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Abstract

We investigate helicoidal surfaces in Fuclidean space whose profile curves are frontals.
Under certain conditions, these surfaces are framed base surfaces. We derive geometric
invariants and curvatures for helicoidal surfaces, utilizing the curvatures of associated
Legendre curves. Additionally, we analyse the parallel and focal surfaces associated with
a helicoidal surface.

1 Introduction

The study of helicoidal surfaces in 3-dimensional Euclidean space extends naturally from
research on surfaces of revolution, which have been the focus of several recent investigations
(see, for example, [5, 6, 8, [16]). Also known as generalized helicoids, helicoidal surfaces form
a broader class that includes both helicoids and surfaces of revolution as particular cases.

More precisely, let [ be a line lying in a plane II in R3, and let C be a curve contained in
II. Suppose C undergoes a combined motion in R3: it rotates around [ while simultaneously
translating parallel to [, with the rate of translation proportional to the rate of rotation. The
resulting set of points M is called a generalized helicoid (or helicoidal surface) generated by
C, which is referred to as the profile curve of M. The line [ is known as the axis of M, and
the ratio of the translation speed to the rotational speed is called the slant of M. A surface of
revolution corresponds to a helicoidal surface with slant 0 (cf. [4]), while a classical helicoid
is a helicoidal surface whose profile curve is a straight line segment. This work focuses on
the geometry of helicoidal surfaces with singular points.

Unlike surfaces of revolution, which are always frontals when their profile curves are
frontals, helicoidal surfaces require additional conditions to be frontals. In Section 3, we
establish a condition under which helicoidal surfaces are frontals and analyze when they are
fronts.
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Under certain conditions, helicoidal surfaces with frontal profile curves are framed sur-
faces. In Section 4, we examine helicoidal surfaces as framed surfaces, deriving curvatures
and geometric invariants using the curvature of associated Legendre curves. Sections 5 and
6 are devoted to the study of parallel and focal surfaces of helicoidal surfaces. Finally, we
analyze the geometric invariants of helicoidal surfaces, focusing on the behavior of their
Gaussian and mean curvatures.

Parts of this work were presented at the 7th International Workshop on Singularities
in Generic Geometry and applications, held in Fortaleza, Brazil, in 2023, and at the 18th
International Workshop on Real and Complex Singularities, held in Valencia, Spain, in 2024.
The first workshop was organized in honor of Farid Tari, and the second in honor of Juan
José Nuno-Ballesteros, both celebrating their 60th birthdays. We dedicate this work to these
two outstanding mathematicians.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, all maps and manifolds are differentiable of class C'*° unless stated otherwise.
Let R™ denote the n-dimensional Euclidean space equipped with the inner product a-b =
aiby + -+ - + apby, where a = (a1,...,a,) and b = (by,...,b,). We shall focus on the cases
where n = 2 or n = 3. The norm of a is given by |a| = \/a-a, and for n = 3, the vector
product of a and b is denoted, as usual, by a x b.

We quickly review below main definitions and properties of Legendre curves in the Eu-
clidean plane R? (cf. [1, 2]) and framed surfaces in the Euclidean space R? (cf. [3]).

2.1 Legendre curves

Let I C R be an open interval, and let S be the unit circle. Let v: I - R?2 and v : [ — S!
be smooth mappings. We say that (v,v) : I — R? x St is a Legendre curve if 4(t) - v(t) = 0
for all ¢t € I, where §(t) = (dy/dt)(t). A point tg € I such that §(tg) = 0 is called a singular
point of . If a Legendre curve (v,v) : I — R? x S! is an immersion, it is called a Legendre
immersion. We say that v : I — R? is a frontal (resp. front) if there exists a smooth map
v: I — S'such that (vy,v): I — R? x S! is a Legendre curve (resp. Legendre immersion).

Given a Legendre curve (v,v) : I — R? x S1, let J be the anticlockwise rotation by angle
7/2in R?, and let u(t) = J(v(¢)). Then {v(t), u(t)} is a moving frame along the frontal ~(t)
in R?, and we have a Frenet-type formula given by
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where £(t) = v(t) - pu(t) and S(t) = 4(t) - p(t). The pair (¢, 8) is called the curvature of the
Legendre curve (7,v). It holds that a Legendre curve (v, v) is a Legendre immersion if and
only if (£, ) # (0,0). Notice that + is singular at ¢ if and only if 3(¢) =



Let (y,v) : I — R? x S! be a Legendre curve. A parallel curve vy : I — R? of «y is defined
by ya(t) = v(t) + A\v(t), for A € R, and we note that (v, v) is also a Legendre curve. In a
neighborhood of a regular point of v, its evolute is given by &,(t) = v(t) + ﬁn(t), away
from points where x(t) = 0, where £(t) is the usual curvature of a regular plane curve and

n(t) = J(%) = —%V(t). Since at singular points of v its curvature may diverge, the
definition of the evolute of (vy,v) is given by &, : I — R% E.(t) = ~(t) — %V(t), which

generalizes the evolute of regular plane curves since x(t) = £(t)/|5(t)| at regular points, and
we assume that x(t) # 0.
For details on Legendre curves, see [I, 2.

2.2 Framed surfaces

Considering Legendre curves, one has an orthonormal frame for R? along the curve. The
same approach holds for surfaces in R3. Let U be a simply connected domain of R?, and
let S? be the unit sphere in R3. We denote the 3-dimensional smooth manifold {(a,b) €
S% x S%;a-b =0} by A.

We say that (x,n,s) : U — R3 x A is a framed surface if x,(u,v) - n(u,v) = 0 and
Xy (u,v) - n(u,v) = 0 for all (u,v) € U, where x,, = 9x/0u and x, = 0x/0v. We say that
x : U — R3 is a framed base surface if there exists (n,s) : U — A such that (x,n,s) is a
framed surface. A framed surface (x,n,s) is a framed immersion if (x,n,s) is an immersion.
A point p € U is a singular point of x if x is not an immersion at p.

The pair (x,n) : U — R3 x S? is said to be a Legendre surface if x,(u,v) - n(u,v) = 0
and x,(u,v) -n(u,v) =0 for all (u,v) € U. Moreover, when a Legendre surface (x,n) : U —
R3 x S? is an immersion, this is called a Legendre immersion. We say that x : U — R3
is a frontal (respectively, a front) if there exists a map n : U — S? such that the pair
(x,n) : U — R3 x S? is a Legendre surface (respectively, a Legendre immersion). Then, a
framed base surface is a frontal. At least locally, a frontal is a framed base surface.

Let x : U — R3 be a frontal. The function A : U — R given by A(u,v) = det(xy, Xy, n)
is called the signed area density. A singular point p of a frontal is called non-degenerate
if dA(p) # 0. In this case, the singular set of the frontal is a regular curve near p, called
singular curve. A singular point p € U of a map f : U — R? is called a cuspidal edge if
the map-germ f at p is A-equivalent to (u,v) — (u,v? v3) at 0. (Two map-germs fi, f2 :
(R™,0) — (R™,0) are A-equivalent if there exist diffecomorphisms S : (R",0) — (R",0) and
T: (R™,0) — (R™,0) such that fo oS =T o fi.) A singular point p of f is a swallowtail if
f at p is A-equivalent to (u, u?v 4 3u?*, 2uv + 4u?) at 0. Cuspidal edges and swallowtails are
examples of non-degenerate singular points of frontals. A non-degenerate singular point p of
a frontal f is called of the first kind if the kernel of the differential of f at p is not parallel to
the singular curve. Cuspidal edge is a example of non-degenerated singular points of frontals
of the first kind.

Let (x,n,s) : U — R? x A be a framed surface and t(u,v) = n(u,v) x s(u,v). Then



{n(u,v),s(u,v),t(u,v)} is a positive orthogonal moving frame along x(u,v). Therefore, we
have the following systems of differential equations:

Xu ai bl S
()= (2 n)(7) o

n, 0 e1 fi n n, 0 es  fo n
su | =] —es 0 @ s |, so |=| —e2 0 @ s |, )
ty, -fi —¢1 0O t ty —fo —g2 0 t

where a;, bje;, fi,9: : U — R, i = 1,2, are smooth functions. These functions are called basic
invariants of the framed surface (x,n,s). The matrices given in and are denoted by
G,F1 and Fo, respectively, and the triple (G, F1, F2) is also called basic invariants of the
framed surface (x,n,s). These invariants satisfy the following conditions:

ai, — bi1g2 = az, — bagn ey — f192 = €2y — faon
biy —asgr = by, —a1g2 Ji, — €291 = fa, —e192 (4)
ajes + by fo = aze; + baf1 g1, — €1f2 = g2, — e2f1

and Fa,, — F1, = F1F2 — FoF1.
Let (G, F1, F2) be the basic invariants of (x,n,s). The smooth mapping Cr = (Jp, Kp, Hr) :
U — R3 given by

is called the curvature of the framed surface. We notice that if x is a regular surface, then
their Gaussian curvature K and mean curvature H satisty K = Kp/Jp and H = Hp/Jp.
The smooth mapping I : U — R® given by

Io=(Cpdet [ 9 ) qet [ 00 9,
az go b2 g2
det a9 , det UG , det @A
e g2 fo g2 az e
is called the concomitant mapping of the framed surface (x,n,s).

Proposition 2.1 ([3]) Let (x,n,s): U — R3 x A be a framed surface and p € U.

(a) x is an immersion (a reqular surface) around p if and only if Jrp(p) # 0.
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(b) (x,n) is a Legendre immersion around p if and only if Cr(p) # 0.

(¢) (x,1m,8) is a framed immersion around p if and only if Ir(p) # 0.

Next, we consider parallel and focal surfaces of framed surfaces. For a framed surface
(x,m,8) : U = R3x A, a parallel surface x* : U — R? is given by x* (u, v) = x(u, v)+An(u,v),
where A € R. It holds that (x*,n,s) is a framed surface. A focal surface of the framed surface
is given by £(x) : U — R3, with &(x)(u,v) = x(u,v) + An(u,v), where X is a solution of the
equation

Kp(u,v)A\* — 2Hp (u, v)A + Jr(u,v) = 0. (5)

We note that these definitions are generatizations of those ones for regular surfaces. For
instance, in a neigborhood of a regular point of x, it holds that A is a solution of if
and only if % is a solution of A2 — 2H\ + K = 0. Focal surfaces of a Legendre surface are
also Legendre surfaces. The study of parallel and focal surfaces of fronts from a different
viewpoint is given in [13] 14 [I5]. For more details on framed surfaces, including existence
and uniqueness theorems, see [3].

3 Helicoidal surfaces of frontals

Let I C R be an open interval and (v, v) : I — R? be a Legendre curve with curvature (¢, 3).
In the following we identify R? with the zz-plane into zyz-space R? and we deal with the
plane curve v(t) = (z(t),2(t)) as a curve in the zz-plane. Considering the moving frame
{v(t), u(t)} along (t), let v(t) = (a(t),b(t)). Then z(t)a(t) + 2(t)b(t) = 0, a®(t) + b*(t) = 1
and p(t) = (=b(t),a(t)). Let ¢ : I — R be a smooth function such that a(t) = cos p(t)
and b(t) = sing(t). Then, by (I, it holds that ¥(t) = (i(t),2(t)) = B(t)(—b(t),a(t)) =
(ALt sin (), B() cos (1)), BAE) = (a(t), b(t)) = E(8)(~b(1), a(t)) and £(t) = p(¢).

With the above notations, we shall consider helicoidal surfaces with profile curve v and
axis being the z-axis or the z-axis. Then, if the slant is ¢ > 0, they are surfaces in R? which
can be parametrized by x,z : I x [0,27) — R? given by

x(t,0) = (cl + x(t), z(t) cos 0, z(t) sinb) (6)

and
z(t,0) = (z(t) cos b, z(t) sinb, cl + z(t)), (7)

where x (resp. z) denote the helicoidal surface of v around x-azis (resp. z-axis).

We consider here the domain I x [0, 27) in order to avoid possible self-intersection of the
surfaces. Let us first consider the helicoidal surface around the z-axis given by . The first
order derivatives of z are

z(t,0) = B(t)(—sin p(t) cos O, —sin p(t) sin O, cos p(t)) and
zg(t,0) = (—xz(t)sin @, z(t) cos b, c).



Then the coeflicients of its first fundamental form are

E(t,0) = §%(t), F(t,0) =cp(t)cosp(t) and G(t,0) = z2(t) + 2

and so z is singular at (¢,0) if and only if

(EG — F2)(t,0) = B*(t)(z*(t) + ¢*) — 2B2(t) cos® p(t) = B2(1)E2(t)

vanishes, where

Ealt) = \Je2sin? (1) + 22(1) (8)

i.e., at singular points of v (5(t) = 0) or when &,(t) = 0. We note that &,(¢) = 0 if and only
if the profile curve intersects the z-axis (x(t) = 0) and, futhermore, z is a revolution surface
(¢ =0) or v(t) is orthogonal to the z-axis (b(t) = sinp(t) = 0) (see Figure [1).

Figure 1: Profile curves of z with &,(¢) = 0, for some ¢. The dashed line is the axis of z.

Considering the helicoidal surface around the z-axis and parametrization given by @, it
holds analogous result, with

Ex(t) = /e cos? (1) + 22(1) . (9)

It was shown in [12] a result (Proposition 3.3) that considers when a surface of revolution
is a frontal or a front depending on the profile curve. In the following result we consider
the same approach and we include the case of surface of revolution for completeness, adding
some information.

Proposition 3.1 Under above notation, it holds the following:

(a) If ¢ =0, then both revolution surfaces z and x are frontals. Furthermore, z (resp. x)

is a front if and only if v is a front and (x(t),cos p(t)) # (0,0) (resp.(z(t),sinp(t)) #
(0,0)), for allt. Consequently, either the surface of revolution x or z is a front if and
only if v is a front.

(b) If ¢ # 0 and &, (t) # 0 (resp. &(t) # 0), for all t, then the helicoidal surface z (resp.

x) is a frontal. Furthermore, z (resp. x) is a front if and only if v is a front and

(2(t), B(t)) # (0,0) (resp. (=(t), B(t)) # (0,0)), for allt.



Proof We will consider the helicoidal surface z. The case for x is analogous.
By direct calculation, we have:
zy X 2g(t,0) = B(t)(—c sinp(t) sind — x(t) cos p(t) cos 0, ¢ sin p(t) cos § — x(t) cos p(t) sin 0,
—z(t) sin p(t))
and
|20 x z4(t,0)° = (EG — F?)(t,0) = B*(t)&2 (1),
where &, is defined by .

(a) If ¢ =0, then an nit normal vector field to the surface z is given by
n”(t,0) = (cos ¢(t) cos B, cos p(t) sin b, sin p(t)).

Consequently, z is a frontal.
Let L = (z,n*) with n* as given above. Since ¢(t) = £(t), the differential of L at (t,0) is
given by the matrix:

—B(t)sing(t)cos®  —x(t)sind
—B(t) sinp(t) siné x(t) cos
B B(t) cos <p(t) 0
dL(t,6) = —{(t)sinp(t) cosf —cos(t)sinh
—L(t) sin ¢(t) sin 9 cos ¢(t) cos 0
0(t) cos p(t) 0 i

(

If 7 is not a front at o, then (¢(to), 5(to)) = (0,0). This leads to the first column of
dL(tg,0) vanishing, indicating that z is not a front at (¢p,6). The same conclusion holds if
(x(to), cos ¢(ty)) = (0,0), for some ty € I.

Now, suppose that v is a front, i.e., (€(t), 5(t)) # (0,0), and (z(t),cos ¢(t)) # (0,0) ,for
all t. Under these conditions, the above matrix has rank 2 and, therefore, z is a front.

(b) Suppose that ¢ # 0 and fz( ) # 0, for all ¢. So, it holds that

n”(t,0) = (¢ sin(t)sin @ + x(t) cos ¢(t) cos b, (10)

Sz( )
—c sinp(t) cos @ + z(t) cos (t) sin 6, x(t) sin p(t))

is a unit vector field normal to z and z is a frontal.
Since either sin ¢(t) # 0 or z(t) # 0 and, for n* given by (10), dL(t,6) = d(z,n?)(t,0) is
given by the matrix

[ —B(t) sin p(t) cos O —x(t)sin @
—B(t)sinp(t) sin b x(t) cos
B(t) cos p(t) " C( : )
csin ¢(t) cos 0—x(t) cos p(t) sin 6
At 0) , - &) “ ’
(t, 0) csin p(t) sin Gzrm(gt)) cos p(t) cos 6
—2B(#) sin® p(t)+a(t)3E(t) cos p(t) ZO
L F10) i



where

At 0) = ggl(t) (e B(t) sin? () (—csin p(£) cos (t) cos 0 + z(t) sin )
1 a(t) €(t)(ca(t) cos p(t) sind — (& + =(t)%) sin () cos 0))
and
B(t,0) = ggl(t) (—eB(t) sin® p(t) (e sin p(t) cos (t) sin 6 + x(t) cos )
— (t) (t) (e (t) cos p(t) cos B+ (2 + 2(t)%) sin (t) sin 6)) .
the result follows just analysing this matrix. .

Remark 3.2 By Proposition the helicoidal surface z (resp. x), with ¢ # 0 and £,(t) # 0
(resp. £x(t) # 0) is a front if and only if the profile curve is a front and it is not singular at
points where it intersects the axis of the surface (see Figure @ We note that, when ¢ = 0,
both revolution surfaces x and z are frontals but not fronts at (t,0) if, and only if, the profile
curve s a frontal but not a front att. On the other side, for helicoidal surfaces, if the profile
curve is a frontal but not a front, then both x and z will also fail to be fronts. However, there
exist cases where the profile curve is a front, but both helicoidal surfaces are not fronts (see

Ezample ).

Figure 2: Example with the profile curve being a front, but the helicoidal surface is not a
front. The dashed line is the axis of the helicoidal.

Example 3.3 Consider the frontal

[+ 1)cost+ (t—1)sint —1 (1 —t)cost+ (1+41¢)sint —1
0= ( V2 ’ v )

near t = 0. Then ¢(t) = arcsin (M\Emt) and B(t) = t. Since €(0) = ¢(0) = 1, it holds
that v is a front around t = 0. On the other hand, since x(0) = z(0) (0) = 0, then by
Proposition [3.1], the helicoidal surfaces x and z are both not fronts.



4 Helicoidal surfaces as a framed surface

In the remainder of this work, we will consider the notations from the previous sections.

With a condition, helicoidal surfaces given by equations @ or are framed base sur-
faces. We analyze only the surface given by , since the case for that given by @ is
analogous.

Proposition 4.1 If &,(t) # 0, for all t, then (z,n%,s%) : I x [0,27) — R3 x A is a framed
surface with basic invariants (G, F£, F5) at (t,0) given by:

0 —B(t)

G =\ _e,t) —ceoso(t) |
1 0 c(B(t) sin%(t)g(et()t)x@) cosel®)  _p(4)z(t)
Z —c sin? z(t) cos 1
z 0 (B(t) so(é%(t) (t) cosp(t)) 0 cl(t)sinp(t) |
0(t)a(t) —cl(t) sin p(t) 0
and
0 —&4(t) cosp(t)  csin® p(t)
1 .
F5=—— | &) cosp(t) 0 z(t)sinp(t) |,
gz(t) _ aain2 — i
csin® p(t) x(t) sinp(t) 0
where

1
s“(t,0) = (—csinp(t) cos p(t) cos @ + z(t) sin @, —csin p(t) cos p(t) sinf — x(t) cos 0,

§a(t)
—csin? o(t))(11)

and n*(t,0) is given by (L0).

Proof Since &,(t) # 0, for all ¢, it follows that n*, given by , is a unit normal vector
field of z. Moreover, considering the unit vector field s* as defined in ,we have n*-s* = 0,
for all (¢,6). Consequently, (x,n?% s?) is a framed surface.

To compute the basic invariants, consider

t“(¢,0) = n® x s%(t,0) = (sinp(t) cos 0, sin p(t) sin O, — cos p(t)).
Since p(t) = £(t), then the matrices G*, F3* and F3 are as stated above. O

It is observed that when ¢ = 0, the matrices coincide with those given in [12].
Given the basic invariants, we can compute the curvature Cr, = (J5, K%, Hf) of the
framed surface, which at (¢, 6) is given by

c? Bsint ¢ — a3 cos ] (t 2 1 ¢%sin? ) cos | (¢ xl(c + 22)|(¢
01, = (e, LB e ateosgl) [P o) con ) + e )0

(12)



We observe that the above curvature does not depend on 6.

By Proposition (z,n?%) is a Legendre immersion around (¢, 6) if and only if CF,(¢,0)
does not vanish. According to (12), this condition fails if and only if 3(t) = £(t) = 0 or
B(t) = z(t) = 0, which means that either  is not a front at ¢ or it is singular at a point
where it intersects the axis of z. This result corresponds exactly to Remark

Now we compute the concomitant mapping of the framed surface (z,n? s*), which at
(t,0) is given by

[(zB8 — c{ cos @) sin ] (t)

Ip, = (C’Fz(t), c(lsiny)(t), —

£a(t) ’
c[(zBsin® p + £(2% + &) cos p)) sin ] (t) ) c(Bsin® p + zf cos @) (1)
52 (t) Y (g Sin SO) (t)7 é—z (t) > )

which also does not depend on 6.

Thus, if ¢ # 0, then Ip vanishes at (¢,0) if and only if 3(t) = ¢(t) = 0. Therefore,
according to Proposition we have shown that if (z,n?%) is a Legendre immersion, then
(z,n?% s?) is a framed immersion.

For completeness, we provide below the formulas for the helicoidal surface x given by

()

n*(t,0) — ((z cos ) (t),ccos p(t)sinf + (zsinp)(t) cos B, —c cos p(t) cos @ + (zsin @)(t) sin h)

£a(t) ’

< _ (—ccos? p(t), z(t) sin 6 — c(sin ¢ cos )(t) cos B, —c(sin ¢ cos )(t) sin 6 — z(t) cos b, )
s*(t,0) = 0 ,

t*(t,0) = n* x s*(t,0) = (—sin p(t), cos p(t) cos B, cos p(t) sin b).

In the following, we shall omit the parameter ¢ in the functions &x, z, 5, @, ¢, and z:

x_| O s
" = [ —&& —ccosp ] ’

0 —c(B cos? p+zsin ) 20
[
x 1| eaeos? <§+Z€ sin ) 0 —clcos
x X
—20 clcosp 0
) 0 —Eéxsing ¢ cos? ©
Fr=r | Gsing 0 zeosy
13" 2
—CCos“p  —2zCoSp 0

Cr= <5£xv -

2B cost o — 23Usinp _6({,2( + 2 cos? ) sinp + 2£ (c? + z2)> (13)

& ’ 263
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_ (Can el cos 0, (Bz—c%zin ®) cosc,p7 _¢(Bzcos? @+€(§§+22) sin ) cos ¢ ’

/ cos 0, — (B cos? L,g:—zé sin ) )

5 Parallel surfaces

It is well known that a parallel surface of a regular surface of revolution generated by a
regular curve « is the surface of revolution generated by a parallel curve of . The same
result holds for surfaces of revolution generated by Legendre curves (see Proposition 3.12 in
[12]). However, the situation is different for helicoidal surfaces.

Example 5.1 Considering the profile curve v(t) = (t,t), t > 0, of the helicoidal surface

z(t,0) = (tcosf,tsinb, cO +t), its parallel curve is yx(t) = (¢t — %,t + W) The helicoidal

surface around the z-axis generated by vy is

((t+ \;\i)COSQ, (t+ \jé)sinﬁ,cﬁ—i—t—i— %) .
On the other hand, the parallel surface of z is given by
A e A e A
z> t,9):<t ——)cosf + ——sinf,t(1+ ——)sinf — ——cosd,cl +t(1 + ),
CO= Ut gm = em™ e ™ " Lo &)
where &,(t) = V2 + 2t2.

Thus, the helicoidal surface generated by a parallel curve of v is a parallel surface of the

helicoidal surface generated by ~v if and only if ¢ = 0, i.e., if and only if z is a surface of
revolution.

Theorem 5.2 Let (v,v) : I — R?x S be a Legendre curve and z be the helicoidal surface of
v around z-azis given by such that &,(t) # 0, for allt. A parallel surface z* : I x[0,271) —
R3 of z is the helicoidal surface of a curve that belongs to a 1-parameter deformation of the
parallel curve of the profile curve v of z.

In order to prove the theorem, we first present the following lemma. We can consider
helicoidal surface generated by a space curve «a(t) = (z1(t), x2(t), z3(t)). For example, if the
z-axis is the axis of the surface, it can be parametrized as follows:

Z(t,0) = (z1(t) cos — xo(t) sin b, x1(t) sin @ + x2(t) cos b, c O + x3(t)) . (14)

For the local study of helicoidal surfaces, we can assume that the profile curve is a plane
curve. More precisely, the following result holds.

Lemma 5.3 The helicoidal surface given by generated by a space curve is locally a
helicoidal surface generated by a plane curve.

11



Proof Without loss of generality, we assume that a(t) = (z1(t),x2(t), z3(t)) is defined
near t = 0. Let m and n integer such that z1(t) = t™Z1(t) and x2(t) = t"Z2(t), where z(0)
and (0) are non-zero. We must consider two cases: n > m and n < m.

For the case n > m, we define the local diffeomorphism h(t,0) = (¢,0 — arctan(ifg))),

which is well-defined near the origin, since 28 t”*m%—gg and Z1(0) # 0. So

z(h(t,0)) = (X (t)cos8, X (t)sin b, Z(t) + cb),

where

(15)

X(t) = sgn(z1(t)) /21 (t) + 23(t)
Z(t) =ux3(t) —c arctan(m2(t)).
On the other hand, if n < m, then the function % is well-defined near the origin. So

taking the diffeomorphism h(t,0) = (¢,6 + arctan(iigg) — %), we have

zZ(h(t,0)) = (X (t)cosf, X (t)sinb, Z(t) + ch),

where

(16)

X(t) = sgn(xa(t))\/21(t) + 3(t)
Z(t) = x3(t) + c(arctan(iégg) ~I).
In both situation, z o h is a helicoidal surface around z-axis, with slant ¢ and generated

by the curve (X (t),0, Z(t)). O

Proof of Theorem Let v(t) = (z(t),0,2(t)) be the profile curve of the helicoidal
surface z. By direct calculations, using @ and , a parallel surface of z is given by:

2 M(t,0) = (x1(t) cos O — z2(t) sin 0, 21 (t) sin O + xo(t) cos 0, ¢ + z3(t)), (17)

where

A cos p(t)
§a(t)

cAsin p(t)
&(t)

Az(t) sin ¢(t)

z1(t) = x(t)(1 + 20)

),xg(t):— xgzz(t)-F
Then, z* is a helicoidal surface generated by the space curve a(t) = (x1(t), z2(t), 23(t)).
By Lemma [5.3] this helicoidal is generated by the plane curve vy (t) = (X ( ),0,Z(t)),
with X, Z given by (L5) or (16). When ¢ = 0, it holds that &,(¢t) = |z(t)]. So, yao(t) =
|

(x1(t),0,23(t)). Then the curve 7)o coincides with the parallel curve vy of ~.

In the following we shall denote by vy, (resp. (A, c)) the plane profile curve in the
xz-plane of the parallel surface z* (resp. the 1-parameter deformation of the parallel curve
v of v given in Theorem [5.2)). By Lemma [5.3] and (17), assuming z1(t) # 0, we have

Me(t) = <sgn(;v1(t)) 22(t) + 23(t), x3(t) — carctan <ij§3>> . (18)

12



It is worth noting that the condition x1(tg) # 0 implies that, if ¢ = 0, then Hp given by
has non-zero mean curvature in a neighborhood of (¢g, 6).

It is natural to ask whether the deformation v(\,¢) of vy is a versal deformation. The
following proposition shows that (A, c) depends only on the absolute value of ¢, indicating
that (A, ¢) is not a versal deformation.

Proposition 5.4 The deformation v(\, c) of vy given by depends only on the absolute
value of the parameter ¢, i.e., y(\, ¢) = v(\, —c).

Proof By , the functions x; and x3 depend only on the absolute value of ¢, whereas
o changes its sign when ¢ changes sign. Thus, the result follows from the expression
and properties of the function arctan. O

Knowing that v(\, ¢) is not a versal deformation of 7, another natural question arises:
How is a singularity of «, deformed by 7(A,¢)? This question is addressed in the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.5 Let z be the helicoidal surface given by (7)), and v(t) = (x(t), 2(t)) its profile
curve. Let tg € 1. Assume that v is regular and has no vertex at ty, vy is singular at to,
and 7y does not intersect the axis of z (x(ty) # 0). Furthermore, assume that, when ¢ = 0,
the curvature H7. does not vanish. Then vy . has a singularity near to for any c near t = 0.
That s, there exists a neighborhood J of 0 and a neighborhood Iy C I of ty such that vy is
singular at some t € Iy, for all c € J.

Proof We assume, without loss of generality, that x1(tg) > 0. We note that v, . is singular
at t if and only if A\, ¢ and t satisfy the following system of equations:

121 + x99 = 0
(ac% + :L'%).%‘g — C(:L'l.fg — i‘lxg) =0 s

where 1, z9, and x3 are given in , and we omit the variable .
By isolating & in the first equation and substituting it into the second, we conclude that
the system above is equivalent to:

(19)

T1T1 + x99 =0
.%1@3 - C.’i’g =0.

From direct calculations, we conclude that the above system is equivalent to:

13



where

B(c,t) = B(1) (A = A sin® (1) + (26, (t) — 22(1)) (@ (1) + A&a(t) cos (1)) +
Az (£)0(t) (¢ + 2%(t))&a(t) + AP (t) cos p(t)) -

Thus, v, is singular at ¢ if and only if ®(c,t) = 0.

Since 4 (tg) = 0, then A\ = _/?((:8))' Moreover,

0P 1‘3 (to)

E(Ov tO) =

((to){(to) — Blto) cos e(to)) ( Blto)e(to) — Bilto)((to) ) # 0.

In fact, ¢ — S cos p = 0 at g if and only if the curvature H% of z(tp, ) with ¢ = 0 vanishes,
and B¢ — B¢ = 0 at to if and only if k(tg) = 0, i.e., v has a vertex at tp.

Then, by the implicit function theorem, there exist neighborhoods J of 0 and Iy of ¢,
and a smooth function ¢(c) with ¢(0) = to such that ®(c,t(c)) = 0 for all ¢ € J and t(c) € lo.
In other words, for each ¢ € J, there exists a t; € Iy such that v, . is singular at ¢;. O

The theorem above shows that if v, has a singularity, then the curve v, . also presents
this singularity, although not necessarily at the same parameter value. We illustrate this
with the following example:

Example 5.6 Let v(t) = (t + 2, %) and X\ = —2v/2. Then ~\(t) = 0 for t = £1, and the
deformation vy . is depicted in Figure@ by the curves with c=0,1, and 1.5.

Y

Figure 3: Deformation vy ., for v = (t + 2, %) and A = —2v/2.
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6 Focal surfaces

We now consider the focal surfaces of a helicoidal surface. For surfaces of revolution of a
frontal, it is known that when the focal surfaces are well-defined, one of them is the surface
of revolution of the evolute of the profile curve, while the other is contained in the axis of
rotation. For further details, see Proposition 3.13 of [16]. In this work, we extend the same
approach to helicoidal surfaces.

As before, we concentrate on the case of helicoidal surfaces of a frontal around z-axis
given by @ Besides, we suppose that &,(t) # 0, for all t. The focal surfaces of are given
by

E(z)(t,0) =z(t,0) + A(t,0)n*(t,0),

where n” is given by and A(t,6) is a solution of ([5). Then
E(z)(t,0) = (z(t) cosO — y(t)sinb, Z(t) sin @ + y(t) cos O, cO + z(t)),

where

x Acsinp _ Axsing
— —_—, eZ=z4+ —.

(T P R

These identities match those in , except for the key distinction that, in this context,
A is not a constant but a function of ¢. The conclusion drawn from the analysis of the focal

i’:

(20)

surfaces £(z) highlights that these surfaces retain their helicoidal nature, with their profile
curves represented by the spatial curve (Z, 7, ). To formalize this, we can state the following
proposition:

Proposition 6.1 Let (v,v) : I — R? x S* be a Legendre curve, and let z be the helicoidal
surface given by , with profile curve . Suppose that £5(t) # 0, for all t. Then every focal
surface of z is a helicoidal surface with profile space curve (Z(t),y(t),z(t)) given by .

This proposition emphasizes an important property of helicoidal surfaces, indicating that
the geometric characteristics are preserved in their focal counterparts, providing a deeper
understanding of the structure and behavior of such surfaces in differential geometry.

Example 6.2 Let z be the helicoidal surface with profile curve given by y(t) = (sint, — cost+
2) and with slant ¢ = 2 shown in Figure |4}, left. Using the proof of Lemma we can find
the plane profile curve of the focal surfaces £(z) of z. One of them is the green quadricusp
depicted in Figure[]), rigth. The blue curve represents .

Remark 6.3 We have proved that a focal surface E(z) of the helicoidal surface z is also a
helicoidal surface, with the condition &4(t) # 0. Moreover, if v(t) = (x(t), z(t)) is the profile
curve of z, then £(z) has, up a change of coordenates at the source, the following plane profile
curves (according to the proof of Lemma ,

15



Figure 4: Figures of the Example

a(t) = (sgn(z(t)V/z(t)? + §(t)2, 2(t) — carctan(@)), (21)
a(t) = (sgn(g(t))\/z2(t) + 52(t), Z2(t) + carctan(——= —

where T,y and Z are given in (20)).

When ¢ = 0, in the proof of Proposition 3.13 of [16], with the hypothesis that K%(¢,6) #
0, for all (¢,6) € I x [0,27), the values of A\ that satisfy are \; = —? and Ay = — =

Moreover, for A1, a given in coincides with the evolute of v. We aim to study the
behavior of « for ¢ close to the origin. To do this, we will assume, without loss of generality,

that « is referenced to the A that satisfies A\; = —? when ¢ = 0. Furthermore, we will assume
that Z is non-zero and that « is given by . A geometric interpretation of this assumption
is provided in the following result.

Proposition 6.4 The function T given in is non-zero at to if and only if the curvature
H?%. does not vanish in a neighborhood of (ty,0) for sufficiently small values of c.

Proof In fact, taking ¢ = 0, we have \ = —? and & = x. Thus, Z(tg) = 0 if and only if
xl — B cosp = 0. This identity is also equivalent to H% = 0 when ¢ = 0. Considering H% as
a map with variables ¢ and ¢, this map is smooth, and therefore, we obtain the result. O

Varying the parameter ¢, we conclude that the map
y(t)

8(c)(t) = 0(c, t) = (sgn(z(t))V/T2(t) + y2(t), z(t) — carctan(%)) (22)

16



is a 1-parameter deformation of the evolute &, (t) = §(¢,0) of v, where Z,y and Z are given
in . For « related to the A = —£— when ¢ = 0, the map 0(c, t) is a deformation of some

cos
curve on the axis of revolution, which is not intersting.

Example 6.5 Let v be the curve from Example[6.9 Its evolute is an isolated point, which
is deformed by d(c,t) into a quadricusp, as shown in Figure .

In the same way we did for the deformation v(\, c¢) of a parallel curve ~, of the profile
curve 7, we observe that the deformation d(c) is not a versal deformation, as it depends only
on the absolute value of c.

Proposition 6.6 The deformation in of v depends only on the absolute value of the
parameter c. In other words, §(c,t) = 6(—c,t) for all c € R.

Proof First, note that the curvatures Jrp, Kr, and Hr do not depend on the sign of c.
Consequently, the same holds for A, since it is a root of . Furthermore, the functions Z
and z given in are also independent of the sign of ¢, while the sign of § changes when ¢
changes sign. The result then follows from , since the arctan function is odd. O

Let us consider how a singularity of £, is deformed by the family d(c). The answer is
given by the following result.

Theorem 6.7 Let z be a helicoidal surface given by with the profile curve being a frontal
v(t) = (x(t),y(t)), with x(t) > 0, £, be the evolute of v, and 6(c) be the deformation of &,
given by . Assume that the K7 does not vanish when ¢ = 0 . Then, if £, is singular
at ty and tg is not a order two vertex of 7y, then the plane curve d. is singular at ty for all
ceR.

Proof Similarly to Theorem it holds that the curve ¢, is singular at ¢ if and only if
the following identities are satysfied at tg:

{f : 8 (23)

As in Theorem /5.5] we will demonstrate the existence of a smooth curve (c,t(c)) that

IO
&I

I
0
|
Il

|
Il

satisfies the above system, thereby showing that for each ¢ close to the origin, there exists
a t near the origin such that the curve §(c,t) is singular. In other words, the singularity
persists in the deformation d(c, t).

Utilizing the fact that A.(t) satisfies (), we can simplify the above system to the following;:

Ar(t,e)Ae(t) =0
{A2<t,c>xc<t> 0 2
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where A; = (A2 + 22 (= Asin® ¢ + {cos @) ) and Ay = sinp (26 + 2% (Acos ¢ + £)).
Thus, the zeros of are given by the union of \.(t) = 0 with the set A7*(0)NA;*(0).
Now, the partial derivatives of A; and Ay are all zero at the origin, implying that

ATH0) N AZ(0) = {(0,0)}.
i (M- TeKE

On the other hand, the function A. can be expressed as A_ (¢,¢) = Yo or
F

HZ+ Hz 2_JZKZ
N (1) = PERREEIERE,

F
To ensure that the chosen \. coincides with the one for which the focal set has the

generator given by the curve (¢, t), we must assume that the indexed sign in A. matches the
sign of B(t) cos p(t) — x(t) (t) near t.
Thus, defining ®(t,c) = A(t), we obtain

—$(to)?Blto) — 28(t0)5(t0)? + $(to) (26(t0)é(to) + Blto)e®)(t0) )
P(to)? '
The above identity is well-defined, as by assumption, K%, for ¢ = 0, does not vanish,

implying ¢(to) # 0. .
Since 6.(t) is singular at to, we have 5(0) ¢'(0) — 5(0) ¢”(0) = 0, allowing us to further
simplify the above identity to:

(I)t(t07 0) =

—(to) Blto) + B(to) ™ (to)
$(to)? ’
which vanishes if and only if v has a vertex of at least order two. Thus, by assumption,

q)t(toa 0) =

®4(t0,0) # 0, and by the implicit function theorem, there exists a smooth curve (¢(c),c)
passing through the origin such that A.(t(c)) = 0 for all ¢ near the origin. 0

Example 6.8 Let us consider the spiral curve given by
v(t) = (=2t cost + (t? — 2)sint, —(2 — t?) cost + 2t sint).

Thus, ~y is singular at the origin, 3(t) = t?, and @(t) = t. Its evolute is singular at the
origin, and when it is deformed by §(c), such singularity remains at the origin (see Figure

[9)).

7 Geometric Invariants

In this section, we assume that + has an isolated singularity at ¢ = 0 and does not intersect
the rotation axis, i.e., z(0) # 0. This implies that z has a curve of singular points represented
by (0,6). Since the signed area density function A = det(z,zg,n,) = —&,0 is independent
of 0, we have A(0,0) = (—£,5)(0). Consequently, the singularities of z are classified as
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Figure 5: Behavior of the deformation § when the evolute of « has a isolated singularity.

non-degenerate if and only if 4(0) # 0. Furthermore, since the null direction is given by
1n = O, these singularities are of the first kind.

Let us assume that the singularities of z are cuspidal edges (non-degenerated of the first
kind). Since the curve of singularities is a coordinate curve, the definition of the geometric
invariants on the singular curve «, (limiting normal curvature) and ks (singular curvature)
are given by ([10]):

det(zg, zgg, 1)

= 7>(9,0), and  ks(0,0) = sgn(\;) (6,0).

20|
From these definitions and direct calculations, we find that for helicoidal surfaces with slant
¢, the invariatns k, and K, are constants along the singular curve and satisfy

22 cos

G¢

T sin @

Vae:

where G = ¢2 + 22 is the coefficient of the first fundamental form of z.

Ky = and ks = —sgn(3) (25)

Furthermore, the cuspidal curvature ([9]) of the singular curve measures the wideness of

z and is defined as
3
_ |zg|2 det(zo, Z¢t, Zest)

c 5
g X Z4t|2

Performing the calculations, we conclude that k. = —22 G %tp' |5’ _%5 -3,
The torsion curvature and the inflectional curvature, in turn, are defined in [7] by

_ det(zg, z4t, 291)  det(zg, z4t, Zog)
Kt = 520 " Zit

|Zg X Z4|? B |zg|?|2g X 2]

and
_ det(zg, i, 2000) ., det(zo, Zit, Zop)

i — _
‘ |zg|3|zg X Z1] |29|°|2g X 2]

Zg - Zgg
respectively and are given, by direct calculations, as

csinpzx
Gi¢

We note that all such invariants are constants on the singular curve of z.

K = é and k; = sgn(B3') (26)
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8 Behavior of Gaussian and Mean curvatures

This section delves into the behavior of the Gaussian and mean curvatures of helicoidal
surfaces, exploring their geometric properties.

We begin by studying the behavior of the Gaussian curvature near the singular points of
z. We write the function 8 as B(t) = t™3(t), with B(0) # 0. So, it follows that

At Bsint ¢ — 23¢ cos @
tm s '

This implies that K is bounded if and only if f(t) := 23¢'cosg = O(t™), where O(t™)

denotes a smooth function ¢(t) such that % remains bounded near the origin.

We will examine this behavior by distinguishing between the cases where the singular-

K=-—

ities are degenerate and non-degenerate, with further subcases depending on whether the
generating curve v is a front or not:

(1) Non-degenerate singularities (m = 1):

— 7 is a front: In this case, we know that ¢'(0) # 0. Thus, K is bounded if and
only if #3(¢) cos p(t) = O(t!), meaning that 2(0) = 0 or cos¢(0) = 0. In other
words, K is bounded near the singular curve if and only if the generating curve
intersects the axis of rotation at the singularity or has its normal line parallel to
the axis of rotation.

— v is not a front: In this case, we know that ¢’(0) = 0. Therefore, we conclude
that K is bounded.

(2) Degenerate singularities (m > 1):

— v is a front: Since ¢’(0) # 0, it follows that K is bounded if and only if h(t) =
3(t)cosp(t) = O(t™). Recall that 2/(t) = —B(t)sing(t) = O(#™). Thus, if
2(0) = 0, then x(t) = O(t™*!) and consequently K is bounded. However, if
2(0) # 0 and cos p(0) = 0, then h'(0) = —sin(0)z(0)3¢’(0) # 0. Hence, h
cannot be of the form O(t™) (since m > 1), and therefore K cannot be bounded.
We conclude that in this case, K is bounded if and only if z(0) = 0.

— 7 is not a front: In this case, ¢'(0) = 0, and K is bounded if and only if f(t) =
23(t)¢ (t) cos p(t) = O(t™). If z(0) = 0, then for the same reasons as above, K
is bounded for any integer m. Now suppose that x(0) cos ¢(0) # 0. In this case,
K is bounded if and only if ¢/(t) = O(t™), which implies ¢(t) = O(t™*!). If
cos p(0) = 0, direct calculations show that ¢(t) = O(t") if and only if f(t) =
O(t*=1). Thus, K is bounded if and only if o(t) = O(tmTH) if m is odd, or
o(t) = O(t7) if m is even.
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Singularities | v Condition Behavior
=0 Bounded
front cosp =0 Bounded
Non-degenerate
Other cases Unbounded
non front Bounded
=0 Bounded
front
Other cases Unbounded
Degenerate =0 Bounded
non front zcosp # 0 Bounded < o(t) = O(t™+1)

x#0,cosp=0

Bounded
plt) = O(t™),
p(t) = O(t%

if m is odd

), if mis even

=

Table 1: Summary of the behavior of the Gaussian curvature.

The results obtained above for K can be summarized in Table [1l

Now we will perform a similar analysis of the behavior of the mean curvature H near the

singular points of a helicoidal surface. From

H =

_th cos (&2 + c?sen 2p) + x¢ (2% + 2)

2tm B3

)

we have that H is bounded if and only if z¢'(2? + ¢2) = O(t™).

(1) Non-degenerate singularities (m = 1):

— ~is a front: In this case, since ¢’'(0) # 0, it follows that H is bounded if and only

if (0) = 0.

— ~v is not a front: In this case, ¢’(0) = 0, and therefore, H is bounded.

(2) Degenerate singularities (m > 1):

— v is a front: In this case, since ¢’(0) # 0, H is bounded if and only if x(2? +c?) =

O(t™). Using the same reasoning as for the Gaussian curvature, and noting that

Z'(t) = O(t™), we can conclude that in this case, H is bounded if and only if

z(0) = 0.

— ~ is not a front: In this case, ¢'(0) = 0. If z(0) = 0, then for the same reason as
above, H is bounded for any integer m. If z(0) # 0, it follows directly that H is
bounded if and only if ¢'(0) = O(t™), or equivalently, ©(t) = O(t™*1).
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Singularity Type 0% Condition on =z | Boundedness of H
. x=0 H is bounded
Non-degenerate Sing. 7 is a front x#0 H is unbounded
~ is not a front H is bounded
+ is a front x=0 H is bounded
Degenerate Sing. x#0 H is unbounded
. x=0 H is bounded
7 Is not a front r#0 H is bounded < p(t) = O(t™+1)

Table 2: Summary of the behavior of H.

The results obtained above for H can be summarized in Table

We conclude that, when ¢ = 0, if v is a front, then H is always unbounded near the

singular points of the surface.
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