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Abstract. In this paper, we generalize the Cartan’s fundamental formula on lightlike hypersurfaces,
then we use it to show that a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of a Lorentzian Euclidean
space is locally a lightlike triple product manifold.
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1 Introduction

The theory of hypersurfaces, defined as submanifolds of codimension one, is one of the fundamental
theories of submanifolds.

Let M be a submanifold of a semi-Riemannian manifold (M,g). If the induced metric g on M
is non-degenerate, then (M, g) becomes a Riemannian or a semi-Riemannian manifold. When g
is degenerate, (M, g) is called a lightlike submanifold, and many different situations appear. The
geometry of lightlike submanifolds is different and rather difficult since (contrary to Riemannian or
semi-Riemannian submanifolds) its normal vector bundle intersects the tangent bundle.
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Thus, one cannot use, in the usual way, the theory of non-degenerate submanifolds (cf. Chen
([6])) to define the induced geometric objects (such as linear connection, second fundamental form,
Gauss and Weingarten equations) on the lightlike submanifolds.

In 1996, Duggal and Bejancu ([8]) published a book on general theory of lightlike submani-
folds of semi-Riemannian manifolds and their applications to general relativity. They introduced
a non-degenerate screen distribution (or equivalently a null transversal vector bundle) so as to get
three factors splitting the ambient tangent space. Then, they derived the main induced geometric
objects (depending on the screen distribution, and hence is not unique in general) such as second
fundamental forms, shape operators, induced connections, curvature, etc. Moreover, it is important
to notice that the second fundamental form is independent from the choice of the screen distribution.

We know that the shape operator plays an important role in the study geometry of submanifolds.
In the non-degenerate case, we have one shape operator which is diagonalizable and its eigenvalues
are called principal curvatures of the hypersurface. In [4] and [5], E. Cartan studied and classified
hypersurfaces in standard Riemannian space forms whose principal curvatures are all constant. The
shape operator of a non-degenerate submanifold is related to the second fundamental form of the
hypersurface. Contrary to this, we will see that in the case of lightlike hypersurfaces, there are

two shape operators (Ay and A¢) and there are interrelations between these geometric objects and
those of its screen distribution (see relations (2.19) and (2.20)). Moreover, the shape operator Ay

of a lightlike hypersurface is not necessarily auto-adjoint, but the on A¢ of the screen distribution

is diagonalizable. Since the null characteristic vector field is an eigenvector of :}g with zero as
eigenvalue, in the present paper, we consider the other eigenvalues.

The paper is organized as follow. Section 2 covers useful preliminaries for study the geometry
of lightlike hypersurfaces. In Section 3, we prove the so-called Cartan’s fundamental formula for
lightlike hypersurfaces (Theorem 3.5). We give a proof along the same lines as Cartan’s original
proof, although Cartan used differential forms rather than vector fields. We apply Theorem 3.5 in
Section 4 to show that a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of a Lorentzian Euclidean space is
locally a lightlike triple product manifold (Theorem 4.2). Using this theorem we prove a classifica-
tion theorem for screen conformal lightlike hypersurfaces with constant screen principal curvatures
(Theorem 4.4).

2 Preliminaries on Lightlike hypersurfaces

Let (M, ¢) be a (m+2)-dimensional semi-Riemannian manifold of index v, (0 < v < m+2). Consider
a hypersurface M of M and denote by g the tensor field induced by g on M. We say that M is a
lightlike (degenerate, null) hypersurface if rank(g) = m. Then the normal vector bundle 7 M inter-
sects the tangent bundle along a nonzero differentiable distribution called the radical distribution of
M and denoted by Rad(T M):

Rad(TM) : x — Rad(T M) =T ,.MNT M". 2.1)

A screen distribution S(TM) on M is a non-degenerate vector bundle complementary to TM*. A
lightlike hypersurface endowed with a specific screen distribution is denoted by the triple (M, g, S (T M)).
As TM+ lies in the tangent bundle, the following result has an important role in the study of the
geometry of lightlike hypersurfaces.

Theorem 2.1. ([8]) Let (M, g,S(TM)) be a lightlike hypersurface of (M,g). Then there exists a
unique vector bundle tr(T M) of rank 1 over M, such that for any non zero section & of TM* on a
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coordinate neighborhood U C M, there exists a unique section N of tr(TM) on U satisfying
g(N,&)=1and g(N,N)=g(N,W)=0, 2.2)
Sforall W e I'(S(TM)q).
With this theorem we may write the following decomposition
TMp = S(TM)L(TM* &tr(TM)) = TM&tr(TM), (2.3)

where L denotes an orthogonal direct sum and @ a direct sum. Throughout the paper, we denoted by
['(E) the C*™°(M)-module of smooth sections of a vector bundle E over M, while C*(M) represents
the algebra of a smooth functions on M. Also, all manifolds are supposed to be smooth, paracompact
and connected.

Let (M, g,S (T M)) be a lightlike hypersurface of a semi-Riemannian manifold (M, 2), V be the
Levi-Civita connexion of M, V the induced connection on (M, g). Gauss and Weingarten formulas
provide the following relations (see details in [8])

VxY = VxY +h(X,Y), (2.4)

VxV =-AyX +VyV, (2.5)

forall X,Y eI'(TM) and V € tr(T M), where VxY and Ay X belong to I'(T'M) while h is a I'(¢tr(T M))-
valued symmetric C®(M)-bilinear form on I'(T M) and V' is a linear connection on tr(TM). It is
easy to see that V is a torsion-free connection. Define a symmetric C*°(M)-bilinear form B and a
1-form 7 on the coordinate neighborhood U c M by

B(X.Y) = g(h(X.Y),), (2.6)

7(X) = g(VyN, &) (2.7
for all X,Y € I'(T M q;). Then, on U, equations (2.4) and (2.5) become,
VxY = VxY +B(X,Y)N, (2.8)

VxN = —AyX + (XN, (2.9)

respectively. It is important to stress the fact that the local second fundamental form B in Eq.(2.8)
does not depend on the choice of the screen distribution and satisfies,

B(X,&) =0, (2.10)

for all X € ['(TM|q;). Let P be the projection morphism of TM to S(T M) with respect to the
decomposition (2.2). We obtain: for all X,Y € ['(TM) and U € I(TM™*),

VxPY = Vx PY+h(X,PY), @2.11)

VU — Ay X+V'xU, (2.12)

where VX PY and AU X belong to I'(S(T'M)), V and V’ are linear connections on I'(S (TM)) and
['(T M™) respectively, h is a [(T M+)-valued C*(M)- b111near form on I'(TM)xT'(S(TM)), AU is a
['(S (T M))-valued C*(M)-linear operator on I'(S (T M)). h and AU are the second fundamental form
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and the shape operator of the screen distribution S (7 M) respectively. Define on U the following
relations

C(X,PY) 2(h (X, PY),N), (2.13)
€X) = Z(Vx&N). (2.14)

One shows that e(X) = —7(X). Thus, locally (2.11) and (2.12) become
VxPY =Vx PY + C(X, PY)Z, (2.15)

Vxé=- f*xg X -1(X)¢, (2.16)

.
respectively. The linear connection V is a metric connection on I'(S (7 M)). But, in general, the
induced connection V on M is not compatible with the induced metric g. Indeed, we have:

(Vxe)(Y.Z) = BX,Y)n(Z) + B(X, Z)n(Y), 2.17)

forall X,Y e I'(T M|q;), where
nX) = g(X,N), (2.18)

for all Y € I'(T M|qy). Finally, it is straightforward to verify that

2(A: X.Y), g(ANY,N) =0, (2.19)
8(ANX.Y), f*l.f £=0, (2.20)

B(X.Y)
C(X,PY)

for X, Y e I'(T Ml|q). .
We denote the curvature tensor associated with V and V by R and R, respectively. Then we have
([8D): for all X,Y e I'(T M|qy)

R(X,Y)Z =R(X,Y)Z + Anxz)Y — AnvzyX + (Vxh)(Y,Z) = (Vyh)(X, Z), (2.21)

g( R (X.Y)PZ,PW)+C(X.PZ)B(Y,PW)
~C(Y,PZ)B(X,PW), (2.22)

g(R(X.Y)PZ.PW)

Z(RX.Y)EN) = C(Y.A¢ X)~ C(X, Ag Y) —~ 2d7(X. Y). (2.23)

3 Cartan’s fundamental formula for lightlike hypersurfaces

In this section, we first consider a lightlike hypersurface M of a semi-Riemannian manifold (M(k),g)
of constant curvature k. We start with the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let (M(_k),g) be a semi-Riemannian manifold of constant curvature k and M be a
lightlike hypersurface of M(k). Denote by R the curvature tensor of the induced connection V.on M
by the Levi-civita connection V. For any X,Y,Z e I (T M), we have:

(a) RX,Y)Z = k{g(Y,2)X — g(X,Z)Y} — B(X,Z)AnY + B(Y,Z)AnX;

(b) (VxB)(Y,Z)-(VyB)(X,Z) = B(X,Z)1(Y) - B(Y,2)1(X);
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(c) B(ANY,X)—B(ANX,Y) = 2d7(X,Y);

(d) (VyAy)X) = (VxAND) +kn(X)Y = ()X} = 1(Y)AyX - 1(X)AyY;
(e) (Vx A)(Y) = (Vy A)(X) = T(¥) A X —7(X) A Y = 2d7(X, V)E;

(f) VxPZ =VyZ X -1(2)é +1(Z) Ae X +n(Z)r(X)E.

Proof. For a semi-Riemannian manifold (M(k),g) of constant curvature k, the curvature tensor
R of M has the following form:

RX.Y)Z =k(3(Y.Z)X -3(X.2)Y), 3.1)
for X,Y,Z € ['(T M). Using Equations (2.6), (2.7), (2.21) and (3.1), we have

RX,Y)Z - kg(Y,Z)X — g(X,2)Y} + B(X,Z)ANY — B(Y,Z)AnX
+[(VxB)(Y,Z) - (VyB)(X,Z) — B(X,Z)7(Y) + B(Y,Z)T(X)] N =0,

for any X, Y,Z e I'(TM). Then we obtain (a) and (b) by comparing the tangential and transversal
parts. From (3.1), we have:

R(X,Y)N VxVyN —VyVxN —VixyN (3.2)
= kn(¥)X-nX)Y}
= kn()(PX +nX)&) —n(X)(PY +n(Y)é}

= kin(Y)PX —n(X)PY}. (3.3)
Now we compute (3.2). Using Equation (2.9), we have:
VxVyN Vx(-AnY +7(Y)N)

= —VyAyY+X-17(Y)N +7(Y)VxN
= —VxANY— BX,ANY)N+ X -7(Y)N

—T(V)ANX +T(X)T(Y)N
= —(VxAN)(Y)-An(VxY) - 1(V)ANX
+[-B(X,ANY) + X - 7(Y) + T1(X)T(Y)]N. 34
Interchanging X and Y, we get
VyVxN = ~(VyANX) ~ An(VyX) —T(X0ANY
+[-B(Y,AnX)+ Y - 7(X) + 7(Y)T(X)]N. (3.5)
We have also the equation _
V[X’Y]N = —AN([X, Y])+T([X, Y])N (36)

Since V is a torsion-free connection, by using (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we get

~(VxAN)(X) + (VyAn)(X) —t(V)ANX + T(X)ANY
+{-B(X,ANY)+ B(Y,ANX)+ X -7(Y) - Y - 7(X)
—7([X, YDIN = kin()X -=n(X)Y},
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Again we have (c¢) and (d) by comparing the tangential and transversal parts in view of
2dtv(X,Y)=X-71(X)-Y-7(Y)-1([X, Y]).

From (a), we have R(X,Y)& = 0 = VxVyé - Vy V& —Vix yé, by the same computation as above, we
have (e). Since PX = X —n(X), assertion (f) follows by direct calculation.

Now, we recall the definition of a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of a semi-Riemannian
manifold M.

Definition 3.2. ([1]). A lightlike hypersurface (M, g,S (T M)) of a semi-Riemannian manifold M
is said to be locally screen (resp. globally) conformal if on any coordinate neighborhood U (resp.

U = M), the shape operators Ay and ;15 of M and its screen distribution S (7' M) are related by

AN = ¢ Ag, (3.7
where ¢ is a non-vanishing smooth function on U (resp. U = M).

U will be connected and maximal in the sense that there is no larger domain U’ > U on which
Eq. (3.7) holds. It is easy to see that (3.7) is equivalent to

C(Y,PZ) = ¢B(Y,Z), (3.8)

forall X,Y e I'(T M|qy).

In the sequel, we consider a lightlike hypersurface M of an (m + 2)-dimensional Lorentzian
manifold (M(k),g) of constant curvature k. For this class of screen conformal lightlike hypersurface
M, the screen distribution S (7'M) is Riemannian, integrable and the induced Ricci tensor on M is
symmetric ([1]). Then, according to Proposition 3.4 in [8], there exists a canonical null pair {£, N}
satlsfylng (2.2) such that the corresponding 1-form T from (2.9) vanishes. Since £ is an elgenvector

field of Ag corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 and Ag is I'(S (T'M))-valued real symmetric, Ag has
m orthonormal eigenvector fields in S (7'M) and is diagonalizable. Consider a frame field of eigen-

vectors {£,Eq,...,E,} of ;15 such that {Eq,...,E,,} is an orthonormal frame field of S (T M). Then,

:\5 E; = LE;, 1<i<m. We call the eigenvalues A; the screen principal curvatures for all i.
In the following, we assume that all screen principal curvatures are constant along S (7'M) and
7 = 0. Consider the following distribution on M:

Ty ={X eT(S(TM)): A¢ X = AX).
Lemma 3.3. For any X e I'(T M), it follows that
(i) (Vx ADY = (Vy A)X, for all Y € T(TM);
(ii) (VxAg)Y = (VyAp)X, forall Y € T(TM);
(iii) Vx :lg is symmetric with respect to g i.e. for all Y,Z e I'(S(T M))
8((Vx AY.2) = g(V.(Vx A)Z):
(iv) forany Y,Z in T'(S (T M)),

¢((Vx A0Y.Z) = ¢(¥.(V2 AX) = (V2 A) Y. X);
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(v) forY €I(Ty), Z€I(Ty), we have
8((Vx ADY.Z) = g((V2 A)Y.X) = (- p)g(Vx Y. Z).
Proof. Let X,Y e I'(T M). Then (i) is a consequence of (e) in Proposition 3.1 by using 7 = 0.

(V¥ADY =  VxAe Y- AWy Y
CL) Uy Ae Y= C(X. A V)é— A Vi ¥
(Vx AY —C(X,A¢ Y)
(Vy A)X - C(X, A¢ Y)
(VyADX +C(Y.Ae X) = C(X, A¢ Y).

Since R(X, Y)¢ =0 (Eq. (3.1), by (2.23), we have C(Y,;lg X)-C(X, :\g Y) =0. Then we infer (ii). For

(iii), let X e I'(TM) and Y,Z € I'(S (T M)). We use the symmetry of A¢ with respect to g and equation
(2.17),

8((Vx A0)Y.2)

g(VX :lg Y,Z) - g( :\f (VXY),Z)

= g(Vx A¢ ¥.2) - g((Vx¥). A Z)

= g(Vx Ae Y.Z)- g(VXY,:\g 2)

= —(ng)(;lg—‘ YZ)+X- g(:\g Y,Z)- g(:xg Y,VxZ)
+(Vx@)(Y,Ae 2)~ X - g(Y, As Z) + (Y, Vx A¢ Z)

= —¢(Y,A¢ VxZ)+g(Y.Vx A¢ Z)

= o(Y.(Vx Ap)2).

Now (iv) comes from (i) and (iii). To prove (v), let X e I(TM), Y € I(T) and Z € I'(T,). By the

symmetry of A with respect to g, we have

g(Vx A: Y.2) - g(As (VxY),Z)
A1g(VxY,Z) - g(VxY,A¢ Z)
(1-we(VxY,Z).

8((Vx ;\g)Y, Z)

Thus we have (v) by using (iv)
Lemma 3.4. Let A and u be screen principal curvatures of M. Then we have
(1) Vx Y €T(TY) if X.Y € T(T)),

(2) VxY LTy; VyX LT, if X€ I(T,), Ye I(T,), 1#
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Proof. Let ZeT'(TM) and X,Y € I'(T;). By (i) and (iv) in Lemma 3.3, it follows that

2(VxA¢ Y,2) - g(VxA)Y,Z)

= 2g(Vx ¥,2) - g(Y,(V2A)X)

= g(Vx Y.2)-g(Y.V2A¢ X) +8(Vz X, A¢ Y)
= 1g(Vx Y,2) - Ag(Y,Vz X)+Ag(Vz X, Y)

= A(Vx Y.2),

8(AsVx Y, Z2)

and we conclude that :\gex Y- %X Y = &, where a is a smooth function. Since n(,f\gex Y-A %X

Y)=0=a, then A;Vy ¥ —AVy ¥ = 0. That is A¢Vy ¥ = A Vy ¥ This proves (1). For Z € [(T,) and
X eI(Ty),Y €I(T,), using (v) of Lemma 3.3, it follows that

§((Vx ADY.Z) = (u—Dg(VxY.2). (3.9)

On the other hand, by (iv) in Lemma 3.3, we compute
8((Vx ADY.Z) = §((Vz ADX.Y) = ~(u = Dg(VZ X.Y). (3.10)

By (1), it comes that %z X eI(Ty) for X,Z e I'(T)) and therefore g(VzX,Y) = 0. Combining relations
(3.9) and (3.10), we obtain

—(u-Dg(Vz X, Y) = (u— Dg(VxY,Z) = 0.

Hence, if A # p, then VxY 1 T,. Similarly, we have VyX 1 T}, if 1 # u.
Now we prove the following theorem which extends Cartan’s fundamental formula on lightlike
hypersurfaces of Lorentzian manifolds with constant curvature.

Theorem 3.5. Let (M,g,S (T M)) be a lightlike hypersurface of an (m+ 2)-dimensional Lorentzian
manifold (M(k),g) of constant curvature k. Assume that Eq = &, E, ..., E,, are eigenvectors of Ag

satisfying :lsc Ey =0 and :\5 E; = LE;, such that A; is constant along S(TM) for all i and T =0
({Ei}i=1,..m represents an orthonormal basis of S (T M)). Then for every i € {1,...,m}, we have

i k+jg(AVE; E) + LigANE L Ej) _

3.11
, e 3.11)
J=1 E
/lj#/l,‘
Moreover, if the screen is conformal with conformal factor ¢, then for alli e {1,...,m}
N k+ 2044
)i ) (3.12)

ARy
/1.,#/1,'

Proof. From (a) in Proposition 3.1 and (2.19), we have

R(Ei,Ej)Ej ZkE,'+/leNEi. (313)
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On the other hand, using the definition of a curvature tensor R, for 4; # A;, Lemma 3.4, (2.17) and
(2.20), we compute

g(R(Ei,Ej)Ej,Ei) = g(VEVEgEE)—8(VE VEE E)—8g(VE EE) Ei)
= 8(VEE;Vg,E)—g(VE g Ej, Ei)— Ai.8g(ANE}, E)). (3.14)
From relation (3.13), we get
g(R(El,EJ)E],E,) = k+/ljg(ANEi,Ei). (315)

Now the equality between (3.14) and (3.15) gives
k+ /ljg(ANE,', E,‘) + /l,‘g(ANEj, Ej) = g(VE[.E]‘, VEjEi) — g(V[E,-,Ej]Ejv Ei). (316)
By (v) of Lemma 3.3, we get
g((V[Ei,Ej] APE;, Ej) = (Ai—-2)g(ViEg.e\Ei Ej)
(2.17)
=" (Aj—-A)g(ViE k) Ej, E),

from which it follows that

8(ViE.E) :\g)Ei,Ej
g(V[E,-,Ej]EjaEi): ( ! ) (317)
A=A

Using (i), (iv) and (v) of Lemma 3.3, we compute

¢((VE, A, E}))
= g((VE,- ;\g)Ej, VE,-Ej) - g((VE,- :\g)E‘/, VE,-E,')

= 8((VE_,- A9E;, VE,-Ej) - g((VE,- A9E;, VEjEi)
= 2(Ai—=1,)g(VEE;, Vg E)),

8((Vig. ks :\E)Ei’Ej)

that is,
g((V[Ei,Ej] Ag—‘)Eian) =2(Ai = A)8(VE,E), Vg, E)). (3.18)
Combining (3.16), (3.17) and (3.18), we have
k+A;8(ANEi, Ei) + Lig(ANEj, EE;) = 28(VE E |, VE E)). (3.19)
Since Vg, E; =3 8(VE,Ej, E)Es+n(VE,E )¢, relation (3.19) becomes
m
k+ j8(ANE;, E)+ Aig(ANE; E)) =2 ) o(VE E}, E)8(VE, Er, E). (3.20)
s=1
Again, by using (i) and (v) of Lemma 3.3, we get

g((VE, :\g)E W Eg)?
(/li - /ls)(/lj - As) ’

m
k+A;g(ANE;, E;)+ Aig(ANE E)) = 22 (3.21)
s=1

SELLJ
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and therefore we have

i k+A;g(ANE;, E;) + 4ig(ANE}, E)
- -1
A

_ i 5 i 8((VE, Ap)E;, E)?
p (A= A)(Aj = A)(Ai = A)
Ai#EA A Aj#EdAs

_ i I S i 2((Vi, ADE;, E,)?

— A=Ay A (A== A))
Aj# A,y Aj#A, A
32 1 k+A;8(ANE;, E))+ Aig(ANE,E)
s=1 /11 - /ls ,
As#A;

thus (3.11) follows. Using (3.7), we get (3.12).

4 Application

In this section, we consider a lightlike hypersurface M of R’l”*z whose screen principal curvatures
are constant along S (7"M). We assume that M has at most two distinct screen principal curvatures.
We prove the following

Theorem 4.1. Let (M, g,S (T M)) be a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of R’l’”z whose screen
principal curvatures are constant along the screen distribution S (T M) and at most two are distinct.
If M has two distinct screen principal curvatures, then one of them must be zero.

Proof Since we assume that M has at most two distinct screen principal curvatures, then there
exists p € {1,...,m} such that

/11 2/122"'2/11720’ and /117+1 I/lp+2 ="'=/lm 2,3.
By using this together with equation (3.7) and k = 0, the equation (3.19) becomes

‘,Daﬂ = g(VE;yEﬁs VEﬁE(¥)7

where ¢ is the conformal factor. Using (2) in Lemma 3.4, we have 8(VE, Ep,VEEy) = 0. Thus
wafs = 0. Since ¢ is a nowhere-vanishing and smooth function defined on a connected and maximal
neighborhood, @ # S, thena =0and 8#0ora # 0 and 5 =0.

Now, suppose that M has exactly two distinct screen principal curvatures. Then, by Theorem
4.1 one of them must be 0. We denote by A the non-zero screen principal curvatures and r the
multiplicity of A. The sets,

T, = {XeDl(S{TM) AsX = X}

To = (Xe[(STM)| A¢ X =0)

define the distributions of dimension r and dimension m — r, respectively. By Lemma 3.4, 7 and
Ty are both involutive and if X € I'(T)), Y € I['( Ty), then VxY e I'(Ty), VyX € I'(T,), which shows
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that 7; and T are parallel along their normals in S (7' M). Moreover, it is known that (see [1]) if
M is a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of a Lorentzian manifold, the screen distribution
S (T M) is Riemannian, integrable and the induced Ricci tensor on M is symmetric. More precisely,
a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface is locally a product C x M’ where C is a null curve, M’ is
an integral manifold of S (T M) ([1]). We have the following local decomposition.

Theorem 4.2. Let (M,g,S(TM)) be a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of a Lorentzian Eu-
clidean space R’l’”z with exactly two distinct screen curvatures which are constant along S (T M).
Then, M is locally a lightlike triple product manifold C X (M’ = My X My), where C is a null curve,
M’ is an integral manifold of S(TM), M, and My are leaves of some distributions M such that
M, is a totally geodesic Riemannian manifold of constant curvature 29> and My is an (m —r)-
dimensional totally geodesic Euclidean space.

Proof Since M has exactly two distinct screen curvatures, by Theorem 4.1 one must be zero and
we denote by A the non-zero one. Then we take 7, and T as above. On the other hand, the leaf
M’ of S(T M) is Riemannian and S (TM) =T, L Ty, where T and T are parallel distributions with
respect to the induced connection on M’. By the decomposition theorem of de Rham ([7]), we have
M’ = M, x My, where M, and M are some leaves of T, and T respectively. Thus M is locally a
product CX M’ = C X My X My. Now, let X e I'(T)) and Y € I'(Ty), we have g(X,Y) = 0, and then
e(Vz X,Y)+g(X,V, ¥) = 0. If Z € [(T,), by Lemma 3.4, V; X € T(Ty) and g(Vz X,Y) = 0. This
shows that M, is totally geodesic in S (T M). In entirely the same way, we can see that M is totally

.....

is an orthonormal frame field of Ty, then using (3.13) and (2.22) we have: g(R(E,-,Ej)Ej, E,-) = go/lz =
g( I*Q (E,-,Ej)Ej,E,-) - /1290. Then g( 1*3 (Ei,E.,-)Ej,Ei) = 2/1290. Thus the sectional curvature K of the
leaf M, of T, is given by

g( R (Ei,Ej)Ej,Ei)
S(Ei,ENg(E;,Ej)—g*(E,,E))

K(E,E)) = =2p1%.
By the same way, we can see that the sectional curvature K’ of the leaf M of T is 0. This completes
the proof.

Next, we say that M is totally umbilical if for any coordinate neighborhood U c M, there exists

a smooth function p such that
B(X.Y) = pg(X.Y), 4.1

for all X,Y € I'(T M|qy), or equivalently,
Ae X =pPX, 4.2)

for all X e I'(T Mlq). It is easy to see that if the screen principal curvatures are all identical and
non-zero then M is totally umbilical.
M is said to be a totally geodesic lightlike hypersurface if the second fundamental form B = 0

or equivalently A= 0. It is easy to see that if the screen principal curvatures are all zero then M is
totally geodesic.

Remark 4.3. Since we assume that M has at most two distinct screen principal curvatures, thus, if
the screen principal curvatures are all identical, M is either totally geodesic or totally umbilical and
if the two screen principal curvatures are distinct, then M = C X M, X M.

Thus we have the following classifcation theorem.
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Theorem 4.4. Let (M,g,S (T M)) be a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of a Lorentzian Eu-
clidean space R’{”Z whose screen principal curvatures are all contant along the screen distribution
S (T M) such that at most two of them are distinct. Then we have one of the following:

(1) M is either totally geodesic or totally umbilical;

(2) M is locally a lightlike triple product manifold C X My x My, where C is a null curve, M, and
My are leaves of some distributions of M such that M is a totally geodesic Riemannian man-
ifold of constant curvature 2% and My is an (m — r)-dimensional totally geodesic Euclidean
space.

Theorem 4.5. Let My and My be as in theorem 4.2. Then M, is a totally umbilical submanifold of
]R’l'”z and My is a totally geodesic submanifold of R’l’”z.

Proof As M’ is a Riemannian submanifold of codimension 2 of R’l’”z, consider in the normal
bundle TM’+, the vector fields

1
=2 s N

® 1
=——¢+——N and ¢
NariNEr NG NG

Clearly, {{1,{>} is an orthonormal basis , where {; and {; are spacelike and timelike respectively.
Then for any X, Y e I'(T M,), we have

4]

m+2

VxY =ViY+ Y galAgX, VEL 4.3)

a=r+1

where g,, V* are the induced metric and the induced connection on M, respectively, &2 are or-
thonormal normals to T M, in Rﬁ”” such that g}i .1 =¢1 and f,i +2 = &2, Ag are corresponding shape
operators of £2. In addition,

VxY = VxY+B(X,Y)N
= ViY+g(A: X.Y)N
= Uy Y+CX.N)E+g(Ae X.Y)N
= Vyx V+g(AnX. V)E+g(Ae X, V)N
= Uy Y+g(Ae X.V)E+g(Ae X.Y)N

m
= ViY+ D (AL X VE + (A X V)(@E +N)

a=r+1

Vir+ ) BAALX.V)E +A(X. V)€ +N), (4.4)

a=r+1
where A; 2 denotes the shape operator of M, with respect to & in S (TM). By Theorem 4.2, M is
totally geodesic in S (T'M), and consequently the equation (4.4) can be written as follows:
VxY = V¥ +A82(X. Y)(gé + N) = Vi Y + V2lpldga (X, Y)¢1. 4.5)

Comparing (4.3) and (4.5), we have Ang =0, foralla#m+1 and A§,1 1X =A; X = +2|p|AX. Thus,

M, is a totally umbilical submanifold of ]R’l’”z. Similarly, we can prove that My is a totally geodesic
submanifold in R™2.
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S Examples

Example 5.1. Let (R‘l‘, 2) be a4-dimensional semi-Euclidean space with Lorentzian signature. Con-
sider a Monge hypersurface M of R‘I‘ given by

It is easy to check that M is a lightlike hypersurface whose radical distribution Rad7 M is spanned
by
1

Y g+ 54—0
\/§/y2+zzy \/§/y2+zzz o

It is readily checked that, one gets an orthonormal basis {E, E>} of S (T M) given by

§=3t+

E = ;(—za)&yaz);

1

Then the lightlike transversal vector bundle is given by

E, = ( y2+z26x—y8y—zaz) €=+

1
tr(TM) = Span{N = _Eat +

L W S W
VB2 +22 © B2 . VB

By direct computation, we obtain

Ve &=V é= Ey and Vg,é=Vg,é=0. (5.1)

1

Thus, from the Weingarten formula (2.16), we have

* 1 *
A Ey=———E|, AtE;=0 and 7=0.
¢ sz
Then, M has two distinct screen principal curvatures 4; = —ﬁm and A, = 0. On the other hand,
we have
_ 1 _ _
VEINZ —El, VE2N= 0 and Vé:N: 0. (52)

B2

Then, from the Weingarten formula (2.9), we have

ANEL == :\g Ei, AyE> =0 and Ayné =0.

1 1
- FE=-
V82 +22 2
Next, any X € I'(T M), is expressed by X = aE| + BE» +y£, where «, 8,y are smooth functions, and

then AyX = eANE| +BANE, +YANE = % ;ig X, thatis M is a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface
of R‘ll with conformal factor ¢ = % Thus, M is a screen conformal lightlike hypersurface of R‘l‘ with
two distinct screen principal curvatures.
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Example 5.2. (The lightlike cone A] of R?)
Let R‘l‘ be the space R* endowed with the semi-Euclidean metric

g(u,v) = —xx'+yy +z7' +1t,
where u = (x,y,z,t)and v=(x",y’,7’,t’). The light cone Ag is given by the equation -2+ y2 +722+1% =
0 with (x,y,z,7) # (0,0,0,0). It is known that Ag is a lightlike hypersurface of R‘ll and the radical
distribution is spanned by a global vector field

& =x0,+y0, +z0, +10; (5.3)

on A(3). It is easy to see that, one gets an orthonormal basis {E, E;} of S (TAS) given by

1
t2+y2 2 y
E, = ( ) )(@—;6,),

1
2 2\2
[ttty vz gt

As € is a position vector field, we get forall i = 1,2
6E,’é‘: = VE,é: =E;.
Using (2.16), we have :15 Ei+1(E)éE+E; =0. As :15 is I'(S (T M))-valued we obtain

A¢ Ei=-E;, (5.4)

for all i = 1,2 This proves that 1} = A, = -1 and 7 =0.
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