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Abstract. Given a smooth s-dimensional submanifold S of Rm+c and a

smooth distribution D ⊃ TS of rank m along S, we study the following
geometric Cauchy problem: to find an m-dimensional rank-s submanifold M

of Rm+c (that is, an m-submanifold with constant index of relative nullity

m− s) such that M ⊃ S and TM |S = D. In particular, under some reasonable
assumption and using a constructive approach, we show that a solution exists

and is unique in a neighborhood of S.

1. Introduction and main result

Given a manifold Qq≥3 and some class A of (m < q)-dimensional submanifolds,
the geometric Cauchy problem for the class A is to find all members of A passing
from a given (s < m)-dimensional submanifold S of Q with prescribed tangent
bundle along S. This problem, which represents a far-reaching generalization of the
classical Björling problem for minimal surfaces in R3 [18, section 22.6], has recently
been examined, always with s = 1, for several combinations of Q and A; see, e.g.,
[24, 5, 3, 16, 8, 23, 6, 2, 1].

In this paper, we are interested in the geometric Cauchy problem for constant-rank
submanifolds, that is, smooth embedded submanifolds of Rm+c whose Gauss map
has constant rank, or, equivalently, whose second fundamental form has constant
index of relative nullity [7]. These make one of the simplest and most natural
classes of submanifolds and, for this reason, also one of the most studied; see, e.g.,
[27, 25, 10, 17, 9, 29, 13, 11] and [14, Chapter 7].

Problem 1.1 (Geometric Cauchy problem for constant-rank submanifolds). Let
S be a connected s-dimensional smooth embedded submanifold of Rm+c, and let
D ⊃ TS be a smooth distribution of rank m along S, that is, a smooth rank-m
subbundle of the ambient tangent bundle over S. Find all rank-s submanifolds of
Rm+c containing S and whose tangent bundle along S is precisely D.

Some special cases of Problem 1.1 have already been considered: the case m = 2
is classical [15, pp. 198–200]; the case of rank-one hypersurfaces (s = c = 1) was first
addressed by Markina and the author in [22]; and the rank-one case in arbitrary
codimension was solved by the author in [26]. The interest in Problem 1.1 is at least
partially motivated by the desire to find new methods, alternative to the Gauss
parametrization [12, 28], to describe constant-rank submanifolds. The purpose of
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this paper is to present a solution of Problem 1.1 without any assumption on s, m,
or c.

To state our main result, let D⊥ be the distribution of rank c whose fiber at p ∈ S
is the orthogonal complement of Dp in Rm+c, let π⊤ denote orthogonal projection
onto D, and let ϕp be the map

TpS ×D⊥
p → Dp

(v, n) 7→ π⊤∇vN,

where ∇ is the Euclidean connection, and where N is any extension of n to a local
section of D⊥. It is easy to see that ϕp is well defined.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that there exists a section N∗ of D⊥ such that the shape
operator A∗ := AN∗ of S in direction N∗ is nonsingular, i.e.,

rankA∗|p = s ∀p ∈ S.

The geometric Cauchy problem for rank-s submanifolds of Rm+c has a solution if
and only if ϕp(TpS,N

∗
p ) = Imϕp for all p ∈ S. Moreover:

(i) The solution is locally unique, i.e., any two solutions coincide on an open
set containing S.

(ii) In this open set, the unique solution is given by{
p+ x | p ∈ S, x ∈ Dp ∩ (Imϕp)

⊥},
where ⊥ denotes orthogonal complement in Rm+c.

(iii) Given a local parametrization ξ : A → Rm+c of S, the solution can be locally
parametrized as follows. Let (E1, . . . , Em) be a smooth orthonormal frame
for D|ξ(A) whose first s elements span TS. For any j = 1, . . . ,m − s, let

Gi be the group of permutations of the set {1, . . . , î, . . . , s, s+ j} obtained
by omitting the element i, and, denoting by ϕk

i the coordinate function
⟨ϕ(Ei, N

∗), Ek⟩ = ⟨∇Ei
N∗, Ek⟩, let

(1) Xj =
∑

i∈{1,...,s,s+j}

(−1)h
∑
λ∈Gi

sgn(λ)ϕ
λ(1)
1 · · ·ϕλ(s+j)

s Ei,

where h = i for i = 1, . . . , s and h = s+ 1 otherwise. Then

σ(a, b1, . . . , bm−s) = ξ(a) + b1X1(a) + · · ·+ bm−sXm−s(a)

is the desired parametrization.

Remark 1.3. The section N∗ does not need to be global. The theorem remains valid
if one merely assumes the existence of a local section N∗(p) in a neighborhood Up

of each point p ∈ S, along with the compatibility condition

N∗(p) = ±N∗(q) ∀p, q such that Up ∩ Uq ̸= ∅.

Remark 1.4. If the distribution D is obtained by restricting to S the tangent bundle
of an arbitrary submanifold M ⊃ S, then the map ϕ(·, N∗) coincides with the
restriction to TS of the shape operator of M with respect to N∗. In this case
the theorem provides conditions for the existence of a constant-rank, first-order
approximation of M along S.

Remark 1.5. When s = 1, formula (1) reduces toXj = ϕ1E1+j−ϕ1+jE1, and we thus
retrieve the third item in [26, Theorem 1.3]. The formula is new from s = 2, when it

reduces to Xj = −(ϕ2
1ϕ

2+j
2 −ϕ2+j

1 ϕ2
2)E1+(ϕ1

1ϕ
2+j
2 −ϕ2+j

1 ϕ1
2)E2−(ϕ1

1ϕ
2
2−ϕ2

1ϕ
1
2)Ej+2.
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Clearly, when c = 1, the condition on ϕp is automatically satisfied, and Problem 1.1
becomes generically well posed.

Corollary 1.6. Suppose that c = 1. If there exists a section N∗ of D⊥ such that the
shape operator A∗ = AN∗ of S in direction N∗ is nonsingular, then the geometric
Cauchy problem for rank-s hypersurfaces of Rm+1 has a solution.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 will be given in section 3. It is based on the well-
known fact that any m-dimensional rank-s submanifold of Rm+c admits a foliation
by totally geodesic leaves, of dimension m − s, along which the tangent space is
constant; the converse holds under the additional assumption that the foliation is
unique. We will exploit this fact in the next section, where we will derive a sufficient
criterion for an (m− s)-ruled submanifold to be rank-s. Such criterion extends a
classical result about developable surfaces in R3 [20, Theorem 54.1]; see also [30].

2. Constant-rank submanifolds

The purpose of this section is to generalize [26, Lemma 3.7] to (m − s)-ruled
submanifolds.

Definition 2.1. Let M be an m-dimensional embedded submanifold of Rm+c. We
say that M is (m− s)-ruled if it admits a foliation by (m− s)-dimensional totally
geodesic submanifolds of Rm+c, called rulings. In particular, we say that M is
properly (m− s)-ruled when the foliation is unique.

Given a s-dimensional embedded submanifold S of Rm+c, the following lemma is
the key to extending S to an (m− s)-ruled submanifold. Recall that two embedded
submanifolds S, S′ of a smooth manifold are said to intersect transversely if for each
p ∈ S ∩ S′, the tangent spaces TpS and TpS

′ together span the ambient tangent
space.

Lemma 2.2. Let F be a distribution of rank m− s along S such that

dim(TpS ⊕Fp) = m ∀p ∈ S.

Then the subset
{p+ x | p ∈ S, x ∈ Fp}

defines an (m− s)-ruled submanifold MF in a neighborhood of S. Conversely, any
(m− s)-ruled submanifold containing S and whose rulings intersect S transversely
admits a description of this form.

Proof. We first prove a local version of the lemma. Let ξ : A → Rm+c be a local
parametrization of S, let (X1, . . . , Xm−s) be a local frame for F over A, and, for
B ⊂ Rm−s open, define σ : A×B → Rm+c by

σ(a, b1, . . . , bm−s) = ξ(a) + b1X1(a) + · · ·+ bm−sXm−s(a).

Since the partial derivatives of σ are linearly independent at (a, 0), they remain
linearly independent in some neighborhood Ua of (a, 0) in A×B. Moreover, after
shrinking Ua and B if necessary, we may assume that σ(Ua) is embedded and there
exists a neighborhood Va of ξ(A) in Rm+c such that

σ(Ua) = Va ∩ σ(A×B);

to see this, note that otherwise, by making B arbitrarily close to 0, the assumption
that S is embedded would be violated. Let M := ∪a∈AUa, and let q ∈ M . Since
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M is an immersed submanifold, the rank theorem [21, Theorem 4.12] implies the
existence of a slice chart for M in Rm+c around q. Hence M satisfies the local slice
criterion for embedded submanifolds [21, Theorem 5.8], which is the desired local
conclusion.

To prove the full statement, let {ξi : Ai → Rm+c}ri=1 be a set of local parametriza-
tions of S covering S, and let {σi : Ai ×Bi → R}ri=1 be the corresponding maps σ,
as defined earlier. Then we know that for each i there exists a neighborhood Ui

of (Ai, 0) in Ai ×Bi such that σi(Ui) is embedded. Shrinking U1, . . . , Ur along the
second factor if necessary, we may assume that there are neighborhoods V1, . . . , Vr

of ξ1(A1), . . . , ξr(Ar) in Rm+c such that

σi(Ui) = Vi ∩ (∪r
i=1σi(Ui)) ∀i = 1, . . . , r.

As before, this implies the existence of a slice chart for Mi = σi(Ui) in Rm+c around
every q ∈ Mi. Hence M := ∪iMi is the desired (m− s)-ruled submanifold. □

Next we define constant-rank submanifolds and give two alternative characteriza-
tions of them.

Definition 2.3. Let M be an m-dimensional embedded submanifold of Rm+c. The
index of relative nullity of M at a point p ∈ M is the dimension of the kernel ∆ of
the second fundamental form α at p:

∆ = {x ∈ TpM | α(x, ·) = 0}.
We say that M is a constant-rank submanifold if the index of relative nullity is
constant. In particular, we say that M is rank-s when the index is equal to m− s.

Theorem 2.4 ([19, Lemma 3.1]). The following statements are equivalent:

(1) M is rank-s.
(2) The Gauss map M → Gr(m,m+c) has rank s everywhere; here Gr(m,m+c)

denotes the Grassmannian of m-dimensional subspaces of Rm+c.
(3) M is properly (m− s)-ruled with constant tangent space along the (m− s)-

rulings.

Thus, under very mild conditions, rank-s submanifolds containing S are locally
in one-to-one correspondence with distributions F of rank m− s along S satisfying

TpMF = Tp+xMF ∀x ∈ Fp such that p+ x ∈ MF .

The next lemma turns this condition into a relation involving the ambient covariant
derivative along S and represents the sought generalization of [26, Lemma 3.7].

Lemma 2.5. The tangent space of MF is constant along x ∈ Fp if and only if

∇vX ∈ TpMF ∀v ∈ TpS,

where X is any extension of x to a local section of F .

Proof. Let ξ : A → Rm+c be a local parametrization of S around p, and let (Xj)
m−s
j=1

be a local frame for F over A. Then the map σ : A× Rm−s → Rm+n defined by

σ(a, b1, . . . , bm−s) = ξ(a) + b1X1(a) + · · ·+ bm−sXm−s(a)

is a local parametrization of MF in a neighborhood of p. Since the tangent space
T(a,0,...,0,bj ,0,...,0)σ of σ at σ(a, 0, . . . , 0, bj , 0, . . . , 0) is spanned by

∂1ξ(a) + bj∂1Xj(a), . . . , ∂sξ(a) + bj∂sXj(a), X1(a), . . . , Xm−s(a),
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it follows that

T(a,0,...,0,bj ,0,...,0)σ = T(a,0)σ = span(∂1ξ(a), . . . , ∂sξ(a), X1(a), . . . , Xm−s(a))

if and only if ∂iXj(a) ∈ T(a,0)σ for every i = 1, . . . , s; by linearity, this is equivalent
to all directional derivatives of Xj being in T(a,0)σ at a. Now, to complete the proof,

it is enough to note that any of the elements of the frame (Xj)
m−s
j=1 may be chosen

to coincide with x at p. □

Remark 2.6. It is easy to see, using orthogonality of TpMF and (TpMF )
⊥, that the

condition ∇vX ∈ TpMF in Lemma 2.5 only depends on X through Xp = x ∈ TpMF .
Hence the lemma continues to hold if “local section of F” is replaced by “local
section of TMF”.

Remark 2.7. By the properties of the covariant derivative, Lemma 2.5 implies that
the tangent space of MF is constant along every x ∈ F if and only if

∇viXj ∈ TpMF ∀i, j,
where (v1, . . . , vs) is a basis of TpS and (X1, . . . , Xm−s) a local frame for F around
p.

3. Proof of the main result

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. The proof of the first two items is based
on the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that there exists a section N∗ of D⊥ such that the shape
operator A∗ of S in direction N∗ is nonsingular at p. Then

TpS ∩ ϕp(TpS,N
∗
p )

⊥ = {0}.

Proof. Let πS denote orthogonal projection onto TS, so that

AN = πS ◦ ϕ(·, N).

Suppose, towards a contradiction, that there exists a nonzero vector v ∈ TpS such
that

⟨v, ϕ(w,N∗)⟩ = 0 ∀w ∈ TpS.

Since ϕ(·, N) is self-adjoint with respect to the metric, this implies

A∗(v) = 0,

contradicting the assumption that A∗ has full rank at p. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2(i)–(ii). According to Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, we need to find an
(m− s)-dimensional subspace Fp of Dp satisfying TpS ∩ Fp = {0} and

∇vx ∈ Dp ∀(v, x) ∈ TpS ×Fp,

where x is being extended arbitrarily to a local section X of D. Note that the latter
condition is equivalent to

(2) ⟨∇vx, n⟩ = 0 ∀(v, x, n) ∈ TpS ×Fp ×D⊥
p ;

using orthogonality of x and n, we can rewrite (2) as

⟨x, ϕp(v, n)⟩ = 0 ∀(v, x, n) ∈ TpS ×Fp ×D⊥
p

or, more succinctly, as
Fp ⊂ (Imϕp)

⊥.
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Suppose that there exists a section N∗ of D⊥ such that the shape operator A∗ of
S in direction N∗ is nonsingular at p, and set

F∗
p := Dp ∩ ϕp(TpS,N

∗
p )

⊥.

Then, since AN∗ = πS ◦ ϕ(·, N∗), we deduce that F∗
p is a subspace of dimension

m− s; besides, it has trivial intersection with TpS by Lemma 3.1. Observing that

(Imϕp)
⊥ ⊂ ϕp(TpS,N

∗
p )

⊥,

we conclude that F∗ can only define a solution of our problem when Imϕp =
ϕp(TpS,N

∗
p ).

Next we check that F∗ does indeed define a solution. To this end, let M∗ :=
MF∗ be an embedded submanifold containing S, whose existence is guaranteed by
Lemma 2.2. First note that, by construction, the shape operator A∗ of S is nothing
but the restriction to TS of a shape operator of M∗. Hence, as the tangent space is
constant along F∗, the index of relative nullity of M∗ equals m− s along S. By the
same reason, extending N∗ via parallel translation in the ambient space to a unit
normal vector field along M∗, we have that

A∗
p+x(v) = A∗

p(v) ∀v ∈ Dp ≡ Tp+xM
∗,

which implies that the index of relative nullity of M∗ is constant, as claimed. □

It remains to prove Theorem 1.2(iii). To set the stage, we first recall the notion
of ((m− 1)-fold) vector cross product.

Let V be an m-dimensional oriented inner product space, and let (e1, . . . , em)
be an orthonormal basis of V . A vector cross product on V is a multilinear map
· × · · · × · : V m−1 → V such that

⟨e1 × · · · × em−1, e1⟩ = · · · = ⟨e1 × · · · × em−1, em−1⟩ = 0,

⟨e1 × · · · × em−1, e1 × · · · × em−1⟩ = det(⟨ei, ej⟩)m−1
i,j=1,

(e1, . . . , em−1, e1 × · · · × em−1) is positively oriented.

It is well known that there is only one vector cross product on V . It is given by

v1 × · · · × vm−1 = ⋆(v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vm−1),

where ⋆ denotes the Hodge star operator and ∧ the wedge product on V ; see [4].
More generally, if v1, . . . , vm−1 are continuous sections of a smooth oriented vector
bundle over a smooth manifold, then both ⋆ and ∧ are globally defined, and the
previous equation defines their cross product.

Our proof of Theorem 1.2(iii) is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let W be an s-dimensional subspace of V , and let ρ be a linear map
W → V ; without loss of generality, we may assume that the first s elements of
(e1, . . . , em) span W and the first r elements span coim ρ = (ker ρ)⊥. Suppose that
the orthogonal complement φ(W )⊥ of φ(W ) in V has trivial intersection with coim ρ.
Then

xj = φ(e1)× · · · × φ(er)× er+1 × · · · × êr+j × · · · × em, j = 1, . . . ,m− r

defines an orthogonal basis of φ(W )⊥; here the hat indicates that er+j is omitted.
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Proof. By construction, the vector xj belongs to the intersection between φ(W )⊥

and the subspace spanned by e1, . . . , er, er+j . Since φ(W )⊥ has trivial intersection
with span(e1, . . . , er), it follows that x1, . . . , xm−r all lie in orthogonal subspaces,
showing that they indeed span φ(W )⊥. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2(iii). Let (E1, . . . , Em) be a smooth orthonormal frame for
D|ξ(A) whose first s elements span TS. Equipping D|ξ(A) with the orientation
naturally induced by that frame, the vector cross product becomes well defined on
D|ξ(A). Then, for each j = 1, . . . ,m− s, let

(3) Xj = ϕ(E1, N
∗)× · · · × ϕ(Es, N

∗)× Es+1 × · · · × Ês+j × · · · × Em,

where the hat indicates that Es+j is omitted. Since coimϕ = TS by assumption,
we deduce from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 that (X1, . . . , Xm−s) is an orthogonal frame
for ϕ(TS,N∗)⊥.

It remains to compute (3) in coordinates. Let ϕk
i = ⟨ϕ(Ei, N

∗), Ek). Then

ϕ(Ei, N
∗) = ϕ1

iE1 + · · ·+ ϕm
i Em.

Substitution into (3) gives

Xj =
(
ϕ1
1E1 + · · ·+ ϕs

1Es + ϕs+j
1 Es+j

)
× · · · ×

(
ϕ1
sE1 + · · ·+ ϕs

sEs + ϕs+j
s Es+j

)
× Es+1 × · · · × Ês+j × · · · × Em,

which implies (1). □
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1. Juan A. Aledo, José A. Gálvez, and Pablo Mira, A D’Alembert formula for flat surfaces in the

3-sphere, J. Geom. Anal. 19 (2009), no. 2, 211–232. MR 2481959

2. David Brander and Martin Svensson, The geometric Cauchy problem for surfaces with
Lorentzian harmonic Gauss maps, J. Differential Geom. 93 (2013), no. 1, 37–66. MR 3019511

3. David Brander and Peng Wang, On the Björling problem for Willmore surfaces, J. Differential

Geom. 108 (2018), no. 3, 411–457. MR 3770847
4. Robert B. Brown and Alfred Gray, Vector cross products, Comment. Math. Helv. 42 (1967),

222–236. MR 222105

5. Antonio Bueno, The Björling problem for prescribed mean curvature surfaces in R3, Ann.
Global Anal. Geom. 56 (2019), no. 1, 87–96. MR 3962027

6. R. M. B. Chaves, M. P. Dussan, and M. Magid, Björling problem for timelike surfaces in the
Lorentz-Minkowski space, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 377 (2011), no. 2, 481–494. MR 2769151

7. Shiing-shen Chern and Nicolaas H. Kuiper, Some theorems on the isometric imbedding of

compact Riemann manifolds in euclidean space, Ann. of Math. (2) 56 (1952), 422–430.
MR 50962

8. Adriana A. Cintra, Francesco Mercuri, and Irene I. Onnis, The Björling problem for minimal

surfaces in a Lorentzian three-dimensional Lie group, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 195 (2016),
no. 1, 95–110. MR 3453594

9. M. Dajczer, L. Florit, and R. Tojeiro, Euclidean hypersurfaces with genuine deformations in

codimension two, Manuscripta Math. 140 (2013), no. 3-4, 621–643. MR 3019143
10. M. Dajczer and Th. Vlachos, The infinitesimally bendable Euclidean hypersurfaces, Ann. Mat.

Pura Appl. (4) 196 (2017), no. 6, 1961–1979. MR 3714748

11. Marcos Dajczer and Luis A. Florit, Genuine rigidity of Euclidean submanifolds in codimension
two, Geom. Dedicata 106 (2004), 195–210. MR 2079843

12. Marcos Dajczer and Detlef Gromoll, Gauss parametrizations and rigidity aspects of submani-
folds, J. Differential Geom. 22 (1985), no. 1, 1–12. MR 826420

13. Marcos Dajczer and Pedro Morais, Isometric rigidity in codimension 2, Michigan Math. J. 58

(2009), no. 3, 759–770. MR 2595563
14. Marcos Dajczer and Ruy Tojeiro, Submanifold theory: Beyond an introduction, Universitext,

Springer, New York, 2019. MR 3969932



8 MATTEO RAFFAELLI

15. Manfredo P. do Carmo, Differential geometry of curves & surfaces, second ed., Dover Publica-
tions, Mineola, NY, 2016. MR 3837152

16. M. P. Dussan, A. P. Franco Filho, and M. Magid, The Björling problem for timelike minimal
surfaces in R4

1, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 196 (2017), no. 4, 1231–1249. MR 3673665

17. Luis A. Florit and Guilherme M. de Freitas, Classification of codimension two deformations of

rank two Riemannian manifolds, Comm. Anal. Geom. 25 (2017), no. 4, 751–797. MR 3731641
18. Alfred Gray, Elsa Abbena, and Simon Salamon, Modern differential geometry of curves

and surfaces with Mathematica®, third ed., Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Chapman &

Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2006. MR 2253203
19. Philip Hartman, On isometric immersions in Euclidean space of manifolds with non-negative

sectional curvatures, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 115 (1965), 94–109. MR 202094

20. Erwin Kreyszig, Introduction to differential geometry and Riemannian geometry, Mathematical

Expositions, no. 16, University of Toronto Press, Toronto, 1968. MR 226507

21. John M. Lee, Introduction to smooth manifolds, second ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics,
no. 218, Springer, New York, 2013. MR 2954043

22. Irina Markina and Matteo Raffaelli, Flat approximations of hypersurfaces along curves,
Manuscripta Math. 160 (2019), no. 3-4, 315–325. MR 4016641

23. Antonio Mart́ınez and Francisco Milán, The geometric Cauchy problem for the hyperbolic
Hessian one equation, Nonlinear Anal. 125 (2015), 323–333. MR 3373588

24. Francisco Milán, The indefinite affine Cauchy problem, Nonlinear Anal. 196 (2020), Paper No.
111819, 11 pp. MR 4074625

25. Christos-Raent Onti, On complete conformally flat submanifolds with nullity in Euclidean

space, Results Math. 75 (2020), no. 3, Paper No. 106, 7 pp. MR 4119521
26. Matteo Raffaelli, The geometric Cauchy problem for rank-one submanifolds, Comm. Anal.

Geom., to appear.
27. , Classification of rank-one submanifolds, Results Math. 78 (2023), no. 6, Paper No.

208, 13 pp. MR 4630556

28. Umberto Sbrana, Sulla deformazione infinitesima delle ipersuperficie, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl.
15 (1908), 329–348.

29. Francisco Vittone, On the nullity distribution of a submanifold of a space form, Math. Z. 272

(2012), no. 1-2, 1–16. MR 2968211
30. Kentaro Yano, On the torse-forming directions in Riemannian spaces, Proc. Imp. Acad. Tokyo

20 (1944), 340–345. MR 14777

School of Mathematics, Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, Georgia 30332
Email address: raffaelli@math.gatech.edu


	1. Introduction and main result
	2. Constant-rank submanifolds
	3. Proof of the main result
	References

