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BICONSERVATIVE SURFACES IN ROBERTSON-WALKER SPACES

NURETTIN CENK TURGAY AND RÜYA YEĞİN ŞEN

Abstract. In this paper, we mainly focus on space-like PMCV surfaces in Robertson-
Walker spaces. First, we derive certain geometrical properties of biconservative surfaces in
the Robertson-Walker space Ln

1 (f, c) of arbitrary dimension. Then, we get complete local
classifications of such surfaces in L4

1
(f, 0), L5

1
(f, 0) and L5

1
(1,±1). Finally, we proved that

a space-like PMCV biconservative surface in Ln

1 (f, 0) lies on a totally geodesic submanifold
with dimension 4 or 5.

1. Introduction

A biharmonic map ψ : (M, g) → (N, g̃) between two semi-Riemannian manifolds is
characterized as a critical point of the bienergy functional defined by

E2 : C
∞(M,N) → R, E2(ψ) =

1

2

∫

M

g̃(τ(ψ), τ(ψ)) vg,

where vg represents the volume element of M and τ(ψ) denotes the tension of ψ given by
τ(ψ) = tr∇dψ, [13]. It is well established that the mapping φ is biharmonic if and only if
it satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

(1.1) τ2(ψ) := ∆τ(ψ)− tr R̃(dψ, τ(ψ)) dψ = 0

associated with the bi-energy functional, where τ2(ψ) is said to be bi-tension of ψ, ∆ and

R̃ denote the rough Laplacian acting on sections of ψ−1(TN) defined by

∆U = tr (∇·∇·U)

whenever U ∈ Γ(ψ−1(TN)) and the curvature tensor field of N , respectively, [8].
On the other hand, a mapping ψ : (M, g) → (N, g̃) that satisfies the condition

(1.2) g̃(τ2(ψ), dψ) = 0,

which is weaker than (1.1), is said to be a biconservative mapping. When ψ = φ is an
isometric immersion, the equation (1.2) simplifies to

(1.3) τ2(φ)
T = 0,

where τ2(φ)
T denotes the tangential part of τ2(φ). In this case, M is said to be a biconser-

vative submanifold of N .
By examining the tangential component of τ2(φ), we can deduce the following well-known

result from (1.3).

Proposition 1.1. [10] Let φ : (Mm, g) → (Nn, g̃) be an isometric immersion between two

semi-Riemannian manifolds. Then, φ is biconservative if and only if equation

(1.4) m∇‖H‖2 + 4 tr A∇⊥
· H(·) + 4 tr (R̃(·, H)·)T = 0,

is satisfied.
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The study of biharmonic maps between warped products was initiated by Balmuş et.

al. in 2007, [2]. In the following years, Roth obtained sufficient and necessary conditions
for biharmonic submanifolds of Cartesian products of two non-flat Riemannian space-forms
spheres in [12]. The study of biconservative surfaces in product spaces was started by Fetcu
et. al. in [7], where the main focus lies on surfaces in S

n × R and H
n × R with parallel

mean curvature vector (PMCV). In [9], this investigation extended to higher-dimensional
submanifolds in S

n × R and H
n × R.

On the other hand, PMCV surfaces of different Lorentzian spaces were researched in
[1, 3, 4] and some open problems about PMCV surfaces in Robertson-Walker spaces were
presented in [5]. In this paper, we study space-like PMCV surfaces embedded in the
Lorentzian warped product spaces. In particular, we complete the local classification of
space-like biconservative PMCV surfaces in Ln

1 (f, 0), E
1
1 × S

n and E
1
1 × H

n by proving
Theorem 4.3, Theorem 5.3, Theorem 6.5, Proposition 6.3 and Theorem 7.2.

In Sect. 2, we give some basic facts and equations of the theory of submanifolds, along
with the notation that we are going to use throughout the article. In Sect. 3, we explore
some geometrical properties of PMCV surfaces in a Robertson-Walker space Ln

1 (f, c) with
arbitrary dimension. Sect. 4 and Sect. 5 are devoted to surfaces of L4

1(f, 0) and L
5
1(f, 0),

respectively. Furthermore, biconservative PMCV surfaces of E1
1 × S

4 are studied in Sect.
6. In Sect. 7, we consider some of global properties of biconservative PMCV surfaces in
Ln
1 (f, c). As a conclusion, we show the substantial co-dimension of a biconservative PMCV

surface is either 2 or 3.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we give a brief summary of basic facts and equations of the theory of
submanifolds, [11].

2.1. Basic Formulæ and Definitions. Let Rn−1(c) denote the n − 1 dimensional Rie-
mannian space-form with the constant sectional curvature c, i.e.,

Rn−1(c) =





S
n−1 if c = 1,

E
n−1 if c = 0,

H
n−1 if c = −1

with the metric tensor gc and the Levi-Civita connection ∇Rn−1(c). If I is an open interval
and f : I → R is a smooth, non-vanishing function then the Robertson Walker space
Ln
1 (f, c) is defined as the Lorentzian warped product I11 ×f R

n−1(c) whose metric tensor g̃
is

g̃ = 〈·, ·〉 = −dt2 + f(t)2gc.

The vector field
∂

∂t
is known as the comoving observer field in general relativity, [3].

Let Π1 : I × Rn−1(c) → I and Π2 : I × Rn−1(c) → Rn−1(c) denote the canonical
projections. For a given vector field X in Ln

1 (f, c), we define a function X0 and a vector
field X̄ by the orthogonal decomposition

X = X0
∂

∂t
+ X̄,

that is,

X = X0
∂

∂t
+

n−1∑

i=1

Xi
∂

∂xi
:= (X0, X1, . . . , Xn−1),
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where (x1, x2, . . . , xn−1) is a Cartesian coordinate system in R
n−1 and we have

X0 = −〈 ∂
∂t
,X〉, Π1

∗(X̄) = 0.

First, we would like to express the Levi-Civita connection of Ln
1 (f, c). Occasionally, by

misusing terminology, we are going to put (0, X̄) = X̄ .
We are going to use the following lemma which can be directly obtained from [11] (See

also [3, Lemma 2.1]).

Lemma 2.1. The Levi-Civita connection ∇̃ of Ln
1 (f, c) is

∇̃XY = ∇0
XY +

f ′

f

(
g̃(X̄, Ȳ )

∂

∂t
+X0Ȳ + Y0X̄

)
(2.1)

whenever X and Y are tangent to Ln
1 (f, c), where ∇0 denotes the Levi-Civita connection of

the Cartesian product space Ln
1 (1, c) = I ×Rn−1(c).

On the other hand, the Riemann curvature tensor R̃ of Ln
1 (f, c) is as follows:

Lemma 2.2. [3]. The Riemannian curvature tensor R̃ of Ln
1 (f, c) satisfies

R̃(
∂

∂t
, X̄)

∂

∂t
=
f ′′

f
X̄, R̃(

∂

∂t
, X̄)Ȳ =

f ′′

f
〈X̄, Ȳ 〉 ∂

∂t
,

R̃(X̄, Ȳ )
∂

∂t
= 0, R̃(X̄, Ȳ )Z̄ =

f ′2 + c

f 2
(〈Ȳ , Z̄〉X̄ − 〈X̄, Z̄〉Ȳ )

(2.2)

whenever Π1
∗(X̄) = Π1

∗(Ȳ ) = Π1
∗(Z̄) = 0.

2.2. Surfaces in Robertson Walker Spaces. Consider an oriented space-like surface M
in Ln

1 (f, c) equipped with the Levi-Civita connection ∇ and metric tensor g. For conve-

nience, we denote the induced connection of Ln
1 (f, c) also by ∇̃. The Gauss and Weingarten

formulæ are given by

∇̃XY = ∇XY + h(X, Y ),(2.3)

∇̃Xξ = −Aξ(X) +∇⊥
Xξ,(2.4)

defining the second fundamental form h, the shape operator A, and the normal connection
∇⊥ of M , where X and Y are tangent vectors to M and ξ is a normal vector to M . Note
that A and h are related by

g̃(h(X, Y ), ξ) = g(AξX, Y ).(2.5)

Moreover, the Codazzi equation
(
R̃(X, Y )Z

)⊥

=
(
∇⊥

Xh
)
(Y, Z)−

(
∇⊥

Y h
)
(X,Z)(2.6)

is satisfied, where the covariant derivative ∇⊥h of the second fundamental form is defined
by (

∇⊥
Xh

)
(Y, Z) = ∇⊥

Xh(Y, Z)− h(∇XY, Z)− h(Y,∇XZ).

Furthermore, since Lemma 2.2 implies
(
R̃(X, Y )ξ

)⊥

= 0, the Ricci equation turns into

R⊥(X, Y )ξ = h(X,AξY )− h(AξX, Y ),(2.7)

where R⊥ is the normal curvature tensor, [3].
The mean curvature vector field H of M is defined by

H =
1

2
trh.
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M is said to be PMCV if H is parallel along the normal connection, i.e., ∇⊥H = 0. Further,
the first and second normal space N1M and N2M of M is defined by

N1M = span {h(X, Y )|X, Y ∈ TM}(2.8)

N2M = span {h(X, Y ),∇⊥
Zh(X, Y )|X, Y, Z ∈ TM},(2.9)

respectively.

On the other hand, we decompose
∂

∂t
into its tangential and normal parts by

(2.10)
∂

∂t

∣∣∣∣
M

= T + η,

where T is a tangent vector field and η is normal to M .

Remark 2.3. Assumptions. Because of Lemma 2.2, the Robertson-Walker space Ln
1 (f, c)

has constant curvature if and only if the equation f ′′

f
= f ′2+c

f2 is satisfied, [3]. In this case,

every PMCV submanifold is trivially biconservative (see Proposition 1.1). On the other
hand, if T = 0 on a non-empty open subset O of M , then any component O1 of O is a
horizontal slice, i.e., (O1, g) ⊂ {t0} ×f(t0) R

3(c). Hence, throughout this paper we have the
following assumptions:

• f ′′(t)

f(t)
− f ′(t)2 + c

f(t)2
6= 0 for any t ∈ I,

• T does not vanish on M ,
• {e1, e2} is an orthonormal basis for the tangent bundle ofM , where e1 is proportional
to T ,

• All surfaces are connected and all vector fields are smooth.

We shall denote the coefficient of the second fundamental form by hαij, i.e.,

hαij = 〈h(ei, ej), eα〉 = 〈Aeαei, ej〉, i, j = 1, 2,

where eα is a unit normal vector field.

2.3. Surfaces in a Lorentzian Product Space. Now, consider the case f = 1 and
c = ±1, i.e., M is a non-degenerate surface in the Cartesian product space E

1
1 × Rn−1(c).

Let ∇̂ denote the Levi-Civita connection of the flat ambient space E
n+1
r with the metric

tensor

g̃ = −dx21 + cdx22 +
n+1∑

i=3

dx2i .

In this case, ∇̂ and ∇̃ are related with

∇̂XY = ∇̃XY − c (〈X, Y 〉+ 〈X, T 〉〈Y, T 〉) en+1(2.11a)

∇̂Xξ = ∇̃Xξ − c〈X, η〉〈ξ, η〉en+1(2.11b)

whenever X, Y are tangent to M and ξ is a normal vector field, where en+1 denotes the
unit normal vector of E1

1 × Rn−1(c) in E
n+1
r . Furthermore, we have

(2.11c) ∇̂Xen+1 = (X + 〈X, T 〉T ) + 〈X, T 〉η.

3. Biconservative Surfaces in Ln
1 (f, c)

In this section, we are going to consider space-like PMCV surfaces in the Robertson-
Walker space Ln

1 (f, c), where n ≥ 4.
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3.1. Space-like surfaces. First, let M be an oriented space-like surface in Ln
1 (f, c). In

this case, by considering the decomposition (2.10), we define the unit normal vector field
e3 and an ‘angle’ function θ by

(3.1)
∂

∂t

∣∣∣∣
M

= sinh θ e1 + cosh θ e3.

Then, by considering Lemma 2.2, one can observe that the Codazzi equation (2.6) becomes

0 =
(
∇⊥

e1h
)
(e2, e1)−

(
∇⊥

e2h
)
(e1, e1),(3.2)

sinh θ

(
−f

′′

f
+
f ′2 + c

f 2

)
η =

(
∇⊥

e1
h
)
(e2, e2)−

(
∇⊥

e2
h
)
(e1, e2).(3.3)

We are going to use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let M be a space-like surface in Ln
1 (f, c), where n ≥ 4. Then, the equations

e1(θ) cosh θ e1 + sinh θ∇e1e1 − cosh θAe3e1 =
f ′

f
cosh2 θe1,(3.4a)

e2(θ) cosh θ e1 + sinh θ∇e2e1 − cosh θAe3e2 =
f ′

f
e2,(3.4b)

e1(θ) sinh θ e3 + sinh θh(e1, e1) + cosh θ∇⊥
e1e3 =

f ′

f
cosh θ sinh θe3,(3.4c)

e2(θ) sinh θ e3 + sinh θh(e1, e2) + cosh θ∇⊥
e2
e3 = 0,(3.4d)

are satisfied, where e3 is the unit normal vector field defined by (3.1).

Proof. Consider a space-like surface in Ln
1 (f, c) and let e3 be the vector field defined by

(3.1). Note that Lemma 2.1 implies

∇̃e1

∂

∂t
=

f ′

f
(cosh2 θe1 + cosh θ sinh θe3),(3.5)

∇̃e2

∂

∂t
=

f ′

f
e2(3.6)

and from (3.1), we have

∇̃X
∂

∂t
=X(θ)(cosh θ e1 + sinh θ e3) + sinh θ (∇Xe1 + h(e1, X))

+ cosh θ
(
−Ae3(X) +∇⊥

Xe3
)(3.7)

whenever X is tangent to M . By combining (3.7) with (3.5) and (3.6), we get

f ′

f
(cosh2 θe1 + cosh θ sinh θe3) =

(
e1(θ) cosh θ e1 + sinh θ∇e1e1 − cosh θAe3(e1)

)

+
(
e1(θ) sinh θ e3 + cosh θ∇⊥

e1e3 + sinh θh(e1, e1)
)(3.8)

and

f ′

f
e2 =

(
e2(θ) cosh θ e1 + sinh θ∇e2e1 − cosh θAe3(e2)

)

+
(
e2(θ) sinh θ e3 + cosh θ∇⊥

e2
e3 + sinh θh(e1, e2)

)
,

(3.9)

respectively. The tangential and normal parts of (3.8) and (3.9) give (3.4). �

We also need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. Let M be a space-like surface in the Robertson-Walker space Ln
1 (f, c). Then,

the mean curvature vector H of M satisfies

(3.10) tr (R̃(·, H)·)T =

(
f ′′

f
− f ′2 + c

f 2

)
〈H, η〉T,

where T and η are the vector fields defined by (2.10).

Proof. We define a function H0 and smooth vector fields ē1 and H̄ by the orthogonal
decomposition

e1 = − sinh θ
∂

∂t
+ ē1,

H = −H0
∂

∂t
+ H̄,

(3.11)

from which we obtain

〈ē1, ē1〉 =cosh2 θ,

〈ē1, H̄〉 =H0 sinh θ,
(3.12)

where we have H0 = 〈H, η〉.
On the other hand, by considering Lemma 2.2, we obtain

R̃(e1, H)e1 = sinh2 θR̃(
∂

∂t
, H̄)

∂

∂t
+H0 sinh θR̃(ē1,

∂

∂t
)
∂

∂t
− sinh θR̃(

∂

∂t
, H̄)ē1

−H0R̃(ē1,
∂

∂t
)ē1 + R̃(ē1, H̄)ē1

=
f ′′

f

(
sinh2 θH̄ −H0 sinh θē1 − sinh θ〈H̄, ē1〉

∂

∂t
+H0〈ē1, ē1〉

∂

∂t

)
.

+
f ′2 + c

f 2

(
〈H̄, ē1〉ē1 − 〈ē1, ē1〉H̄

)

By combining this equation with (3.12), we get

R̃(e1, H)e1 =
f ′′

f

(
sinh2 θH̄ −H0 sinh θē1 −H0 sinh

2 θ
∂

∂t
+H0 cosh

2 θ
∂

∂t

)
.

+
f ′2 + c

f 2

(
H0 sinh θē1 − cosh2 θH̄

)
.

(3.13)

Note that (3.11) and (3.12) imply

(H̄)T =H0 sinh θe1,

(ē1)
T =cosh2 θe1.

(3.14)

By combining (3.13) with (3.14), we obtain

(3.15)
(
R̃(e1, H)e1

)T

= 0.

Similarly, we get

R̃(e2, H)e2 =
f ′′

f
H0

∂

∂t
− f ′2 + c

f 2
H̄

from which, along with (3.14), we obtain
(
R̃(e2, H)e2

)T

=

(
f ′′

f
− f ′2 + c

f 2

)
H0 sinh θe1.(3.16)

Finally, we combine (3.15) and (3.16) to get (3.10). �
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3.2. PMCV Surfaces in Ln
1 (f, c). Let M be a space-like PMCV surface in Ln

1 (f, c). By
considering Proposition 1.1 one can get that M is biconservative if and only if

tr (R̃(·, H)·)T = 0

which is equivalent to

(3.17) 〈H, η〉 = 0

because of Lemma 3.2. Since η is time-like, (3.17) implies that H is space-like at every
point. Therefore, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. There are no marginally trapped biconservative PMCV surface in Ln
1 (f, c).

Proposition 3.4. Let M be a space-like surface in Ln
1 (f, c) and assume that η 6= 0. Then,

M is a biconservative PMCV surface if and only if there exists a non-zero constant H0 and

a unit normal vector field e4 such that

∇⊥e4 = 0, 〈e4, η〉 = 0,(3.18)

Ae4 =

(
0 0
0 2H0

)
,(3.19)

Aξ =

(
γξ 0
0 −γξ

)
whenever 〈e4, ξ〉 = 0,(3.20)

where γξ ∈ C∞(M).

Proof. In order to prove the necessary condition, we assume that M is biconservative
and PMCV. Considering vector fields e1, e3 defined by (3.1). Then, there exists a non-zero
constant H0 and a unit normal vector field e4 such that H = H0e4 and (3.18). Let ξ be a
normal vector field such that g̃(ξ, e4) = 0 from which we have

(3.21) trAξ = 0, trAe4 = 2H0.

Note that because of ∇⊥e4 = 0, we have

〈∇⊥
Xe3, e4〉 = 0

whenever X is a tangent vector field. By combining this equation with (3.4c) and (3.4d)
and taking into account (3.21), we obtain

h411 = h412 = 0, h422 = 2H0.

Therefore, we have (3.19). Moreover, the Ricci equation (2.7) implies

0 = RD(e1, e2)e4 = h(e1, Ae4e2)− h(Ae4e1, e2) = 2H0h(e1, e2).

By combining this equation with the first equation in (3.21), we get (3.20).
Conversely, if (3.19) and (3.20) are satisfied, then we have H = H0e4. Furthermore,

(3.18) implies ∇⊥H = 0 and (3.17). This completes the proof. �

Next, by using this proposition, we obtain the following properties of biconservative
PMCV surfaces.

Lemma 3.5. Let M be a space-like biconservative PMCV surface in Ln
1 (f, c) and p ∈ M .

Then the vector fields e1, e2 and e3 defined by (3.1) satisfy

h(e1, e2) = 0,(3.22a)

∇e1e1 = ∇e1e2 = ∇e2e1 = ∇e2e2 = 0,(3.22b)

f ′

f
= cosh θγe3, e2(θ) = 0.(3.22c)
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Consequently, there exists a local coordinate system (Np, (u, v)) such that Np ∋ p and

e1|Np
= − sinh θ∂u, e2|Np

= ∂v.(3.22d)

Proof. Let M be biconservative and PMCV. Note that (3.22a) directly follows from
(3.19) and (3.20).

From (3.17) and (3.20) we have

(3.23) Ae3e1 = γe3e1, Ae3e2 = −γe3e2.
The first equation in (3.23) and (3.4a) imply ∇e1e1 = 0. Moreover, the Codazzi equation
(3.3) and (3.22a) imply

(3.24) sinh θ cosh θ

(
−f

′′

f
+
f ′2 + c

f 2

)
e3 = ∇⊥

e1h(e2, e2) + h(∇e2e1, e2) + h(e1,∇e2e2).

By taking the inner product of both sides of (3.24) with e4 and using (3.18) and (3.19), we
obtain

H0〈∇e2e1, e2〉 = 0.

Thus, we have (3.22b). From (3.4b) and (3.22b) we get the first equation in (3.22c).
Finally, by considering (3.22b) and (3.22c), we obtain

[− 1

sinh θ
e1, e2] = 0.

Therefore, there exists a local coordinate system (u, v) such that − 1
sinh θ

e1 = ∂u and e2 = ∂v,
which yields (3.22d). �

On the other hand, as a result of Ricci equation (2.7), a surface has flat normal bundle
if all of its shape operators can be diagonalized simultaneously (See [3, Proposition 3.1]).
Hence, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.6. If M is a biconservative PMCV surface in Ln
1 (f, c), then it has flat normal

bundle.

4. PMCV Surfaces in L4
1(f, 0)

In this section, we are going to consider space-like PMCV surfaces in the Robertson-
Walker spacetime L4

1(f, 0).
First, we obtain the following lemma by using Proposition 3.4.

Lemma 4.1. LetM be a space-like surface in L4
1(f, c) and {e1, e2; e3, e4} be the orthonormal

frame field defined by (3.1). If M is PMCV and biconservative, then

∇̃e1e1 = −γe3, ∇̃e2e1 = 0,(4.1a)

∇̃e1e2 = 0, ∇̃e2e2 = γe3 + 2H0e4,(4.1b)

∇̃e1e3 = −γe1, ∇̃e2e3 = γe2,(4.1c)

∇̃e1e4 = 0, ∇̃e2e4 = −2H0e2.(4.1d)

Proof. Let M be PMCV and biconservative. Then, Proposition 3.4 implies (3.18),
(3.19), (3.20) and we have (3.22b) because of Lemma 3.5. By combining (3.18) and (3.19),
we obtain (4.1d). Since the co-dimension of M is 2, (3.18) also implies ∇⊥e3 = 0.

On the other hand, from (3.20) for ξ = e3 we get

(4.2) Ae3 =

(
γ 0
0 −γ

)
,
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where we put γe3 = γ. Therefore, from (4.2) we obtain (4.1c). Note that by using (2.5),
(3.20) and (4.2), we obtain the second fundemental form h by

(4.3) h(e1, e1) = −γe3, h(e2, e2) = γe3 + 2H0e4.

By combining (3.22a), (3.22b) and (4.3), we get (4.1a) and (4.1b). �

Next, we obtain a local parametrization for space-like biconservative surfaces.

Lemma 4.2. Let M be a space-like surface in L4
1(f, 0), p ∈ M and {e1, e2; e3, e4} be the

orthonormal frame field defined by (3.1). If M is PMCV and biconservative, then p has a

neighborhood Np parametrized by

(4.4) φ(u, v) =

(
u,

1

af(u)
sin av,

1

af(u)
cos av, y(u)

)

and we have

(4.5) e4 =
1

f

(
0,−2H0

a
sin av,−2H0

a
cos av, c2

)
,

for some constants a, c2 satisfying

(4.6) 4H2
0 + c22a

2 = a2, c2 > 0,

where H0 is the mean curvature of M and φ is the position vector of M .

Proof. Let M be space-like PMCV and biconservative. Then, because of Lemma 4.1,
the equations appearing in (4.1) is satisfied. Consider a local coordinate system (Np, (u, v))
described in Lemma 3.5 near to p and let

(4.7) φ(u, v) = (T (u, v), φ̃(u, v))

be the position vector of Np. Because of the definitions of e1 and e2, from (3.22d) we have
∂
∂u
T = 1, ∂

∂v
T = 0 which imply

(4.8) T (u, v) = u.

Note that the second equation in (3.22c) implies θ = θ(u) on Np.
By considering the first equation in (4.1b), we obtain

0 = ∇̃∂v∂u = (0, φ̃uv) +
f ′

f
(0, φ̃v)

from which we obtain

(4.9) e2 = φ̃v =
1

f
(0, α), g0(α, α) = 1.

where α is a smooth R
3 valued function. Next, by considering Lemma 2.1, we use (4.7)-(4.9)

to get

(4.10) ∇̃e2∇̃e2e2 =
1

f
(0, α′′) +

f ′2

f 2
e2.

On the other hand, by a direct computation using (4.1b), (4.1c) and (4.1d) we get

(4.11) ∇̃e2∇̃e2e2 =
(
γ2 − 4H2

0

)
e2.

By combining (4.9)-(4.11) we get

α′′(v) =
(
−γ(u)2 sinh2 θ(u)− 4H2

0

)
α(v).
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Consequently, we have γ(u)2 sinh2 θ(u) + 4H2
0 = a2 for a constant a > 0 and α′′ + a2α = 0

from which we have

(4.12) α(v) = (cos av,− sin av, 0).

Finally, by a direct computation using (4.7)-(4.9) and (4.12) we obtain (4.4).
Next, we consider the first equation in (4.1d) to get

0 = ∇̃∂ue4 =
∂

∂u
e4 +

f ′

f
e4

which implies

e4 =
1

f
(0, N1(v), N2(v), N3(v))

for some smooth functions N1, N2, N3. Furthermore, the second equation of (4.1d) implies

−2H0e2 = ∇̃e2e4 =
1

f
(0, N ′

1(v), N
′
2(v), N

′
3(v))

from which we obtain (4.5) because of (4.9) and 〈e2, e4〉 = 0. �

Now, we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.3. The Robertson-Walker spacetime L4
1(f, 0) admits a space-like, biconserva-

tive PMCV surface M with mean curvature H0 if and only if f satisfies

(4.13)
(
a2 − 4H2

0

)
f 3f ′′ −

(
f ′2 −

(
a2 − 4H2

0

)
f 2
)2 − f ′4 = 0

for a constant a such that a2−4H2
0 > 0. In this case,M is locally congruent to the rotational

surface

(4.14) φ(u, v) =

(
u,

1

af(u)
sin av,

1

af(u)
cos av,

2H0

a2c2f(u)

)
,

where c2 is a constant satisfying (4.6).

Proof. First, we are going to prove the necessary condition. Assume the existence of a
space-like biconservative PMCV surface M in L4

1(f, 0). Then (3.17) is satisfied and we are
going to consider a local coordinate system (u, v) described in Lemma 4.2. Note that (4.4)
and (4.5) implies

(4.15) a2c2f
2y′ + 2H0f

′ = 0

because 〈e1, e4〉 = 0. By solving (4.15), we get

y(u) =
2H0

a2c2f(u)
+ c3

for a constant c3 which can be assumed to be zero after a suitable translation. Therefore,
we have (4.14).

By using (3.22d) and (4.4) we get

e3 =
1√

f ′2 − (a2 − 4H2
0 ) f

2

(
f ′,−ac22 sin av,−ac22 cos av,−2c2H0

)

from which we obtain

(4.16) ∇̃e1e1 =
f ′4 − (a2 − 4H2

0 ) f
3f ′′

f (f ′2 − (a2 − 4H2
0 ) f

2) 3/2
e3.

On the other hand, (3.22d) and (4.6) implies

(4.17) ∇̃e2e2 =

√
f ′2 − (a2 − 4H2

0 ) f
2

f
e3 + 2H0e4.
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By combining (4.16) and (4.17), we get the mean curvature vector H of M by

H = −(a2 − 4H2
0) f

3f ′′ + 2 (a2 − 4H2
0 ) f

2f ′2 − (a2 − 4H2
0 )

2f 4 − 2f ′4

2f (f ′2 − (a2 − 4H2
0 ) f

2) 3/2
e3 +H0e4.

Hence, (3.17) is equivalent to (4.13).
The proof of the sufficient condition follows from a direct computation. �

5. PMCV Surfaces in L5
1(f, 0)

In this section, we are going to consider biconservative PMCV surfaces in the Robertson-
Walker space L5

1(f, 0).
LetM be a space-like biconservative PMCV surface in L5

1(f, 0). We choose the orthonor-
mal frame field {e1, e2; e3, e4, e5}, where e1, e2, e3 are defined by (3.1) and e4 is proportional
to H , i.e., H = H0e4. Then, since e4 is parallel, we have

∇⊥e4 = 0, 〈∇⊥
e1e3, e4〉 = 〈∇⊥

e1e5, e4〉 = 0.(5.1)

Proposition 3.4 implies

Ae3 =

(
γ 0
0 −γ

)
, Ae4 =

(
0 0
0 2H0

)
, Ae5 =

(
τ 0
0 −τ

)
,(5.2)

where, for simplicity, we put γe3 = γ, γe5 = τ and H0 denotes the mean curvature of M .
Note that (2.5) and (5.2) imply

(5.3) h(e1, e1) = −γe3 + τe5, h(e2, e2) = γe3 + 2H0e4 − τe5

and we have (3.22a) because of Lemma 3.5. By using (3.22a), from (3.4d) we get

∇⊥
e2
e3 = ∇⊥

e2
e5 = 0.(5.4)

Moreover, (3.4c) and (5.3) imply

(5.5) ∇⊥
e1
e3 = − tanh θτe5, ∇⊥

e1
e5 = − tanh θτe3,

where the last equation follows from (5.1). By summing up the equations (5.1)-(5.5), we
obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. LetM be a space-like surface in L5
1(f, 0) with mean curvature H0 and {e1, e2; e3, e4, e5}

be the orthonormal frame field defined by (3.1) and H = H0e4. If M is PMCV and bicon-

servative, then

∇̃e1e1 = −γe3 + τe5, ∇̃e2e1 = 0,(5.6a)

∇̃e1e2 = 0, ∇̃e2e2 = γe3 + 2H0e4 − τe5,(5.6b)

∇̃e1e3 = −γe1 − tanh θτe5, ∇̃e2e3 = γe2,(5.6c)

∇̃e1e4 = 0, ∇̃e2e4 = −2H0e2,(5.6d)

∇̃e1e5 = −τe1 − tanh θτe3, ∇̃e2e5 = τe2.(5.6e)

Next, by considering Lemma 5.1, we obtain a local parametrization of M .

Lemma 5.2. Let M be a space-like surface in L5
1(f, 0), p ∈ M . If M is PMCV and

biconservative, then p has a neighborhood Np congruent to the surface parametrized by

(5.7) φ(u, v) =

(
u, x(u) sin av,

1

af(u)
cos av, y(u), z(u)

)
,

where a > is a constant and x is given by

(5.8) x(u) =
1

af(u)
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and y, z are some smooth functions satisfying

(5.9) c2y + c3z −
2H0

a
x = 0

for some non-zero constants c2, c3 such that

(5.10) c22 + c23 +
4H2

0

a2
= 1.

Proof. Let M be a space-like surface in L5
1(f, 0). Assume that it is PMCV and bicon-

servative and consider a local coordinate system (Np, (u, v)) described in Lemma 3.5 near
to p. By the same method used in the proof of Lemma 4.2, we obtain

(5.11) φ(u, v) = (u, φ̃(u, v)),

for a smooth R
4 valued function φ̃, where φ is the position vector of Np. Next, we use the

second equations of (5.6b)-(5.6e) to get

(5.12) ∇̃e2∇̃e2e2 =
(
γ2 − 4H2

0 − τ 2
)
e2.

By combining (3.22c) and (5.12) we get

α′′(v) +
(
γ(u)2 sinh2 θ(u) + τ 2 + 4H2

0

)
α(v) = 0.

Consequently, we have γ(u)2 sinh2 θ(u)+τ 2+4H2
0 = a2 for a constant a > 0 and α′′+a2α = 0

from which we have

(5.13) α(v) = (cos av,− sin av, 0, 0).

By using (4.9) and (5.13), we obtain (5.7) and (5.8) for some smooth functions y, z. There-
fore, we have

(5.14) φu = (1,−x′ sin av,−x′ cos av, y′, z′) .
On the other hand, similar to proof of Lemma 4.2, we observe that (5.6d) and (5.13)

imply

∂e4

∂u
+
f ′

f
e4 = 0,

∂e4

∂v
=

−2H0

f
(cos av,− sin av, 0, 0).

By integrating these equations and using 〈e2, e4〉 = 0 we get

(5.15) e4 =
1

f

(
0,−2H0

a
sin av,−2H0

a
cos av, c2, c3

)
,

for some non-zero constants c2, c3 satisfying (5.10). Finally, we consider (5.14) and (5.15)
and 〈e1, e4〉 = 0 to get (5.9). �

Now, we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.3. Let y, f be some functions satisfying the system given by

−a6b2c23f 7y′y′′ − a4c23c4f
3f ′f ′′ − 2a6c2c

2
3H0f

5 (f ′′y′ + f ′y′′)

−2a2c4f
2f ′3

(
a2c23 − 8c2H0f

′y′
)
− 4a4b2f 6f ′y′2

(
a2c23 − 4c2H0f

′y′
)

+a2f 4f ′
(
−12a4c2c

2
3H0f

′y′ + 4
(
a4c23 − 12a2

(
c23 − 1

)
H2

0 − 48H4
0

)
f ′2y′2

)

+2a4b4f 8f ′y′4 + a8c43f
4f ′ + 2c24f

′5 = 0

a4c23f
3 (f ′y′′ − f ′′y′)− a2b4f 6y′3 + a2b2f 4y′

(
a2c23 − 6c2H0f

′y′
)

+f 2f ′
(
2a4c2c

2
3H0 +

(
a4c23 + 12a2

(
c23 − 1

)
H2

0 + 48H4
0

)
f ′y′

)
− 2c2c4H0f

′3 = 0

(5.16)
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for some non-zero constants a, c2, c3 satisfying b2 = a2 − 4H2
0 > 0, where we put c4 =

a2c23+4H2
0 . Then, the Robertson-Walker spaces L5

1(f, 0) admits a space-like, biconservative

PMCV surface M with the mean curvature H0 parametrized by

(5.17) φ(u, v) =

(
u,

sin av

af(u)
,
cos av

af(u)
, y(u),

2H0 − c2a
2f(u)y(u)

c3a2f(u)

)
.

Conversely, if a Robertson-Walker space L5
1(f, 0) admits a space-like, biconservative PMCV

surface, then f must be a solution of (5.16) and the surface must be locally congruent to

the surface given by (5.17).

Proof. Let M be a surface in given by (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9) for some non-zero constant
a, c2, c3, H0 satisfying (5.10). Let e1, e2, e4 be the vector fields given by (3.22d) and (5.15).
We also consider the unit normal vector fields e3 and e5 given by

(5.18) e3 =
1

V f
√
V 2f 2 − 1

1

f

(
V 2f 2, x′ sin av, x′ cos av, y′, z′

)
,

and

e5 =
1

V f

(
0, (c2z

′ − c3y
′) sin av, (c2z

′ − c3y
′) cos av,

2H0

a
z′ + c3x

′,

−2H0

a
y′ − c2x

′

)
,

(5.19)

where we put

(5.20) V = x′2 + y′2 + z′2.

Then {e1, e2; e3, e4, e5} is an orthonormal frame field on M defined by (3.1) and satisfying
(5.6d). Therefore, M is a biconservative PMCV surface if and only if H = 2H0e4. By using
(5.18) and (5.19), we get

Ae3(e1) =
V (V 2fc23 − 2) f ′c3 − V ′fc3

(V 2fc23 − 1)
3/2

e1,

Ae3(e2) =
ax′c3 + V 2f ′c3

V
√
V 2fc23 − 1

,

Ae5(e1) =
f (ax′ (c2z

′′ − c3y
′′)− z′ (ac2x

′′ + 2H0y
′′) + y′ (ac3x

′′ + 2H0z
′′))

aV (V 2f 2 − 1)
e1,

Ae5(e2) =
ac2z

′ − ac3y
′

V
.

(5.21)

By considering (5.20) and (5.21), we observe that the equation H = 2H0e4 is equivalent to
the system

x′
(
af 2

(
y′2 + z′2

)
− a− fx′′

)
+ f ′

(
x′2 + y′2 + z′2

) (
2f 2

(
x′2 + y′2 + z′2

)
− 3

)

+af 2x′3 − f (y′y′′ + z′z′′) = 0

a2c2f
2y′2z′afx′ (c2z

′′ − c3y
′′) + z′

(
ac2

(
af 2x′2 − a− fx′′

)
− 2H0fy

′′
)

+a2c2f
2z′3 − a2c3f

2y′3 ++y′
(
ac3

(
f
(
x′′ − af

(
x′2 + z′2

))
+ a

)
+ 2H0fz

′′
)
= 0.

(5.22)

Finally, we use (5.9) in (5.22) to get the system (5.16). �
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6. PMCV Surfaces in Lorentzian Product Spaces

In this section, we are going to consider biconservative PMCV surfaces in the Cartesian
product space L5

1(1, c) = E
1
1 ×R4(c) ⊂ E

6
r , where c = ±1.

Let M be a space-like surface in E
1
1 × R4(c) and assume that M is PMCV and bicon-

servative. Consider the orthonormal frame field {e1, e2; e3, e4, e5} on M , where e1, e2, e3 are
defined by (3.1) and e4 is proportional to H , i.e., H = H0e4. By using f = 1, we consider
(3.4b) and (3.22b) to get Ae3e2 = 0. Therefore, (3.20) implies Ae3 = 0. Therefore, we have

(6.1) γe3 = 0

and from (3.4a) we obtain e1(θ) = 0. Consequently, the second equation in (3.22c) implies

(6.2) θ = θ0

for a constant θ0 6= 0. Next, we consider (3.19), (3.20), (6.1) and (6.2) with Codazzi
equations (3.2) and (3.3), to get

(6.3)
(
∇⊥

e2
γe5e5

)
= 0

and

(6.4) sinh θ0 cosh θ0ce3 = ∇⊥
e1
(−γe5e5) ,

respectively. From (6.3) and (6.4) we obtain

(6.5) γe5 = τ0

for a non-zero constant τ0.

Remark 6.1. Before we proceed, we want to note that if M is a biconservative PMCV
surface in a totally geodesic hypersurface E1

1×R3(c) of E1
1×R4(c), the equation (6.4) turns

into
sinh θ0 cosh θ0ce3 = 0.

Hence, it turns out that there are no space-like biconservative PMCV surface in the 4-
dimensional Cartesian product space E

1
1 × R3(c) except the trivial case T = 0 or, equiva-

lently, θ0 = 0.

Next we use (2.11), (6.1), (6.2) (6.5) in Lemma 5.6 for the case f = 1 and c = ±1 to get
following result.

Lemma 6.2. Let M be a space-like surface in E
1
1 × R4(c) with mean curvature H0 and

{e1, e2; e3, e4, e5} be the orthonormal frame field defined by (3.1) and H = H0e4. If M is

PMCV and biconservative, then the Levi-Civita connection ∇̂ of the flat ambient space E
6
r

satisfies

∇̂e1e1 = τ0e5 − c cosh2 θ0e6, ∇̂e2e1 = 0,(6.6a)

∇̂e1e2 = 0, ∇̂e2e2 = 2H0e4 − τ0e5 − ce6,(6.6b)

∇̂e1e3 = − tanh θ0τ0e5 + c
sinh 2θ0

2
e6, ∇̂e2e3 = 0,(6.6c)

∇̂e1e4 = 0, ∇̂e2e4 = −2H0e2,(6.6d)

∇̂e1e5 = −τ0e1 − tanh θ0τ0e3, ∇̂e2e5 = τ0e2,(6.6e)

∇̂e1e6 = cosh2 θ0e1 +
sinh 2θ0

2
e3, ∇̂e2e6 = e2(6.6f)

for some constants θ0, τ0, where e6 denotes the unit normal vector field of E1
1 ×R4(c) in E

6
r

and H0 denotes the mean curvature of M in E
1
1 ×R4(c).
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Next, we get the following non-existence result.

Proposition 6.3. There are no space-like biconservative PMCV surface in E
1
1 ×H

4.

Proof. Assume that M is a space-like biconservative PMCV surface in E
1
1 × H

4, i.e.,
f = 1 and c = −1. Then, by combining (6.6b), (6.6d) with the Codazzi equation (3.3), we
obtain

(6.7) − sinh θ0 cosh θ0e3 = −τ0∇⊥
e1
e5.

However, the second equation in (6.6e) and (6.7) imply

sinh θ0 cosh θ0 + τ 20 tanh θ0 = 0

which is a contradiction. �

Remark 6.4. The same result obtained for surfaces of the Riemannian product E1 × H
4

in [7, Lemma 3.1].

Now, we are ready to proved the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.5. Let M be a space-like surface in E
1
1 × S

4. Then M is biconservative and

PMCV if and only if it is congruent to the surface locally parametrized by

φ(u, v) =


−b1u,

√
b21 + 1 cos

(√
b21 + 2u

)

√
b21 + 2

,

√
b21 + 1 sin

(√
b21 + 2u

)

√
b21 + 2

, b2,

b3 sin
v

b3
, b3 cos

v

b3

)(6.8)

for some non-zero constants b1, b2, b3 satisfying b22 + b23 =
1

b2
1
+2

.

Proof. In order to prove the sufficient condition, assume thatM is biconservative PMCV
and let p ∈ M . Then, by Lemma 6.2 we have (6.6). (6.6a) and (6.6b) implies [e1, e2] = 0.
So, there exists a local coordinate system (Np, (u, v)) such that Np ∋ p and

(6.9) e1 = ∂u, e2 = ∂v.

This equation, the second equation in (6.6a) and the first equation in (6.6b) imply

(6.10) e1 = ∂u = (− sinh θ0, ē1)

and

(6.11) e2 = ∂v = (0, ē2)

for some smooth R
5-valued functions ē1 = ē1(u) and ē2 = ē2(v).

On the other hand, by using the second equations in (6.6b), (6.6d)-(6.6f), we get

∇̂e2∇̂e2e2 = (0, ē′′2) = (4H2
0 + τ 20 + 1)(0, ē2).

Since 〈ē2, ē2〉 = 1, up to a suitable rotation, we may assume

(6.12) ē2 = cos avC1 + sin avC2

for some constant vectors C1, C2 ∈ R
5, where we put a =

√
4H2

0 + τ 20 + 1. Since ē2 is unit,
{C1, C2} is orthonormal.

Note that we have

(6.13) e4 = (0, ē4)
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for a R
5-valued function ē4. We use (6.6d) and (6.13) to obtain

∂ē4

∂u
= 0,

∂ē4

∂v
= −2H0(cos avC1 + sin avC2)

which implies

(6.14) ē4 =
−2H0

a
sin avC1 +

−2H0

a
cos avC2 + C3

for a constant vector C3 ∈ R
5. By considering 〈ē2, ē4〉 = 0 and 〈ē4, ē4〉 = 1, we obtain

〈C1, C3〉 = 〈C2, C3〉 = 0 and 〈C3, C3〉 =
τ2
0
+1

a2
. Up to a suitable rotation in R

5, we may

choose C1 = (0, 0, 0, 1, 0), C2 = (0, 0, 0, 0,−1), C3 = (0, 0,

√
τ2
0
+1

a
, 0, 0). Therefore, (6.11)-

(6.14) imply

e2 = φv = (0, 0, 0, 0, cosav,− sin av),(6.15)

e4 = (0, 0, 0,

√
τ 20 + 1

a
,
−2H0

a
sin av,

2H0

a
cos av).(6.16)

Moreover, by a direct computation using (6.10), (6.15) and 〈e1, e2〉 = 〈e1, e6〉 = 0, we get

e1 = φu = (− sinh θ0, φ
′
1(u), φ

′
2(u), φ

′
3(u), 0, 0)(6.17)

for some smooth functions φ1, φ2, φ3 satisfying

φ′
1
2 + φ′

2
2 + φ′

3
2 = cosh2 θ0.(6.18)

Note that 〈e1, e4〉 = 0 implies

φ3 = b2(6.19)

for a constant b2.
Next, by using (6.15) and (6.17) and considering (6.19) we obtain

φ(u, v) = (−u sinh θ0, φ1(u), φ2(u), b2, b3 sin
v

b3
, b3 cos

v

b3
)(6.20)

for a non-zero constant constant b2, where we put a = 1
b3
. (6.18) turns into

φ′
1
2 + φ′

2
2 = cosh2 θ0(6.21)

and from 〈e6, e6〉 = 1 we have

φ2
1 + φ2

2 = b20,(6.22)

where we put b0 =
√

1− (b22 + b23). Because of (6.21) and (6.22), up to a suitable rotation,
we may assume

φ1 = b0 cos

(
u cosh θ0

b0

)
, φ2 = b0 sin

(
u cosh θ0

b0

)
.(6.23)

By combining (6.20) and (6.23), we obtain

φ(u, v) =

(
−u sinh θ0, b0 cos

(
u cosh θ0

b0

)
, b0 sin

(
u cosh θ0

b0

)
, b2,

b3 sin
v

b3
, b3 cos

v

b3

)
.

(6.24)
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By a direct computation, we obtain the mean curvature vector H of M in E
1
1 × S

4 as

H =

(
0, b4 cos

(
u cosh (θ0)

b0

)
, b4 sin

(
u cosh (θ0)

b0

)
,
1

2
b2
(
cosh2 (θ0) + 1

)
,

b5 sin

(
v

b3

)
, b5 cos

(
v

b3

))
,

(6.25)

where we put b4 =
b2
0(cosh2(θ0)+1)−cosh2(θ0)

2b0
and b5 =

b2
3(cosh2(θ0)+1)−1

2b3
. Note that we have

〈H, η〉 = 0. By a further computation using (6.9) and (6.25), we see that H is parallel if
and only if b4 = 0 which implies

b0 =
cosh θ0√

cosh2 θ0 + 1
.(6.26)

Finally, we combine (6.24) with (6.26) and put b1 = sinh θ0 to get (6.8).
The proof of the converse follows from a direct computation. �

7. Reduction of Co-dimension

In this section, we consider the substantial co-dimension of a biconservative surfaces in
Robertson-Walker spaces with higher dimension.

LetM be an oriented space-like biconservative PMCV surface in Ln
1 (f, c), n ≥ 6. Consider

the positively oriented global vector fields e1, e2, e3, e4 and the function θ :M → R defined
by (3.1) and H = H0e4. Also, by considering Proposition 3.4, define the vector field ξ on
M and a function γ :M → R by

〈ξ, η〉 = 0, h(e1, e2) = 0,

h(e1, e1) = −γe3 + ξ, h(e2, e2) = γe3 + 2H0e4 − ξ,
(7.1)

where we put γ = γe3 = h311.

We are going to use the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let M be an oriented space-like biconservative PMCV surface in Ln
1 (f, c), n ≥

6. Then, we have two cases:

Case 1. dimN1M = 2 at every point of M , η ∈ N1M and ∇⊥(N1M) ⊂ N1M ,

Case 2. dimN2M = 3 at every point of M , η ∈ N2M −N1M and ∇⊥(N2M) ⊂ N2M .

Proof. Put 〈ξ, ξ〉 = ζ . First, we claim that either ζ is identically zero or it is non-
vanishing on M . We combine (3.22b) and (7.1) with the equations (3.2), (3.3), (3.4c) and
(3.4d) to get

e2(γ) = e2(θ) = 0,(7.2)

∇⊥
e2e3 = ∇⊥

e2ξ = 0,(7.3)

∇⊥
e1
e3 = − tanh θξ,(7.4)

cosh θ sinh θ

(
−f

′′

f
+
f ′2 + c

f 2

)
e3 = e1(γ)e3 − γ tanh θξ −∇⊥

e1ξ(7.5)

from which we also have

e2(ζ) = 0,(7.6)

e1(ζ) = 2γ tanh θζ.(7.7)
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Now, assume the existence of p ∈ M such that ξ(p) = 0. By considering (3.22b), we
use a local coordinate system (ū, v̄) on N ′

p starting from (u, v) such that e1|N ′
p

= ∂u and

e2|N ′
p

= ∂v. Then, because of (7.2), (7.6) and (7.7), we have

ζ = ζ(u), γ = γ(u), θ = θ(u), ζ ′ = 2γ tanh θζ, ζ(0) = 0

on N ′
p. This shows that ζ = 0 on N ′

p. By the connectedness, ζ = 〈ξ, ξ〉 = 0 on M . This
proves our claim. Since ξ is space-like by (7.1), we have either ξ = 0 on M or ξ(p) 6= 0 for
all p ∈M .

Case 1. ξ = 0 on M . In this case, (7.4) and (7.5) turn into

∇⊥
e1e3 = 0,(7.8)

e1(γ) = cosh θ sinh θ

(
−f

′′

f
+
f ′2 + c

f 2

)
(7.9)

We note the first equation in (3.22c) and (7.2) ensures that γ is non-vanishing on M . So
we have the Case 1 of the lemma because of (7.3) and (7.8).

Case 2. ξ(p) 6= 0 for all p ∈ M . In this case, (7.1) implies N1 = span {γe3 − ξ, e4} and
η 6∈ N1. Moreover, from (7.5) we have

(7.10) cosh θ sinh θ

(
e1(γ)

ζ
+
f ′′

fζ
− f ′2 + c

ζf 2

)
e3 = ∇⊥

e1

1

ζ
ξ.

(7.3), (7.4) and (7.10) yield the Case 2 of the lemma. �

Now, we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 7.2. LetM be an oriented space-like biconservative PMCV surface in Ln
1 (f, c), n ≥

6. Then, there exists a totally geodesic submanifold N of Ln
1 (f, c) such that M ⊂ N and

dimN is either 4 or 5.

Proof. Let p ∈ M . We are going to consider the Case 1 and Case 2 of Lemma 7.1,
separately. Note that by Corollary 3.6, M has flat normal bundle.
Case 1. In this case, N1M and its orthogonal complementary (N1M)⊥ in the normal bundle
of M are invariant under the normal connection. Since M has flat normal bundle, similar
to the proof of [6, Lemma 1], there exists orthonormal vector fields ξ5, ξ6, . . . , ξn ∈ (N1M)⊥

such that ∇⊥ξα = 0 which yields ∇̃ξα = 0 for α ≥ 5.
Let (Np, (u, v)) be a local coordinate system near to p described in Lemma 3.5. Put

N̄p = Π2(Np). First, we claim that N̄p lies on a 3-dimensional totally geodesic submanifold
N̄p of Rn−1(c). Note that we have

0 = ∇̃∂uξα = ∇0
∂uξα +

f ′

f
ξα,

0 = ∇̃∂vξα = ∇0
∂vξα

which imply that

ξα =
1

f
Cα

for α ≥ 5, where Cα satisfies

(7.11) ∇0Cα = 0.

On the other hand, because η ∈ N1M , we have g̃(Cα, η) = 0 which implies

(7.12) gc(Π
2
∗(Cα), X) = 0
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whenever X is a vector field in Rn−1(c) tangent to N̄p and we have

(7.13) g̃c(Π
2
∗(Cα),Π

2
∗(Cβ)) = δαβ .

Thus, (7.12) and (7.13) yield that {Π2
∗(C5),Π

2
∗(C6), . . . ,Π

2
∗(Cn)} is an orthonormal set of

vector fields normal to N̄p in Rn−1(c). Furthermore, from (7.11) we have

∇Rn−1(c)
X Π2

∗(Cα) = 0.

Therefore, [6, Theorem] implies that N̄p lies on a 3-dimensional totally geodesic subman-
ifolds N̄p of Rn−1(c). Put Np = I ×f N̄p. Then, Np is a 4-dimensional totally geodesic
submanifold of Ln

1 (f, c) and Np ⊂ Np. This proves the local result.
The global result follows from being constant of dimN1 on M similar to the idea of the

proof of [6, Proposition 1]: If q ∈ M and Nq ∩ Np 6= ∅, then we have Np ∩ Nq ⊂ Np ∩Nq

for a totally geodesic submanifold Nq ∋ q. If Np 6= Nq, then dimNp ∩Nq < 4 which implies
that dimN1 < 2 at r whenever r ∈ Nq ∩ Np. However, this yields a contradiction. Hence,
we have Np = Nq. By the connectedness, M ⊂ N4 and N is a totally geodesic submanifold
of Ln

1 (f, c).
Case 2. In this case, similar to Case 1, we consider orthonormal vector fields ξ6, ξ7, . . . , ξn ∈
(N2M)⊥ which satisfies ∇̃ξα = 0 for α ≥ 6. We get (7.11), (7.12) and (7.13) for α ≥ 6.
Since dimN2 is constant onM , (7.11), (7.12) and (7.13) for α ≥ 6 yield the same conclusion
for a totally geodesic submanifold N5 of Ln

1 (f, c). �

By combining Theorem 7.2 with Remark 6.1 and Proposition 6.3, we get the following
results:

Corollary 7.3. A space-like biconservative PMCV surface in E
1
1 × S

n, n ≥ 6 is contained

in a totally geodesic submanifold N5 of E1
1 × S

n.

Corollary 7.4. There are no space-like biconservative PMCV surface in E
1
1 ×H

n.
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