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Abstract

We discuss a specific type of pseudospherical surfaces defined by a class
of third order differential equations, of the form wu; — Uppr = AN’ Upgy +
G(u, ug, uzy ), and poses a question about the dependence of the triples
{a, b, c} of the second fundamental form in the context of local isometric
immersion in E3. It is demonstrated that the triples {a,b,c} of the
second fundamental form are not influenced by a jet of finite order of
u. Instead, they are shown to rely on a jet of order zero, making them
universal and not reliant on the specific solution chosen for wu.
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1 Introduction

Differential equations that describe pseudospherical surfaces are commonly found in the
explanation of various nonlinear physical phenomena and in numerous problems in both pure
and applied mathematics. Chern and Tenenblat extensively introduced the concept of a partial
differential equation that describes pseudospherical surfaces in a research paper [1]. The category
of these equations is especially intriguing due to its exceptional integrability characteristics when
a parameter acts as a spectral parameter in the 1-forms linked to the pseudospherical structure.
This results in a series of conservation laws and a related linear problem with an integrability
condition that corresponds to the specified partial differential equation. Recall that a differential
equation for a real function u(x,t) is called to describe pseudospherical surfaces if it is equivalent
to the structure equation of a surface with Gaussian curvature K = —1, i.e.,

dwi = w3 Awe, dwy=wiAws, dws=wiAws, (1)

where w1, wz, w3 are 1-forms w; = firdr + fiodt, 1 < ¢ < 3, with f;;, j = 1,2, are functions of
u(z,t) and its derivatives, and
w1 Awsy # 0. (2)

Therefore, it can be concluded that each solution leads to a pseudospherical metric, which is a
Riemannian metric with a constant negative Gaussian curvature of -1, defined by

I =w? 4w, (3)
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The 1-form ws mentioned in equation (1) represents the Levi-Civita connection 1-form of the
metric (3).

The characteristic of a pseudospherical surface is inherently intrinsic as it is solely determined
by its first fundamental form. Another perspective to explore is the set of differential equations
that describe pseudospherical surfaces from an external standpoint, inspired by the well-known
theorem stating that any pseudospherical surface can be locally isometrically embedded in E3.
This implies that for any solution wu(z,t) of a partial differential equation that describes pseu-
dospherical surfaces (for which w; Aws # 0), there is a corresponding local isometric embedding
into E3 with a metric of constant Gaussian curvature equal to -1. Therefore, in view of Bonnet
theorem, to any generic solution u(x,t) of a partial differential equation describing pseudospher-
ical surfaces it is associated a pair (I,IT) of first and second fundamental forms, which solves
the Gauss-Codazzi equations and admits a local isometric immersion into E? of an associated
pseudospherical surfaces. However, in general the dependence of (I, I) on u(z,t) may be quite
complicate and it is not guaranteed that it depends on u and its derivatives with respect to =
and t.

One well-known instance is the sine-Gordon equation

Uyt = SIN U, (4)

which was initially identified as being equivalent to the Gauss-Codazzi equations for pseudo-
spherical surfaces in the context of classical surface theory in three dimensional Euclidean space
E3 using Darboux asymptotic coordinates [2]. Different 1-forms that meet the structure equa-
tions (1) for a specific differential equation describing pseudospherical surfaces may vary. For
example, we can choose 1-forms w; as following

1 1
wy = —sinudt, wy=ndx+ —cosudt, w3 = uydz, (5)
n n

where 7 is a non-vanishing real parameter. In this case, one has the first and second fundamental
forms

1
I= —thz + 2 cosudxdt + n?dx?,  IT = +2sinudzdt, (6)
n

satisfying the Gauss-Codazzi equations.

In the case of the sine-Gordon equation, it is significant to note that the normal curvatures
a, ¢ and the geodesic torsion b in the directions e; and eg dual to w; and wy (see sub-Section 2.2)
depend explicitly on the particular solution u(z,t): indeed one can prove that for sine-Gordon
equation a = :l:ﬁ, whereas b = F1 and ¢ = 0. A natural question arises: Are there other
equations, apart from the sine-Gordon equation, in the category of partial differential equations
that describe pseudospherical surfaces, where the triples {a, b, ¢} of the second fundamental form
of the local isometric immersion are based on a jet of finite order of u, including x, ¢, u, and a
limited number of u’s derivatives? In a recent series of papers [3-8|, researchers have explored
the presence of local isometric immersions for the equations that describe pseudospherical sur-
faces, which were previously examined in [1,9-13|. Unexpectedly, the authors found that, with
the exception of the sine-Gordon equation and short pulse equation along with some generaliza-
tions, most of the equations discussed in the papers only allowed for local isometric immersions
with ”universal” triples {a, b, ¢} that were dependent solely on x and ¢. This discovery highlights
the unique significance of the sine-Gordon equation and short pulse equation and their gener-
alizations among all equations describing pseudospherical surfaces. It also encourages further
exploration to identify other examples that exhibit this exceptional property.

This study focuses on analyzing this question for a class of third order differential equations
of the form:

Up — Ut = M Uggy + G(U, Uy, Upz), N ER, (7)



which describe pseudospherical surfaces with associated 1-forms
wi = fuide + fredt, we = fadz + foodt, w3 = fs1dx + f32dt, (8)
assuming a condition similar to that discussed in a previous work [13], where:
for=mpfrr+np, ppp €R, p=2,3. (9)
This class of equations includes
Up — Ugpt = U Ugzy — U Ugy — SUUE — 20Uy + AUlgtipy + UuS, (10)

which is one of the most well-known equations falling into Novikov’s classification [14].
Our main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. With the exception of the two families of third order differential equations men-
tioned by

1 72
Ut — Ugxt = ? !¢12,uux + ¢12,uzuxz + m¢12] y 12 7& 0, (11)

where the functions f = f(u — uz) and ¢12 = ¢p12(u, u,) are differentiable with nonzero deriva-
tives, satisfying f' # 0 and ¢12 # 0, and

2
Uz D120 + Uzz P12,u, — )\U2Ug;f, + nigbu

VI
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Up — Uggt = MU Ugggy + —

f/

(12)
f’
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— | 2 \uuy £ —A\u* = ——
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where X\, pi2,m2,C € R, (A)?2 +C? # 0, f = f(u — uge) and ¢12 = ¢12(u,us) are real and
differentiable functions satisfying f' # 0, there is no differential equation of form (7) describing
pseudospherical surfaces with the property that the coefficients of the second fundamental forms
of the local isometric immersions of the surfaces associated to the solutions u(x,t) of the equation
depend on a jet of finite order of u(x,t). Moreover, the coefficients of the second fundamental
forms of the local isometric immersions of the surfaces determined by the solution u(z,t) of (11)
or (12) are universal, i.e. they are independent of u(z,t) and thus functions of x and t only.

We notice that Equation (10) is part of the category (12) of equations discussed in Theorem
1. This indicates that, for Equation (10), the triples {a,b,c} of the second fundamental form
are the same universal functions of x and ¢ for any solution u(z, ).

Our paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we review some useful facts from the classical
theory of pseudospherical surfaces and provide a recapitulation, without proof, of the classifica-
tion results from our other work that are essential for proving Theorem 1. This classification is
segmented into branches, each of which is addressed individually in Section 3. We commence
with an examination of the expression of the Codazzi and Gauss equations in terms of the co-
efficients f;; of the 1-forms wi,ws,ws. Finally, in Section 4, we undertake the integration of
the Codazzi and Gauss equations, focusing on scenarios where the triples {a, b, ¢} of the second
fundamental form serve as universal functions of z and ¢, and obtain explicit expressions for
these functions.

2 Preliminaries

For the reader’s convenience, we collect here some fundamental facts and notations from
classical theory of surfaces and the theory of equations describing pseudospherical surfaces. For
further details on the theory of surfaces, the interested reader is referred to [15,/16].



2.1 Total derivatives and prolongations

Let us first introduce the following compact conventions for the time derivatives and mixed
derivatives of u in addition to the spatial derivatives notation previously introduced [4], by
setting '

2 = 0lu, wj = u, v = Gfum, 1 >0, (13)

where zg = wy = v and 21 = vg = u,. We have therefore, the total derivatives of a differential
function h = h(z,t, z0, 21, w1, V1, , 21, Wi, Up ), Where 1 < 1;m,n < oo are finite, but otherwise
arbitrary, are given by

l m n
Doh=he+ Y hozigr+ Y huwja + Y e Opa, (14)
i=0 j=1 k=1
l m n
Dih=hi+ ) hazip+ Y huywien + ) hyvps, (15)
i=2 j=0 k=0

Certainly, here are the refined expressions for the prolongations of the partial differential equation

(23)

q—1 q—1
2 2i+1
22q,t = 20,t — E D;R 22q+1,t = 21t — E DxH F, (16)
i=0 i=0

where ¢ = 1,2, , F(20, 21, 22, 23) = Az323 + G(20, 21, 22) and DOF = F.

2.2 Theory of pseudospherical surfaces

Let S be a pseudospherical surface in three-dimensional Euclidean space E3?, r = r(t,z) is
its parametric equation. According to G. Darboux and E. Cartan the geometry of surfaces can
be conveniently described by using the formalism of moving frames on S, which in the context
considered here are orthonormal frames e, es, es of vector fields with e; and es tangent to S,
and e3 = e; X e9 is unit normal vector. Since dr takes values in the tangent plane to S, it is
decomposed

dr = wie; + woeo, (17)

with wy and wo differential 1-forms. On the other hand, since
de; = wi1e1 + wjze2 + wizes, (18)
where w;; are differential 1-forms and satisfy the condition
wij +wji =0, 4,7=1,2,3, (19)
hence, the first and second fundamental forms read
I =dr-dr=w}+uws, (20)

and
Il = —dr - des = wy - wig + W - wo3. (21)

From d’r = d%e; = 0 one easily gets the Cartan’s structure equations
dwi = wig Awe, dwsy = wi A w2, (22)

w1 A w13 + w2 A wog = O, (23)



and
dwio = w13 N w32, (24)

dwiz = wig Awaz, dwag = wo1 Awig, (25)
Equations (25) are called the Codazzi equations of the classical theory of surfaces. It follows
from Equation (23) that w; A wg Awiz = wi Aws Awss = 0 and thus we can write w3 and wos as

w13 = aw1 + bwa, wez = bwi + cwo, (26)

with a, b, ¢ differentiable functions, whose geometric interpretation is as follows: functions a
and ¢ are the normal curvatures of S in the directions of e; and ey, respectively; b (resp., —b)
is the geodesic torsion in the direction of e; (resp., e2).

Therefore Equation (24) reduce to

dwis = w1 A wo, (27)

with Gauss equation
ac—b* =—1 (28)

being the Gaussian curvature of S in terms of its extrinsic geometry.
According to the theorem mentioned in |3|, the Codazzi equation (25) can be rewritten using
the components f;; of the 1-forms wi, ws, w3 in the following form

fuiDia + forDib — fiaDya — faaDyb — 2bA13 + (a — ¢)Agz = 0, (29)
f11 Db+ forDic — froDpb — fooDyc+ (a — C)A13 + 2bAg3 = 0, (30)

where
Aij = finfi2 — fitfie (31)

and where we assume that

Ay + A3y #0. (32)

Moreover, in view of (8) and (26), the second fundamental forms of local isometric immersions of
surfaces characterized by the solutions of an equation describing pseudospherical surfaces have
the form

II = aydx? + 2adzdt + asdt?, (33)

with ) )
a1 = afi; + 2bfi1fo1 + cfsy,
az = afi1fi2 + b(fiifo2 + fo1f12) + cfo1 foz, (34)
as = affy + 2bf12fo2 + f3y.

In view of Bonnet theorem, the local isometric immersion of the pseudospherical surfaces
characterized by the space of solutions of an equation describing pseudospherical surfaces exists
if and only if there exists a solution {a,b,c} of (29)-(32). In this paper we will restrict the
problem of determining such a triple {a, b, c} in the case of equations described by Theorem
2.2-2.5, under the assumption that the triples {a,b,c} depends only on z, ¢, zp and finitely
many derivatives of zy with respect to z and t.



2.3 The classification of third order differential equations describing pseudo-
spherical surfaces

Recently, we derived classification theorems for equation (7) that characterize pseudospher-
ical surfaces under appropriate conditions (9) for the functions f;;.

Theorem 2.1. Consider the differential equation:
20t — 22t = )\zgz;e, + G(20,21,22), G #0, (35)

which characterizes pseudospherical surfaces (with 6 = 1) or spherical surfaces (with § = —1).
The associated 1-forms w; = fi1 dx + fiodt, for 1 <1 < 3, and the functions f;; are differential
functions of z, where 0 < k < m and m € Z, satisfying (9). The equation above can describe
such surfaces if and only if fi; and G satisfy the following conditions:

Jitz + fit,zs =0, (36)
fiter = fitzy = fizz, =0, 3<k <m, (37)
fiz = =Azg fir + dia, (38)

where ¢io = ¢ia(20,21) are real and differential functions of zo, z1 satisfying

—Gfi10 + (—2X20f11 — A28 fi1.20 + D12.20) 21 + D122 22

(39)
+(p2d32 — pao22) fi1 + n2gs2 — N3paz =0
(13012 — ¢32) — p2(pap3e — u3de2)| fi1 + (P22 — pad12) =21 (40)
+(p22 — p2012) 2 22 — 2M122021 — p2(N2¢32 — N3P22) + N3d12 = 0
[0(p2g12 — P22) — p3(paPs2 — H3d22)] f11 + (P32 — p3di2)zx021 (41)

+(p32 — p3p12)2 22 — 2AM32021 — p3(N2g32 — N3P22) + 0212 =0
(H2¢12 — ¢22) fi1 + M2g12 # 0. (42)

Theorem 2.2. Consider an equation of type (35) that characterizes pseudospherical surfaces.
Associated with these surfaces are the 1-forms w; = fijdx + fijodt for 1 <4 < 3. Each function
fij is real and differentiable with respect to z, where 0 < k < m and m is a real number.
These functions are required to satisfy conditions (9) and (36)-(42). We have (usp12 — ¢p32) —

pa (232 — padaz) = 0, oo — pagia = 0, and papsne — (1+ p3)ns = 0 if and only if the following
conditions are met:

1 2
204 — 20t =— | ¢ 21 + Zot —— , 43
00 2= ( 12,2021 + 912,222 mqﬁu) (43)
fii=1, fi2 = ¢12,
fo1 = pafir + 2, Jo2 = padi2, (44)

H2m2
V1+43
where 2 € R\ {0} and pg is real constants. The functions f = f(z9 — z2) and ¢12 = ¢12(20, 21)
are differentiable with non-zero derivatives, satisfying f' # 0 and ¢12 # 0.

fa1=F/1+ p3fi + fao = £\/1+ 312,



Theorem 2.3. Consider an equation of type (35) that characterizes pseudospherical surfaces.
Associated with these surfaces are 1-forms w;, defined as w; = fi;jdx + fijodt for 1 < i < 3.
Here, each f;; is a real-valued and differentiable function of z, where 0 < k < m, and m is
any real number. These functions are required to satisfy conditions (9) and (36)-(42). We have

(H3d12 — ¢32) — pa(padse — p3daa) = 0, o2 — padia = 0, and v = popzna — (1 + p3)ns # 0 if and
only if the following conditions are met:

A 2
204 — 224 = )\zgzg — ? 2z021f + zgzlf’ + %(z% + zoz2 + (u3n2 — pams)zoz1) | , (45)
2 2
fuu=f, Jfi2 ==z f — ;)\77220«31»
2
for = paf + 1, fao = —Azdfor — ;A,U«QWZZOZM (46)

2
fa1=paf +ms, fao ==Xz fa1 — ;/\M?:???ZOZL

where X and 12 are real numbers excluding zero, and py,,n, are real numbers for p = 2,3. The
function f, defined as f(zo — z2), is real-valued and differentiable, meeting the conditions that
its derivative f' is non-zero, and the relation n3 — n3 — (puans — psn2)? = 0.

Theorem 2.4. Consider an equation of type (35) that characterizes pseudospherical surfaces.
Associated with these surfaces are the 1-forms w; = fijdx + fijodt for 1 < i < 3. Each function
fij is real and differentiable with respect to z, where 0 < k < m and m is a real number.
These functions are required to satisfy conditions (9) and (36)-(42). We have (uspi2 — ¢32) —

p2(p2ds2 — psdaz) = 0, ¢ag — padia # 0, and popsnz — (14 p3)ns = 0 if and only if the following
conditions are met:

1 7
2 2 / 2
204 — 224 = AZ523 + — | 210122 + 22012, — A5 f £ ———

P12

I NI
Ky (47)
72 2 c
— 2)\2’02’1 + Azg £ fa
( VIt T VT u%)
fu = f, fiz = = A f + b,
fa1 = paf + o2, fao = —Ap2zg f + pag2 + C, (48)

C
far =1\ /1 4+ p3f + %22, fa2 = T/ 1+ 13Az f £/ 1+ 32 + “272’
Vv 1+ ps V1t s

where \, i2,m2,C € R, (Mp2)?2 +C? # 0, f = f(20 — 22) and ¢12 = ¢12(20,21) are real and
differentiable functions satisfying f' # 0.

Theorem 2.5. Consider an equation of type (35) that characterizes pseudospherical surfaces.
Associated with these surfaces are 1-forms w;, defined as w; = fijdx + fijodt for 1 < i < 3.
Here, each f;; is a real-valued and differentiable function of z, where 0 < k < m, and m is
any real number. These functions are required to satisfy conditions (9) and (36)-(42). We have

(H3dr2 — ¢32) — pa(pads — psdaz) # 0, da2 — padiz # 0, and popsne — (1 + p3)ns # 0 if and
only if the following conditions are met:

(1)

4 2m 2
20t — 22t = )\zgz;; + A —52821 + 4dz9z129 + <2m1 — 6) 2021 + lel — 52122 (49)

+ [Gzi)’ 4+ 22021 + 2122 — mlzl] 9 Beb?,

7



with \,0,B,my € R,0 #0,\2 + B? £ 0,

fir =m(z0 — 22) — m,

m

2\
— ( — 0Beb% + 2/\zo>

. mzg—n + ( mng) 21

d Vit

)

fo1 = pafi1 +n2,

2) - (50)
faz = pafia — Mp2f + <0 — 0Be* + 2)\Zo> <i\/ 1+ p3z1 — 9> ;
0+m
fa1=%\/1+pdfu £ 7“2772,
my/1 4 i3
2 2 2A 020 0 + mpuany
fao =1+ p5fia — sz + | 5 —0Be”™ +2X2 | | po1 F ————— | »
¢ mo+\/1 + 3
where pa,n2, m,n € R and m # 0;
or
(i)
= 2 2 g 2 "2 trz
206 — 22t = AZp23 + N | =32521 + 2202122 + 2mazoz1 F 7_(21 + 2022)| + ¢ zie (51)
+ (72021 £ 20 + 72129 — mQTzl)gp/eiml + 7 (£21 + T2022 — MaT22) @eiml,
with A, 7,mg € R, 7 > 0,¢(20) # 0 is a real differentiable function,
Ji1 = m(z0 — 22) — n,
2 / +721 2)\m
fi2 = —Az5fi1 + [£7(mzo — n)e + my' z1]e T 2071,
Jo1 = pafi1 + m2,
for = pafi2 — Mp2ag £ Tippe™™ (52)
n 1+ pu2 T
J31=*£T (*—mz) < M2f11+,u2> F —fo1,
m M2 m
n 1+ p2 T
f32 = %7 (* —m2> { M2f12—/i2 ()‘ZngﬂPeinl)] F — fa2,
m 2 m

where pa,n2, m,n € R and mny # 0.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The objective of this section is to scrutinize the system (28)-(30), which governs the triples
{a,b,c} of the second fundamental form, and to derive necessary conditions for the existence of
solutions depending on jets of finite order of zy. It’s worth noting that since the coefficients f;;,
as presented in the classification outlined in Section 2 (Theorems 2.2-2.5), solely depend on zy,
21, and zy, it follows that the functions A;; defined in (31) also depend exclusively on zg, 21,
and 2. First, we provide a necessary condition.

Lemma 3.1. Consider an equation of the form (35) describing pseudospherical surfaces, subject
to the condition (9) as stipulated by Theorems 2.2-2.5. Let there exist a local isometric immersion
of the pseudospherical surface, determined by a solution u(x,t) of (7) satisfying (2), wherein the



triples {a,b,c} of the second fundamental form depend on x, t, 29, ..., 21, W1, ..., Wi, V1, .ees Un,
where 1 <1< 00,1 <m< oo, and 1 <n < oo are finite, but otherwise arbitrary. Then ac # 0
on any open set within the domain of u.

The proof of this lemma is similar to the lemma in [4], we omit it here for brevity.

Now, suppose we have replaced the expressions of the total derivatives with respect to x and
t provided by (14) and (15) into Equations (29) and (30), namely:

frias + farby — fr2az — fozbe — 2b(f11f32 — f31f12) + (@ — ¢)(forf32 — f31f22)
! I
+ Z(fllazi + forb, )05 (204 — F) — Z(fmazi + fa2b,)zit1
—0

1=2 7

+ ) (110w, + farbw Jwirr — Y (120w, + fazbu, Jwje
j=0 J=1

+ Z(fnavk + f21by, )Vk1 — Z(fmavk + faoby, )2k = 0,
k=0 k=1

d
. J11be + forcs — fr2be — fozce + (a — ) (f11f32 — fa1fi2) + 2b(fa1 f32 — f31f22)
!

!
) (fiabe, + fa162)05 (200 — F) = Y (frzbs, + fa2ez,)2i1

i=2 i=0

+ ) (frabw; + farcw))wisr = (frzbu, + faacw, ) w)a
=0 =1

+ Z(fnbvk + farcu, )Vks1 — Z(fmbvk + fa2cv, ) 2k,2 = 0.
k=0 k=1

Without loss of generality, in the following proof, we always assume m = n. In fact, the cases
where m < n or m > n can be reduced to the case where m = n.
Suppose m < n, i.e. n > m + 1. Differentiating (53), (54) and (28) with respect to v,41

leads to a,, = b,, = ¢, = 0. Successive differentiation with respect to vy, vp—_1,--- s Vmg1)+1
leads to ay,, ;, =+ =ay,,, =0, by, , =---=by,;, =0and ¢, , =+ =cy,,, =0. Hence,
a, b and ¢ are functions of x, ¢, 29, 21, -+, 21, W1, * =, Wy, V1, =+, U

Suppose m > n, i.e. m > n+1. Differentiating (53), (54) and (28) with respect to wy,4+1 leads
to aw,, = bw,, = Cw,, = 0. Successive differentiation with respect to wy,, wm—1,--- s Wn41)41
leads to auw,, ; =+ = aw,,y = 0, by, =+ = by, ., =0 and ¢cy,,_, =+ = Cu,,y = 0.
Hence, a, b and c are functions of x, t, zg, 21, -+, 21, W1, "+, Wy, V1, ***, Un.

Back to Equations (53) and (54), by deriving both equations with respect to vy,4+1 and w1,
one gets
fiiay, + fa1by, =0, friaw, + f210u, =0,

(55)
fi1by, + fa1¢y, =0, Ji1bw, + fa1cw, = 0.
Hence, we will discuss the following in two separate cases: fo; = 0 and fo1 # 0.
If fo1 # 0 on a non-empty open set, then
bvn = _Eavna bwn = _anna
f21 f21 (56)

A p—
o f21 o o fa1 o

9



The derivative of Gauss equation (28) with respect to v, and w,, returns

c+ <fn> a+ 2fnb] =0, |c+ <fn> a+ th] =0 (57)
fa1 fa1

Ja1 J21
and we will proceed by further distinguishing the two subcases:

fi1 f11 fi1 Jun
c—|-<f21) +2bf217$0 and c+<f21> —|-26f21—0

The discussion leading to the above equations reveals that the analysis of the Codazzi equa-
tions (29) and (30) naturally divides into several branches. These different scenarios are ad-
dressed in Lemmas 3.2-3.4 and are structured according to the following diagram:

fa1=0 » a,b,c are universal :ILemma 3.2 |
C+(f“) ol » a,b,care universal »lLemma 3.3
fa fa1
fa1 #0
fu)® fu _ R .
()t [ bcsonotes

Lemma 3.2. Consider an equation of the form (85) that describes pseudospherical surfaces
under condition (9), as outlined in Theorems 2.2-2.5. Assume the existence of a local isometric
immersion of the pseudospherical surface, which is determined by a solution u(z,t) of Equation
(7). In this scenario, the triples {a,b,c} of the second fundamental form are dependent on
various parameters such as x, t, zo, z1, -+, 2, Wi, <+, Wy, V1, ', Up, where 1 <1 < 0o and
1 <n < oo are finite but otherwise arbitrary. If fa1 = 0 within a non-empty open set, then a, b,
and c are solely reliant on x and t, making them universal.

Proof. Observe that setting pg = n2 = 0 both in Equation (48) or (50) results in fo1 =0 on a
non-empty open set. Furthermore, in both cases ¢oo # 0 on that open set. Our analysis consists
of two steps. If for =0, then Equations (53) and (54) are simplified to

fuiar — fioaz — faoby — 2b(f11f32 — faifi2) — (a — ¢) f31 fa2

l

!
+ Z f110:,05 (204 — F) — Z(fmazi + fa2bz,)zit1

i=2 1=0
m o (58)
+ Z fllaijj-i—l - Z(leawj + f22bwj)wj,x
j=0 J=1
n n
+ Z fllavkvk+1 - Z(leaUk + f22b’vk)zkyﬂf =0,
k=0 k=1

10



and

J11be — f12bz — faoce + (a — ¢)(f11f32 — f31.f12) — 2bf31 f22

! !
+ Z f11b2,052 (20, — Z (fi2bz; + fozes;)zita

=2 =0

“ - (59)
+ Z J11bw;wjp1 — Z(flzbwj + fa2cw; )Wj e

=0 =1

n n
+ Z f11by, kg1 — Z(f12bvk + fa2cu, ) 2,0 = 0.

k=0 k=1

Suppose | = 1. Successive differentiation of (58) and (59) with respect to vp41, -+ ,v1 and
Wnt1, -+ ,wi and of the Gauss equation (28) with respect to vy, --- , v, since fi1 # 0, lead to
Ay, = by, = ¢y, = 0 and ay,, = by, = cy, = 0 for k = 0,1,--- ,n. Hence, a, b and c are
universal.

Now suppose I > 2. Taking successive differentiation of (58) and (59) with respect to
Untl, U2 and Wpi1, - ,we and of the Gauss equation (28) with respect to vy, -+ ,v1, since
fi1 # 0, lead to a,, = by, = cy, =0 and ay, = by, = cw, =0 for k =1,2,--- ,n. Thus, a, b
and ¢ depend on x, t, 29, z1, -+, 2. Moreover, Equations (58) and (59) rewrite as

Jiras — fi2ae — fazbe — 2b(f11f32 — f31f12) — (@ — ¢) f31f22
i l (60)
+ Z fuaz, 0y “(z00 — F) — Z(fwazi + fo2b2,)zit1 + fr1aw, w1 + friaw,v1 =0,
i=2 =0
and

J11be = fi2by — faoce + (@ — c)(fi11f32 — f31./12) — 2bf31 f22

! . ! (61)
+ ) b0 (200 — F) = > (frzbe, + f22¢2) 741 + fibwewr + fiiby,vr = 0.
= =0
Differentiating (60) and (61) with respect to zjy1, we obtain, respectively,

G120z + P22by, =0, P12by, + P22c,, =0, (62)
differentiating the Gauss equation (28) with respect to z; leads to a,c + ac,, — 2bb,, = 0, which
gives

¢12> P12
c+|—) a+2b— =0. 63
<¢22 poz | (63)
2
If ¢ + <%) a+ 2b% # 0, then a, = 0 and thus, by (62), b, = ¢, = 0. Successive
differentiation of (60) and (61) with respect to zj,--- ,z3 leads to a; = a, |, = -+ = a5 =0

and thus, b,y = b, , =--=b,, =0and c;, =c;_, =+ = ¢z, = 0. Differentiating (58) and
(59) with respect to vi and wy leads to ay, = by, = 0 and ay, = by, = 0. Differentiating the
Gauss equation (28) with respect to wo and vg, in views of a # 0, gives ¢y, = ¢y, = 0. Hence,
a, b and c are um’versal.

If c+ (ﬁﬁ) a—+ 2b% =0, then it follows from the Gauss equation (28) that

P12

b= +1— 22
$22

11



P12 ) ? o912
<¢22 </522 (65)
Therefore, the following identities hold:

12 12 P12 P12 12
¢22Dta abr (¢22) Dre = <¢22> Dra +2<<Z522 )Dt (¢22)

_ 912 P12 _ [ 2 P12 P12
Dub = ¢22D @Da (@22>’DIC (52522) Dza Jr2(¢>22 :F1>DI <¢22>’

Db = —

where Dy and D, are total derivative operators. Then Equations (29) and (30) rewrite as

fn(Dta + /\ngma) + afzgl)z (i;) — 2bAq3 + (a — C)A23 =0, (67)
and
— ﬂfll(Dta + A3 Dya) — fr1aDy (¢12)
P22 P22 (68)
— [a (/\Z(%fn —+ f22¢12> F 2f22:| Dx <¢12) + (a — C)Alg + 2bA23 =0.
P22 $22
Adding (67) multiplied by 32 with (68) we have
— fuia <¢12> 20,6 + <¢12> 21| — (Azdafi1 F 2f22) Dy <¢12)
$22) ., G220 P22 (69)

+<CL—C— @ >A13—|— |:¢ (a—c)—i—Qb] A23_0
P22 b22

differentiating (69) with respect to vi = z1; and wy = 2o, we obtain respectively,

P12\ b2\
flla (¢22) O) flla <¢22>Z0 — 07 (70)

which imply that % = p, p € R\{0}. Otherwise, we would have ¢paz = 0. But, | = pao—pp12 =0
does not happen in (48) or (50). This concludes the proof.

Lemma 3.3. Consider an equation of the form (35) that describes pseudospherical surfaces
under condition (9), as outlined in Theorems 2.2-2.5. Let’s assume there is a local isometric
immersion of the pseudospherical surface, determined by a solution u(x,t) of equation (17),

where the triples {a,b,c} of the second fundamental form vary with x, t, z9, z1, -+, 21, wi,
ce, Wp, V1, -0, Up, where 1 <1 < 0o and 1 < n < oo are finite but otherwise arbitrary. It is
assumed that fa1 # 0 on a non-empty open set. If the condition
+<f“> at2ly 20 (71)
Ja1 Ja1

1s satisfied, then the coefficients a, b, and ¢ only rely on x and t, making them universal.

Proof. Suppose | = 1. If (71) holds, then it follows from (57) that a,, = aw, = 0 and thus,

by (56) we have by, = by, =0 and by, = by, = 0. Similarly, successive differentiation of (53)

and (54) with respect to vy, -+ ,v1 and wy, - , w1 and of the Gauss equation (28) with respect

to vp—1, - ,v0, since f11 # 0, lead to a,, = by, = ¢y, = 0 and ay, = by, = cy, = 0 for
=0,1,---,n—1. Hence, a, b and ¢ are universal.

12



Suppose | > 2. Taking successive differentiation of (53) and (54) with respect to vyy1,--+ ,v2

and Wp1,- -+ ,we and of the Gauss equation (28) with respect to vy, --- ,v1, since f11 # 0, lead
to ay, = by, = ¢y, = 0 and ay, = by, = cy, =0 for k =1,2,--- ,n. Thus, a, b and c are
function of x, t, z9, 21, -+, z1. Moreover, Equations (53) and (54) rewrite as

furae + fa1by — fi2az — fooby — 20( f11f32 — f31.f12) + (a — ) (f21f32 — f31f22)

! !
+ 3 (fr1az + frbe)0i (200 — F) = Y (fr2az, + faabz)zi (72)
=2 =0
+ (fr1aw, + f21bwe)wi + (f116u, + f21byy)v1 =
and
fu1be + farce — fiaby — foecs + (@ — C)(f11f32 — f31f12) + 2b(f21 f32 — f31.f22)
!
+) (frabz + farez,)0E (200 — Z J12bz; + fa2cz )i (73)
=2 i=0

+ (fi1bwy + forcwe)wi + (f11by, + forcy,)v1 =
Differentiating (72) and (73) with respect to zj+1, in views of (38),we obtain, respectively,

D120, + P22by, =0,  P12by, + P22, =0, (74)

If ¢22 = 0, then since A1z # 0, we have ¢12 # 0. By (74), we have a, = b, = 0.
Differentiating the Gauss equation (28) with respect to z; and using Lemma 3.1, we get c;, = 0.
Successive differentiation of (72) and (73) with respect to zj,--- ,z3 and of (28) with respect to
Zi—1, -+, 22 lead to a,, = by, = ¢;; =0 fori =2,3,---,1—1. Thus, equations (72) and (73)
rewrite as

J11a: + fo1by — fr2a. — fa2be — 2b(f11f32 — f31.f12) + (@ — ¢)(fa1f32 — f31/22)

1 (75)
= (fr2az, + fazbz)zig1 + (F110w, + f21buwy)wr + (Fi1w, + farbu)vr =0,
i=0
and
Jiibe + force — fr2be — fa2ca + (@ — ¢)(f11f32 — fa1f12) + 2b(f21 f32 — fa1f22)
1 (76)
= (frzbz; + fazez)zir1 + (Frabuy + farcwe)wi + (fribuy + fa16u)v1 = 0.
i=0

Differentiating (75) and (76) with respect to vi and wy leads to

f11au, + f21byy =0, f11Gw, + f21by, =0,

(77)
J11byy + fa1¢09 =0, f11buw, + f2100, = 0.
Hence the derivative of the Gauss equation (28) with respect to vy and wg returns
f11> 1 (fn) f11
a+2—>bl| a,, =0, a+2=—0b| ay, =0, 78
<f21 fa1 0 fa1 Ja1 0 (78)

in views of (71), gives ay, = ayw, =0, and by (77), by, = by, =0 and ¢y, = cu, = 0. Therefore,
a, b and c are universal.
If ¢99 # 0, then after differentiating the Gauss equation (28) with respect to z; and combining

(74), one obtains
P12 P12 B
ot <¢22> “r 2b¢22] a=0 (79)
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If c+ <%)2 a+2b% # 0, then a,, = 0 and thus, by (74), b, = c,, = 0. Similarly, successive
differentiation of (72) and (73) with respect to zj,--- ,z3 leads to a;, = a, |, = -+ = az, =0
and thus, b,y = b, , =---=by, =0 and c;, = ¢;_, = -+ = ¢z, = 0. Differentiating (71) and
(78) with respect to vi and wy leads to ay, = by, = 0 and ay, = by, = 0. Differentiating the
Gauss equation (28) with respect to wo and vy, in views of a # 0, gives ¢y, = ¢y, = 0. Hence,
a, b and ¢ are universal.

2
If c+ (%) a+ Qb% =0, then it follows from the Gauss equation (28) that

oyt (02 0
b=+1 ¢22a, c—<¢22> a:|22¢22. (80)

Therefore, the following identities hold:

2
Db = —@Dta —aD; (¢12> , Dyc = <¢12> Dia + 2 <¢12a F 1) Dy <¢IQ> ,

922 P22 P22 P22 22
¢ ¢ 12\ ¢ ¢ =y
_ b, o (0 _ (¢ 12 12
Dub = $22 Dza = aDa <¢22> D (¢22> Dza+2 <¢22a i 1) D <¢22> ’

where Dy and D, are total derivative operators. Then Equations (29) and (30) rewrite as

A A
ﬁDta — afo1 Dy <¢12> + )\Z&ﬁDICL + afoo D, (¢12> — 2bAq3 + (CL — C)Agg =0, (82)
$22 $22 $22 P22

and

A A A
_ el o Aeg <¢12> s <a¢12 - 2) D, (m) _apfefieg

G22 P22 G20 P22 P22 P22 P22 P22 (83)
— )\zga&Dx <¢12> — foo <a¢12 T 2) D, (%2) + (a — ¢)A13 + 2bAg3 = 0.
P22 $22 $22 $22
Adding (82) multiplied by 2 with (83) we have
A A
(_a12 F 2f21> <¢12> ot + (62512) 21| — (ABa=2 F2f20) D, <¢12>
$22 P22/ b2/ ., P22 P22 (84)
Fla—c—222pA0 + V’”(a —o+ Qb] Aos = 0,
G20 P22
differentiating (84) with respect to v1 and wi, we obtain respectively,
JAND) > <¢12) < JAND) > <¢12>
—a—— F 2 — =0, —a—— F 2 -— =0. 85
( Gas T I $22/ ., Gas T fn b2/ (85)

A simple and straightforward calculation (for this reason it is omitted) shows that —a% F

2fa1 # 0, otherwise there is a contradiction. Then by (85), we have % = u, p € R\ {0}, i.e.
l = ¢oo — pd12 = 0, which restricts our analysis to the case where fi; are given by (44) or (46)
both with pe = p # 0.

If fij are given by (44) with pe = p # 0, then we get A1z = F—FEL—¢19 # 0 and A9z =

1 Vi

12 : 41 ot -

:tmdng # 0. In views of (84), one has a = £. Hence, substituting a in (82) and (83)
—2b a-—c Alg . 0
a—cC 2b A23 N 0

implies
14




It follows from (32) that b =0 and a — ¢ = 0, which contradicts the Gauss equation (28).
If fij are given by (46) with ps = p # 0, then we get A1z = %)\7727732021 and Aog =

%)\7}2(,&773 — psn2)zoz1. By using (84), one obtains

a
@7732021(1 + @(;mg — p3n2)2021 (— + 2> =0. (86)
Y Y w

Therefore, if 7772(,u773 — psne) # 0, d.e. ung — psn2 # 0, then (86) implies a is a constant.
Similarly, in views of (82) and (83), there is a contradiction as above. if 777—2(/;173 — usn2) = 0,
then Ay3 = —2X\n22021 and Agg = 0. Substituting into (82) and (83) leads to

Dia+ M2 Dya — 4\(£p — a)zpz = 0,
Dia + Mg Dya — 2M(ap® — a 4 2u) 2021 = 0,

which imply a = 0 and therefore, a contradiction by Lemma 3.1.
Thus, a, b and ¢ are universal. This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.2.

In Lemmas 3.2-3.3 discussed earlier, it was shown that when specific conditions are met, if
a local isometric immersion exists where the triples {a, b, ¢} of the second fundamental form are
dependent solely on a finite order jet of zp, then their coefficients are functions that rely only
on x and t. Additionally, the proof for both lemmas involves analyzing the cases of [ = 1 and
I > 2 separately. It will now be demonstrated that there is no local isometric immersion fitting
these criteria.

Lemma 3.4. Consider an equation of the form (35) that describes pseudospherical surfaces
under condition (9), as outlined in Theorems 2.2-2.5. Let’s assume there is a local isometric
immersion of the pseudospherical surface, determined by a solution u(xz,t) of (7), where the
triples {a,b, c} of the second fundamental form depend on x, t, zo, z1, -+, 2, Wi, **+, Wy, V1,
-, U, where 1 <l < oo and 1 < n < oo are finite, but otherwise arbitrary. Assume fo1 # 0
on a non-empty open set. If the condition

)’ fir,
C+(J31> at2ph=0 (87)

is satisfied, then the system of equations (28)-(30) becomes inconsistent.

Proof. In views of the Gauss equation (28) and (87), we derive that b and c in terms of a, f11
and fa1 as following

o411, (88)
fa1
fl1>2 Ji1
c=(=—] aF2—. 89
<f21 T (89)
Therefore, the following identities hold:
2
Dtb = —&Dta — CL.Dt (fll> ,DtC = (fll> DtCL + 2 <flla F 1> Dt <f11> s
J21 Ja1 J21 J21 J21 (90)
D b:—ED a—aD <fn> Dyc= <f11>2D a—|—2<fna:|:1>D <fn>
; Ja ” Nfa) " Ja1 ’ J21 YA
where Dy and Dy are total derivative operators. Then Equations (29) and (30) rewrite as
A
—afo1 Dy <f11> + ija + afoo D, (fll> — 2bA13 + (a — C)Agg =0, (91)
fa1 fa1 fa1
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and

(fiia F 2f21)Dy <f11> — E&Dm A2 —=aD, <f11>

J21 fo1 fa1 J21 f1
(92)
— fa2 |:f11(lD <f11> 2D, <f11>:| + (a - C)Alg + 2bAg3 = 0.
fo1 fo1 f21

Combining Equations (91) and (92) leads to

1 fi AND 11 i
(f21) Ot+ (f21> 2 <f21a:|z2f22> [(:fﬁ)z at <f21> ZS] (93)

+ <a —c— 2bf11> Aq3 + [fn( —c)+ 25] Aoz =0,
fa1 Jo1

Moreover, using (9) and (36) we can obtain
(), (1),
fa1) fa),,

[ZF2f21G F 2(A2G fo1 + faz)zs — <A12a ¥ 2f22> 21 + Ai } <f11>

f21 Ja1 f21
11
b <f21>

[aA13 + ( fll a*+ 2) Agg] =0.
for "

Taking the vy and w;, 1 < k,j < n, derivatives of (94), we get, respectively,

Qavk = 07 Qawj' = 07 (95)

A (1 J1 J1
Q= (23—2)—7— o <le) O—i— 1+ (f21> <A13— o A23) (96)

Next, we will show that Q@ # 0. In fact, if Q = 0, differentiating Q with respect to z3 leads

to (%) =0, thus, % 18 a non-zero constant. This situation will only take place in Theorem

F2fa

then (93) becomes

where

2.4 and Theorem 2.5 (i). But in both cases we can derive fi1 = 0, which is a contraction. Thus,
Q #0.

Back to Equation (95), since Q # 0, we have a,, = aw;, =0, k,j=1,2,--- ,n. Hence, a is a
function depending only on x,t,zo,- - ,z;. However, differentiating (94) with respect to z;, | > 4,
we also get Qa,, = 0 where Q is given by (96) and, since Q # 0, we conclude that a depends
only on x,t,2g,- - ,z3. Moreover, differentiating (91) with respect to z4 leads to a,, = 0. Taking
the zs3 derivatives of (94), we have

[¢2(Az§f21+fzz)+A12a] (f“> 0. (97)
f21 fa1/

Suppose (%) = 0, which happens only in the branches of the classification corresponding
20

to Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.5 (i) both with no = 0 and py = p # 0. Let’s assume that
f“ = =, W 1S a nmonzero constant, calculating A13 and Aoz and substituting the results into
Equatzon (94) respectively leads to a is a constant. Then Equation (91) and (92) reduces to

—2bAq3 + (CL — C)Agg =0, (a — C)Alg + 2bA93 = 0, (98)
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which implies that b =0 and a = ¢ and thus a contradiction with the Gauss equation (28).

Suppose (%) %0, this condition holds in the branches of the classification corresponding
20

to Theorem 2.2-2.5. In views of (97), by equating F2(\z3 f21 + fo2) + %a =0, one derives

®22 f21
a==+2 , 99
A (99)
by using fio = A28 fi1 + ¢ia. Thus, equation (94) is equivalent to
2 Ji1 |
(F2f21G F 2Xz521021) | 57— ) £2fa1dse [1+ | =0, (100)
fa1/ J21
and then we conclude
i\’ s J1
G=-)\2z + 1+< =2 L= . 101
o fa L fa) (10D
If G and fi; are given as in (43) and (44), i.e. Theorem 2.2, it follows from (101) that
L = fl;” and
f21
V14
12,2021 + P12, 22 = Lfﬁu = j:7/@(}”121 + f31) 12 (102)
14+ ps 2
Differentiating (102) with respect to za, there exists a function P = P(zy) such that
¢12,z 1+ 2
Dot = e R (o ) = P (103)
12 2
then we can derive that
¢12 = ReP*', R #0,
(104)

1+ p3
+ TQ(J% + f5) =Pxn+S,

where R = R(zy) and S = S(20) are two differentiable functions. By deriving the second equation
of (104) with respect to zy and adding the result with the zo derivative of the same equation, and
in views of fi1,.o = —filz, ¢ = 1,2,3, we obtain P = A and S = —Azy + C, where A and C
are constants with A # 0. Otherwise, if A =0 then P =0 and S = C, and differentiating (104)
with respect to zo leads to f' =0, which is a contradiction.

Substituting (104) into (102), we have

R/21+R<:E7722+AZO—C> =0, (105)

Vit

the derivative of (105) with respect to z1 returns R = 0 and the coefficient of zy for (105) gives
us RA =0, thus R =0, which is a contradiction.

If G and fi; are given as in (45) and (46), i.e. Theorem 2.3, it follows from (101) that
L=1L1 gnd

T fh

9 3
zoz1f + %[Z% + 2022 + (p3n2 — pans)zoz1] = %(fﬁ + f31)z021. (106)
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Considering the coefficient of 2% of the above equation, we get % = 0, which contradicts the
condition 2 # 0 appearing in Theorem 2.3.

If G and fij are given as in (47) and (48), i.e. Theorem 2.4, with na # 0, it follows from
(101) that L = L2 and

2
f21

2 2 2 C
21012,z T 220122 £ —F——=012 — [ 2A2021 £ —— £ —F— | f
' V3 VI+13 Vi+i3
(fir + £31)

(107)
12

V1 + 3

Differentiating (107) with respect to zy and zo and adding both results lead to

/14 312 + (An2z§ + C)

1
n2

2
21012,2020 + 22012,2120 = L¢12,zo - <2>\Z1 + nz)\%) f+d12.2,

V1+u3 VI+43

+1/1+ p312,z, 2

(108)
\ H2m2

Vit

Again, differentiating (108) with respect to zp and ze and adding both results lead to

(fi+ f3)

_ 1
2
2 72

Zl¢12,ZQZozo + 22¢12,212020 + 7¢12,Z0Z0 + 2)\7]? + 2¢12,Z1Z0
V143 V1t

(fi + f31) il

V1443

Once again, differentiating (109) with respect to zg and zo and adding both results lead to

(109)

1
= % +4/1+ M%(le,ZoZo + 2\

2
Zl¢12,zozozozo + 22¢12,zlzozozo + m¢12,zozoz0 + 3¢12,z120z0
)

/1 2
-+ +,u2(
2

(110)
f121 =+ f221)¢127202020 .

Taking the zo derivative of (110), we obtain

2\/1+u§(

n fi1f11,20 + f21.f21,20) 12,2020 20 - (111)

¢12,z1zozozo ==+

Next, we divide our analysis in two subcases, according to whether ¢12 22920 = 0 07 $12 202029 7 0-

Suppose $12 202020 = 0, then (111) gives that ¢12 222020 = 0 and by (110), 12212020 = 0.

Hence, ¢p12 = A22+ Bzg+ D, where A € R and B = B(z1) and D = D(z1) are two differentiable
functions. It follows from (109) that

72 72 1 2 2 H212
+24 T2\ F4H2B = —(f4 + f2) |24, /1 + 2 £ 22122 | (112
T2 12 772( 11+ Ja 2 Tt 2 )
Differentiating (112) with respect to zo, since f' # 0, leads to
A2 2 Ap2m2
Fre—— = ——(fu +pafa) |TA/ 1+ 3+ —| . (113)
VIt oo 2T+
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Likewise, differentiating (113) with respect to z2, we have

A
iAw/lJru%i\/%—O. (114)
2

Hence, we have A\ = 0 and by (114), A = 0. Moreover, we also have B is a constant, in views
of (112). Back to (108), it rewrites

V13
2 __piD =+ 2B, (115)
V1+ps 2

Similarly, differentiating (115) twice with respect to zo leads to B = 0, and thus, by (115),
D' =0. Now (107) becomes

C 1 C
+ /772 ;DT — -f=_ 7/@2
L+ p5 L+ p5 2 L+ p5

Taking the zo derivative of (116) two times, we conclude C' = 0. However, since A\ = 0, this
contradicts with the condition (M3)? + C? # 0 in Theorem 2.4.
Suppose 12 292020 7 0, it follows from (111) that

¢12,leozozo -4 V 1+ N%(
2

¢12,zozozo

(fa+f3) |+ 1+ p3D + (116)

f121 + f221)22 =R, (117)

where R = R(z0) ia a differentiable function. Then (117) can be written as

¢12,zlzozoz0 = R¢12,z0z0z07

fh+ fh = i%RZQ + 5,
2

V31t p

where S = S(z9) also is a differentiable function. Taking the zo and zo derivatives of the second
equation in (118), adding the result and using fi1 z, + fi1.zo = 0 we get

(118)

R=A,
S—F ™ pu+B, (119)
V14 pp
where A and B are two constants. Hence,
2
Sh 4 B = T Az — 22) + B, (120)
LA pi3
and integrating once with respect to zo the first equation in (118), we have
¢12,21z0z0 = A¢12,zozo + D, (121)

where D = D(z1) is a differentiable function. Substituting (120) and (121) into (109) leads to

72 22192
21012,202020 + 22(AP12 2020 + D) £ ———==5012.2020 F ——=f + 2012,212
V1+u3 V1443

(122)
2\ a2

V1443

+4/1 + #%¢12,zozo +

. A(ZQ — 22)
(A= o)
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Taking the zo derivative of (122) returns
2\ 1212 22

2)\7]2 o
e A e eV e i e
where E is a nonzero constant, since f' # 0. Hence, (123) gives f11 = f = E(z0 — 22) + F,
where F' is a constant. However, by using fo1 = pofi1 + n2, (120) becomes
2
1+ 413

+

(L4 13) ffy + 2pamafu+m3 = F Az — 22) + B (124)
differentiating (124) twice with respect to zy and substituting fi11 into the result, we conclude
2(1 + u3)E = 0, which is meaning E = 0, and thus, a contradiction with f' # 0. Therefore, we
have shown that from (111) we cannot have ¢12 25202 = 0 07 P12 202020 # 0. So, (101) is not
true if G and f;; are given as Theorem 2.4 with 1y # 0.

If G and fi; are given as in (49) and (50), i.e. Theorem 2.5 (i), with ng # 0, it follows from
(101) that L = % and

4 2 2
A —523,21 4+ 4z9z120 + | 2mq1 — = ) 2021 + ﬂzl — —21%9
0 0 0
(125)
¢32

+ [0z + 22021 + 2120 — My 21 ] 0B’ = X222z + (f4 + f3)—= i
2’

where

0 0

Differentiating (125) three times with respect to z1, we obtain 60>Bef* = 0, i.e. B = 0 and
then A # 0. Hence, (125) becomes

2
sy = “i;m(zx 02Bef)2? + ( — 9B 1 2)\z0> (ugzl - @) .

4 2 2
A [—42321 + 4z9z129 + <2m1 — 9> zZ021 + %zl — ezle}
(126)

g2 2y 1 | puzm 2\ )
= (fi1 + f21) i 22— — 9 27+ Nl + 22Xz (M2Z1 0) .

Differentiating (126) twice with respect to z leads to (ff + f3) == (—=2A™) = 0 and thus,

ps = 0. But pz = /1 + p3 # 0, which is a contradiction.
If G and fij are given as in (51) and (52), i.e. Theorem 2.5 (ii), it follows from (101) that
L ="02 gnd

mn2

f21
_2,2 2 2 +721

A | =32521 + 2202122 + 2maozoz1 F 7_(zl + 2zp22) | + 90 z e

+ (12021 £ 20 + T2120 — mgTzl)cp,eiTzl + 7 (£21 + 72022 — MaT22) et (127)
¢32

=gz + (fh + 1) —,

mn2
where

2 mp3

] +721 +721 .

b32 = p3[ET(mzo — n)p + my'z e 2021 £ N37T0E

Taking the zo derivative of (127) returns
Z| ’ 2
2\ (2021 ¥ 70) + (£1 + 721)p e + 7229 — ma) et = —*(fll + p2 fo1),

again, taking the zo derivative of the above equation, we have 22 (1 +ud) =0, i.e. m =0, which
contradicts the condition in Theorem 2.5 (ii).

Therefore, we have shown that (101) is not true if G and f;; are given as any one of Theorem
2.2-2.5. This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.4.
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4 Universal expressions for the second fundamental forms

In the preceding section, it was demonstrated that if there are triples {a,b,c} (which are
based on a finite order jet of zy) of the second fundamental form of a local isometric immersion
of a pseudospherical surface, and Equations (28)-(30) are satisfied, then a, b, and ¢ are functions
that solely depend on x and ¢, making them universal. The next step is to identify such triples
{a,b,c} for Equation (35) and the associated f;;’s as outlined in Theorems 2.2-2.5.

Proposition 4.1. An equation of the form (35) that describes pseudospherical surfaces, subject
to condition (9) as stated in Theorem 2.2, allows for the existence of a local isometric immersion
of a pseudospherical surface, defined by a solution zy, for which the triples {a,b,c} of the second
fundamental form depend on x, t, zg, -+, 2z, W1, -+, Wm, V1, -+, Up, where 1 < l,m,n < oo,
are finite, but otherwise arbitrary if and only if

(i) pe =0 and a,b and ¢ depend only on x and are given by

a/

a==+L(z), b=—per?m? c:a$n—, (128)
2

where L(x) = Cet?m1® — g2e*4m 1 with O, € R,C > 0,C? > 4582 and the 1-forms wy,ws,ws
are defined on a strip of R? where

C —/C?—4p2 tore  C++/C?— 4532
< et < . (129)
232 232
Additionally, the values of the constant C' and B are selected in a way that the strip intersects

the solution domain of Equation (43).
(ii) w2 # 0 and a,b and ¢ depend only on x and are given by

+ 2nox
g VA + (1 — p3)b + Be V““%] :

a=—
22
1 +
c=— |tuaVA — (1 — pd)b— Be Vi3 ||
o |12 (1—p3)b—p ] (130)
2n9x 2
(43— 1)b— Be «] 431 - 82)
A= > 0,
T
where b satisfies the ordinary differential equation
+ 2nox
2
(s +1)°0 F (3 — 1)Be VI po(p3 + VAV
2 + 2nox + dnox (131)
—TELE:HQW§+DVZU—WQ—D&ZV”@b+ﬂ% V”@]—O
+ 3

Proof. Since na # 0 we have fa1 # 0, on an open set. From Lemma 3.4, Equations (28)-(30)
form an inconsistent system. Hence Lemma 3.3 holds, the coefficients of the second fundamental
form of such local isometric immersion are universal, and hence (29) and (30) become

H2m2 2
VART V1t 43
K272 72

VARSI

Jor + (paf + m2)ce — p12by — padracy F (a — 0)72@2 +2b
V14 s

far + (paf +n2)by — dr2a, — pod12by =20 p12 £ (a—c) 12 =0, (132)
12 =0, (133)
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Differentiating (132) and (133) with respect to zo leads to
ar = pier, (134)

bt = —U2Ct. (135)
Substituting (134) and (135) back into (132) and (133) we have

2
—penact + P12 | —ay — poby £ ——=2u0b+ a — c)] =0, (136)
V1443
Moct + P12 | —by — pocy = Lz(% — p2a + poc)| = 0. (137)
V1t
Combining (136) and (137) returns
2
2 [_bm — p2Cy * \/ﬁ(% — H2a + pac)
o (138)
+ | —ag — poby £ Lz(luzb +a—c)| =0.
V14 ps
Differentiating (138) with respect to t and using (134) and (135), we get qi\/ﬁT%(l—i—,u%)Qct =0

and thus, ¢; = 0. In views of (134) and (135), a; = by = 0. Hence, a, b and ¢ only depend on x.
Therefore, (132) and (133) become

2

/ /
—a — pob + ——(2u2b+a—c) =0, 139
T ) (139)
—b — o £ L(Qb — p2a + pec) = 0. (140)
V1+ w3

where (138) is obviously satisfied. From (139) we have c in terms of a, b, a’ and b, which
substituted into (140) leads to

V14 3 1+ p3 0 2
i (iﬂ‘? —2a’> + 113 (iwb —2b’> — (1442 (b’:F mb) =0,

72 72 V1+ 3
that is,
+ 2ngx
poa’ = —p3b' £ o /1 + p3b £ \/%e Vit (141)
2
where B is a constant.
If uy =0, then from (141) and (139), we have
a/
b= —Bef?m®  c=aT e (142)

Substituting (142) in the Gauss equation (28), we derive

a=+\L(x), L(z)=Cer?m® _ g2etimr 1 (143)

with C, B € R, C >0 and C? > 4%, where a is defined on the strip described by (129).
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If o # 0, then combining (141) and (139) leads to

2nox

c=a+ ¢, ¢:¢(x):@b—ﬁe Vit (144)
2 M2

Substituting (144) into the Gauss equation (28) implies that a second order equation in terms

of a:
a+ap—b>+1=0,

then we can solve the above equation to obtain a as in (130) and by (144) also have c. Hence,

Equation (141) rewrites as

2nox

+
V(3 + DVA + (43 —1)¢i4u2b]$2n2\/1+ub\r—\/%m Vi3 Zo. (145)

Observe that if the coefficient of b in (145) vanishes, we get

(45 + VA £ (1 — 1)¢p £ dpab = 0,

2n9x

2 +
T 2094/ 1 + 130V A e ——Ege V5 =0
\/1+,U2

Combining the above two equations implies that

K212 (¢2+ b2)

V1+u3
and thus ¢* + 4b* = 0. But, ¢* + 4b> = 0 if and only if = b = 0 and by (144), ¢ = a. This
contradicts the Gauss equation (28). Therefore, the coefficient of b in (145) does not vanish on

a non-empty open set. In other words, we can assume V' = g(x,b), where g is a differentiable
function defined, in views of (145), as

2nox

+ 2
L2/ 1+ 1B0VA + e VIS

(13 + DVA £ (3 — 1)¢ £ 4puob

g(z,b) =

Let xy be a specific point chosen and let’s consider the initial value problem given by the

system:
U ::g(x7b)7 (146)
b(l‘o) = bo .

Assuming that b is a differentiable function, it follows that g(xz,b) and its partial derivative with
respect to b are continuous within a certain open region defined by the rectangle

R={(z,b): 21 <x <ma,b1 <b< by}

that includes the point (xg,bg). Therefore, according to the basic theorem on the existence and

uniqueness of solutions for ordinary differential equations, there is only one solution within a

specific closed interval I = [by — €,bg + €], where € is a positive number. Additionally, it is

necessary to select x1 and x2 in a way that the range x1 < © < xo intersects with the solution’s

domain. It is important to note that replacing ¢ into equation (145) results in equation (131).
The opposite can be deduced from a simple calculation.
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Proposition 4.2. Consider an equation of type (35) that describes pseudospherical surfaces,
subject to the condition (9) as outlined in Theorem 2.3. Then, there is no possibility of a
local isometric immersion of a pseudospherical surface, which is defined by a solution zq, if the
coefficients a, b, and ¢ of the second fundamental form are dependent on various variables: x, t,
20y, 2L, Wi, , Wi, V1, 100, Un, where 1 < I,m,n < 00, are finite, but otherwise unspecified.

Proof. Since na # 0 we have fa1 # 0, on an open set. From Lemma 3.4, Equations (28)-(30)
form an inconsistent system. Hence Lemma 3.8 holds, the coefficients of the second fundamental
form of such local isometric immersion are universal, and hence (29) and (30) become

Jirag + farby — fi2ae — fooby — 2bA13 + (a — ¢)Az3 = 0, (147)

Ji1be + farer — fi2be — fozce + (@ — ¢) A1z + 2bAg3 = 0, (148)

where A3 = 2X\manzzoz1 and Aoz = —2Xna(usne — pons)zoz1. Hence, since f;; are given by
2 Y !

(46), it follows from (147) and (148) that, respectively,

flat + paby + Aay + ,uzbz)zg] + na(by + )\ngx)

2 4 2 ] (149)
+ 2021 ;?72(% + p2by) — ;?727735 — ;772(/~63?72 — pans)(a—c)| =0,

Flbe + pace + M by + pace) 23] + m2(ce + Azdes)

B 2 4 7 (150)
+ Az021 ;772(bx + pocy) + ;772773(@ —c)— ;772(%772 — p2m3)b| = 0.

Differentiating (149) and (150) with respect to zo leads to
ai + paby + Mag + paby)z =0, (151)
by + pocy + A(by + ,ugcx)zg =0. (152)
Considering the coefficients of 23 both in (151) and (152), we have
ar + p2by =0,  ag + p2b, =0, (153)

by + pocy =0, by + pacy = 0. (154)

Substituting (152) and (154) into (149) and (150) and taking the z1 derivative and then zp
derivative of the remaining expression we obtain

4 2

—;7]27735 — ;772(#3772 — pzns)(a —c) = 0, (155)
2 4

772773(‘1 —c)— ;772(#3772 — p2n3)b = 0. (156)

Since the Gauss equation (28) needs to be satisfied we have (a —c)?+ b2 # 0. Hence, from (155)
and (156) we obtain n3n3 + n3(usne — pan2)? = 0, which is meaning ne = 0, by the condition
n3 —n3 — (usmz2 — pusn2)? = 0. This gives a contradiction since ny # 0.

Proposition 4.3. Consider an equation of type (35) that describes pseudospherical surfaces,
under the condition (9), given by Theorem 2.4. There exists a local isometric immersion of
a pseudospherical surface, defined by a solution zy, for which the triples {a,b,c} of the second
fundamental form depend on x, t, zg, -+, 21, W1, <+, Wy, V1, * -, Up, where 1 < I,m,n < oo,
are finite, but otherwise arbitrary if and only if
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(1)) pe=mn2=0,C #0 and a,b and ¢ depend only on t and are given by
!/
a

a=+\L(t), b= pet?, c=a¥F 5, (157)

where L(t) = ge®2Ct — 3240t _ 1 with 0,8 € R,0 > 0,02 > 48% and the 1-forms wi,ws,ws
are defined on a strip of R? where

o—\02 =432 o0  o+y0?—45?
<e < . (158)
232 232
Moreover, the constant o and 3 are chosen so that the strip intersects the domain of the solution

of (47).
(ii) p2=0,1m2 #0, X2+ C? # 0 and a,b and c are functions of nox + Ct and are given by

a=++/L(nx+Ct), b= —BeTAmrtCt) o — g1 o, (159)

where L(nox + Ct) = get2a+Cl) _ g2e+40pa+Cl) _ 1 with 0, 8 € R,0 > 0,02 > 48% and the
1-forms w1, wa, w3 are defined on a strip of R? where

0= 0?4 opercry _ 0+ V02— 42
<e < . (160)
232 232
Moreover, the constant o and 3 are chosen so that the strip intersects the domain of the solution

of (47).
(iii)  po # 0, (A2)?2 +C? # 0 and a,b and c are differentiable functions of nex + Ct and
are given by

1 4 2022+ Ct)
|
12
1 4 2z +Ct)
c=— |tuaVA+ (3 —1)b—Be V' |
2,LL2 H2 (/1'2 ) 6 (161)
4 20m2 40072
(13— 1)b— e V'3 ] — 4p5(1 - %)
A= 2 > 07
H
where b satisfies the ordinary differential equation
4 2032 4+Ct)
+(ps+ 10 F (y — 1)Be VI 4 i + 1)\/51 v
9 4 2(mz+Ct) 4 Az +Ct) (162)
s [T+ VA (i~ 1) Vb gt VI ] 0
)

Proof. Suppose for =0, then puo =n2 =0 and C # 0. From Lemma 3.2 the coefficients of the
second fundamental form of such local isometric immersion are universal, and hence (29) and
(30) become

fla: + Xzda, F C(a — ¢)] — ¢p12a; — Cby = 0, (163)

flbe + Azdby F 20C) — p19by — Cep = 0. (164)
Differentiating (163) and (164) with respect to zo leads to

a; —|—)\z(2)az FC(a—c)=0, (165)
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b + Az2b, F 20C = 0. (166)

Considering the coefficient of zg of both above equation, we obtain

Ay =0, aFCla—c)=0, (167)
Aby =0, by F 2bC = 0. (168)

Substituting (167) and (168) into (163) and (164), respectively, we get
by = —%%, o = —%bx. (169)

Hence the derivative of the Gauss equation (28) with respect to x returns

2
c+ <¢12> a—2@b

z — U. 1
C ol 0 (170)

2
If a; # 0, then c + (%) a — 2%217 = 0. Differentiating the first equation in (169) with
respect to zo and z1 gives ¢,, = ¢, = 0, which is meaning that ¢12 is a non-zero constant.

Otherwise, (170) would give ¢ = 0. Let us assume ¢p12 = Ca, where a € R\ {0}. Moreover, in
views of the Gauss equation (28), we get

b==+1—-aa, c=a’aF2a. (171)
Substituting (171) into (167) and (168) leads to
a; FCla—aa+2a) =0, —aa F2C(£]l —aa)=0.

In the above equations, adding the second to the first multiplied by a leads to a = :i:%, which
substituted into the first equation gives us C' = 0 and thus, a contradiction since C' # 0.

If ay = 0 then by (169), we obtain b, = ¢, = 0. Thus, a, b and ¢ depend only on t. It follows
from (167) and (168) that

b= gt c=aF %, (172)

where B is a constant. Substituting (172) into the Gauss equation (28) leads to a second order
equation in terms of a
a’>C F aa, — BPCe™Ct + C =0,

then we derive a = ++/L(t) where L(t) = ge™2¢t — 32e4Ct _ 1 with 0, € R,0 > 0,02 > 442
Moreover, a is defined on the strip described by (158). This concludes (i).

Suppose fa1 # 0 on a non-empty open set. From Lemma 3.4, Equations (28)-(30) form an
inconsistent system. Hence Lemma 3.3 holds, the coefficients of the second fundamental form of
such local isometric immersion are universal, and hence (29) and (30) become

fiiae + fa1by — fi2az — fooby — 20A13 4 (@ — ¢)Agg = 0, (173)
J11be + force — fiaby — foace + (@ — €) A1z + 2bAg3 = 0, (174)
where
2 2 212
A3 = 2———=(C + M22y) [ F —/—= 912,
\/1+u§( 0) V14
2

1
Aoy =T (O M) =

+ uy V145

26

P12



Hence, since fij are given by (48), it follows from (1738) and (174) that, respectively,

2bp2 (a—rc)

flag + pobe + Nag + p2by) 23 F ——(C+ Mpp2d) F ——=(C+ A2z
V14 L4y
(175)
2b —
+ (nth - Cbm) + ¢12 —Qx — .u2bx =+ M2n22 =+ 772(& Cz> = 0,
Vit 1+
2 M2(a—c) 2 2b 2
J b+ pace + Mba + poce) 25 £ ——=(C' + A2z) F = (C'+ M2zg)
+ 15 L+ p3
(176)
a—c 2b
+ (n2ct — Ceg) + d12 | —by — poce F parta( 5 ) + e | =0.
V1+ps V1+ps
Differentiating (175) and (176) with respect to zo leads to
1
ar + p2by + Mag + ,ugbx)zg T \/ﬁ(C’ + )\ngzg)(ngb +a—c)=0, (177)
H2
1
b + pace + A(bg + pocy)za + ﬁ(C + Mp2d) (2a — pge — 2b) = 0. (178)
H

Taking the zo derivative twice of (177) and (178) and substituting the result back into the latter
two equations we have

C C
ar + pby F ﬁ@ugb +a—c)=0, b+ psce+ ﬁ(uga — pgc—2b) =0, (179)

+ H3 LR
and
M ag + piabs F —m 2 (2pi2b + a — ) | =0,
VIt (180)
A by + pocy + LQ(,LLQCL — pgc — 26)1 =0.
L+ 3
Substituting (179) and (180) back into (175) and (176) returns
2
neby — Cby + 12 | —ay — poby + —=2ub+a —c)| =0, (181)
V1t 3
2
nact — Ccg + 12 | —by — oy F ———=(p2a — poc — 2b)| = 0. (182)
V14

Multiplying the first equation in (179) by C' and adding the result to the first equation in (180)
multiplied by Ans we get

1 1
+— e (29 + a — ¢) = —[Clas + paby) + N2(az + paby)], (183)
L4 p3 H

and the same operation with the second equation of (179) and (180) leads to

1 1
im(ma = piae = 2b) = = [C(be + paci) + N2 (b + pracy)], (184)
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where H = (M2)? + C? ia a nonzero constant. Substituting (183) and (184) into (181) and
(182), we get
(12C¢12 + H)(m2bt — Cby) + Co12(n2ar — Cay) = 0, (185)

(12C¢12 + H)(n2ce — Cey) + Cp1a(n2by — Cby) = 0. (186)

Differentiating the Gauss equation (28) with respect to t and multiplying the result by ne and
doing the same thing with x and C, we obtain

(n2ay — Cag)e + (naee — Ceg)a — 2b(naby — Cb,) = 0. (187)

Next, we will show that nea; — Cay, = naby — Cby = mocy — Ce = 0 by dividing into two subcases.
If Cp12 = 0, then from (185) and (186) we have naby — Cb, = 0 and necy — Cey, = 0, which
substituted into (187) leads to naa; — Ca, = 0.
If Cpr1a # 0, substituting (185) and (186) into (187) we have

p2Cora + H
Coia

Suppose nacy — Ccy # 0, then a+ Q%*c+2Qb = 0, and thus ¢12 € R. By the Gauss equation (28)
we obtain

(m2cr — Ceg)la+ Q% +2Qb) =0, Q= (188)

a=Q%F2Q, b==+1-Qec. (189)
Since a # 0, then Q is a nonzero constant. Substituting (189) into (179) leads to

(Q - 12)Qct T ———— 131 — Qo)+ Q% F2Q — | = 0
1+ py

(@ p2)er £ — o [<2(H1 — Q) + (@ F 2Q — ¢)] = 0.
L+ 3

Combining the above two equations, we conclude ¢ = ilf%, i.e. ¢ 18 a nonzero constant. In
views of (189), we also have a and b are constants. However, (179) rewrite as

2ueb+a—c=0, pga— pgc—2b=0,

which implies that b = 0 and a = ¢, contradicts the Gauss equation (28). Therefore, nacy—Cey =
0 and by (185) and (186), we have n2by — Cby = 0 andnea; — Ca, = 0.
Therefore, we can assume that

a = ¢17 b= ¢27 c= ¢37 (190)

where ¢; = ¢i(nex + Ct),i = 1,2,3 are real and differentiable functions and ¢1¢3 # 0, since
ac # 0. Substituting (190) into (179) and (180) we get, respectively,

C

C(¢/1 + M2¢/2) + W(Q,UQ(% +¢1 — ¢3) =0, o
/ / C
C (g + p2e3) £ \/Tiug(#zd)l — p2¢3 — 2¢2) = 0,
and
A [772(¢/1 + pods) F \/ﬁiug@ltz@ + o1 — ¢>3)] =0,
(192)
A [772(¢/2 + pogy) \/ﬁiug(#zéf)l — po¢3 — 2¢2)] =0,
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observing that C? + (An2)? # 0, (191) and (192) give

1
P1 + padhy T TMQ(?M@ +¢1 — ¢3) =0,
5

1
 + padly & ———s
V143

From the first equation in (193) we derive ¢3 in terms of ¢1, ¢, ¢2 and ¢, which substituted
into the second equation in (193) implies that

(193)
(n2¢1 — p2g3 — 2¢2) = 0.

12 (:F 14 p307 +2<z>’1>+u§ (; 1+u§¢’2’+2¢’2>

+ (1 + N%) (ﬁblz + 22¢2> =0,

L+ p5
that is
3 200524
pod) = £/1+ pd¢s — p3eh £ ———=e V' (194)

V143

where B is a constant.
Suppose s = 0, then (194) and (193) give that

b= —Bet2mztCt) o — x4 (195)

Similarly, by using the Gauss equation (28), we get a second order differentiable equation in
terms of a
a2 - ad — B26:|:4(772;B+Ct) +1=0,

thus a is defined as in (159) and on the strip described by (160). This concludes (ii).
Suppose iy # 0, then from (193) and (184), we have

/j? 1 ﬁ i2(ﬁ21+0t)
- 2
p3=0¢1+¢, o= 2#2 P2 — @6 VIt (196)

Substituting (96) into the Gauss equation (28) leads to ¢3 + ¢p1 — 3+ 1 =0, and thus we have

o VA
= 5 7
Hence, in views of (196) we also have ¢ as in (161), which substituted into (194) gives us

a=d A =¢" —4(1-¢3) > 0.

+ 2(ngz+C't)

/ 2 \1tnd
$5[(13 + DVA + (15 — 1)¢ £ dpgcho] T 24/ 1+ p3V Ay — \/1:?7/@@ > =0. (197)

Observe that if the coefficient of ¢4 in (197) vanishes, we have

(45 + DVA £ (3 — 1)¢ & 4pagy = 0,

2/6 :t2(772x+0t)
F2/1+ 13V APy — —— e Vites )
V14
Combining the above two equations implies that

29
T/L%(¢2 +4¢3) =0,
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and then ¢ + 4¢3 = 0. However, ¢* + 4¢3 = 0 if and only if ¢ = ¢2 = 0 which (196) leads
to ¢3 = ¢1. This contradicts the Gauss equation (28). Therefore, the coefficient of ¢% in (197)
does not vanish on a nonempty open set. In other words, we can assume b/ = ¢, = g(Z,b),
T = max + Ct, where g is a differentiable function defined, in views of (197), as

+ 2(ngx+Ct)

+2,/1+ p2bVA + 2 Vite3
_ VA + Vi+n3 b

(13 + DVA £ (3 — 1)¢ £ 4pu2b

9(z,b)

Let Tg be an arbitrarily fized point and consider the following initial value problem

{b, = 9(2,0), (198)
b(.f'()) = by.

Since b is a smooth function, then g(z,b) and Oyg(T,b) are continuous in some open rectangle
R = {(.T,b) X< T < X9,b1 < b<b2}

that contains the point (Zg,bo). Therefore, according to the fundamental theorem of existence
and uniqueness for ordinary differential equations, (198) possesses a singular solution within a
specific closed interval I = [by — €,by + €], where € is a positive number. Additionally, T1 and
ZTo must be selected in a way that the range T1 < T < Ty intersects the solution domain of the
equation (47). It is important to note that when ¢ is substituted into the equation (197), the
result is (162). This completes (iii).

The converse follows from a straightforward computation.

Proposition 4.4. An equation of the form (35) that describes pseudospherical surfaces, subject
to condition (9) as per Theorem 2.5 (i), does not allow for a local isometric immersion of such
a surface defined by a solution zo, where the triples {a,b, c} of the second fundamental form are
dependent on x, t, zo, -+, 21, W1, "+, Wm, V1, -, Up, where 1 < I,m,n < oo, are finite, but
otherwise arbitrary.

Proof. Suppose for = 0, on an open set, then we have pus = no = 0. From Lemma 3.2, the
coefficients of the second fundamental form of such local isometric immersion are universal, and
hence (29) and (30) become

fn[at—i-)\zgax —2()(¢32:F(;512) F (a—C)¢QQ] —|-¢12 <am + 2b:7,) —¢22 {bw + (a — C) 0 :| = 0, (199)

m
Fiabe+ AsZbe + (a— ) (d32 F br2) F 2brma] + bro [bz +(a— c)nﬂ — (cx + Qbi) — 0, (200)

Differentiating (199) and (200) with respect to zo, we have, respectively,

ar + Azpar — 2b(ds2 F d12) F (a — )2 = 0, (201)
bt + Azgbe + (a — ¢)(¢32 F d12) F 2bdas = 0, (202)
where ¢30 F P10 = :F% (% — 9Be?%0 + 2/\z0) and ¢o9o = + (% — @Be?%0 + 2)\20) z1. Taking the
z1 derivative of (201) and (202) leads to
2
—(a —¢) <0 — OB + 2)\z0> =0, (203)
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2\
—2b (9 —0Be% + 2)\z0> =0, (204)

since \X2 + B% # 0 and 0 # 0, then 2 — 0Bef + 2\zy # 0. But, (195) and (196) return
a—c=0b=0, which contradicts the Gauss equation (28).

Suppose fa1 # 0 on an open set. From Lemma 3.4, Equations (28)-(30) form an inconsistent
system. Hence Lemma 3.3 holds, the coefficients of the second fundamental form of such local
isometric immersion are universal, and hence (29) and (30) become

fi |:at + pgby + Mag + poby)zd — 2b <¢32 Fy/1+ M%¢12>

0+m
+(a—c) <M2¢32 Fy/l+ M%¢22>} — 12 (ar + 2bm§> (205)
ma/1+ 3
[ 0 + muans 2 _
— (9o | by £ (a — 0)72 + 772(bt + )\Zobx) + 772¢32(a - C) =0,
i mm
and
fi1 [be + poce + A(by + pacy)zg + (a —c) <¢32 Fyl+ M§¢12>
0 + muans
+2b< =112 ﬂ s (b £ (0 — o) 22
p2g32 HaP22 $12 ( )mm (206)
0+
— 2 |ca 20— PER N ey + Azder) + 2bmags = O,
mm
where
2\
G32 F A1+ pdpra = — (0 — 9B + 2)\zo> (poz1 — %)7
2\ -
p2g32 F /1 + g = — (9 — 0B + 2)\Zo> <Z1 + A627739M3772) :

Differentiating (205) and (206) with respect to zo leads to

at+ pobe+A(ay +M2bx)2’§ —2b <¢32 Fi/14+ M%(bm) +(a—c) <,U,2(2532 Ta/1+ M%¢22> =0, (207)

by + pace + A(by + pocy ) 25 + (a—c) <¢32 Fy/1+ Mgﬁblz) +2b <M2¢32 Fi/l+ M%ﬁbzz) = 0. (208)

Taking the z, derivative of (207) and (208), we have

+(a—c) <M2¢32 Fy/1+ M%¢22> =0, (209)

21

—2b <¢>32 Fi/l14+ M%¢12>

21

(a—c) <¢32 Fy/l+ M§¢12> +2b <u2¢32 Fi/l+ ,ugcbm) =0. (210)

z 21

Combining the above two equation returns

[(a— ) + 4b°] <M2¢32 Fy/l+ M%¢22> =0,

21

since ac — b?> = —1, i.e. (a —c)? +b% # 0, and thus % — 0Be% + 2Xz9 = 0 if and only if
A= B =0. This is a contradiction.
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Proposition 4.5. An equation of the form (35) that describes pseudospherical surfaces, subject
to condition (9) as stated in Theorem 2.5 (ii), does not allow for a local isometric immersion
of a pseudospherical surface defined by a solution zy, where the triples {a,b,c} of the second
fundamental form are dependent on x, t, zo, -+, 21, Wi, **+, Wm, V1, "+, Un, where 1 <
l,m,n < oo, are finite, but otherwise arbitrary.

Proof. Since na # 0 we have fa1 # 0, on an open set. From Lemma 3.4, Equations (28)-(30)
form an inconsistent system. Hence Lemma 3.3 holds, the coefficients of the second fundamental
form of such local isometric immersion are universal, and hence (29) and (30) become

fiiae + fa1by — fi2az — foaby — 2bA13 4 (@ — ¢)Agg = 0, (211)

fi1be + farcr — fiaby — foacy + (@ — ¢) A1z + 2bAg3 = 0, (212)
where

Ay = n3 [£70e ™ fi1 — ¢12] |
Aoz = (pans — pan) [£70e ™ fi1 — ¢1a]

with ¢19 = [£7(mzg—n)p+me' z]et™ :F2/\Tmz0z1. Hence, since f;; are given by (52), it follows
from (29) and (30) that, respectively,

Fuulae + pabe + Nag + paba) 25 F 2bm370e ™ £ (a — ¢) (nans — psm)Tpe™ 7 (213)
+ n2(br F T0e T by) — drafas + pabe — 2bms + (a — ¢) (pans — psn2)] =0,
and
Fi1[be + pacs + Mbg + pace) 28 + (a — ¢)n3Ter™ & 2b(uans — p3n) e (214)
+ma(ee F Te™ T ey) — dralbe + paca + (a — ¢)nz + 2b(pans — panz)] = 0.
Differentiating (213) and (214) with respect to zo we have
ar + pobs + Mag + poby) 2 T 2bnzToe™ ™ £ (a — ¢)(pans — pane)Tee™T = 0, (215)
b + pace + Mg + pace) 28 + (a — &) n3Ter™ £ 2b(uans — p3na)Te T = 0. (216)
Taking the z, derivative of (215) and (216) leads to
—2bns + (a — ¢)(pans — psn2) = 0, (217)
(a = c)nz + 2b(u2ns — psnz) = 0, (218)

in which we have used T > 0 and ¢ # 0. Since (a—c)?+b* # 0, it follows from the above system
that ns = pans — psne = 0 and thus, A1z = Agz = 0, contradicts (32).
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