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ABSTRACT. We introduce canonical coordinates on minimal time-like sur-
faces in the n-dimensional Lorentzian space and prove the existence and the
uniqueness of these parameters. With respect to these coordinates the coef-
ficients of the first fundamental form are expressed by the invariants of the
surface.

On any time-like surface we introduce a special complex function over
the algebra of the double numbers and apply the analysis over the algebra
of the double numbers as a convenient tool to study these surfaces. Then
the canonical coordinates on minimal time-like surfaces are characterized by
a natural condition for this complex function.

We consider the hyperbola of the normal curvature of any minimal time-
like surface and give a geometric interpretation of the canonical coordinates
in terms of the elements of this hyperbola.
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1. Introduction. In the classical differential geometry of the surfaces in
Euclidean space R? the existence of principal parameters is an important prop-
erty, which simplifies the calculations and the geometric interpretation of the
results obtained. Further these parameters can be specialized for some special
classes of surfaces. It has been known to Weingarten [17, 18] (see also [4]) that
without changing the principal lines on a Weingarten surface, one can find ge-
ometric coordinates in which the coefficients of the metric are expressed by the
principal curvatures. This means that these parameters cannot be improved
further and that is why they were called in [9] canonical. Using canonical pa-
rameters, it was proved in [9] that the local geometry of Weingarten surfaces is
determined by one function satisfying one PDE. The process of introducing simi-
lar parameters on surfaces of co-dimension two began with the minimal surfaces.
Geometrically determined special isothermal parameters on minimal surfaces in
R* were introduced in [11]. Further, these parameters were used in [16] to prove
that the local geometry of minimal surfaces in R? is determined by two invariant
functions satisfying two PDEs. In [5], on the base of the canonical coordinates
we solved explicitly the system of background PDEs of minimal surfaces in R* in
terms of two holomorphic functions in C.

Canonical coordinates on minimal space-like surfaces in Minkowski space-
time R} were used in [3] to prove that the local geometry of these surfaces is
determined by two invariant functions satisfying two PDEs. In [6] we gave an
explicit solution to the system of natural (background) PDEs of minimal space-
like surfaces in R].

Canonical coordinates on minimal space-like surfaces in the pseudo-
Euclidean 4-space with neutral metric R3 were introduced and used in [14] to
prove similar results. In [8] we gave another approach to the canonical coordi-
nates on minimal space-like surfaces in Rj and obtained canonical Weierstrass
formulas for the minimal surfaces in R in terms of two holomorphic functions in
C. In [7] we solved explicitly the system of natural PDEs of minimal space-like
surfaces in Rj.

In [10] time-like surfaces in Minkowski space-time were studied in the
above mentioned scheme: it was proved that these surfaces admit locally canon-
ical parameters and their geometry is determined by two invariant functions,
satisfying a system of two natural PDEs.

Minimal Lorentzian surfaces in R3, whose Gauss curvature K and curva-
ture of the normal connection s satisfy the inequality K2 — »* > 0, were studied
in [15] and [1].

In this paper we study time-like surfaces in an arbitrary dimensional
Lorentzian space R} and prove that these surfaces admit locally canonical pa-
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rameters. The aim of our investigations is to apply the analysis over the double
numbers in D as a convenient tool especially in the geometry of minimal time-
like surfaces. To this end, we consider any time-like surface M = (D, x(u,v))
parametrized by isothermal parameters (u,v) € D C R?. Then we introduce the
“complex” variable t = u + jv € D, where j2 = 1. Thus any function on M can
be considered as a function of t.

Considering the natural extension D} over D of RY, in Section 3 we in-
troduce on any time-like surface M the D}-valued function ® by equality (3.1).

In Section 4 we characterize minimal time-like surfaces in R} via the
function ®. Theorem 4.1 states that a time-like surface M is minimal if and only
if the function @ is holomorphic in ID. Theorem 4.2 gives the representation of
the minimal surface M through the primitive function ¥ of ®.

In Section 5 we obtain formulas (5.2) and (5.7) for the Gauss curvature
K of the minimal time-like surface expressed by the function ®.

In Section 6 we introduce degenerate points on a minimal time-like surface
and characterize them geometrically. In Theorem 6.7 we prove that any minimal
time-like surface free of degenerate points admits locally canonical coordinates,
which are characterized by the condition ®? = 1. In Theorem 6.8 we prove the
uniqueness of the canonical coordinates.

In Section 7 we consider the hyperbola of the normal curvature of a mini-
mal time-like surface and give a geometric interpretation of the canonical param-
eters through the elements of this hyperbola.

We note that this paper prepares the application of our approach to fur-
ther investigation of minimal time-like surfaces in R and Rj.

2. Preliminaries. We denote by R the standard n-dimensional Loren-
tzian space with scalar product:

(2.1) a-b=—aib; +asby + -+ apby,.

Let My denote a two-dimensional differentiable manifold, and x — an
immersion of My in R}. Then M = (My,x) (or only M) is a (regular) surface
in RY. T,(M) C RY will stand for the tangent space of M at the point p € M,
and Np(M) will denote the normal space of M at p, which is the orthogonal
complement of T,(M) in RY. The scalar product in R induces a scalar product
in T,(M). The surface M is said to be time-like, if the induced scalar product
in T,,(M) is indefinite.

Further, (u,v) will denote a pair of coordinates (parameters) in a domain
D C R% Thus, the immersion x generates a vector function x(u,v) : D — RY.
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Since our considerations are local, we suppose that M is given by (D, x), where
D C R2.

For the coefficients of the first fundamental form of M we use the standard
denotations E = Xi, F=x, %x,and G = xg. In classical denotations, the first
fundamental form is written in the form:

I = Edu®+ 2F dudv + G dv®.

It is well known, that there exist locally, around any point p € M, isother-
mal coordinates characterized by the conditions £ = —G and F' = 0. Further,
we suppose that (u,v) are isothermal coordinates on M and the enumeration of
these coordinates is such that £ < 0, G > 0.

Studying time-like surfaces, it is convenient to identify the coordinate
plane R? with the plane of the double numbers I, which are defined in the fol-
lowing way:

D={t=u+jv: u,v R, j>=1}.

Along with the real coordinates (u,v), we also consider the coordinate t = u+jv,
t € D C D. In this way, all functions on M will also be considered as functions
of the variable t.
If t = u+jv € D, then [t|* denotes the square of the modulus (the
amplitude), which is given by:
t)? = tt = (u+jv)(u — jv) = u? — 02

We denote by Dy the set of non-invertible elements in D, characterized by the
conditions:

(2.2) Dop={teD: [t =0} ={tcD: Ret=+Imt}.
Further, we denote by D the set of the "positive” elements in D:
(2.3) D, ={teD: [t >0; Ret >0} ={tc€D: Ret+Imt >0}

In many cases, making calculations with the numbers in I it is more
convenient instead of the basis (1,j) to use the basis (q, q), where:

1—j _ 14
(2.4 a="3%  a=-11

This basis is said to be a diagonal basis or null-basis. 1t is easily seen that:

(2.5) “=q¢ a@=q qq=0.
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Any number in ¢ € D is represented with respect to the null-basis (q,q) in the
following way:

(2.6) t=u+jv=(u—v)q+ (u+v)q.

Using (2.5), it follows that the addition, as well as the multiplication with respect
to the basis (q, q), are accomplished by components:

(a1q +b1q) + (a2q + b2q) = (a1 + a2)q + (b1 + b2)q,

@7) (a1 + i) (a2 + ba) = (ar1az)a + (biba)a.

This means that D as an algebra is isomorphic to two copies of R: D =R & R.
It follows from (2.6) that the sets Dy and D are represented as follows:
Dyp={t=aq+bgeD: a=0orb=0}.
Dy ={t=aq+bg€D: a>0andb> 0}
If f:D — D is a differentiable function, then its differential is given by:

daf = —fdt + 8—{dt
where % and (% by definition are:
ey Foi(mtim) wmilmoiw)
The function f is said to be holomorphic, if a—]; = 0 and respectively anti-

0
holomorphic, if 8_]; = 0. If f = g+jh is the representation of f with a “real” part

g and an “imaginary” part h, then f is holomorphic if and only if the conditions,
analogous to the Cauchy-Riemann conditions, are fulfilled:

(2'9) hy = g hy = gu.

These equalities show that, similarly to the case of C, a map is conformal
with respect to the indefinite metric ]R%, if and only if the map is given by a
holomorphic or an anti-holomorphic function in ID. There exists also an analogue
of the inverse function theorem: If f is a holomorphic function satisfying the
condition | |2 # 0, then there exists at least locally a unique inverse holomorphic
function. In particular, taking an nth root, where n is an entire positive number,
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gives a holomorphic function, defined and with values in D,. Foundations of the
algebra and the analysis of the double numbers D can be found e.g. in [2], [12],
[13].

Denote by D} the set D" endowed with the bilinear product a - b, which
is the natural extension of the product in RY, given by (2.1). Then the scalar
square a2 € D of a € D} is given by

a2:a~a:—a%+a%+'~+a%.

The square of the norm [|a||* € R of a € D} is the number
lal* = a-a = —la1|* + |az* + - +Janl?,

which is not necessarily positive.

Using the standard embedding of R} into DY, we shall consider the “com-
plexified” tangent space 1), p(M) of M at the point p as a subspace of D, which
is the linear span of T,(M) in DY. Similarly, we shall identify “complexified”
normal space N, p(M) of M at the point p with the corresponding subspace of

", which is the linear span of N,(M) in DY.

Since T), p(M) and Npp(M) are generated by the real subspaces T),(M)
and Np(M), respectively, then they are mutually orthogonal and closed with
respect to the complex conjugation in D}. Therefore, we have the following
orthogonal decomposition:

]D)’f = TpJD)(M) @ N, 7]]])(./\/l).

We denote by a' the orthogonal projection of a vector a of D} into the
complexified tangent space of M. Similarly, we denote by a’ the orthogonal
projection of a into the complexified normal space of M. Then any vector a is
decomposed as follows:

a=a' +at.

Let V be the canonical linear connection in RY. If X and Y are tangent
vector fields and n is a normal vector field for M, then the Gauss and Weingarten
formulas are as follows:

VxY = VY +o(X,Y),

Vxn = —A,(X) + Vi,

where V7 is the Levi-Civita connection on M, o(X,Y) is the second fundamen-
tal form, A, is the Weingarten map with respect to n and V}A{[ n is the normal
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connection on M. The Weingarten map and the second fundamental form are
related by the equality:
AX-Y =0(X,Y) -n.

The curvature tensor R on M and the curvature tensor R of the normal
connection are defined as follows:

R(X,Y)Z = VXVYZ — Vi VXZ - Vi yZ,
RN(X,Y)n = V{V{n - V{Vin - VX yn.
The covariant derivative of o is calculated by the formula:
(Vxo)(Y,2) =VRo(Y,Z2) — o(VLY,Z) — o(Y,VLZ).

The tensors R, RY and Vo satisfy the fundamental equations in the
theory of Riemannian submanifolds:
Gauss equation:

(2.10) RX,Y)Z - W = o(X,W)o(Y,Z) — o(X,Z)o(Y, W),
Codazzi equation:

(2.11) (Vxo)(Y,Z) = (Vyo)(X, 2),

Ricci equation:

(2.12) RYN(X,Y)n -m = [A,, Apn]X - Y.

In the last equality [Ayn, Am] denotes the commutator A, Ay, — Apn A, of Ay and
A
The basic invariants of any time-like surface M in R} are its mean cur-

vature H and Gauss curvature K. Let X; and Xo be two orthonormal tangent
vector fields on M, such that X3 = —1. Then H is given by:

(2.13) H— %tracea - %(—a(xl,xl) + 0(Xa, Xo)).
The Gauss curvature K by definition is:

(2.14) K = —R(X1,X9)Xs - Xy,

or in view of (2.10):

(2.15) K = —0(X1,X1)0(X2,X2) + 0%(X1,X2).

In this paper we study minimal time-like surfaces, which are determined
by:
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Definition 2.1. A time-like surface in R} is said to be a minimal time-
like surface ¢f H = 0.

It follows from formula (2.13) that any minimal time-like surface satisfies
the condition: o(Xg,Xs) = 0(X1,X1). Then the equality (2.15) gets the form:

(2.16) K = —0*(X1,X1) + 0?(Xy, Xa).

3. Definition and basic properties of the D}-valued vector
function ®. For any time-like surface M = (D,x) in R}, parametrized by
local coordinates (u,v) € D, we define the vector function ®(¢t), t = u + jv € D,
®(t) € DY as follows:

(3.1) O(t) = 2% = Xy + jXyp.

ot
Further we use this function as the basic analytic tool in the study of local
properties of minimal time-like surfaces in R}. First we obtain the basic algebraic
and analytic properties of ®.

Squaring equality (3.1), we have:

P2 = (xy —i—jxv)2 = XZ + xg + 2] Xy Xy

We get from here the following equivalent statements:

2 2 2 2
+x,=0 EF=x,=—-x,=-G
(1)2 — Xu 0] u
0= (x=0 T r=o
Therefore we have

Proposition 3.1. If M is a time-like surface in RY, then the coordinates
(u,v) are isothermal if and only if ®* = 0.

In this paper we consider time-like surfaces, parametrized by isothermal
coordinates, which means that:

The norm of ® satisfies the equalities:
B> =0 =x> —x2=FE -G =2E = —2G.

Consequently the coefficients of the first fundamental form are expressed through
® as follows:

1
(3.3) E:—G:§H<I>||2; F=0.
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Then the first fundamental form can be written in the form:
1 1
(3.4) I=E(du®—dv*) = 5\|<I>||2(du2 —dv?) = §H<I>||2|dt\2.

Under the condition E < 0, it follows from the equality (3.3) that ® satisfies the
condition:

(3.5) |®]% < o.
Denote by A’ the hyperbolic Laplace operator in R%, given by the equal-
ity::
OO
ouz  Ov?’
. L . . 00 1.,
Differentiating equality (3.1) and using that prvi ZA , we get:
o 0 ox 1
3.6 == (2] =AM
(36) ot ot < 8t> 9=

)
It follows from the above formula, that % is a real vector function, which
is equivalent to the following equality:
00 9%
ot ot’
Thus, we established that any function ®, given by equality (3.1), has the

properties (3.2), (3.5) and (3.7). Conversely, these three properties are sufficient
for a DY-valued function to be obtained as described. We have:

(3.7)

Theorem 3.2. Let the time-like surface M = (D,x) in R} be given in
isothermal coordinates (u,v) € D, so that E < 0 and let t = u + jv. Then the
function ®, defined by (3.1), satisfies the conditions:

9 0%
ot ot

Conversely, let ®(t) : D — DY be a vector function, defined in a domain
D C D, satisfying the conditions (3.8). Then around any point ty € D there exists
a subdomain Dy C D and a function x : Dy — RY, such that (Do, x) is a regular
time-like surface in RY, parametrized by isothermal coordinates (u,v), given by
t = u+iv. This surface satisfies the conditions E < 0 and (3.1). The surface

(Do, x) is determined by the function ® through the equality (3.1) uniquely up to
a translation in RY.

(3.8) ®*=0; @/ <0;
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Proof. We have already seen that any function defined by (3.1) satisfies
(3.8). It remains to prove the inverse assertion. Suppose that the function ®()

0P
satisfies (3.8). Taking into account the definition of — we get:

ot

292 = (Re(®), ~ Im(®),) +J(~ Re(®), + Im(®),).

0P
The third condition in (3.8) gives that Im 25 = 0, which implies:

Re(®), = Im(®),.

Therefore, it follows that for any ty € D there exists a neighborhood Dy C D of
to and a function x : Dy — R}, such that:

x, = Re(®);  x, = Im(P).

The last equalities are equivalent to (3.1). The first two conditions in (3.8) give
2

Xy Xy, = 0 and x2 = —x? < 0. This means that (Dy,x) is a regular time-like
surface in RY, parametrized by isothermal coordinates (u,v), such that E < 0.
Note that the derivatives x, and x, are determined uniquely from the equality
(3.1). Consequently, the function x(u, v) is determined uniquely up to an additive
constant, which proves the assertion. O

Finally we shall obtain the transformation formulas for ® under a change
of the isothermal coordinates and under a motion of the surface M = (D,x) in
RYT. Consider a change of the isothermal coordinates, which in complex form
is given by the equality: ¢ = ¢(s). Since the change of the isothermal coor-
dinates is a conformal map in D, then the function t(s) is either holomorphic,
or anti-holomorphic. Denote by &)(s) the function, corresponding to the new
coordinates s.

First we consider the holomorphic case. From the definition (3.1) of ® we

have:

~ Ox Ox Ot Ox Ot Ox Ot 0x Ox Ot

Therefore, under a holomorphic change of the coordinates t = ¢(s) we have:

~ ot
3.9 D(s) = D(t(s))=—.
(39) (5) = D(t(s) 5.
In a similar way, in the anti-holomorphic case, we get:

(3.10) d(s) = é(t(s))g—g



Canonical Coordinates on Minimal Time-like Surfaces in R} 351

Especially, under the change ¢ = 5, the function ® is transformed as follows:
(3.11) d(s) = (3).

Using the above formulas for ® we find the coefficient E of the first fun-
damental form. Thus, under a holomorphic change of the coordinates t = t(s), it
follows from (3.3) and (3.9) that:

(3.12) B(s) = E(t(s))|t'(s).

We use such isothermal coordinates that E(t) < 0 and E(s) < 0. Then it
follows from the above equality, that the admissible changes satisfy the condition
[t'(s)]* > 0.

Respectively, under the change ¢ = 5, we get from (3.3) and (3.11) the
equality

(3.13) E(s) = E(5).

Taking into account the Cauchy-Riemann conditions (2.9), it follows that
the Jacobian of a holomorphic change of the type t = t(s) is equal to |t'(s)|>.
Therefore the inequalities E(t) < 0 and E(s) < 0 give that the orientation of the
surface is preserved under a holomorphic change. The orientation of the surface
is converted under the change t = § and therefore the orientation of the surface is
converted under any anti-holomorphic change satisfying the condition E(s) < 0.
Thus, we have:

Proposition 3.3. Let M be a time-like surface in R} and let t and s be
isothermal coordinates on M, such that the corresponding coefficients of the first
fundamental form satisfy the conditions E(t) < 0 and E(s) < 0. Then t and s
generate one and the same orientation of M, if and only if the change t = t(s)
1s holomorphic; t and s generate different orientations of M, if and only if the
change t = t(s) is anti-holomorphic.

Now, consider two time-like surfaces M = (D,x) and M = (D,%) in
RY, parametrized by isothermal coordinates t = w + jv in one and the same
domain D C D. Suppose that M is obtained from M through a motion (possibly
improper) in R} given by the equality:

(3.14) x(t) = Ax(t) + b; A € O(R}), b e RY.
We obtain from here the relation between the corresponding functions ® and o:
(3.15) d(t) = Ad(t); A ORY).

Conversely, if ® and & are related by (3.15), then it follows that %, = Ax, and
%X, = Ax,, which implies (3.14). Therefore, the relations (3.14) and (3.15) are
equivalent.
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4. Characterization of minimal time-like surfaces in RT via
the function ® and its primitive function W. Let M = (D,x) be a
time-like surface in RY given in isothermal coordinates ¢t = u + jv, and ® be the
function, defined by (3.1). First we shall express the condition for the surface
M to be minimal through the function ®. For this purpose, let us consider the
orthonormal basis (Xi,X3) of T),(M), where X; and Xy are the unit tangent
vectors oriented as the coordinate vectors x, and x,, respectively:

X X X
(41) X1 = ¢ 3 X2 = Y = Y .
V=B TVeT VB
In view of (3.1) the coordinate vectors x,, and x, are expressed by ® as
follows:

1 _
Xy, = Re(®) = 5(@ + ),
(4.2) 1 ) i )
p=Im(®) = —(®— &)= 2(d -3
%, = n(®) = (@~ ) = L@ )
Differentiating equality (3.2), we get:
0P
(4.3) 5

oP
According to (3.6) the function — is real. Then, applying a complex conjugation

ot

in (4.3), we have:

- 00
ot
Equalities (4.2) show that ® and ® form a basis of T, n(M) at any point p € M.

(4.4)

d
Then, it follows from (4.3) and (4.4) that % is a vector, orthogonal to T),(M)
and consequently
m
ot
The last condition and (3.6) imply that:

(4.5) Np(M).

o goNt 1, ., 1 ! N
or —<ﬁ> —§(A X) —§(qu_xvv) —§(vxuxu_vxvxv)

= %(U(XU,XU) —0(xp,%y)) = FE %(—J(Xl,Xl) + 0(X3,X2)) = EH.
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Finally we have:

od 1
4.6 — = -A"x = EH.
(4.6) ot 2 "
The last equalities imply the following statement:

Theorem 4.1. Let M = (D,x) be a time-like surface in RY, given in
isothermal coordinates (u,v) € D, and ®(t) be the vector function, defined in D,
given by (3.1). Then the following three conditions are equivalent:

)
(1) The function ®(t) is holomorphic: % =0.

(2) The function x(u,v) is hyperbolically harmonic: Alx = 0.
(3) M = (D,x) is a minimal time-like surface in RY: H = 0.

Equality (3.1) gives further:

0P Xyu +Xpu . oo\t 0(Xu, Xu) + 0(Xp, X)) .
4. - = ’LLU; e - Uy >0 )
(4.7) 5 5 +jx <8t> 5 + jo(xy, Xy)

In the case of a minimal surface, according to the above theorem, ® is
0 0P
holomorphic function and therefore = 0. As usual, we shall use for N the

shorter denotation @’
The condition for M to be minimal gives that:

(4.8) 0(X9,X9) =0(X1,X1); 0 (Xy, Xp) = 0(Xy, Xy)-

The next formulas give the function ® and its orthogonal projection into

Npp(M):

o0
ou

= Xyu + JXuw ; (I),l = Xiu +jxiv = U(Xuaxu) +jU(Xu,XU)-

(4.9) @ =

Then o (xy,Xy), 0(Xy,Xy) and o(xy, Xy) can be expressed through the func-
tion ® as follows:

1 —_— 1 —
o(xu %) = Re(@) = 5 (@ + @) = S +87),
1 1 _
(4.10) 0, x0) = Re(@™) = 2 (@ + &1) = (@ + T,
1L It L Jar L
0(Xy,%y) = Im(P) = 2—(‘13 — o) = 5(‘13 o)
J
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If the time-like surface M = (D, x) is minimal, then according Theorem
4.1 the function x is hyperbolically harmonic. Then we can introduce locally
the harmonic conjugate function y of x through the Cauchy-Riemann conditions:
Yu = X, and y, = x,,. Denote by ¥ the D}-valued vector function given by the
equality:

(4.11) U =x+jy.

Since the function ¥ is holomorphic, then we obtain formulas for x and ® through
the function W:

ov
u

Now we shall express the conditions for M to be minimal through the function
v:

Theorem 4.2. Let M = (D,x) be a minimal time-like surface in RY,
given in isothermal coordinates (u,v) € D. Then x is represented locally in the
form:

(4.13) x(u,v) = Re ¥(t),

where U is a holomorphic DY -valued function of t = u + jv, satisfying the condi-
tions:

(4.14) 0’2 =0; @] < 0.

Conversely, if ¥ is a holomorphic DY -valued function, defined in a domain
D C D, satisfying (4.14), then the pair (D,x), where x is given by (4.13), is a
minimal time-like surface in R} parametrized by isothermal coordinates (u,v).

Proof. If M = (D,x) is a minimal time-like surface in R, then the
function ¥, defined by (4.11), satisfies (4.12). The properties (4.14) are equivalent
to the corresponding properties (3.8) of ®.

Conversely, if ¥ is a holomorphic Dj-valued function with properties
(4.14), then putting x = ReW¥ and ® = ¥’ we obtain that ® = x, + jx, and
therefore Theorem 3.2 is applicable. Hence, (D, x) is a regular time-like surface
in R} in isothermal coordinates (u,v). Since x is hyperbolically harmonic, then
(D, x) is a minimal surface. O

Next we consider the question how the function W is transformed under a
change of the isothermal coordinates and under a motion of the surface M in RY.

Under a holomorphic change of the coordinates ¢ = ¢(s) we have x(¢(s)) =
Re U(t(s)). Since the function ¥(t(s)) is holomorphic, then in this case ¥(¢) is
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transformed into W(t(s)). Any anti-holomorphic change can be reduced to a
holomorphic change and the special change ¢ = 5. Under the last change we have
x(5) = Re ¥(3) and therefore in this case W(t) is transformed into ¥(3).

For the next question, let M = (D,x) and M = (D,%) be two minimal
time-like surfaces in RY, given in isothermal coordinates. These surfaces are
related by a motion (possibly improper) in R}, given by the formula x(t) =
Ax(t) + b, where A € O(RY) and b € RY, if and only if the corresponding

~

functions ¥ and ¥ satisfy the equality W(t) = AU(t) + b.

Theorem 4.2 shows that from a given minimal time-like surface M =
(D,x) we can obtain (at least locally) other minimal time-like surfaces using
different modifications of the function ¥. For example, if £ > 0 is a constant,
then the function kWU also satisfies the conditions (4.14) and therefore we can
apply Theorem 4.2 to (D,x = Re(kV)). In this way, we obtain a new minimal
time-like surface M in RY, which satisfies the equality: % = kx. This means
that the surface M is obtained from the surface M through a homothety with
coefficient k. Thus we have:

Proposition 4.3. Let M be a minimal time-like surface in RY, given in
isothermal coordinates (u,v), such that E < 0. If the surface M is obtained from
M through a homothety with coefficient k, then M s also a minimal time-like
surface in isothermal coordinates (u,v). The corresponding functions d and E of
M are obtained by:

(4.15) d(t) = kd(t);  E(t) = K*E(t).

Proof. It follows from the notes before the above statement that the
notions of a minimal time-like surface and isothermal coordinates are invariant
under a homothety in R}. Further, the first equality in (4.15) follows from & =
(kW) = k®. The second equality follows from the first one and (3.3). O

Another way to obtain a new minimal time-like surface from a given
minimal time-like surface M is to find the conjugate surface of M. This surface
is obtained taking the harmonic conjugate function y of x, introduced above.
The equality x = Re ¥ gives y = Re(j¥). The function jV satisfies the conditions
(j¥)? = 0 and |[j¥’||> = —||¥'||> > 0. In order to apply Theorem 4.2 to y and
j¥ we have to make a change of the isothermal coordinates of the type ¢ = js.
Then the function W(s) = j¥(js) satisfies the conditions (4.14). It follows from
Theorem 4.2 that y(js) = Re(j¥(js)) determines a minimal time-like surface in
RY. Since our considerations are local, we can suppose that y is defined in the
whole domain jD.

We give the following:
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Definition 4.1. Let M = (D,x(t)) be a minimal time-like surface in RY,
given in isothermal coordinates t € D. The surface M = (jD,y(js)), wherey is a

function (hyperbolically) harmonic conjugate to x, is said to be conjugate to the
given surface M = (D, x(t)).

Taking into account the transformation properties of the function W, it
follows that the function y is invariant under a holomorphic change of the isother-
mal coordinates, while under an anti-holomorphic change of the isothermal coor-
dinates the function y is replaced by —y. Furthermore, the harmonic conjugate
function of a given one is determined uniquely up to an additive constant. Geo-
metrically this means that the surface, conjugate to a given one, is defined locally
and is determined uniquely up to a motion (possibly improper in the case of an
odd dimension n) in R}. If &(s) and E(s) are the corresponding functions of M,
then the definition and (3.3) imply that:

(416)  (s) = (jU(s)) = (js);  D(s)|* = [2(Gs)lI*s  E(s) = Ejs).

In the above construction of a conjugate minimal time-like surface, let us
replace j in j¥ with an arbitrary double number of the type ¢ 6 € R. Then
the function ¥ satisfies the conditions (4.14). Therefore, we obtain a one-
parameter family of minimal time-like surfaces by the formula:

(4.17) xg = Re ¥ = xcosh 6 + ysinh 6.

This leads to the following

Definition 4.2. Let M = (D,x) be a minimal time-like surface in RY,
given in isothermal coordinates (u,v) € D. The family of surfaces My = (D, xy),
0 € R, where xqg is given by (4.17), is said to be the one-parameter family of
minimal time-like surfaces associated to M = (D, x).

Similarly to the remark about the conjugate minimal time-like surface,
we have: The one-parameter family of minimal time-like surfaces associated to a
given one is locally defined and is determined up to a motion in RY.

Note that, unlike the case of minimal space-like surfaces, the minimal
time-like surface, conjugate to a given one, does not belong to the family of the
minimal time-like surfaces, associated to the given one. This is because j # elf
for every 6 € R.

If ®y(t) and Ey(t) are the corresponding functions for My, then it follows
from the definition and (3.3) that:

(4.18) @p(t) = (V1)) = 0(t); || o(t)|* = lRQ)II*;  Eo(t) = E(2).
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One of the basic properties of this family is that any two surfaces from
the family are isometric to each other.

Proposition 4.4. If M = (D,x) is a minimal time-like surface in RY,
given in isothermal coordinates (u,v) € D, and My = (D, xy) is its corresponding
family of associated minimal time-like surfaces, then the map Fy : x(u,v) —
xg(u,v) gives an isometry between M and My for any 6.

Proof. The map Fy, written in local coordinates (u,v), coincides
with the identity in D. Then the assertion that Fy is an isometry follows from
the equality Ey = FE of the coefficients of the first fundamental forms at the
corresponding points, which was established in (4.18). O

If M = (D,y(t)) is the surface, conjugate to M = (D, x(t)), then we also
have a natural map between M and M, given by the formula F : x(t) — y(¢t).
It is easily seen from the formulas immediately before Definition 4.1 that in this
case we have E(t) = —E(t). This equality means that F is an anti-isometry.
Thus we have:

Proposition 4.5. Let M = (D, x) be a minimal time-like surface in RY,
given in isothermal coordinates (u,v) € D, and M = (D,y) be its conjugate
minimal time-like surface. Then the map F : x(u,v) — y(u,v) gives an anti-
isometry between M and M.

5. Relations between the Gauss curvature K and the func-
tion ®. Let M = (D, x) be a minimal time-like surface in R, given in isothermal
coordinates (u,v) € D and let X; and Xo be the unit tangent vectors, oriented
as the coordinate vectors x, and x,, respectively. Considering again the formula
(4.9) for @+, we get:

D = o (xy, xy) + 0 (x4, %) = —E(0(X1,X1) + jo (X1, X2)).
Further, we find ||®"%|%:
2
19" = B*(0*(X1,X1) — 0*(X1, X2))-
It follows from the last formula and (3.3) that:

2 2
"] 4| @]
(5.1) 0?(X1,X1) — 0%(Xy,Xg) = =
E? @]

Applying the last equality to the formula (2.16) for K, we obtain the first formula,
expressing K through ®:

40"

(5.2) K=
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This formula has the disadvantage, that the orthogonal projection ®'* of
the holomorphic function ®’ is not in general holomorphic. Next we find another
representation of || ®*||? through holomorphic functions. First we note that the
equality ®? = 0 means that ® and ® are mutually orthogonal with respect to the
analogue of the Hermitian product (a - b) in DY. It follows from here and from
formulas (3.1) and (4.2), that these functions form an orthogonal basis of T}, p(M)
at any point p € M. Therefore, the tangential projection of ®' is represented as

follows: o - B
T T.d. D DD
' = P+ ——O= D+ -——0.
]2 ]2 ]2 [N

Differentiating ®* = 0 we get the following relation:
(5.3) d.-9' =0.
Applying the last equality to the formula for &7, we find the projections of ®':

/T_(I),'(i> <I>’L:<I>/—<I>/T:<I>’—(I>/'(i)<1>

(5.4) T =&, .
1] [l

Now, direct calculations lead to the equality:

2 _ [P —|@- 2]
(5.5) le)” = :
1212

Taking into account (5.2), we get:

_AdlePen? — @ - o'7)
12°

(5.6) K=

Denoting by ® A @ the bivector product of ® and &', then we have:

12 A @)% = ||@]*[|2"|* — |@ - .
Therefore, replacing in (5.6), we obtain the following formula for the Gauss cur-
vature:

4(|® A /|2

67) K==

The last formula for K has the advantage over (5.2), that ® A ®' is a bivector
holomorphic function.
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Now we shall obtain another representation for the tangential projection
®'T of ®. Next we express the coefficient before ® in equality (5.4) through E:

) 500 - 9(@-®) 90 9(|2))
@q;_(%q)_ ot (I)é?t_ ot

In view of equality (3.3), we obtain for the coefficient before ® in (5.4) the fol-
lowing:

.o 9e)}) 1 OE1 OlnlE|

(58) @2~ ot @2 ot E ot
Hence:
dln |E|
. ' = P.
(5.9) o

Finally, we shall obtain the classical formula for the Gauss curvature K
in isothermal coordinates, expressed through the second derivatives of E, which
is the same through the second derivatives of ||®||, according to (3.3). In order
to obtain this equation, we use (5.9) and write the orthogonal decomposition of
P’

Oln|E|
ot

Differentiating the last equality with respect to ¢ and using that ® and ® are
holomorphic, we get:

(5.10) =0T 4ot = d + o't

o2 1n|E\q) (@)

0= — _
otot ot
We multiply the last equality with ® and find:
PWI|E|, 5 0@
A1 —— P —® = 0.
(5:11) proc | PIT g =0
.00 1., 9 )
Applying —— = —A" and ||®||* = 2F to the first addend, we obtain:
agtot 4
0?1n |E| 152 = EA"n |E|
otot B 2 ’
For the second addend we have:
8((1)?—) o a(q)/L ’ (i)) _ (I)/La_(if —0— d+P

T ot
— _(I)liai — —@’i@ — _H(I)/L||2'
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Replacing the new expressions for the addends in (5.11), we obtain:

EAMn |E|

T et =o.

Taking into account (5.2), we find:
2EA"In |E| + K||®|* = 0.
In view of the equality ||®|* = 2F, we obtain:

Al In |E|

(5.12) =

+ 2K =0.
This is the classical fundamental Gauss equation for a minimal time-like surface,
given in isothermal coordinates.

Now, using formula (5.12), we find another expression for the Gauss cur-
vature K through &:

(5.13) K- AlIn |E| _ Al In(—||®|?)
—2E [P

6. Existence and uniqueness of canonical coordinates on a
minimal time-like surface in RY. In the previous considerations of mini-
mal time-like surfaces in R} we have used arbitrary isothermal coordinates. It is
known that the minimal time-like surfaces in R} admit special isothermal coor-
dinates, which have additional properties. In [10] it is proved that any surface
of a relatively general class of minimal time-like surfaces in }R% carries locally
special isothermal coordinates (u,v), which in our denotations are characterized
as follows:

(6.1) —x2 =x2 >0, 0%(xu,xu) + 02 (X, %Xp) = 1,

’ Xy - Xy = 0, U(Xuaxu) : U(XWXU) =0.

These properties of the local coordinates determine them uniquely up to the

orientation of the coordinate lines and further we call them canonical coordinates.
Now, let us see how the properties of the canonical coordinates in R% can

be expressed through the function @, given by (3.1). To that end, let us consider

equations (4.9). Taking the scalar square of the second equality, we find:

(6.2) o2 = 0% (X, Xu) + 0% (Xu, Xp) + 2§ 0 (X, Xu) - 0 (X, Xo)-
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If M is a minimal time-like surface in ]R‘ll, given in canonical coordinates, then
the first two equations of (6.1) give that the coordinates are isothermal, and the
other two equalities give @’ L2 = 1, according to (6.2).

The above observations on the minimal time-like surfaces in R} show
how with the aid of the function ®, we can generalize the notion of canonical
coordinates on a minimal time-like surface in RY, n > 3.

We give the following:

Definition 6.1. Let M be a minimal time-like surface in R}, given in
isothermal coordinates (u,v), such that E < 0. These coordinates are said to be
canonical coordinates, if the function ®, given by (3.1), satisfies the condition

2= 1.

With the help of equality (6.2) we characterize the canonical coordinates
through the second fundamental form o as follows:

Proposition 6.1. Let M be a minimal time-like surface in RY, given in
isothermal coordinates (u,v), such that E < 0. These coordinates are canonical
if and only if the second fundamental form o satisfies the properties:

(6.3) 0 (X, Xu) L 0(xy, Xy), UZ(Xu,Xu) + UZ(XU,Xv) = 1.

Next we study the existence and the uniqueness of canonical coordinates.

First we establish how the function L is transformed under a motion of the
surface in R} and under a change of the isothermal coordinates. If the surface
M is obtained from the surface M by motion A in RY (possibly improper), it
follows from (3.15) that ®'(¢) = A®’(¢). Since the subspaces Tp(M) and N,(M)
are invariant under motion, then the orthogonal projections of any vector into
these subspaces are also invariant. Thus we find:

(6.4)

(1) = AP/ (1); () = ADL(1); L) = oL (1) Ae ORY).

Definition 6.1 is formulated purely analytical, but formulas (6.4) show
that the canonical coordinates are geometrically related to the given minimal
surface. The third formula gives that the canonical coordinates are invariant
under a motion of the surface in R}. We have:

Theorem 6.2. Let the surface M be obtained from the surface M through
motion in RY. If (u,v) are canonical coordinates on M, then they are also canon-

ical on M.

Now we consider a change of the isothermal coordinates. Let (u,v) be
isothermal coordinates on the minimal time-like surface M. At the denotation
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t = u + jv, let us make the change ¢t = ¢(s), where s € D is a new variable,
which determines new isothermal coordinates. Denote by ®(s) the function,
corresponding to the new coordinates s. Any change of the isothermal coordinates
determines either a holomorphic or an anti-holomorphic map. We first consider
the holomorphic case. Applying formula (3.9), we have ® = ®t', from where
® = ®jt'? + dt”. Since @ is tangent to M, then - = 0 and therefore we have:

(6.5) =@t @ = e

The case of an anti-holomorphic map is reduced to the special case t = s.
That is why it is sufficient to consider the last case. Then according to (3.11) we
have: ®(s) = ®(5), from where ®/(s) = ®}(5). It follows from here that:

(6.6) B(s) = dpE(5);  BE(s) = BE(s)

Let Dy be the set defined by (2.2). If @QlZ € Dy, it easily follows from
(6.5) and (6.6), that <i>'sl2 € Dy, since the set Dy is closed with respect to a
multiplication with an arbitrary number in D, and as well as with respect to a
complex conjugation in . Therefore the condition &’ L% s impossible at any

. . . . . 2
isothermal coordinates. This means that the points at which ®*° € Dy, have to
be considered separately. We give the following:

Definition 6.2. Let M be a minimal time-like surface in R}, given in
isothermal coordinates (u,v). The point p is said to be a degenerate point on M,

if the function ®, defined by (3.1), satisfies the condition <I>’L2(p) € Dy.

Since the above definition is analytic, we have to prove that it determines
a geometric object. Indeed, the following statement is valid:

Theorem 6.3. Let M be a minimal time-like surfaces in RY, given in
isothermal coordinates. The property of a point to be degenerate does not depend
on the isothermal coordinates and is invariant under any motion of M in RY.

Proof. The independence of the property a point to be degenerate, as
we noted above, is a direct corollary of formulas (6.5) and (6.6). The invariance
of this property under a motion in RY follows from the third formula in (6.4). O

In order to express the notion of a degenerate point through the second
fundamental form o, we again consider equality (6.2). This equality implies that:

Re®'? + Im &% = 02 (Xu, Xu) + 0% (X0, X)) £ 20(Xy, X)) - 0 (X, X0).-
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Since the normal space N,(M) of a time-like surface in R} is with positive definite
metric, then we have the following inequality:

(6.7) Re ®L” 4+ Im ¢/+% = (a(xu,xu) + O'(XU,XU))Q > 0.

Taking into account Definitions (2.2) and (2.3) of the sets Dy and D, respectively,
and the last inequality, we obtain the following relation:

(6.8) - e DyUDy.

The case &> € Dy is exactly when the inequality (6.7) becomes an equality.
This means that o(xy,x,) = +0(xy,Xy). If we use the unit vectors X; and Xo,
oriented as the coordinate vectors x,, and x,, respectively, then the last equality
is equivalent to o(X1,X;) = +0(Xj,X3). Thus the degenerate points on M can
be described by the second fundamental form o as follows:

Proposition 6.4. If M is a minimal time-like surface in R} andp € M,
then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) The point p is degenerate: <I>'l2(p) € Dy.
(2) For any orthonormal basis (X1,X2) of Tp(M) the following equality
o0(X1,X1) = t0(X1,X2) is valid.
(3) There exist at least one orthonormal basis (X1,X2) of T,(M), for which
U(Xl,Xl) = :i:O'(Xl,XQ).

The next proposition gives the relation between the set of the degenerate
points and the set of zeroes of the Gauss curvature K.

Proposition 6.5. If M is a minimal time-like surface in RY, then the
set of the degenerate points of M is a subset of the set of zeroes of the Gauss
curvature K of M.

Proof. Let p € M be a degenerate point and (X;, X2) be an orthonor-
mal basis of T,(M). Proposition 6.4 gives that o(Xy,X;) = £0 (X1, X2). Now, it
follows from (2.16) that K(p) = 0. O

As we showed above, canonical coordinates cannot be introduced in a
neighborhood of a degenerate point and that is why we will consider minimal
time-like surfaces free of degenerate points. We give the following:

Definition 6.3. A minimal time-like surface M in RY is said to be of
general type if it is free of degenerate points.

Taking into account the definition of a degenerate point and (6.8) we
obtain the following:
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Proposition 6.6. Let M be a minimal time-like surface in RY, given in
isothermal coordinates and Dy be the set, defined by (2.3). Then M is of general
type if and only if at any point the function ® satisfies the condition:

(6.9) o’ eD,.

As we noted above, the projection @'+ of the function ®’ is not in general

. 2,
holomorphic, but we shall prove that the scalar square ®*~ is always a holomor-
phic function. In order to prove that, we again consider equalities (5.4). Squaring
the second of them, we get:

D . D\2
1% — o _ 29’ ® 32,
EEARANGE

Applying % =0 and ® - &’ = 0 in the last equality, we find:

(6.10) 7 = ¢,

. 2. . .
Now, it follows that &+~ is a holomorphic function, because ® and therefore 3"
are holomorphic functions.
Now we can clear up the question of existence of canonical coordinates.

Theorem 6.7. Let M be a minimal time-like surface in R} of general
type. Then M admits locally canonical coordinates.

Proof. Let M be given in isothermal coordinates, determined by the
variable ¢ € D. Next we show how to find a holomorphic function ¢(s), such that
the coordinates, determined by the new variable s € I, are canonical. Using
Definition 6.1 and (6.5) we see that the new coordinates determined by s are
canonical if

(6.11) ot = =1,
According to (6.9) we have L’ ¢ D, which means that \/ <I>2J-2 € Dy isa
well defined differentiable function. Taking a fourth root in (6.11), we obtain the
following complex (over D) ODE of the first order for the function t(s):

V@ dt = ds.

According to (6.10) we can replace @;lZ with @, and then:

(6.12) ds = \/ ®}? dt.
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Equation (6.12) is an ODE with separable variables. Since @22 is a holomorphic

function of ¢ and the fourth root is also a holomorphic function in D, then 1/ @22
is a holomorphic function as well. Therefore we can obtain a solution to (6.12)
through an integration:

(6.13) 5:/{1/?22&.

It follows form the last equality that s'(¢) = il/;f € D, from where |s'(t)|*> > 0.
Consequently, (6.13) determines s as a holomorphic and locally invertible function
of t. This means that s gives locally new isothermal coordinates. Further, the
inequality |s(t)|> > 0 guarantees the condition E(s) < 0 for the new coordinates
according to (3.12). Equation (6.12) is equivalent to (6.11) and therefore the new
coordinates are canonical. O

Remark 6.1. The condition ®° € D, shows that there do not exist

. . 2 . ..
isothermal coordinates, such that ®*° = —1. This means that the minimal
time-like surfaces in R of general type do not admit canonical coordinates of the
second type, unlike the case of the minimal space-like surfaces in RY.

Next we consider the question of uniqueness of the canonical coordinates.

Theorem 6.8. Let M be a minimal time-like surfaces in R} of general
type and let t € D and s € D be variables, which give canonical coordinates in
a neighborhood of a given point on M. Ift and s determine one and the same
orientation on M, then they are related by an equality of the type:

(6.14) t=xs+c.

If t and s determine opposite orientations on M, then they are related by an
equality of the type:

(6.15) t==+5+c

In the above equalities ¢ € D is an arbitrary constant.

Proof. First we consider the case when t is a holomorphic function of s.
Then formula (6.5) is applicable and since ¢ and s give canonical coordinates, the

following equalities are valid: <I>2L2 = é;lQ = 1. Consequently (6.5) is reduced
to " = 1, from where #(s) = +1; +j. The equalities t' = 4j drop out, since
they give |t'|> = —1 < 0, which is impossible according to (3.12). Thus, it only
remains t'(s) = 1. The last is equivalent to (6.14).
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Now, let ¢ be an anti-holomorphic function of s. Introducing an additional
variable r by the equality r = 5, then formula (6.6) is applicable for r and s and
therefore r also determines canonical coordinates on M. Since t is a holomorphic
function of r, then according to already proven previously, ¢ and r satisfy (6.14).
It follows from here that ¢ and s satisfy (6.15). O

Remark 6.2. The four relations (6.14) and (6.15) geometrically mean
that the canonical coordinates are uniquely determined up to an orientation of
the coordinate lines.

Finally we consider the question how the canonical coordinates are changed
under the basic geometric transformations of the minimal time-like surface M in
RT.

We have already proved in Theorems 6.2 and 6.3, that the canonical
coordinates and the degenerate points and hence the property of a surface to be
of general type are invariant under a motion in R}. Now we shall consider how
the canonical coordinates are changed under a homothety in RY.

Theorem 6.9. Let M = (D,x) be a minimal time-like surface in R}
and let t € D C D be a variable, determining canonical coordinates on M. If
the surface M= (D, %) is obtained from M through a homothety with coefficient
k > 0 in RY, then M is also a minimal time-like surface of general type with

canonical coordinates, determined by the variable s given by t = —=s.

VEk
Proof. If the homothety is given by the equality X = kx, then we have:
d =k, @2 = k®, and respectively @}Z = k:2<I>£l2. Since t determines canonical
coordinates on M, then the last equality is reduced to @Ql 2o k%, from where it

~ 1
follows that M is also of general type. On the other hand, the condition t = —=s

vk
1 ~
gives that /4 = =k Applying (6.5) to M, we get:

1
— =1.

x 2
271 2712 74 2
= @) t’:ka_

This means that the variable s gives canonical coordinates on M. D

£, 2 2 . .

Remark 6.3. The formula ®/%° = k?®/1", obtained in the proof of the
last theorem shows that the property of a point to be degenerate is invariant
under a similarity in RY.

Next we show how to obtain the canonical coordinates on the surfaces of
the one-parameter family of minimal time-like surfaces associated to a given one.
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Theorem 6.10. Let M = (D, x) be a minimal time-like surface of general
type in R} and let t € D C D be a variable, giving canonical coordinates on M.
If My = (D,xy) denotes the one-parameter family of minimal time-like surfaces
associated to M, then for any 8 € R, My is also of general type and the variable

. _;i0 . . .
s, introduced by t = e 12 s, determines canonical coordinates on My.

Proof. From the formula (4.18), we find ®y = e/®. This equality gives
that ®f, = &?®} and respectively, @gﬁQ = e2j6<1>#2. Since ¢ determines canonical

1L 2 2j6

coordinates on M, then the last equality reduces to <I>9|t = e’ which implies

that My is also of general type. On the other hand, the condition ¢ = e iis gives
t'* = e %% Now, applying (6.5) to My, we obtain:

HL 2 prL2yd _ G200

_2j0 _
ils ol =1,

e
which means that s determines canonical coordinates on My. O

Remark 6.4. The formula @éﬁZ = e2j9<I>£J‘2, obtained in the proof of
the last theorem shows that the property of a point to be degenerate is invariant
for the family of the minimal time-like surfaces associated to M in the following
sense: If p is a degenerate point on M, then for any 6 the point Fy(p), corre-
sponding to p under the standard isometry Fy between M and My, defined in
Proposition 4.4, is also a degenerate point on My.

Finally we shall find canonical coordinates on the minimal time-like sur-
face conjugate to a given one, which we introduced by Definition 4.1.

Theorem 6.11. Let M = (D, x) be a minimal time-like surface of general
type in R} and let t € D C D be a variable, giving canonical coordinates on M.
If M = (D,y) denotes the minimal time-like surface conjugate to M, then the
surface M is also of general type and the variable s given by t = js determines
canonical coordinates on M.

Proof. From the notes just before Definition 4.1 of a conjugate min-
imal time-like surface and from formulas (4.16) we know that the variable s
determines isothermal coordinates on M, such that E(s) < 0. From (4.16) we
get: B(s) = ®(js), P’(s) = j®,(js) and respectively, @;LZ (s) = <I>2L2(js). Since ¢
gives canonical coordinates on M, then the last equality implies that <i>’SJ‘ (s) =1.
This means that M is also of general type and s determines canonical coordinates

on M. O

. 2,12 2,. . .
Remark 6.5. The equality & "(s) = ®/7(js), obtained in the proof of
the last theorem shows that the property of a point to be degenerate is invariant
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under taking a conjugate minimal time-like surface in the following sense: If p
is a degenerate point on M, then the point F(p), corresponding to p under the
standard anti-isometry F between M and M, introduced in Proposition 4.5, is
also a degenerate point on M.

7. On the geometric meaning of the canonical coordinates
on a minimal time-like surface in RT. Let M be a regular time-like
surface in R} and (Xi,X3) be an orthonormal basis of T,,(M) at p € M, such
that X} = —1. The unit "circle” {X € T,(M) : X* = 1} with center p in the
tangent plane T,(M) is the following hyperbola:

(7.1) Xp : X =¢(X; sinhy + Xy coshv); ¢ € R; e ==£1.

Consider the following map S :Y € T,(M) — o(Y,Y) € N,(M). For the image
of the hyperbola x, under S we find:

O'(Xl,Xl) —I—O'(XQ,XQ)
2

(72)  o(X,X)=H+ cosh(2v)) + (X1, Xg) sinh(2¢)).
o(X1,Xq) + o(X2,Xp)
2
pendent or equivalently that the curvature tensor R™ of the normal connection
is not zero. Then the last formula shows that the image of X, is a branch of

a hyperbola with center H(p) and two conjugate diameters determined by the
O'(Xl, Xl) + U(Xg, Xg)

Suppose that the vectors and (X1, Xsy) are linearly inde-

vectors

5 and o(X1,Xg). It is clear that the two vectors
o (X1, X1) + 0(X2,X2)

5 and o(X1, X9) always lie in one and the same normal plane
n C Np(M), which is geometrically connected with the surface M at the point
p.

We denote by 77, the hyperbola determined by (7.2) and call it the hy-
perbola of the normal curvature of M at the point p. Therefore, we have the
following characterization of the minimal time-like surfaces in R} through the
hyperbola of the normal curvature:

Proposition 7.1. A regular time-like surface M in R} is minimal if and
only if the hyperbola 7€, of the normal curvature at any point p is centered at p.

A point p, at which JZ, is a rectangular hyperbola, is said to be a su-
perconformal point. Respectively, if the time-like surface M in R} consists of
superconformal points, then it is said to be a superconformal time-like surface in

R?.
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Since we study minimal time-like surfaces, further we suppose that M is
minimal. Then we have H = 0 and 0(X3,X2) = 0(Xj,X;). Hence, the formula
(7.2) gets the following form:

(7.3) o(X,X) = 0(X1,X1) cosh(2¢)) + (X1, Xs) sinh(2¢)).

Let now t = u + ju € D determine canonical coordinates on M = (D, x)
according to Definition 6.1. Denote by (Xi,Xs) the orthonormal tangent basis,
whose vectors are oriented as the coordinate vectors (x,,x,), respectively. Since
the coordinates are canonical, then o(xy,x,)L 0(xy,%,) according to (6.3). The
last condition is equivalent to o(Xi,X;)L o(X1,X2). Suppose that o(X;,X;)
and o(X;,Xs) are not zero. Thus, the canonical coordinates on M determine
canonical orthonormal basis (nj,ns) of the normal plane 7, whose vectors are
oriented as the vectors (0(Xy,X1), 0(X1,X3)), respectively. Then we have:

O'(Xl,Xl) =rnj,

7.4

(7.4) o(X1,X2) = png,

where

(7.5) vo=llo(Xa, Xl v>0, 1> 0.

po=|lo(Xy,X2)ll;

It is clear that in canonical coordinates o(Xj,X;) lies on the real axis of
the hyperbola /%, while (X1, X2) lies on the conjugate axis of .7%,. Respectively,
v is the length of the real semi-axis, while u is the length of the conjugate semi-
axis, which implies that v and p are invariant functions of the minimal surface.
Further, we have:

o(xy,xy) = —Fvny,

(7.6) 0(Xy,Xy) = —E pung .

Using that the canonical coordinates satisfy o2 (xy,%y) +0%(xu, X, ) = 1 according
to (6.3), we obtain the equality E?(v? + p?) =1, or

-1
/22
Denote by s the sectional curvature of the normal plane n with respect
to the normal connection of M. Then we have » = RN (X1,X2)ny - ng. This

curvature is geometrically determined up to a sign. In canonical coordinates we
have:

(7.7) K=-v2+pu?  »x==+2pu
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Taking into account the last formulas, we get:
K2 4% = (V2 + )2
Hence, in canonical coordinates
-1

Equations (7.7) show that the sign of the Gauss curvature determines the
relation between the invariants v and u:

K <0 < the real semi-axis of /7, is greater than the conjugate semi-axis ;
K =0 < J, is a rectangular hyperbola;

K >0 & the real semi-axis of .77, is less than the conjugate semi-axis.

Thus, the condition K = 0 characterizes the superconformal points on
the minimal time-like surface M of general type. Combining with Propositions
6.4 and 6.5 we obtain the following statement:

Proposition 7.2. Let p be a point on the minimal time-like surface M
in RY and the Gauss curvature K, = 0. Then the point p is either degenerate or
superconformal.

Remark 7.1. Let M be a minimal time-like surface, parametrized by
canonical parameters (u,v). Making the special change of the parameters:
u—+v —u-+v
U=——; V=—r—r
V2 V2
we obtain that the new parametric lines are isotropic. As a corollary of the
properties of the canonical parameters, it follows that (@, ) are also determined
uniquely and can be considered as canonical isotropic parameters. All formulas
in canonical parameters have their corresponding formulas in canonical isotropic
parameters.
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