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Abstract

We introduce pseudo-spherical non-null framed curves in the three-dimensional anti-
de Sitter spacetime and establish the existence and uniqueness of these curves. We then
give moving frames along pseudo-spherical framed curves, which are well-defined even at
singular points of the curve. These moving frames enable us to define evolutes and focal
surfaces of pseudo-spherical framed immersions. We investigate the singularity properties
of these evolutes and focal surfaces. We then reveal that the evolute of a pseudo-spherical
framed immersion is the set of singular points of its focal surface. We also interpret evolutes
and focal surfaces as the discriminant and the secondary discriminant sets of certain height
functions, which allows us to explain evolutes and focal surfaces as wavefronts from the
viewpoint of Legendrian singularity theory. Examples are provided to flesh out our results,
and we use the hyperbolic Hopf map to visualize these examples.
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1 Introduction

The main tool for investigating the local differential geometry of regular curves is the well-known
Frenet frame. This frame is well-defined at any point of the regular curve. However we cannot
use the Frenet frame to investigate the local differential geometry of general curves that may
have singularities. Therefore having a well-defined moving frame along these curves becomes
crucial. The good news is several authors have defined such moving frames for certain families
of curves having singularities in different ambient spaces. This journey has begun with the work
of Fukunaga and Takahashi |7], where they define Legendre curves in the unit tangent bundle
of the Euclidean plane and introduce a moving frame called the Legendrian Frenet frame along
the Legendre curve. Then the same authors define evolutes and involutes of Legendre curves
and Legendre immersions [8-10]. Pedal and contrapedal curves of these Legendre curves have
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been investigated [22,|31]. These Legendre curves and immersions have also been generalized
to different spaces and evolutes, involutes, parallels, pedals, and contrapedals of these curves
have been investigated in the Minkowski plane [1,26], in the Euclidean 2-sphere [21},]33], in
the hyperbolic and de Sitter 2-spaces [6,27], and in normed planes [2|. The local differential
geometry of singular curves in higher dimensional spaces has also been studied. Such curves
are called the framed curves [14]. Evolutes and focal surfaces of framed curves in Euclidean
3-space are investigated in [15]. Similar problems have also been briefly discussed for the
three-sphere [16]. See [17,20}23}24,28-30,[32,134, 35| for other related papers.

This paper serves two purposes: to extend the regular curves in the anti-de Sitter 3-space
to pseudo-spherical framed curves that may have singularities and to investigate evolutes and
focal surfaces of these framed curves in terms of singularity theory. The first goal is not hard
to achieve; we make use of the Legendrian dualities for pseudo-spheres in semi-Euclidean space
with index 2 [5]. To achieve the second goal, our main tool is a moving frame along the pseudo-
spherical framed curve that is well-defined at even singular points. We also use certain height
functions to explain evolutes and focal surfaces as wavefronts from the viewpoint of Legendrian
singularity theory.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we begin with a brief review of the semi-
Euclidean 4-space with index 2 and the local differential geometry of regular curves in the anti-
de Sitter 3-space. In Section 3 we introduce pseudo-spherical spacelike and timelike framed
curves in the anti-de Sitter 3-space. We give the existence and uniqueness theorems for these
curves. We also define three types of moving frames along these curves that are isometric under
rotations. We then define parallel curves of pseudo-spherical framed curves and show that these
parallel curves are also pseudo-spherical framed curves in the anti-de Sitter 3-space. In Section
4 we introduce evolutes and focal surfaces of pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersions. We
show that evolutes are also pseudo-spherical framed immersions. We then obtain the evolute
of a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve as the set of singular values of the focal surface of
the same curve. We also define certain height functions for pseudo-spherical spacelike framed
immersions and deduce that the discriminant and secondary discriminant sets of these height
functions coincide with the evolute and the focal surface of this immersion. We finally give an
example of pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion and visualize the projections on the
hyperbolic 2-space of this immersion and its evolute by using the hyperbolic Hopf map. In
Section 5 we obtain similar results to those in Section 4 for pseudo-spherical timelike framed
immersions in the anti-de Sitter 3-space.

2 Preliminaries

The semi-Euclidean 4-space with index 2 denoted by RRj is the real vector space with a pseudo-
scalar product given by

(U, w) = —ugw, — UsWy + UW3 + ULWy,

where u = (u1, U, us, uq), w = (wy, Wy, w3, wy) € R

Vectors in R} are classified depending on this pseudo-scalar product. Consider a non-zero
vector u = (u1, U, us, us) € R3. The vector u is called spacelike, timelike, or lightlike (null)
if (u,u) > 0, (u,u) < 0 or (u,u) = 0, respectively. The pseudo-norm of the vector u is given
by ||lu|]| = v/|{u,w)|. For three arbitrary vectors u = (uq,us, us,us), v = (v1,v9,v3,v4), and



w = (wy, we, w3, wy), the triple vector product is defined by

—€1 —€2 €3 ¢4

Ul U9 u Uy
UX VX W= 5

U1 (%) V3 Uy

%1 W2 W3 W4

where the set {e;, s, €3, €4} is the canonical basis of Rj.

In the semi-Euclidean 4-space with index 2, curves are classified depending on their tangent
vectors. A curve is said to be spacelike, timelike, or lightlike (null) if the tangent vector of the
curve is spacelike, timelike, or lightlike (null), respectively.

There are three types of pseudo-spheres in the semi-Euclidean 4-space with index 2. The

anti-de Sitter 3-space, pseudo 3-sphere with index 2, and nullcone at the origin are respectively
defined by

AdS? = {u € R} | (u,u) = —1},
Sy = {ueRy|(u,u) =1},
A’ = {u € R\{0} | (u,u) = 0}

We will make use of the hyperbolic Hopf map h defined by |3|

h :AdS® — H*(1/2)

(2.1)

u%+u§+u§+ui)
2 )

(u1, U2, ug, ug) (U1U3 + UgUy, UL U4 — UsU3,

where H?(1/2) = {(y1,v2,y3) € R? | y? + y3 — y2 = —1/4and y3 > 0} is the hyperbolic 2-space
defined as a surface of constant curvature —1/4 in Minkowski space R3. This map will allow
us to get projections on H?(1/2) of curves in AdS? and to visualize them.

We now discuss the local differential geometry of regular curves in the anti-de Sitter 3-space.
Let us begin with spacelike curves in AdS3. Let v : I — AdS?® be a regular spacelike curve.
v = dv/dt is a spacelike vector and ||7/(t)|| # O for all t € I. Since 7 is a spacelike regular
curve, it admits an arc-length parametrization s = s(t). So we may assume that ~(s) is a
unit-speed curve. Let T'(s) = +/(s) be the unit tangent vector. Since (y(s),v(s)) = —1, we
have (v(s),T'(s)) = 0. From a direct calculation, we find that (y(s),7"(s)) = —1. We now take
Ni(s) = T'(s) — v(s) and Na(s) = v(s) x T(s) x Ny(s). It is easy to check that Ny and Ny
are normal vectors of the spacelike curve v in AdS®. These normal vectors can be spacelike or
timelike vectors. We also define the curvature by x,(s) = [|7"(s) — v(s)||. So we say that the
spacelike curve v is a geodesic in AdS? if k,(s) = 0 and N;(s) = 0. In the case of ky(s) # 0,
we are able to define the following unit vectors.

_ T =s) _ i)
I77(s) — &)~ MG

Hence the set {y(s),T(s),n1(s),na(s)} forms a pseudo-orthonormal frame along the spacelike
curve 7. Then the Frenet-Serret type formulas are governed by

ni(s) na(s) = vy(s) x T(s) X ny(s).

Y\ 0 1 0 0\ /1)
T'(s) | _ |1 0 kg(s) 0 T(s)
ni(s) 0 —drg(s) 0 7y(s) [ |mls) |’
ny(s) 0 0 T,(s) 0 na(s)



where 0 = (n1(s), n1(s)) and 7(s) = 75 det(y(s),7'(s),7"(s),7""(5))-

We now describe the local differential geometry of regular timelike curves in AdS3. Let
v(s) : I — AdS? be a regular unit-speed timelike curve. Then T'(s) = 7/(s) is the unit tangent
vector to 7. It is easy to see that (y(s),T(s)) = 0 and then (y(s),T(s)) = 1. The vector Ny(s) =
T'(s) + v(s) is pseudo-orthogonal to both 7(s) and T'(s). Let Nao(s) = v(s) x T(s) x Ny(s). It
is easy to check that N, and N, are spacelike normal vectors of the timelike curve v in AdS3.
Define r4(s) = ||T"(s) + v(s)||. Then in the case of ky4(s) # 0, we define the unit spacelike

veetors Tis)+90s) _ Nils)
7))~ MG

The set {y(s),T(s),n1(s),n2(s)} forms a pseudo-orthonormal frame along the timelike curve
~. Then the Frenet-Serret type formulas are given by

ni(s) = na(s) =v(s) x T(s) x nq(s).

7' (s) 0 1 0 0 v(s)

T(s)| _[-1 © Ky(s) 0 T(s)

ny(s) 0 Kels) 0 7(s) ] [mals) ]’

ny(s) 0 0 —7(s) O na(s)
where 7,(s) = — 5 det(v(s), 7'(s),7"(s),7" ().

3 Pseudo-spherical framed curves in the anti-de Sitter 3-
space

In this section, we consider the local differential geometry of smooth curves in the three-
dimensional anti-de Sitter space. If the curve has singular points, we cannot define the pseudo-
orthonormal Frenet-type frame at these singular points given in the previous section. We also
cannot use the Frenet—Serret type formulas to study the properties of the original curve. In
order to overcome this obstacle, we shall take advantage of the way developed by [7,|15]. So we
shall introduce pseudo-spherical framed curves in the three-dimensional anti-de Sitter space.
Similar to the regular case, we have two types of these framed curves.

3.1 Pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curves in AdS?

Let v, : I — AdS? be a smooth curve. Then (v, v1,v9) : [ — AdS? x A is called a pseudo-
spherical spacelike framed curve if (75(s),v1(s))*0 = 0 and (ys(s),v2(s))*0 = 0 for all s € I,
where

A ={(u,w)|(u,w) =0} C AdS* x S (or S5 x AdS?)

is a 4-dimensional contact manifold, and # is a canonical contact 1-form on A; [5]. The
condition (ys(s),v;(s))*@ =0 (i = 1,2) is equivalent to (7.(s),v;(s)) =0 (i =1,2) for all s € I.
If (7s,v1,v2) is an immersion, then it is called a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion.
We call v, : I — AdS? a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed base curve if there exists a smooth
map (vy,vq) : I — Ay for which (vs, vy, v2) is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve.
Define u(s) = 7v(s) x v1(s) X va(s). Then the set {v(s),v1(s),v2(s), u(s)} is a pseudo-
orthonormal frame along ~,. This frame is well-defined even at singular points of . The



Frenet-Serret type formulas for this frame are given by

TN
as | =1 0 ws 0w | we) | (3-1)
1'(s) a(s) —em(s) en(s) 0 11(s)

where € = (v1(s), v1(s)), a(s) = (vi(s), u(s)), £(s) = —€(vi(s), va(s)), m(s) = (vi(s), u(s)), and
n(s) = (vh(s), pu(s)). We call the mapping (a, ¢,m,n) : I — R* the curvature of the pseudo-
spherical spacelike framed curve (s, vy, v2). Notice that sq is a singular point of -, if and only
if a(sp) = 0.

Definition 3.1. Let (v, v1,v2) and (7,01, 02) be two pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curves
in AdS®. We say that (v, vy, ve) and (7,01, 02) are congruent as pseudo-spherical framed curves
if there exists a matrix A € SO(2,2) such that for all s

7(s) = A(V(s)),  0u(s) = Avi(s)), Vas) = A(va(s))-

Theorem 3.2 (Existence of pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curves). For a smooth mapping
(a,0,m,n) : I — R, there exists a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve (vs,v1,v2) such that
a, £, m, and n are the curvatures of ~s.

Proof. There are two cases we need to deal with since n; and ny can be spacelike or timelike.
However, we only prove the existence of pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve whose n; is
timelike and so ny is spacelike. The other case follows quite similarly. Choose a fixed value
s = s of the parameter. We consider the initial value problem

d

F(s) = A(s)F(s), F(so) =1, (3:2)

where F(s) € R™* is a matrix, n = diag[—1, -1, 1, 1], and

0 0 0 a(s)
0 0 l(s)  mf(s)
A= 0 ws) 0 nls)

a(s) m(s) —n(s) 0

By the existence theorem of a solution of a system of linear ordinary differential equations,
there exists a solution F'(s). It is easy to see that A(s) € 0(2,2) that is nA(s) + A'(s)n = 0,
where - stands for the matrix transpose. Using this equality and (3.2)) yields

L) = (176 ) ure) + Fom (3 70))

= (A()F'(s))'nF(s) + F'(s)nA(s) F(s)
= F'(s)(nA(s) + A'(s)n) F(s)
= 0.

Therefore F'(s)nF(s) is constant. Then we have F'(s)nF(s) = F*(so)nF(so) = n. This means
that F(s) is a semi-orthogonal matrix. Now set F(s) = (y(s) wvi(s) wva(s) ,u(s))t. Taking

determinant on both sides of F'(s)nF(s) = n and then differentiating the resulting equation,
we get d/ds (det(F(s))) = 0. Then we find that

det(F(s)) = det(F(so)) = det(n) = 1.

5



Therefore F(s) € SO(2,2) and 7(s) x v1(s) x va(s) = pu(s). Next consider the following initial
value problem

v'(s) = a(s)u(s), ~(so) =z € AdS>.

By the existence theorem of a solution of a system of linear ordinary differential equations,
there exists a solution v(s). Finally we conclude that there exists a pseudo-spherical spacelike
framed curve (s, v1,v7) : I — AdS® x A; whose curvature is (a, £,m,n). a

We have seen that the proof of the existence of these curves is similar to its counterparts;
regular space curves [12|, Legendre curves in the unit tangent bundle |7], and framed curves [14].
However, the proof of the uniqueness part differs from these Euclidean counterparts since the
latter make use of the positiveness of the Euclidean metric. A similar proof is given for timelike
curves in Minkowski spacetime [11].

Theorem 3.3 (Uniqueness of pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curves). Let (vs, v1,v2) and
(Y5, 01, D2) be two pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curves in AdS®. Suppose that the curvatures
(v, £,m,n) and (&, (,m, n) of these two framed curves coincide. Then (s, v1,v2) and (s, 01, U2)
are congruent as pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curves.

Proof. Let {~s(s0),n1(S0), n2(s0), i£(s0) } and {Fs(s0), 71(s0), 72(So0), fi(so0) } be the pseudo-orthonormal
frames at sq € I of v and 7, respectively. It is always possible by using a transformation matrix

A € 50(2,2) to set v(so) = 7(s0), n1(s0) = 71(so0), and na(sg) = na(sp). Then by definition we

have u(so) = fi(so). Since the curvatures of v and 4 are coincident, we have

5(8) 0 0 0 als)) [7s(s)
vi(s) | _ | O 0 l(s)  m(s) v1(s)
vh(s) 0 0(s) 0 n(s) vo(s) |’
W) \als) —emls) ents) 0 ) \uls)
Vs(5) 0 0 0 als)) [7s(s)
n(s)| _| O 0 (s)  m(s) 01(s)
v4(s) 0 0(s) 0 n(s) Uo(s) |’
' (s) a(s) —ém(s) én(s) 0 fi(s)

where € = €. These two equations can be written in a more compact form as

%F = A(s)F(s), (3.3)
%F = A(s)F(s). (3.4)
Notice that the frames {~, vy, ve, u} and {7, 01, 0o, i} are related by
s(s) —(7.7) ey, 0n)  —e(y,2) (v, )\ [s(s)
vi(s) | _ | =i,y €{vr, 1) —€(vr,02) (o, ) | [ O1(s) (3.5)
va(5) —(v2,7) €{vg,01) —€(va, Do) (v, 1) Ua(s) | '
M(S) _</JJ7 P~Y> €</JJ7 61> _€<:u72~}2> <M7 /1> :&(8)

So we have )
F(s) = B(s)F(s). (3.6)



Notice that B(sg) = I, where I, is the 4 x 4 identity matrix. Differentiating (3.6) and intro-
ducing (3.3)) and ([3.4)), we obtain a system of first-order differential equations given by

d
d—B(s) + B(s)A(s) — A(s)B(s) = 0.

5
By assumption elements of A(s) are differentiable functions. Therefore, this system of first-
order differential equations admits a unique solution. It is easy to check that B(s) = I, is a
solution of this system for all s € I. Hence, this is the only solution. So we find that U = U. [

Proposition 3.4. If (vs,v1,v2) is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve with the curvature
(v, €,m,n), then (o, ,m,n) depends on the parametrization of (7s,v1,vs).

Proof. Let I and I be intervals. A smooth function w : I — I is a (positive) change of
parameter if u is surjective and has positive derivatives at every point. Let (%5, U1, 02) be
a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve and let (&, ¢, m,n) be the curvature of this curve.

Suppose that (s, v1, v2) and (7, 91, U2) are parametrically equivalent by the change of parameter
w: I — I, that is, (3(s), 71(s), 92(s)) = (ys(u(s)), v1(u(s)), vo(u(s))) for all s € I. Then using

(3-11) ~
(a(s), £(s),m(s),fu(s)) = u'(s)(alu(s)), L(u(s)), m(u(s)), n(u(s))).

Hence the curvature depends on the parametrization. O

Let (vs,v1,v2) : I — AdS® x A; be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve with the
curvature (a, ¢, m,n). Now we shall show that it is possible to construct a new frame along -,

similar to the Bishop frame [4] by leaving pu fixed and rotating (v, v,). For a smooth function
0(s): I — R, define (v, v5) € Ay by

v1(s)\ _ [coshf(s) sinh@(s)\ [vi(s)
Uo(s))  \sinhf(s) coshf(s)) \va(s) /)"
Then (vs, U1, 02) : I — AdS® x A is also a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve. It is easy

to see that 1 = v(s) X 01(s) X Ua(s) = p(s). So the set {vs, v1, U2, pu(s)} is a pseudo-orthonormal
frame along ~,. Using the formulas in (3.11]), we find that

v1(8) = (0'(s) + £(s)) sinh 6(s) v1(s) + (0'(s) + £(s)) cosh O(s) va(s)

+ (m(s) cosh 6(s) + n(s)sinh 0(s))u(s),

Uo(s) = (0'(s) + £(s)) cosh O(s) v1(s) + (0'(s) + £(s)) sinh O(s) va(s)
+ (m(s)sinh (s) + n(s) cosh 6(s))u(s).

Now set €'(s) = —£(s). In this case we call the set {5, v1, U2, 11(s)} the Bishop-type frame along
vs. We have the following derivative formulas.

T T
as = o o 0 s | s | (3.7)
w(s) a(s) —em(s) en(s) 0 (s)

where

(hlor) = (G o) (o)



Let (vs,v1,v2) be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion. We will mainly use another
moving frame along v, defined as follows. Let (fi, fo) € Ay defined by

n(s)vi(s) — m(s)va(s) —m(s)vi(s) + n(s)va(s)
VIn(s) —m?(s)] VIn2(s) —m?(s)]

where m?(s) # n?(s) for all s € I. Then (v, fi1, fo) : I — AdS? x A is also a pseudo-spherical
spacelike framed immersion and {~s, f1, f2, 0 = 7s X fi X f2} is a pseudo-orthonormal frame
along v,. The derivative formulas for this new frame are

fi(s) = fas) =

Nl
1s) ] _ 0 0 ] 0 1(s
B o dis) o ags) || f0s) |7 (3:8)
' (s) afs) 0 én(s) O p(s)
where € = (f1, f1),
oy =)+ B A = e ) L

We close this section by defining anti-de Sitter parallel curves of pseudo-spherical spacelike
framed curves. Let (s, vy, ve) @ [ — AdS® x Ay be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve
with the curvature (o, £,m,n). We define a mapping 7¢ : I — AdS® by

12(s) = F(9)7s(5) + 9() (P(0(s))va(s) + R(0(s))va(s)) (3.9)
where ¢ is a fixed real number, €'(s) = —£(s), and
(P(6(s)), R(6(s))) € {(cosh@(s),sinhB(s)), (sinh f(s), coshH(s))}.

Moreover, if ¢(P?(0(s)) — R*(0(s))) = —1, then f(¢) = cos¢ and g(¢) = sing, and if
e(P%(0(s)) — R*(0(s))) = 1, then f(¢) = cosh¢ and g(¢) = sinh¢. This mapping is called
the anti-de Sitter parallel of ~;.

Proposition 3.5. Let (v,,v1,v) : [ — AdS3 x Ay be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve
with the curvature (o, {,m,n). For a fized real number ¢ and 0'(s) = —L(s), the anti-de Sitter
parallel ('yg’,v(f,vf) . I — AdS? x Ay is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve with the

curvature (a?,0,m? n?), where

vy (s) = e(P*(8(s)) — R*(8(5)))9()7s(s) + F(9) (P(8(s))vr(s) + R(B(s))va(s))
v5(s) = R(8(s))vr(s) + P(O(s))va(s),

a’(s) = a(s)f(9) + g(¢) (P(0(s))m(s) + R(0(s))n(s)),

m?(s) = e(P*(0(s)) — R*(0(s))g(d)a(s) + f()(P(0(s))m(s) + R(0(s))n(s)),
n(s) = R(0(s))m(s) + P(0(s))n(s)

Proof. Tt is easy to see that (v?,v7) = 0, (v¢,v3) = 0, and (v{,v3) = 0. The derivative of (3.9)

gives
(42) () = (a(s) () + () (P(0(s))m(s) + R(B(s))n(s))) u(s).



Hence ((7¢),v?) = 0 and ((7?),v3) = 0. So (v¢,v7, %) is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed
curve. We also have u?(s) = u(s). Therefore a® is just the coefficient of p(s) in the above
equation. An easy calculation shows that

(17) (s) = (e(P2(8(s)) — B*(6(s)))g(0)a(s) + f(¢)(P(B(s))m(s) + R(8(s))n(s))) uls),
(15)'(s) = (R(O(s))m(s) + P(6(s))n(s)) u(s),

which concludes the proof. Note that if (v, v1,v2) is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed im-

mersion, then (7¢, v‘f ,v9) is also a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion. O

3.2 Pseudo-spherical timelike framed curves in AdS?

Let v : I — AdS? be a smooth curve. Then (v, vy, ve) : I — AdS® x Aj is called a pseudo-
spherical timelike framed curve if (7:(s),v1(s))*¢ = 0 and (y(s),v2(s))*¢ = 0 for all s € I,
where

As = {(u,w)|{u,w) =0} C S5 xS

is a 4-dimensional contact manifold, and ¢ is a canonical contact 1-form on Aj [5]. The
condition (y:(s),v;(s))*¢ =0 (i = 1,2) is equivalent to (7;(s),v;(s)) =0 (i =1,2) for all s € I.
If (¢, v1,v2) is an immersion, then it is called a pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersion.

We call v, : I — AdS? a pseudo-spherical timelike framed base curve if there exists a smooth
map (vy,vq) : I — Ay for which (v, v1,v9) is a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve.

Let p(s) = 7(s) x vi(s) X va(s). Then the set {v(s),v1(s),v2(s), u(s)} is a pseudo-
orthonormal frame along ;. This frame is well-defined even at singular points of ;. The
Frenet-Serret type formulas for this frame are

O (13 a
a1 = 0 —es) 0 nis) | | els) | (3.10)
i) \cals) ms) ns) 0 ) \uls)

where a(s) = —(y;(s), u(s)), £(s) = (vi(s), va(s)), m(s) = —(vi(s), u(s)), and n(s) = —(v5(s), u(s)).
We call the mapping (a, £,m,n) : I — R* the curvature of the pseudo-spherical timelike framed
curve (7, vy, v2). Notice that s is a singular point of 7, if and only if a(sy) = 0.

Definition 3.6. Let (v,v1,vy) and (7,01, 02) be two pseudo-spherical timelike framed curves
in AdS®. We say that (v, v, ve) and (7,01, 02) are congruent as pseudo-spherical framed curves
if there exists a matrix A € SO(2,2) such that for all s

Y(s) = A(y(s)),  01(s) = A(vi(s)),  D2(s) = A(va(s))-

Theorem 3.7 (Existence and uniqueness of pseudo-spherical timelike framed curves). For a
smooth mapping (o, £,m,n) : I — R, there erists a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve
(v, v1,n9) such that o, ¢, m, and n are the curvatures of v,. Any other pseudo-spherical
timelike framed curve ¥; in AdS® with the same curvature (o, £,m,n) is congruent to ;.

Remark 3.8. Note that the curvature of a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve depends on
the parametrization. This can be easily proved similar to Proposition [3.4]



Let (v, v1,v9) : I — AdS® x Az be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve with the
curvature (a, ¢, m,n). For a smooth function 0(s) : I — R, define (v, v3) € A5 by

01(s)\ _ [cosB(s) —sinf(s)\ [vi(s)
Ua(s))  \sinf(s) cosf(s) va(s) )
Then (v, U1, 09) : I — AdS? x Ay is also a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve. It is easy to

see that i = v(s) X v1(s) X Ua(s) = u(s). So the set {~:, vy, Ve, u(s)} is a pseudo-orthonormal
frame along ;. Using the formulas in (3.10)), we find that

v1(s) = (=0'(s) + £(s)) sin O(s) v (s) + (=0'(s) + £(5)) cos O(s) va(s)
+ (m(s) cos O(s) — n(s)sin6(s))u(s),
v2(s) = (0'(s) — £(s)) cos O(s) va(s) + ('(s) —

+ (m(s) sin6(s) + n(s) cos 0(s)) u(s).

Now set ¢'(s) = £(s). In this case we call the set {vs, U1, Vs, 11(s)} the Bishop-type frame along
v¢. We have

(s))sinf(s) va(s)

AR
a1 =1 o 0 0 aw | |ae | (3.11)
1'(s) —a(s) m(s) n(s) 0 11(s)

where .
() = (ot i) ()

Let (¢, v1,v2) be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersion. Now we introduce another
moving frame along v, that will be the main tool in our results. Define (f1, f2) € A5 by

n(s)vi(s) —m(s)vq(s) 5 = m(s)vi(s) + n(s)va(s)
e T e e o

where (m(s),n(s)) # (0,0) for all s € I. Then (v, f1, f2) : I — AdS? x Aj is a pseudo-spherical
timelike framed immersion and {7, f1, fo, t = 7 X f1 X fo} is a pseudo-orthonormal frame along
v¢. The derivative formulas for this frame are given by

fi(s) =

0

AN
1(s 0 0 s 0 1(s
1(s) 0 —ls) 0 als)] | f08) ] (313)
1 (s) —als) 0 A(s) 0 11(s)

where

n?(s) + m2(s).

We finally define parallel curves of pseudo-spherical timelike framed curves. Let (v, v1,v9) :
I — AdS? x Ay be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve with the curvature (a, £, m,n).
Consider the mapping ”yf : I — AdS? defined by

v (s) = cosh ¢y,(s) + sinh ¢ (cos O(s)v (s) 4 sin O(s)vy(s))

where ¢ is a fixed real number and ¢'(s) = —¢(s). This mapping is called the anti-de Sitter
parallel of ;.
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Proposition 3.9. Let (v, v1,v2) : I — AdS? x Ay be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve
with the curvature (o, €,m,n). For a fized real number ¢ and 0'(s) = —{(s), the anti-de Sitter
parallel (fyf,vf),vg’) : I — AdS? x Ay is a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve with the

curvature (a?,0,m?, n?), where

¢
1

v1(s) = sinh ¢y5(s) + cosh ¢ (cos O(s)vi(s) + sinb(s)va(s)),
vY(s) = —sin0(s)vy(s) + cos 0(s)va(s),
a?(s) = cosh ¢ a(s) + sinh ¢(cos 8(s)m(s) + sin O(s)n(s)),
m?(s) = sinh ¢a(s) + cosh ¢(cos O(s)m(s) + sin O(s)n(s)),
n®(s) = —sin(s)m(s) + cosO(s)n(s).
Proof. The proof of this proposition is quite similar to the proof of Proposition [3.5] O]

4 Evolutes and focal surfaces of pseudo-spherical spacelike
framed immersions in the anti-de Sitter 3-space

We now define evolutes of pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersions in AdS® and investigate
properties of these evolutes. Throughout this section we assume o?(s)+én?(s) # 0 for all s € T
unless otherwise stated.

Definition 4.1. The total evolute E(v;) of a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion
(s, f1, f2) is defined by

L L)) ((61ls) — all6)) — (@) ~ACGDAG)
VIEa()(s) — als)a'()2 — B()i2(s) (22(s) + éa(s))]

where g(s) := é(a(s)i/(s) — n(s)a/(s))2 — (2(s)A%(s)(A2(s) + éa2(s)) # 0. If g(s) > 0, then
E(vs)(s) € S3. In this case we denote it by &,(7s)(s) and call it the PS-evolute of ~,. If
g(s) < 0, then E(vs)(s) € AdS3. In this case we denote it by &,(7,)(s) and we call it the
AdS-evolute of vs. Note that if g(s) > 0 and ¢ = —1, then we must assume that n%(s) < o?(s)
since otherwise £(s) is not well-defined.

E(s)(s) =

Proposition 4.2. Let (v, f1, f2) : [ — AdS? x Ay be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed
immersion with the curvature (&, ¢, m,n). Then the totally evolute E(7s) of s is independent
of the parametrization of (s, f1, fa)-

Proof. Let (Fs, fl, f;) be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion with the curvature
(G1,€1,m1,71). Suppose that (vs, fi, f2) and (7, f1, f2) are parametrically equivalent by a
change of parameter u : I — I. Similar to Proposition [3.4, we have

dn(s) = /' (s)a(uls)), bi(s) = u'(s)(uls)), i (s) = u'(s)m(u(s)), fn(s) = u'(s)i(u(s)). (4.2)

Moreover we find that
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which from (4.2)) yields

A ()i (s) — fua(s)d) (s) = (/(5))* (&' (u(s))i(u(s)) — au(s)) (u(s))) - (4.3)
It follows easily from and that

E(7s)(s) = E(7s)(uls)).

Therefore the totally evolute of a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion is independent
of the parametrization. O

Theorem 4.3. The AdS-evolute E,(7s) of s is a pseudo-spherical framed base curve in AdS3.
More precisely, (E.(7s),1t,m) is a pseudo-spherical (spacelike or timelike) framed immersion
with the curvature (ag,, ls,,0, e, ), where

o a(ls) + (s (o)
1) == e T @)

_ (a(s)i'(s) = i(s)a () (A(s)7s(s) — a(s) fals)) — (s)(s)(ER*(s) +a(s)) fi(s)

Proof. We directly have (&,(7s), ) = 0 and (&,(7s),n) = 0 since {vs, f1, fo, u} is a pseudo-
orthonormal frame. By differentiating &,(~;) we find that

£1(1)() = A(s) (a7 () — A3/ (8)) (A 5)1(5) — () fals)) — () (E0%(s) + 0?(8)) u(s))

where

(200 + ('l — L") — a( — Ba? 4+ al'd! + 0(2(7')? — "))
(#2(3)72(3) (72(5) + 02(5)) — ela(s)i(s) — ()or(5))7?)

Using this equation, we see that (£ (7s), u) = 0 and

(€a(s),m) = A(s) () (s) — iu(s)a’(s)) (=n(s)a(s) + als)n(s))) =

Note that p is a spacelike vector, but 7 can be spacelike or timelike. Hence (&,(7s), 1, n)
is a pseudo-spherical (spacelike or timelike) framed curve. We can easily calculate pe, =
Ea(vs) X X . Or it is easy to show that ug, defined in this theorem is a unit vector and
it is pseudo-orthogonal to &,(7s), i, and 1. Then we immediately get ag, from the equality
E'(7s) = g, e, Similarly f¢, and fg, can be directly calculated by using derivative formulas
of the pseudo-orthonormal frame {&,(vs), p, 0, pe, } along Eq(7s) O

A(s) =¢€

Remark 4.4. Notice that if ¢ =1, i.e., f is a spacelike vector, then 7 is a timelike vector. In
this case (&,(7s), i, n) is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion.
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Remark 4.5. The PS-evolute &,(7;) of 75 is also a framed immersion in S;3. We do not prove
this fact here since our focus in this paper is on the pseudo-spherical framed curves in anti-de
Sitter space.

Proposition 4.6. (i) If vs has singularity at so, then
(1) (s0) = 30)6(50)%(6’0) +a(s0)fi(s0)
R — Bl
In this case E(7ys) has also singularity at sg zf and only if
20(s0)a(s0)7 (s0) + n(s0) (@' (50)¢'(s0) — L(s0)” (50)) = 0.

(ii) If f1 has singularity at so, then E(7s)(s0) = £ f1(s0). In this case E(7s) has also singularity
at so if and only if n(so)l'(so) = 0.

(iii) If fo has singularity at so, then E(vs)(s0) = £f1(S0). In this case E(y;) has also singularity
at sg.

Proof. By a direct calculation we obtain

E'(7:)(s) = Als) ((&(S)ﬁ’(S) —iu(s)a(5))(Au(s)7s(5) — a(s) fa(s)) — L(s)(s)(€R*(s) + aQ(S))fl(S)) )

where

~

(200 + ('l — L") — a( — Ba? 4+ al'd! + 0(2(R')? — "))

A(s) = —egé 272 ,
<€2n2 (n? + éa?) — é(an’ — no/)2>>

where €z = (E(75),E(7s)). If 5 has singularity at sg, then a(sg) = 0. Introducing this into
E(7s)(s) and E'(75)(s) gives (i),

If f, has singularity at so, then ¢(so) = 0. Hence substituting /(so) = 0 into &(v,)(s) and
E'(7s)(s) directly yields (ii).

From (3.8)), f» has singularity at s if and only if ((s0) = n(se) = 0. So (iii) is a direct
consequence of (ii). O

The following proposition gives the relationship between the evolutes of a given pseudo-
spherical spacelike framed immersion and its parallel. We will not give the proof since it
follows from a messy but straightforward calculation.

Proposition 4.7. Let (73,1)1,212) be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion, and for a
fired real number ¢, let (48,07, v9) be the parallel of vs. Then E(¢)(s) = E(vs)(s).

4.1 Focal surfaces of pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersions

The set of singular values of the focal surface of a curve gives the evolute of the same curve.
This fact has been proved for many types of curves in different spaces |13(15,/16,25]. Our aim in
this section is to show that this important relationship between evolutes and focal surfaces also
holds for pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersions. We also give relationships between
singularities of the evolute and of the focal surface.

Let (vs, f1, f2) be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion with the curvature (o, 1,0, 7)

in AdS3. Define R
g(s) _ 77,(8)")/5(8) _ Oé(S)fQ(S)
V(=2 (s) —éa?(s))’
where e, = ((,() = sgn(—n%(s) — éa*(s)). Note that for n defined in Theorem [4.3 (¢,n) = 0
and e.€ = €, = (n,n). So we consider the following cases depending upon €, and é.

~
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Case 1.

Let €.€é = 1. Then ¢ and f; are both timelike vectors. In this case we define the focal surface
of 75 by
Fi(s,0) = cosO((s)+sinbfi(s). (4.4)

Note that Fi(s,0) € AdS?. Similar to the case with evolutes, it is easy to show that this focal
surface of a pseudo-spherical spacelike immersion is independent of the choice of parametriza-
tion. Let us calculate the partial derivatives of Fj(s, ). Differentiating with respect to s
and using , we find that

9 s ) = cos 6 a(s)n'(s) — n(s)a/(s)
Hi0 =5 (e

s n%(s) — a?(s) (a(s)v(s) — n(s) f2(s))

a(s)l(s)\/n2(s) — a2(s) fl(s)) + sin 00(s) fo(s). (4.5)

Differentiating (4.4]) with respect to 6 yields

%]—](s, 0) = —sinf (s) + cosOfi(s). (4.6)

The focal surface of v, defined by (4.4)) has singularity at (sg,6) if and only if F; X %]—"1 X
%]—'1(30, 0y) = 0. Then from (4.4)), (4.5)), and (4.6, this triple vector product is equal to

1 (cos@(a(s)ﬁ’(s) — A(s)a’(s))

n%(s) — a?(s) n?(s) — a?(s)

+ sin 9@(8)ﬁ(8)> w(s),

which becomes zero at (sg, 0p) if and only if

cos O (a(s) 7 (50) — Mu(s0)e (s0)) + sin Bl (s0)(s0) /N2 (s0) — a?(s9) = 0. (4.7)

Substituting this into (4.4) gives

~

(s0)n(s0) (M(50)7s(80) — (s0) f2(80)) — (u(s0)7 (50) — M(s0) ' (80)) f1(50)
\/(a(so)ﬁ’(so) — (s0)a(50))2 + £2(s0)7%(s0) (72 (s0) — a2(s0))
- ga(’YS)(SO)'

So the set of singular points of Fi(s,#) coincides with the AdS-evolute &,(7s)(s).

.Fl(So, 90) = :i:

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that the focal surface Fi(7s)(s,0) has singularity at (so,6y). Then

(1) Fi(vs)(s,8) is locally diffeomorphic to the cuspidal edge at (sq,00) if and only if ag, (so) #
0, i.e., the AdS-evolute E,(7s)(s) is reqular at sq.

(i1) Fi(7vs)(s,0) is locally diffeomorphic to the swallowtail at (sg,6p) if and only if ag, (s0) =0
and o (s) # 0.

Proof. Suppose that Fi(7s)(s, ) has singularity at (sg,6p). Then from (4.7) we have

tan 0y = A_O‘(Soml(so) + n(s0)a/(so) .

((s0)n(s0)v/N2(s0) — 2 (s0)
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The proof of this theorem is based on the well-known criteria for the cuspidal edge and the
swallowtail (See [18.|19] for details). We consider the signed density function

Os 00
1 (cos O(a(s)n'(s) — n(s)a’(s))

n?(s) — a?(s) n?(s) — a*(s)

)\(S, 0) = det <.F1, ﬁfl, 2.71, u)

+ sin eé(s)ﬁ(s)> .

Set A71(0) = S(]:l('ys)). We see that S(Fi(7s)) = {(s,0(s))}, where 6(s) is a function satisfying
A(s,0(s)) = 0. Then we have

0 1 —sinf(a(s)n'(s) — n(s)a'(s))
—A(s,0) = —
00 (5.) n?(s) — a?(s) (

+ cos Qé(s)ﬁ(s)) #0,

since (ou(s)i/(s) —i(s)e/(s), (s)n(s)) # (0,0). Therefore any p € S(Fi(7,)) is non-degenerate.
Let p be a non-degenerate singular point. Then there exists a regular curve c: [ — I x R C R?

such that ¢(sg) = p and image(c) = S(F1(7s)) near p Let c( ) = ( ). Con51der the null
vector field € : I — R? along c(s) given by £(s) = /\/n2 — a?(s)). Then from
#.7)
/ O‘(SO)E(SO) /
det(c'(sg),&(s9)) = — 0" (s0
HE o) €(50) = =2 O — 4 (s
_abolso) L d ( —a(s)f'(s) + i(s)a’(s) )
Vi?(s0) — a?(so) s s)i(s)y/12(s) = a2(s) ) ls=so
= ag,(S0)-

Thus from |18, Theorem 6.1(A)], Fi(7s) is locally diffeomorphic to the cuspidal edge at (so, 6p)
if and only if ag, (s¢) # 0.

From |18, Theorem 6.1(B)|, Fi(vs) is locally diffeomorphic to the swallowtail at (so, 6p) if
and only if det(c/(so), &(s0)) = aeg, (s0) = 0 and (d/ds) det(c'(s), &(s))| = o (s0) # 0. O

$=50

Case 2.

Let ec¢ = —1, i.e., ¢ = —€. Then one of ¢ and f; is a timelike vector, and the other one is
a spacelike vector. In this case we have four subcases depending on the causal characters of (
and f; and the causal character of the focal surface. We can express these four cases with a
single equation:

Fa(s,0) = P(0) ((s) + R(0) f1(s), (4.8)
where (P(6), R()) € {(cosh,sinhf), (sinh, coshf)}. Tt is easy to see that Fy(s,0) € AdS?
or Fy(s,0) € Si depending upon ¢, P(6), and R(6). This focal surface is also independent of
the choice of parametrization. Taking partial derivatives of , we obtain

P(6) a(s)n'(s) — n(s)d/(s)
(5.6) = é(n2(s) + €a?(s) ( Ve(n2(s) + éa(s))

(5)v/02(3) T a?(s ))fl(s)) T+ ROY(s) fas),
0

S F(5,0) =R(0) C(5) + P(O)f(s).

0
957

(a(s)y(s) + én(s) f2(s))
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From these partial derivatives and
2 _ p2 A1 _» !
Axlrx g B (0) — P*(0) [ P(O)(a(s)n (S) n(s)a’(s))
Js o0 VE(n2(s) + éa?(s)) VE(R2(s) + éa?(s))
Therefore, the focal surface F;, has singularity at (50, 60) if and only if
P(6)(a(so)n (s0) — n(so)a’(s0)) + R(90 n(s0)V/€(R2(s) + éa2(s)) = 0.

Introducing this equation into (4.8)) simply gives the point £(7s)(so) on the evolute (4.1)) of .
We conclude again that the set of singular points of F»(s,6) coincides with the evolute of .

Following similar steps in Theorem , one can easily prove a similar theorem for Fy(s, 6).

+ R(@)é(s)ﬁ(s)> 1(s).

4.2 PS-height functions

Let (Ys, f1, f2) : I — AdS® x Ay be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion. We now
show how to explain the focal surface and the evolute of 7, as a wavefront from the viewpoint
of Legendrian singularity theory. Define two families of functions FT : I x AdS® — R by
FT(s,v) = (u(s),v) called the PS-timelike height function, and F¥ : I x S3 — R by F¥(s,v) =
(u(s),v) called the PS-spacelike height function on (vs, f1, f2). By a direct calculation, we have
the following proposition.

Proposition 4.9. Let (s, fi, f2) : I — AdS? x Ay be a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed
immersion with g(s) = é(a(s)n'(s) — n(s)a’(s))* — (2(s)n?(s)(n%(s) + éa?(s)) # 0.
(i) Suppose that g(sg) < 0 for sy € 1.

(a) FT(sp,vo) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a,b, and ¢ such that vo =
avs(so) + bfi(so) + cfa(se) with —a? + €b* — éc? = —1.
(b) FT(sy,vo) = (OFT/0s)(s0,vo) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a and

b such that vy = avs(so) + bf1(so) + (—aa(sy)/n(s0)) f2(s0) with #%(se)(1 + €b?) =
a*(h?(so) + €a(s0))-

(c) FT(so,vo) = (OFT/0s)(s0,ve) = (0*FT/0s*)(s0,vo) = 0 if and only if vo =
Ea(75)(50)-

(i) Suppose that g(so) > 0 for so € I.

(a) F5(so,vo) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a,b, and c such that vo =
avs(s0) + bf1(s0) + cfa(se) with —a® + éb* — éc* = 1.

(b) F5(sg,vo) = (OF®/0s)(s0,ve) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a and
b such that vo = avs(so) + bf1(so) + (— aa(so)/ﬁ(s[)))fg(so) with 1%(sg)(eb* — 1) =
a®(n*(sg) + éa’®(so)). Note that if ¢ = —1, then n*(so) < a*(so) must be satisfied.

(¢) F¥(s0,vo) = (OF*/0s)(s0,vo) = (0°F* /0s?)(s0, vo) = 0 if and only if vo = E,(7s)(s0)-

For both height functions F'7 and F'® defined above, the discriminant sets Dpr and Dps co-
incide with the images of the focal surfaces in Section 4.1 Moreover the secondary discriminant
sets D% and D2, coincide with the images of the evolutes &,(v,) and &,(vs), respectively. Here
recall that for the discriminant set and the secondary discriminant set of a smooth function
F: (R xR" (sg,vg)) = R are respectively defined by

0

Dr = {VERT F:a—F:Oat (s,v) for some s},
s
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2
F= 2F— @—F:Oat (s,v) for some s}.

D%:{VER’" 25t = 522

Example 4.10. Take the smooth curve 7, : I — AdS? defined by

1

'VS(S> \/§

The derivative of this curve with respect to s is

1 253 3s°
"(s) = — , ,23,352).
%(5) \/5(\/1+s4 V1 + 6

Therefore, the curve ~, is singular at s = 0. Define vy : I — S35 and vy : I — AdS® by

(\/1+S4,\/1+86,82,S3>.

1 3
v1(s) = $3V1 + 54, 53V1 + 56, 8° + 65, s° — 4),
1(5) \/2(8+1832+56)( )

1
/S 1852 + s64/4 + 952 1 1355

(= V14 st (4+9s> —25%), V1 + s6(4+9s* — 259),

25%(—2 4 35” + 5%),3s* (=2 + 35" + %)).

va(s)

It is easy to see that (vy,7s) =0, (ve,7vs) = 0, (v1,7v:) =0, and (va,7.) = 0. Thus (75, v1, v2) :
I — AdS® x A, is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve in AdS®. From the triple vector
product vs X v; X vy, we find that

V1+ s4/1 4 56 < 252 3s4 3)
= s .

- ) 72a
VA4 +9s2 4+ 1356 \V1+ st V14 s

1(s)

The curvature of this pseudo-spherical spacelike framed curve is given by (a, ¢, m,n), where

_ 5V/4 4952 4 1356
V2V s+ 8
0(s) = 6v/25%(2 — 35 — %)
(8 + 1852 + s6)v/4 + 952 + 1355
B 12 4 165* + 215° + 2510
V21 2T+ 58+ 1852 + s04/4 + 952 + 1356
~ 8(—16 + 30s* 4 81s* + 585° 4 102s% 4 65s'?)
VI + 581+ 08+ 1857 + 9(4 + 952 + 1356)

a(s)

m(s)
n(s)

So (7, v1, v2) is actually a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion in AdS®. The hyper-
bolic Hopf map (2.1]) allows us to visualize the projection of 7, on the hyperbolic space H?(1/2).
It is easy to see that

h(y,) = % (sQ(x/l + 51+ sV140), ¥ (sV1+ st —V1+50), 1+ 5"+ 36‘) e H*(1/2),

which is visualized in Figure [I}
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Figure 1: The projection of v, on H?(1/2) by the hyperbolic Hopf map

The computation of the evolute of 74 is quite long and messy. We do this by using Wolfram-
Mathematica and find the AdS-evolute of 7, which is very bulky to be written here. We just
visualize of the projection on H?(1/2) of this evolute by using the hyperbolic hopf map (See

Figure .

Figure 2: The projection of the anti-de Sitter evolute of v, on H?(1/2) by the hyperbolic Hopf
map

5 Evolutes and focal surfaces of pseudo-spherical timelike
framed immersions in the anti-de Sitter 3-space

In this section, we introduce evolutes of pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersions in AdS?
and investigate the properties of these evolutes. Throughout this section we assume o?(s) #
n?(s) for all s € I unless otherwise stated.
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Definition 5.1. The total evolute £(7y;) of a pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersion
(v, f1, f2) is defined by

() é( )i )(ﬁ(S)%(S) - a(S)fz(S)) — (a(s)'(s) — n(s)a'(s)) f1(s)

where f(s) := (a(s)i/(s) —n(s)a’(s))2 — (2(s)n2(s)(R2(s) — a2(s)) # 0. Notice that if f(s) > 0
then &(v;)(s) € S3. This evolute is denoted by &,(7;)(s) and called the PS-evolute of ;. If
f(s) <0, then E(y;)(s) € AdS3. In this case, we denote this evolute by &,(v;)(s) and we call
it the AdS-evolute of ;. Note that if f(s) < 0, then we must assume that n%(s) > a?(s) since
otherwise £(7;) is not well-defined.

We will explain how Equation (5.1]) can be derived shortly by using focal surfaces or certain
height functions. For now, we investigate some geometric properties of these evolutes. The
following proposition follows similarly to Proposition

Proposition 5.2. Let (v, fi, f2) : I — AdS? x As be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed
immersion with the curvature (&,¢,m,n). Then the total evolute E(v;) of v, is independent of
the parametrization of (v, f1, f2)-

Theorem 5.3. The AdS-evolute E,(7y;) of i is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed base curve
in AdS3. More precisely, (Ea(V1), M) is a pseudo-spherical spacelike framed immersion with
the curvature (ag,, ls,,0,ng,), where

n(s) = a(s)n(s) — ﬁ(s)f2<5)’
V12(s) —a?(s A
g () = (a(s)'(s) —N(S)O/( ) (A(s )%( ) a(s) fa(s)) = L(s)A(s)(R*(s) —oz?(s))fl(s)’

V() = (51 2 ()2 (5)(#2(s) — a2(s)) — (als)it (s) — (s)a(s))?
)

e, (5) = V/il(s) - a2<s>ﬁ<%‘ i n<— 0 4 o) = a0 + i + B0 — i)

2(s)n2(s)(R2(s) — a2(s)) — (ai/(s) — A(s)a(s))?
le,(s) n?(s) — a?(s),

\/62 2(s) — a2(s)) — (a(s)n'(s) — n(s)c/(s))?

! a?(s) = °(s)

Proof. We show that (E,(), i, n) satisfies the conditions for being a pseudo-spherical spacelike
framed immersion. It is easy to see that (€,(v:), 1) = 0 and (E,(y1),n) = 0 since {7y, f1, fo, 1t}
is a pseudo-orthonormal frame. By a straightforward calculation we get

Ea)(s) = Qs) ((a(S)ﬁ’(S) —iu(s)e () ((s)7(s) — a(s) fals)) — £(s)(s) (7P (s) — aQ(S))fl(S)) )

where

w207 — (=l 4+ a")) — (P2 + al'n! + 0(2(7')? — i)
R 3/2
(Z(s)2(s)(@2(5) = 02(s)) = (it (5) = a(s)’(s))?)
Hence we have (€ (), ) = 0 and

(Ea(v),m) = Q(s) ((e(s)(5) — As)a (s))(—(s)a(s) + a(s)n(s))) = 0.
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Therefore, since p € AdS® and n € Sy, (Ea(v1), p,m) : I — AdS® x A is a pseudo-spherical
spacelike framed curve. Then it is easy to calculate pg, = &,(7¢) X p x n which directly gives
ag, from the equality & () = ag, e, . Similarly @ga and ng, can be directly calculated by using
derivative formulas of the pseudo-orthonormal frame {&E,(v:), p, m, pe, } along Eq (7). O

Remark 5.4. Similar to the case in Remark one should expect that the PS-evolute &,(v:)
of 7; is also a framed immersion in S3. We do not prove this fact here since our focus in this
paper is on the pseudo-spherical framed curves in the anti-de Sitter 3-space.

Remark 5.5. Note that ag,(s) in Theorem can be written a more compact form as

e )\ e - 0+ al)a(s)
= (ﬁ?(s)—a2<s>+1—w2<s>>’ ) o) - )

Here for a point sq satisfying (so) = @t(so) = 0, w(s) is not well-defined since the denominator
vanishes. However we exclude this case since simplifying w’(s)/(1 — w?(s)) will cancel out this
vanishing term ¢(s)a(s). Therefore we assume that o, (s) is well-defined at a point s, satisfying
{(s0) = A(so) = 0. Our aim in writing g, (s) in a more compact form will become clear shortly.

Proposition 5.6. (i) If v has singularity at so, then
() )5(80)%(80) ta (So)fl(so).
¢ (0'(50))2 — £2(s0)i%(s0)
In this case E(7y,) has also singularity at sq if and only if
20(sp)a’ (50)7 (s0) + n(s0) (' (s0) (s9) — £(50)c” (50)) = 0.

(i) If f1 has singularity at s, then Ep(ve)(s0) = £f1(s0). In this case E,(y:) has also singu-
larity at so if and only if n(so)¢'(so) = 0.

(iii) If fo has singularity at s, then E,(7)(so) = £f1(s0). In this case (V) has also singu-
larity at sq.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is very similar to the proof of Proposition But here
just notice that the AdS-evolute of v; is not well-defined at a point sy such that ¢(sp) = 0. O

The following proposition follows from a messy but straightforward calculation.

Proposition 5.7. Let (’715,1)1,2}2) be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersion, and for a
fired real number ¢, let (4, v?,v9) be the parallel of 7. Then E(77)(s) = E(1)(s).

5.1 Focal surfaces of pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersions

In this section we obtain evolutes as the set of singular values of focal surfaces of pseudo-
spherical timelike framed immersions. We also give relationships between singularities of the
evolute and of the focal surface.

Let (4, f1, f2) be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersion with the curvature («, 1,0, n)

in AdS?. Define
a(s)ve(s) — als) fa(s)
Vec(a?(s) —n2(s))

where ¢, = ((, () = sgn(a? — n?). We will consider two cases depending upon e.

C(s) =
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Case 1.

Let e, = —1, i.e., ¢ is a timelike vector. We define the focal surface F3(s,0) : [ x R — AdS? of
Y aS
F3(s,0) = cosh0((s) + sinh @ f(s). (5.2)

Similar to the case with evolutes, it is easy to show that this focal surface of a pseudo-spherical
timelike immersion is independent of the choice of parametrization. Now we find the partial
derivatives of F3(s,#). Differentiating ((5.2]) with respect to s and using (3.13)) yields

0 o) ol (LA Rt

(a(s)y(s) —7(s) fa(s))

95”7 R2(s) — a¥(s) n2(s) — a(s)
2(s) — a2(s) fl(s)) + sinh 0 4(s) fo(s). (5.3)
The derivative of with respect to 6 is easily obtained as
%]:3(5 ) = sinh 0((s) + cosh @ f,(s). (5.4)

The focal surface F3 of 4; has singularity at (sg, 0p) if and only if F3 x %]—"3 X %]—"3(50, p) = 0.

Then from (5.2)), (5.3), and
- 1 (cosh Bla(s)i(s) — Als)(s)) | o o ()7 (s)> u(s)

n%(s) — a2(s) n2(s) — a?(s)

which vanishes at (sg, ) if and only if

cosh By (a(s0)7 (s0) — 1(s0)a’ (s0)) 4 sinh Bl(so)iu(s0)r/72(s0) — a(s0) = 0. (5.5)
Introducing this into (5.2)), we find that

{(s0)7(s0) (ﬁ(s )%(S ) — (s0).f2(50)) — (a(s0)?'(s0) — 72(s0)(50)) f1(50)
% 12 (30)0(30) ((30) — 0%(s0)) — (0 {s0)(s0) — so)o(30)?

fg(So,@o) = :t

= &a()(s0)
Therefore, the set of singular points of F3(s, ) coincides with the AdS-evolute &,(v:)(s).
Theorem 5.8. Suppose that the focal surface Fs(s,0) has singularity at (so,00). Then

(i) Fs(s,0) is locally diffeomorphic to the cuspidal edge at (so,00) if and only if ae,(so) # 0,
i.e., the AdS-evolute E,(:)(s) is regular at so.

(i) Fs(s,0) is locally diffeomorphic to the swallowtail at (sg,00) if and only if ag,(so) = 0
and o (s0) # 0.

Proof. If F3(s,0) has singularity at (sg,6p), then from ({5.5) we have

)
—a(s0)7 (s0) + 7 (s0)a' (s0) '
E(so)ﬁ(so)\/—QQ(so) + n2(s0)

tanh 6y =
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We shall prove this theorem by using the well-known criteria for the cuspidal edge and the
swallowtail (See [18,|19] for details). Now consider the signed density function

5,0) = de 9, 9 _ coshf(a(s)i'(s) —(s)a'(s)) | . 4 paeya
A(s, 0) =d t<f3,asf3,89f3,u> ) 0] + sinh 04(s)n(s).

Set A71(0) = S(F3()). We see that S(F3(v:)) = {(s,0(s))}, where 6(s) is a function satisfying
)
0

_ sinh o
89)\(8’9) = sinh 0

)Z(z;;‘;)) + cosh 04(s)i(s) # 0,

since (a(s)i(s) — i(s)a/(s), £(s)n(s)) # (0,0). Therefore any p € S(Fs(7;)) is non-degenerate.
Let p be a non-degenerate singular point. Then there exists a regular curve ¢ : I — I x R C R?
such that c(sg) = p and image(c) = S(F3(y:)) near p. Let ¢(s) = (s,0(s)). Consider the null
vector field £ : I — R? along c(s) given by £(s) = (1, —a(s)n(s)/y/n2(s) — a2(s)). Then from
and Remark

s
n

a(s)n'(s) — n(
V=(e(s) -

~

__ o(s0)t(s0)
\/ﬁQ(SO) — a?(s9)
_ a(s0)(s0) _ 2 etanh (A—a(s)ﬁ’(s) +n(s)a’(s) >
ViR(s) —a(s)  ds U(5)n(s)v/—a2(s) + 72(3)

= ag,(0)-

det(c'(s0),£(50)) =

—6'(s0)

s=80

Thus from [18, Theorem 6.1(A)], F3(7:) is locally diffeomorphic to the cuspidal edge at (s, 6p)
if and only if ag, (so) # 0.

From [18, Theorem 6.1(B)|, F3(;) is locally diffeomorphic to the swallowtail at (s, ) if
and only if det(c/(so), £(s0)) = aeg, (s0) = 0 and (d/ds) det(c'(s),&(s))| = ag (s0) # 0. O

Remark 5.9. For this case, it is also possible to construct another focal surface defined by

S=50

Fu(s,0) =sinh 6 (s) + cosh 0 f(s).

Notice that Fy(s,0) € Si3. The computations will be quite similar to those given above. A
theorem similar to Theorem [5.§] can be easily obtained.

Case 2.

Let e = 1, i.e,, ( is a spacelike vector. We define the focal surface Fs(s,0) : I x [0,27) — S3
of v as
F5(s,0) = cosO((s)+sinbfi(s).

To avoid repeating the same process, we leave analyzing this focal surface as an exercise to
the reader. It is not surprising that the set of singular values of F5 coincides with the evolute
Ey(7t), and a theorem similar to Theorem is also satisfied for F5.

5.2 Anti-de Sitter height functions

Let (v, f1, f2) : I — AdS® x As be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersion. In this
section we see that it is possible to explain the evolute of v, as a wavefront from the viewpoint of

22



Legendrian singularity theory as follows. We define two families of functions H” : I x AdS® — R
by HT(s,v) = (u(s),v) called the AdS-timelike height function, and H® : [ x S3 — R by
H5(s,v) = {(u(s),v) called the AdS-spacelike height function on (v, f1, f2). The following
proposition follows from a straightforward calculation.

Proposition 5.10. Let (v, f1, f2) : [ — AdS? x Az be a pseudo-spherical timelike framed
immersion with f(s) = (a(s)'(s) — n(s)a/(s))* — £2(s)n%(s)(n*(s) — a?(s)) # 0.

(i) Suppose that f(s) <0 and n*(sg) > a?(so).

(a) HT(so,vo) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a,b, and ¢ such that vy =
av(so) + 0f1(s0) + cfa(s0) with —a® + b* + 2 = —1.

(b) HT(sg,vo) = (OHT /0s)(s0,vo) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a and
b such that vo = av(so) + bf1(s0) + (—aa(so)/1(s0)) fa(s0) with n*(se)(1 + b*) =
a*(n?(s0) — 0*(s0)).

(c) HT(sg,vo) = (O0HT/Ds)(s0,vo) = (0*HT/0s*)(s0,vo) = 0 if and only if vo =
Ea(71)(50)-

(ii) Suppose that f(s) >0

(a) H®(s9,vo) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a,b, and c such that vy =
av(so) + 0f1(s0) + cfa(so) with —a® +b* + % = 1.

(b) H%(so,vo) = (OH®/0s)(s0,ve) = 0 if and only if there exist real numbers a and
b such that vo = av(so) + bf1(s0) + (—aa(so)/1(s0)) f2(s0) with A*(se)(b* — 1) =
a®(n?(sg) — a®(sg)), where b*> — 1 and 1?(sy) — a?(s¢) have the same sign.

(c) H®(s0,v0) = (9H"/0s)(s0,v0) = (0°H"/0s*)(s0,v0) = 0 if and only if vo =
Ep(71)(50)-

Notice that for both height functions H” and H* defined above, the discriminant sets Dy
and Dgs coincide with the images of the focal surfaces defined in the previous section. Moreover
the secondary discriminant sets D%, and D% coincide with the images of the evolutes &, ()
and &,(;), respectively.

Example 5.11. Consider the smooth curve ~, : I — AdS? defined by

Ye(s) = (ﬂcosh(\/_) cosh(v/2s) + ﬂsinh(ﬂs),ﬂsinh(ﬁ

The derivative of this curve with respect to s is

), V2 cosh (v/2s) + sinh(\@s)) .

7 (s) = (sinh (%), 2 cosh(v/2s) 4+ v/2sinh (v/2s), cosh (i), V2 cosh (v/2s) + 2 sinh(\/is)) :

V2

We see that (7;,7,) = —1, that is, the curve v, is a regular timelike curve in AdS®. We define
vy : I — S5 and vy : [ — S3 by

v1(s) = (cosh(%), V2 cosh(v/2s) + 2sinh (v/2s), sinh(
ve(s) = ( — V/2sinh(

\/_) ,V/2sinh(v/2s) 4 2 cosh (\/§S)> ;

ﬁ),—(\@cosh(\/ﬁs) + sinh (v/2s)), ﬁCOSh(E)a
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— (V2sinh(v/2s) + cosh (\/53))) :

So (v1,7s) = 0, (va,7s) = 0, (v1,7.) =0, and (ve,7') = 0. Thus (v, v1,ve) : [ — AdS? x Ay is
a pseudo-spherical timelike framed curve in AdS®. We then find that

i), V2 cosh (V2s) + 2 sinh(\/is)) :

w(s) = <sinh (%), 2 cosh(v/2s) 4+ v/2sinh (V2s), cos.h(\/§

The curvature of -, is given by («, ¢, m,n), where
als) =1, L(s)=1, m(s)=3/V2, n(s)=0.
Thus (74, v1, v2) is a pseudo-spherical timelike framed immersion. Using , we easily obtain
fils) = —va(s),  fols) =wils), L(s) =L(s), (s) =mls).
Therefore from ([5.1])

B 22 cosh(\/_s)—l—\/_smh(\/_s) 2\/_ s
Eu0(e) =( 22 cosh( ). - B (),
sinh(v/2s) + \/ﬁcosh(\/is))
7 )

By using the hyperbolic Hopf map ([2.1f), we are able to visualize the projections of v, and &,(:)
on the hyperbolic space H?(1/2). See Figure

Figure 3: The projection of ; (blue) and &,(~;) (purple) on H?(1/2) by the hyperbolic Hopf
map
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