (k=47 )Z, ) r((Y, ) X — (X, E)RY)
+ (’i - 4T2)(<Y7 Z>R<X7 §>R - <X7 Z>R<Y7 §>R)£7

for any X,Y, Z € X(D). Analogously, it is easy to check that the curvature tensor of L3(k, 7)

is given by

Ri(X,Y)Z =(k+37")((X, Z)LY — (Y, Z)1.X)
— (R + 47N Z, )L (Y, )1 X — (X, £)LY)
— (k+47) (Y, Z) (X, &)1 — (X, Z) (Y, €) )&,

where XY, Z € X(D).
Consider again ¥? a non-degenerate surface in I.3(x, 7), and let us denote by K g and K 1,
the sectional curvatures in E3(x, 7) and L3(k, 7), respectively, of the non-degenerate tangent

plane to £2. Then, given 32 a connected component of 32 and {uy, us} a local orthonormal
frame on (i%, (,)r), from 22)) and (B3] it holds

Kr = (Rr(u1,u2)uy,u2)p = 7> + (k — 47%)(Ng, )% (36)

along (52, (,)r), which as in Section [is oriented by the unique unit normal vector field N
such that (Ng,&)r > 0. Analogously, if {v1,v2} is a local orthonormal frame on (f]g, ()
such that (vi,v1)r, =1 and (va, va), = —¢, it also holds along (i%, (,)r) that

K1 = —e(Rp(v1,v2)v1,v2)p = —7% — (K + 47'2)<NL,§>%, (37)

Ny, being the unit normal vector field on (32, (,)z) such that (N, &)y, < 0.
Let us assume now that k # —472. Then, from 20), (38) and (@), we obtain the

following relation between both sectional curvatures,

Rrn= (7 (w2 —cA) - cARL), (38)
wr,
where 42
K — 4T

Let us remark that although equations ([B6) and (7)) are obtained over any connected com-
ponent of 22, B8) holds in ¥? by a continuity argument.

From now on, we will denote by K[ := det(Ag) and K := det(Ar) the extrinsic
curvatures of 1 : X2 — E3(k,7) and v : ¥2 — L3(k,7), respectively. The next result

establishes a relationship between them.

We adopt for the (1, 3)-curvature tensor of a semi-Riemannian manifold the following definition ([I6] Chapter
3): R(X,Y)Z =Vxy)Z—[Vx,Vy]Z.
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Proposition 4.1. Let 2 be a non-degenerate surface in IL?(k,7), and let i% be a connected

component of 52, Then, the extrinsic curvatures KE and KE in i% are related by

€ 4re
K} = ——K[I'+ — ((Ar(Tr), Jr(Tr))r + 7|Tr|%) -
Wr Wr

ProOF. Given p € f]g, let {e1, e2} be an orthonormal frame on a neighbourhood U of p
with respect to the metric (,)r diagonalizing Ag, i.e. such that Ag(e;) = AFe;, where A\ is
a smooth function on U for ¢ = 1,2. From Proposition B3] we obtain

bV 2e Nt 2eT 27
A (e;) = ——e; L (Tr,e;)rT —(Jr(TR),e;)rRTR — — (TR, €;)RJIR(TR),
r(ei) wR€+ w}3%<Re>R R+w%<R( Rr),€i)rRTR wR<R€>R r(Tr)

for i = 1,2. Then, writing Ar(e;) = Z?Zl afie;, the coefficients are expressed as

_& 2e P 27(e — w%)

L 7 2
i = on + o, (Tr,ei)i + T<TR761’>R<JR(TR)7€1‘>R7
and
2e\l 2eT
aiLj = o (Tr,ei)r(Tr,ej)r + E(JR(TR),eJR(TR,eﬂR

2T

— —(Tr,ei)r(Jr(TR), €;)R,
WR

for i,j = 1,2, 1 # j. Therefore, after a straightforward computation we get

AENE 22 \EN\E 27(e — w?
det(Ag) =202~ 2N p 2 2TEWR) (3R ARy ) (T, )
(UR (UR OJR
487_ R R 2 4.87_2 4
— — (N = X)) (TR, e1) r(Tr, e2) R|TrIR + —|Tr|R-
Wr wWr

On the one hand, since Tg = (T, e1)re1 + (Tr, €2) re2, we have

(AR(Tr), Jr(TR)) R = —(AT' = A¥)(Tr, €1) (TR, €2) k-

Thus,
€ 9 5 47%e 4
det(AL) = 7 (awR — 2|TR|R) det(AR) + -1 |TR|R
Wr Wr
2T
+ w_4<AR(TR)a Jr(TR))R (¢ — wi + 2¢|Tr[R) -
R

On the other hand, equations ([9) and 22)) imply

cwh —2|Tr|% = —1 and & — wh + 2e|Tr|% = 2¢,
so that A 12
€ TE T€
det(A) = ——det(ARr) + — (Ar(Tr), Jr(Tr))r + —|Tr|%-
YR YR YR
Hence, we get the desired result. O

Finally, we can also consider the Gaussian curvatures Kz and Kj of (X2, (,)r) and
(32,(,)1), respectively. Let us recall that the well-known Gauss equations of (X2, (,)g) and
(X2, (,)r) are given, respectively, by

Kr=EKr+ K and Kp=K+cK". (40)
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Thus, on any connected component %2 of 332 we obtain from (38) and (@7) that
Kp =7+ (k= 47%)(Np, ) + K, (41)

and
Kp = —1% —e(k+47%)(Np, €)% + KL (42)

Furthermore, assuming again x # —472, a straightforward computation from [B8) and (@)
yields

ceA— w? —cA)r?
= __KL + % + Kf
w w

(wi _QEA)7’2 T Kf
WL, wI,
1
+— (AKF +wiKF).
WL WL WL
Equivalently,
WIKp+eAK = (w3 —eA)T? + W KR+ AKE. (43)

5 On the geometry of non-degenerate anisocurved sur-

faces

We define a non-degenerate anisocurved surface in the homogenous space L3(k, 7) as a non-
degenerate surface in LL3(k,7) such that it has opposite Gaussian curvature functions Kg
and K when considered it as an immersion into E?(k, ) and LL3(k, 7), respectively.

As an application of the relations obtained in Section ] we are presenting some results
concerning the geometry of non-degenerate anisocurved surfaces in L3(x,7), under some
extra suitable assumptions on their extrinsic curvatures.

Firstly, let us consider the case where 2 is a timelike surface in L3(k, 7). Before giving

our main results, let us study some particular examples of anisocurved timelike surfaces.

Example 5.1. Let 32 be a timelike helix surface immersed into L3 (k, 7), and let us compute
its Gaussian and extrinsic curvatures in E?(x, 7) and L3(k, 7).

Since X2 is timelike, T is non-zero at any p € %2, so we can consider {e1, ez} a local or-
thormal frame on X(X) such that e; = % and ez = Jr(ep). Furthermore, by Corollary B2
%2 is also an helix surface in E3(k,7), so (Ng,&)g is constant and, consequently, (25 im-
plies Ar(Tr) = —7Jg(Tr). Therefore, (Ar(e1),e1)r = 0 and (Agr(e1),e2)r = —7, so
KR = det(Ar) = —72. Analogously, we can easily compute K* = det(Ar) = 72. Thus,
Kl' = —KF = —72. Finally, from ) and {@2) we get Kr = (k — 47%)(Ng,&)% and
K = —(Ii + 47’2)<NL,€>%.

Let us observe that, in particular, Hopf surfaces are anisocurved surfaces satisfying Kr =
—K; = 0. On the other hand, if (Ng,£)r is a non-zero constant, $? is an anisocurved
timelike helix surface if and only if (k +472)(Np,&)% = (k — 47%)(Ng, £)%. Or equivalently,
in the case r # —472, if and only if w? = A.

In our main first result we get a nice characterization of Hopf surfaces.

13
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Theorem 5.2. The only timelike anisocurved surfaces immersed into L3 (k, 7) with k+472 >
0 and satisfying K < —KL are open pieces of Hopf surfaces.

PROOF. We claim that if ¥? is a timelike surface immersed into L3(k, 7) satisfying the

assumptions of the theorem, it verifies K* = —KF.
In fact, since ¥? is timelike and anisocurved, e = 1 and K = —K,, so we get from (@I
and ([A2) that
0= (k= 47°)(Np, )% — (v +47°)(NL, )7 + K[ + K7, (44)

on any connected component i% of $2. Observe now that identity (20) implies that (N, £)2 =
w?(Ng,&)% > (Ng,£)% and recall that by assumption x + 472 > 0. Therefore, (@) derives

0<—87%(Np,&)% + KE + KF,

so K® > —KZL in 32, and by continuity in $2. Thus, the claim follows from the assumptions
of the theorem.
Therefore, denoting K = Kr = —K, and K, = KI' = — K% equation (@3)) becomes

(W? — AK = (W — A)7° + (W? — A)K,.
Consequently, either w? = A or K = 72 + K. In the first case, from (7)) and B3) we derive

472
K+472 —

)

(Np,€)% =

so necessarily 7 = 0 and (Ng,€¢);, = 0. Otherwise, K = 72 + K.. Then [@2) also yields
(N, €)1, = 0. Consequently, from (20) it also holds (Ng,&)g = 0, so X2 is locally isometric
to a Hopf surface. O

In the case where k + 472 < 0 and K' = —KZL, we can also characterize timelike

e

anisocurved helix surfaces.

Proposition 5.3. The only timelike anisocurved surfaces immersed into IL3(k,T) with x +
472 < 0 and satisfying KI' = —KL are open pieces of Hopf surfaces or of timelike heliz
surfaces such that w? = A.

PROOF. Proceeding as in Theorem (2 either w? = A or K = 72 4+ K., concluding in
both cases that (Ny,, &)y, is constant, so by definition %2 has constant angle in L3(x, 7). The
result follows from Example £.11 O

Let us see now that we can obtain nice consequences of the above theorems when con-
sidering particular cases of ambient spaces. On the one hand, in the case where L3 (k,7) is
a Lorentzian Berger sphere or the Lorentzian Heisenberg space, the condition x + 472 > 0 is
trivially satisfied. Therefore,

Corollary 5.4. The only timelike anisocurved surfaces immersed into the Lorentzian Berger
sphere Sal(li, 7) or into the Lorentzian Heisenberg space Nil3(T) satisfying KE < —KF are
open pieces of Hopf surfaces.

On the other hand, observe that the condition x + 472 < 0 can only be satisfied for the

product spaces M?(x) x R with x < 0 and for the universal cover of the special linear group,
Sl2(R)(k,7) when k < —472. Thus,

14
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Corollary 5.5. The only timelike anisocurved surfaces immersed into the universal cover of
the Lorentzian special linear group Sla 1(R)(k,T), with k < —472, and satisfying K = — KL

are open pieces of a Hopf surface or of a timelike heliz surface such that w? = A.

As a final particular ambient space, let us consider the case 7 = 0, i.e. let us assume
that the ambient is a product space M?(k) x R;. Let us observe that Hopf surfaces in
M?(k) x Ry are just cylinders over a regular curve in M?(k), and from Example 511 they
satisfy Kr = Ky, = K* = K = 0. Tt is worth pointing out that Barbosa and do Carmo
provided in [2] a really nice characterization of complete cylinders in the Riemannian product
H?(x) x R as the only complete and connected surfaces such that K = Kr = 0. Let us see

first that it is possible to characterize cylinders in a similar way as the results above.

Corollary 5.6. The only timelike anisocurved surfaces immersed into the Lorentzian product
space M%(k) x Ry, K > 0 (k < 0, respectively), such that KF < —KLI (KB > —KE,

respectively) are open pieces of cylinders over a regular curve of M?(k).

PRrROOF. The case k > 0 follows immediately from Theorem[5.2l In the case k < 0, we can

proceed in an analogous way as in the proof of Theorem to conclude that K* = —KF,
and then the result follows from Proposition 53] since A = 1 for any L3(x,0). O

Moreover, we can also characterize cylinders in M?(k) x Ry, with x # 0, as the only

non-degenerate anisocurved surfaces with constant Gaussian curvature.

Theorem 5.7. Let X2 be a non-degenerate anisocurved surface immersed into the Lorentzian
product space M?(k) x Ry, with k # 0. Then,

k(Wi —€)
=—> 45
Y@ 1o (45)
where K = Kr = —Kp,. Furthermore, K is constant if and only if £? is a piece of a cylinder
over a regular curve of M?(k).
PROOF. Since 7 = 0, A = 1, and from Proposition 1 we get K* = —ewh KL, Thus,
equation [A3) reads
1
— (w% — 5) (W%K — KeL) =0.
wI,

Consequently, either w? = ¢ or KX = w? K. However, the first situation can only hold when
e =1 and w? = 1, or equivalently (Ny,&);, = 0. Consequently, $? is a piece of a cylinder
over a regular curve of M?(k). Furthermore, since in this case K = K* = 0, it is also
satisfied that KX = w? K. Thus, the second identity necessarily holds, so [@2) becomes

K =er(Np, )3 —cw? K,
and from ([7) it immediately yields that
2K (w? +¢) = k(wi —¢).

Finally, [@3)) follows by observing that, under the assumptions of the theorem, w? + ¢ cannot
vanish. In fact, it could only vanish if 32 were spacelike and w? = 1, but in this case %2
would be a slice from (7). However, slices satisfy Kr = K, = k, so they are not anisocurved

surfaces except when x = 0.

15
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In order to prove the last assertion of the theorem, we just have to observe that if K
is constant, wr, is also constant, so X2 is a non-degenerate anisocurved helix surface in
M?(k) x Ry. Then, following a similar reasoning as in Example 5.1l K% = KX = 0 and
(Np,&)2 = (Ng,&)%, so from @20) w? = 1 and £? is necessarily a piece of a cylinder. O

As it has been remarked in the proof of Theorem [B.7] slices are anisocurved surfaces if
and only if M?(k) x Ry = L3. This fact motivates the following non-existence result for

spacelike surfaces.

Theorem 5.8. There do not exist any anisocurved spacelike surface in L3(k, ), k > 0, such
that KE > KE.

PROOF. Let us assume that there exists a spacelike surface X2 in L3(k,7) under the
assumptions of the theorem. Then, following an analogous argument as in the proof of
Theorem [5.2] we can conclude that K = KZ. In fact, since ¥? is spacelike we have ¢ = —1,

and we can easily derive from the assumptions of the theorem, {Il) and [{@2]) that
26(N, Ok + K = K& <0,

so KB < KL which jointly with the assumption of the theorem implies K2 = KL.
Taking into account now that ¢ = —1, Kr = —K; = K and Kf = KeL = K., equa-
tion ([@3]) becomes
(Wi + A)(K -1 - K.)=0. (46)
On the one hand, condition K = 72 + K, cannot hold since it would imply %2 being a Hopf
surface, and therefore timelike. On the other hand, if w? + A = 0, then

9 472 — K
WL = — = s,
472 + K

which contradicts the fact that w? > 1. Thus, (@6 leads to a contradiction and the result
follows. O
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