arXiv:2404.16788v1 [math.DG] 25 Apr 2024

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS

MUHITTIN EVREN AYDIN^1, ADELA MIHAI^2, AND CIHAN OZGUR^3

Abstract. In this paper we study rectifying submanifolds of a Riemannian manifold endowed with an anti-torqued vector field. For this, we first determine a necessary and sufficient condition for the ambient space to admit such a vector field. Then we characterize submanifolds for which an anti-torqued vector field is always assumed to be tangent or normal. A similar characterization is also done in the case of the torqued vector fields. Finally, we obtain that the rectifying submanifolds with anti-torqued axis are the warped products whose warping function is a first integration of the conformal scalar of the axis.

1. Introduction

In 2003, B.-Y. Chen [4] initiated the study of the rectifying curves, a remarkable class of space curves in the Euclidean 3-space E^3 , whose position vectors always lie in its rectifying plane, closely related to the famous space curves, e.g. geodesics, helices, centrodes and etc. Since then, it has been of great interest, and without making a complete list, we refer to [3, 5, 6, 13, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25].

The notion of a rectifying curve was extended to higher dimensions in [7, 8] by defining a rectifying submanifold in E^m as a submanifold for which the position vector always lie in its rectifying space, i.e. the orthogonal complement to the first normal space. Such submanifolds were completely classified in the cited works [7, 8]. The counterpart in the pseudo-Euclidean setting can be found in [9]. Afterwards, such submanifolds were adapted to an arbitrary Riemannian manifold as follows. Definition 1.1. [10] Let V a non-zero vector field on a Riemannian m-manifold (~M, g̃) and M a submanifold of ~M. Let also, for a point p ∈ M, Im h_p be the first normal space of M in ~M. Then, M is called a rectifying submanifold in ~M with respect to V if the normal component V^⊥ ≠ 0 on M and (1) g̃(V (p), Im h_p) = 0, ∀p ∈ M. We call the submanifold M a rectifying submanifold with axis V . With this definition, the study of rectifying submanifolds in Riemannian manifolds is an interesting

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53B40, 53C42, 53B20.

Key words and phrases. Riemannian manifold; anti-torqued vector field; warped product; rectifying submanifold. 1

problem, especially under certain conditions on the axis V . In order to clarify it, let ~∇ be the Levi-Civita connection on ~M. A vector field V on ~M is called a torse-forming vector field [30] if (2) ~∇_X V = fX + ω(X)V, ∀X ∈ Γ(T ~M), for a 1-form ω and a smooth function f on ~M, where the 1-form ω and the function f are called the generating form and conformal scalar of V , respectively [26]. Particularly, it is called a concircular vector field if the generating form ω vanishes identically. Such vector fields have applications in Physics, see [12, 18, 27, 28].

A subclass of torse-forming vector fields, called torqued vector fields, was introduced by imposing the condition ω(V ) = 0 on M̃ in (2) (see [10]). Then, in the same paper [10], a necessary and sufficient condition for a Riemannian manifold (also Lorentzian manifold) to admit a torqued vector field was determined. In addition, some characterizations of rectifying submanifolds in a Riemannian manifold with torqued axis were given in [10].

Another subclass of torse-forming vector fields was introduced by S. Deshmukh et al. [15], so-called anti-torqued vector fields: let V be a torse-forming vector field given by (2) and W dual to ω. Particularly, assume W = −fV , and so ω(X) = −fν(X), where ν is the dual of V and X ∈ T ~M. Notice here that, in the case of torqued vector fields, W is perpendicular to V . An anti-torqued vector field is a non-vanishing vector field V on ~M fulfilling (3) ~∇_X V = f(X − ν(X)V ), ∀X ∈ Γ(T ~M). There are important differences between torqued and anti-torqued vector fields. For example it can be seen from (3) that a unit anti-torqued vector field is also a unit geodesic vector field, which is not possible for the torqued ones. Also an anti-torqued vector field cannot be reduced to a concircular vector field, in constrast to a torqued vector field. Moreover, there is no a torqued vector field that is also a gradient vector field (see [10, Proposition 3.1]), while there are examples for the other case [15]. With the features, the anti-torqued vector fields generate an independent subclass of the torse-forming vector fields on Riemannian manifolds.

The global existence of a nonzero vector field on a Riemannian manifold is a tool to better understand its geometry and topology. For instance, various characterizations of spheres and Euclidean spaces in [14, 15, 16, 17, 22] were done through certain vector fields, e.g. a geodesic vector field, a Killling vector field, and a torse-forming vector field. In particular, while on a sphere there are no globally defined antitorqued vector fields (except the trivial ones), on a Euclidean space they can be globally defined [15].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we first give the fundamental formulas and equations in submanifold theory and recall some well-known equalities for

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS3

warped products to use in our calculations. In Sect. 3, we state that a Riemannian manifold admits an anti-torqued vector field if and only if it is locally a warped product (Thm. 3.1), which is similar to a consequence in [10] that it is locally a twisted product in the case of the torqued vector fields. After that we characterize submanifolds, in Sect. 4, on which the tangential or normal components of a torqued or an anti-torqued vector field vanish identically (Propositions 4.1 and 4.7). Several examples are provided. Sect. 5 is devoted to classify rectifying submanifolds when the axis is assumed to be anti-torqued. Clearly, we obtain that a rectifying submanifold of a Riemannian manifold with axis V is a warped product (see Thm. 5.1) such that the warping function is a first integration of the conformal scalar of V . In the Euclidean ambient space, the examples for such submanifolds are also given.

2. Preliminaries

Let (~M, g̃) be a Riemannian m-manifold and ~∇ the Levi-Civita connection on ~M. Let Γ(T ~M) the set of the sections of the tangent bundle of ~M. The Riemannian curvature tensor of ~∇ is ~R(X, Y )Z = ~∇_X ~∇_Y Z − ~∇_Y ~∇_X Z − ~∇_{[X,Y ]}Z, X, Y, Z ∈ Γ(T ~M). Let u, v ∈ T_p ~M be two linearly independenty vectors tangent to ~M at p ∈ ~M and π = Span{u, v} a plane section. Then, the sectional curvature is defined by ~K(π) = ~K(u, v) = g̃( ~R(u, v)v, u) g̃(u, u)g̃(v, v) − g̃(u, v)^2 . We call ~M a real space form if the sectional curvature ~K is constant, say c, for every plane section π and every point x ∈ ~M. In this case, the curvature tensor is given by ~R(X, Y )Z = c{g̃(Y, Z)X − g̃(X, Z)Y }, ∀X ∈ Γ(T ~M). Let M be an n-dimensional submanifold of ~M, T_pM and N_pM the tangent and the normal spaces of M in ~M at some point p ∈ M, respectively. A natural orthogonal decomposition is written by T_p ~M = T_pM ⊕ N_pM, ∀p ∈ M. The formula of Gauss is given by ~∇_X Y = ∇_X Y + h(X, Y ), ∀X, Y ∈ Γ(T M), where ∇ is the induced Levi-Civita connection on M and h the second fundamental form. A totally geodesic submanifold is defined by the condition h = 0. The first normal space of M at some point p ∈ M is a subspace of N_pM defined by Im h_p = Span{h(X, Y ) : X, Y ∈ T_pM}.

The formula of Weingarten is given by ~∇_X ξ = −A_ξ(X) + D_X ξ, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M), ∀ξ ∈ Γ(NM), where A is the shape operator of M and D is the normal connection in Γ(NM). A relationship between h and A is given by g̃(h(X, Y ), ξ) = g(A_ξX, Y ), ∀X, Y ∈ Γ(T M), ∀ξ ∈ Γ(NM), where g is the induced metric tensor of M.

Let {e_1, ..., e_n} be an orthonormal frame on M. The mean curvature is defined by H = 1 n n∑ i=1 h(e_i, e_i). We call M umbilical with respect to a vector field ξ normal to M if A_ξ = μId, for a smooth function μ on M. It is also called totally umbilical if it is umbilical with respect to every normal direction.

From the formulas of Gauss and Weingarten, it follows (4) R̃(X, Y )Z = R(X, Y )Z − A_{h(Y,Z)}X + A_{h(X,Z)}Y + h(X, ∇_Y Z) −h(Y, ∇_X Z) − h([X, Y ], Z) + D_X h(Y, Z) − D_Y h(X, Z) and then (5) g(R(X, Y )Z, W ) = g̃( ~R(X, Y )Z, W ) + g̃(h(X, W ), h(Y, Z)) −g̃(h(X, Z), h(Y, W )). This is known as the Gauss equation.

2.1. Warped products. Let (M_1, g_1) and (M_2, g_2) be two Riemannian manifolds and consider the natural projections of the product M_1 × M_2 π_i : M_1 × M_2 → M_i, i = 1, 2.

A twisted product ~M = M_1 ×_λ M_2 is the manifold M_1 ×M_2 equipped with the metric tensor g̃ = g_1 + λ^2g_2, where λ is a smooth function on ~M. Particularly, if the function λ depends only on M_1 then ~M is called a warped product and λ warping function. M_1 and M_2 are said to be the base and the fiber of ~M, respectively.

The leaves M_1 × {q} = π^{−1}_2 (q) and the fibers {p} × M_2 = π^{−1}_1 (p) are submanifolds of ~M. We call a vector tangent to leaves (resp. fibers) horizontal (resp. vertical). Denote by L(M_1) (resp. L(M_2)) the set of all horizontal (resp. vertical) lifts. A useful result that we will use later is the following.

Proposition 2.1. [11] Let ~∇ and^i ~∇ be the Levi-Civita connections on ~M = M_1 ×_λ M_2 and M_i (i = 1, 2), respectively. Let also X_i, Y_i ∈ L(M_i). Then,

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS5

(1) ~∇_{X1} Y_1 ∈ L(M_1) is the lift of^1 ~∇_{X1} Y_1, (2) ~∇_{X1} X_2 = ~∇_{X2} X_1 = (X_1 log λ)X_2.

3. Anti-Torqued Vector Fields and Warped Products Recall that a Riemannian m-manifold ~M admits a torqued vector field if and only if it is locally the twisted product I ×_λ F , where F is a Riemannian (m − 1)-manifold and I is an open real interval (see [10, Theorem 3.1]). In this section, we consider the case that ~M admits an anti-torqued vector field.

Theorem 3.1. Let F be a Riemannian (m−1)-manifold, I an open real interval and λ a smooth function on I. Then, a Riemannian m-manifold admits an anti-torqued vector field if and only if it is locally the warped product I ×_λ F . Proof. Let (~M, g̃) be a Riemannian m-manifold endowed with an anti-torqued vector field V . We will show that ~M is locally a warped product. If ν is the dual of V , then ν(X) = g̃(X, V ), for every X ∈ T ~M and so (3) writes as (6) ~∇_X V = f(X − g̃(X, V )V ), ∀X ∈ T ~M. Denote by E_1 ∈ Γ(T ~M) a unit vector field. There is a smooth function λ > 0 on ~M such that V = λE_1. The covariant differentiation of V is ~∇_V V = λE_1(λ)E_1 + λ^2 ~∇_{E1} E_1, and, by (6), ~∇_V V = fλ(1 − λ^2)E_1.

Because λ ≠ 0 and E_1 ⊥ ~∇_{E1} E_1, we conclude E_1(λ) = f(1 − λ^2), ~∇_{E1} E_1 = 0, implying the integral curves of E_1 are geodesics in ~M. Setting D = Span{E_1}, we have an integrable distribution D in which the leaves are totally geodesic in ~M. We now extend E_1 to a local orthonormal frame {E_1, ..., E_m} on ~M. The connection forms are ~∇_{Ej} E_i = m∑ k=1 ω^k_i (E_j )E_k, ω^k_i + ω^i_k = 0. i, j ∈ {1, ..., m}. Set D^⊥ = Span{E_2, ..., E_n}. Because g̃(E_j, E_1) = 0, for j = 2, ..., m, (6) is now (7) ~∇_{Ej} V = fE_j, j = 2, ..., m. The covariant differentiation of V is (8) ~∇_{Ej} V = E_j (λ)E_1 + λ m∑ k=1 ω^k_1 (E_j)E_k, j = 2, ..., m.

It follows from Eqs. (7) and (8) that

(9) ω^k_1 (E_j ) = f λ δ_{jk}, ∀j, k ∈ {2, ..., m}, and E_j (λ) = 0, j = 2, ..., m. It is obvious that ω^k_1 (E_j ) = ω^j_1(E_k), ∀j, k ∈ {2, ..., m} and so the integrability of the distribution D^⊥ is guaranteed by the Frobenius Theorem. In addition, the leaves of D^⊥ are totally umbilical hypersurfaces in ~M whose mean curvature is f/λ. Since those leaves are hypersurfaces, their mean curvature vector fields become parallel, namely D^⊥ is a spheric foliation. Then, by [29, Proposition 3], ~M is locally the warped product I ×_λ F , where I is an open interval, F is a Riemannian (m − 1)-manifold, and λ > 0 a smooth function on I. Hence, the metric tensor g̃ of ~M becomes

(10) g̃ = ds^2 + λ^2g, E_1 = ∂ ∂s , where g denotes the metric tensor of F . Moreover, the anti-torqued form ν = λds, where ds is the dual of the lift to ~M of^∂_{∂s} .

Conversely, assume that ~M is a non-trivial warped product I ×_λ F endowed with the metric tensor as in (10). By Proposition 2.1, we have ~∇_{∂∂s} ∂ ∂s = 0 and ~∇_{∂∂s} Y = ~∇_Y ∂ ∂s = ( d log λ ds ) Y, for every Y ∈ L(F ). Define V =^∂_{∂s} . We write

(11) ~∇_X V = { 0, X ‖ V, d log λ ds X, X ⊥ V, for every X tangent to ~M. Assume now that ν is a 1−form on ~M which is the dual of the lift to ~M of^∂_{∂s} . Then, we have ν(Y ) = g̃(Y, V ) = 0, for every Y ∈ L(F ). Hence, we conclude

(12) f(X − ν(X)V ) = { 0, X ‖ V, fX, X ⊥ V. If we set f =^{d log λ}_{ds} and if we compare Eqs. (11) and (12), then we conclude that V =^∂_{∂s} is an anti-torqued vector field on ~M, completing the proof. □

Remark 3.2. By Eqs. (11) and (12), we point out that V =^∂_{∂s} cannot be a concircular vector field because ~∇_V V = 0.

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS7

4. Characterizations of Submanifolds by (Anti-)Torqued Vector Fields

Let ~M be a Riemannian manifold endowed with a certain nonzero vector field V . In case V is an anti-torqued or a torqued vector field, we characterize submanifolds of ~M depending on whether the tangential or the normal components of V with respect to M are identically zero. We conduct this investigation in separate cases, as there are significant differences between such vector fields, which have already been mentioned in Sect. 1.

4.1. Characterizations via anti-torqued vector fields. We point out that without loss of generality, an anti-torqued vector field can be assumed to be unit (see [15]). We prove:

Theorem 4.1. Let ~M be a Riemannian manifold endowed with a unit anti-torqued vector field V , M a submanifold of ~M, and A the shape operator of M.

(1) If the tangential component V^⊤ = 0 identically on M, then V^⊥ is parallel and umbilic direction.

(2) If the normal component V^⊥ = 0 identically on M, then |A_ξ| = 0, for every ξ ∈ Γ(NM) and R̃(X, Y )V^⊤ = R(X, Y )V^⊤, ∀X, Y ∈ Γ(T M). Proof. Let ~∇ be the Levi-Civita connection on ~M. We distinguish the two cases: Case 1. Assume that tangential component V^⊤ = 0 on M. By the definition of an anti-torqued vector field and the formula of Weingarten, we have fX = ~∇_X V^⊥ = −A_V ⊥ (X) + D_X V^⊥, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M), which implies D_X V^⊥ = 0, A_V ⊥ (X) = −fX, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M). Then we gave the proof of the first item.

Case 2. If the normal component V^⊥ = 0 on M, then by using the similar argument as in the first case, we get f(X − g(X, V^⊤)V^⊤) = ~∇_X V^⊤ = ∇_X V^⊤ + h(X, V^⊤), ∀X ∈ Γ(T M). Here the normal component is identically 0, namely (13) h(X, V^⊤) = 0, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M), or equivalently g(A_ξ(V^⊤), X) = 0, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M), ∀ξ ∈ Γ(NM), which implies that A_ξ has determinant 0. We next substitute Eq. (13) in Eq. (4), obtaining ~R(X, Y )V^⊤ = R(X, Y )V^⊤ + h(X, ∇_Y V^⊤) − h(Y, ∇_X V^⊤), ∀X, Y ∈ Γ(T M). By the definition of an anti-torqued vector field, we get ~R(X, Y )V^⊤ = R(X, Y )V^⊤ + f(h(X, Y ) − g(Y, V^⊤)h(X, V^⊤)) − f(h(Y, X) − g(X, V^⊤)h(Y, V^⊤)), ∀X, Y ∈ Γ(T M). Considering Eq. (13) in the above equation completes the proof. □

In particular cases, we indicate some consequences of Thm. 4.1 as well as examples. For this, let ~M be a Riemannian manifold endowed with a unit anti-torqued vector field V and M be a hypersurface of ~M. If the tangential component V^⊤ = 0 identically on M, then according to the first item of Proposition 4.1 it is totally umbilical in ~M. When the ambient space ~M is the Euclidean space, the hyperspheres are the only hypersurfaces with V^⊤ = 0.

Corollary 4.2. Let ~M be a Riemannian manifold endowed with an anti-torqued vector field V . Then, the totally umbilical hypersurfaces are the only hypersurfaces in ~M for which the tangential component of V in M is identically zero.

In the following we give an example for a submanifold of codimension 2 fulfilling the first item of Thm. 4.1.

Example 4.3 (V^⊤ = 0). Let (x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) be the canonical coordinates in E^4 and M = S^1(r_1) × S^1(r_2) be the Clifford torus in E^4 with r^2_1 + r^2 = 1. Let also E be the radial vector field in E^4 . Then, V = E/|E| is a unit anti-torqued vector field on the connected Riemannian manifold E^4 − {0} [15]. Let ~∇ be the Levi-Civita connection on E^4 . Then, ~∇_{~X} V = 1 |E| ( ~X − ⟨ ~X, V ⟩V ), for every ~X tangent to E^4 . Here the conformal scalar f of V is f(x_1, ..., x_4) = (_4 ∑ i=1 x^2_i )_{−1/2} , (x_1, ..., x_4) ∈ E^4 − {0}. Clearly, V is normal to M. As the restriction V |_M is radial, we have X = ~∇_X V = −A_V (X) + D_X V, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M), implying V is parallel and A_V = −X, namely V is an umbilic direction.

Although the equality V^⊥ = 0 is not allowed in Definition 1.1, it is naturally satisfied as long as M is a hypersurface of ~M. In such a case, by the second item of Theorem 4.1 the following consequence can be stated.

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS9

Corollary 4.4. Let ~M be a Riemannian manifold endowed with an anti-torqued vector field V and M be a rectifying hypersurface with axis V . Then, the shape operator of M has zero determinant.

In the following we exhibit two examples of such hypersurfaces with |A| = 0.

Example 4.5 (V^⊥ = 0). Let c(s) be a unit speed geodesic circle in S^2 ⊂ E^3 and M be a tangent developable parametrized by r(s, t) = c(s) + tc^′(s), s ∈ I ⊂ R, t ∈ R. The unit normal vector field to M is −c(s)×c^′(s). If we take the anti-torqued vector field V = E/|E| on E^3 −{0}, then we see V^⊥ = 0 on M. Clearly, the shape operator of every tangent developable in E^3 has zero determinant (see [19]).

Example 4.6 (V^⊥ = 0). Let M be a cone in E^m with vertex at the origin given in implicit form

φ(x_1, ..., x_m) = x^2_1 + ... + x^2_{m−1} − x^2_m = 0, (x_1, ..., x_m) ≠ (0, ..., 0).

Let also V = E/|E| the unit anti-torqued vector field on E^m − {0}. As V |_M is perpendicular to grad φ, V |_M is always tangent to M, where grad is the gradient of E^m .

Let M be a submanifold of ~M and V an anti-torqued vector field on ~M. Assume that the normal component V^⊥ = 0 identically on M. By the second item of Thm. 4.1, we have g̃(R̃(X, V^⊤)V^⊤, X) = g(R(X, V^⊤)V^⊤, X), ∀X ∈ Γ(T M). If π = Span{X, V^⊤} is any plane section at x ∈ M, then the above equation yields (14) ~K(π) = K(π). Now we go back to Example 4.5 and recall that any tangent developable has vanishing Gaussian curvature. In view of that the sectional curvature of a surface in E^3 is equivalent to the Gaussian curvature, we see that (14) is clearly satisfied for the surface given in Example 4.5.

4.2. Characterizations via torqued vector fields. We characterize submanifolds through the torqued vector fields V as we did in the previous subsection. Let ω and f be the torqued form and conformal scalar of V . If we denote by W the dual of ω, then we know g̃(V, W ) = 0. The natural orthogonal decompositions of V and W in M are given uniquely by

(15) V = V^⊤ + V^⊥, W = W^⊤ + W^⊥.

Proposition 4.7. Let ~M be a Riemannian manifold endowed with a torqued vector field V , M a submanifold of ~M, and A the shape operator of M.

(1) If V^⊥ = 0 identically on M, then V^⊤ is a concircular vector field on M and, for every ξ ∈ Γ(NM), the shape operator A_ξ has zero determinant.

(2) If V^⊤ = 0 identically on M, then V^⊥ is an umbilical direction and D_X V^⊥ = 0, D_W ⊤ V^⊥ = |W^⊤|^2V^⊥, for every X ⊥ W^⊤ tangent to M and the normal connection D on Γ(NM).

Proof. We distinguish two cases:

Case 1. Assume that V |_M ∈ Γ(T M). By (15) we have W |_M ∈ Γ(NM). As V is a torqued vector field, we get ~∇_X V = fX + g̃(W, X)V = fX, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M). From the formula of Gauss, we see ∇_X V = fX, namely V |_M is concircular on M. Also, we conclude h(X, V ) = 0, for every X tangent to M which is equivalent to |A_ξ| = 0, for every ξ normal to M.

Case 2. If V |_M ∈ Γ(NM), then from (15) it follows W |_M ∈ Γ(NM). By the definition of a torqued vector field and the formula of Weingarten, we write −A_V (X) + D_X V = ~∇_X V = fX + g(W, X)V, ∀X ∈ Γ(T M). Comparing the tangential and normal components we complete the proof. □ 5. Rectifying submanifolds with anti-torqued axis

Let ~M be a Riemannian m-manifold and M be an n-dimensional submanifold of ~M. Let also V be a torqued vector field on ~M with V ⊤ ≠ 0 on M. Recall that M is a rectifying submanifold with torqued axis V if and only if V^⊤ is a torse-forming vector field on M such that the conformal scalar and the generating form are the restrictions of the torqued function and the torqued form on M, respectively [10, Theorem 4.1].

Motivated by the above result we will classify the rectifying submanifolds ~M with anti-torqued axis. We say that M is proper if V^⊤ ≠ 0 and V^⊥ ≠ 0 on M. Theorem 5.1. Let ~M be a Riemannian m-manifold endowed with an anti-torqued vector field V and M be an n-dimensional proper rectifying submanifold with axis V . Assume that 1 < n < m − 1. Then, M is locally the warped product J ×_λ N, where J is an open interval, N is a Riemannian (n − 1)-manifold and the metric tensor of M is

(16) g = ds^2 + ( tanh ∫_s f(u)du )_2 g_N , V^⊤ |V^⊤| = ∂ ∂s , where f is the conformal scalar of V and g_N is the metric tensor of N.

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS11

Proof. By Definition 1.1, we write g̃(V^⊥, h(X, Y )) = 0, ∀X, Y ∈ Γ(T M), which immediately yields A_V ⊥ = 0 on M. Also, from the definition of anti-torqued vector field it follows (17) ~∇_X (V^⊤ + V^⊥) = f{X − g(X, V^⊤)(V^⊤ + V^⊥)}, where ~∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on ~M. Using the formulas of Gauss and Weingarten, one gets (18) ~∇_X (V^⊤ + V^⊥) = ∇_X V^⊤ + h(X, V^⊤) + D_X V^⊥. Comparing the tangential components in Eqs. (17) and (18), we deduce (19) fX = fg(X, V^⊤)V^⊤ + ∇_X V^⊤.

Let E_1 be a unit tangent vector field and V^⊤ = λE_1, for a positive smooth function λ on M. We may extend it to a local orthonormal frame {E_1, E_2, ..., E_n} on M. Writing X = E_1 in Eq. (19), we have (20) {(−1 + λ^2)f + E_1(λ)}E_1 + λ∇_{E1} E_1 = 0, where ∇_{E1} E_1 = 0 because E_1 ⊥ ∇_{E1} E_1. Analogously, plugging X = E_j (j = 2, ..., n) into Eq. (19), we obtain fE_j = E_j (λ)E_1 + λ∇_{Ej} E_1.

Taking inner product of this equation by E_1, we get (21) ∇_{Ej} E_1 = f λ E_j , E_j (λ) = 0, for every j = 2, ..., n. Therefore the connection forms of M are ω^i_1(E_1) = 0, i ∈ {1, ..., n}, ω^k_1 (E_j) = f λ δ_{jk}, j, k ∈ {2, ..., n}. Using similar argumens as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we may show that M is locally the warped product J ×_λ N such that the metric tensor of M is given by g = ds^2 + λ^2g_N , where λ is the warping function and g_N is the metric tensor of N. Moreover, Eq. (20) is now (−1 + λ^2)f + dλ ds = 0.

The proof is completed by a first integration. □

Remark 5.2. Let E be the radial vector field in E^m . We know that V = E/|E| is the anti-torqued vector field on E^m −{0}. Accordingly, every rectifying submanifold M in E^m with axis V is a rectifying submanifold in the sense of [7], namely if Ψ : M → E^m − {0} an isometric immersion of M into E^m − {0}, then we get

V |_M = V ∘ Ψ = Ψ |Ψ| and, by Definition 1.1,

0 = ⟨

Ψ(p) |Ψ(p)| , Im h_p⟩ = ⟨Ψ(p), Im h_p⟩, ∀p ∈ M. With Remark 5.2, in the Euclidean setting, we are able to establish an example of rectifying submanifolds with anti-torqued axis. For this, recall that by a spherical submanifold of E^m we mean a submanifold contained in a hypersphere of E^m . Example 5.3. Let Ψ : M → E^m − {0} be an isometric immersion of a Riemannian manifold M into E^m given by Ψ(s, t_2, ..., t_n) = √ 1 + s^2Ω(s, t_2, ..., t_n), where (s, t_2, ..., t_n) is a local coordinate system on M and Ω is the isometric immersion of a spherical submanifold into E^m − {0} whose metric tensor is given by

(22) g_Ω = 1 (1 + s^2)^2

(ds^2 + s^2 n∑ i,j=2 g_{ij}(t_2, ..., t_n)dt_idt_j ). From [7, Theorem 4.2], we know that Ψ^⊤ ≠ 0 ≠ Ψ^⊥ and the following relation is satisfied ⟨Ψ(p), Im h_p⟩ = 0, ∀p ∈ M. This implies that M is a proper rectifying submanifold of E^m whose axis is the anti-torqued vector field V = E/|E|. We will show that the metric tensor of M is given as in Eq. (16). Notice here that the conformal scalar f of V is^1_{|E|} and so the restriction f|_M fulfills (f ∘ Ψ)(s, t_2, ..., t_n) = 1 |Ψ(s, t_2, ..., t_n)| = 1 √ 1 + s^2 , where ⟨Ω, Ω⟩ = 1 is used. The partial derivatives of Ψ are ∂Ψ ∂s = s √ 1 + s^2 Ω + √ 1 + s^2 ∂Ω ∂s , ∂Ψ ∂t_i = √ 1 + s^2 ∂Ω ∂t_i . If we consider (22), then the metric tensor of M is given by

g_Ψ = ds^2 + s^2 1 + s^2 n∑ i,j=2 g_{ij}(t_2, ..., t_n)dt_idt_j,

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS13

where the warping function of M is λ(s) = s √ 1 + s^2 . Up to a suitable integration constant, the integral given in (16) is verified, namely

tanh ∫_s f(u)du = tanh ∫_s du √ 1 + u^2 = tanh(sinh^{−1}(s)) = s √ 1 + s^2 . Remark 5.4. W point out that it can be found many examples of spherical submanbifolds in E^m whose metric tensor is given by (22). For example, introducing a new variable σ = tan^{−1}(s), one gets s 1 + s^2 = 1 2 sin(2σ).

If we consider it in (22), we find

g_Ω = dσ^2 + 1 4 sin^2(2σ) n∑ i,j=2 g_{ij}(t_2, ..., t_n)dt_idt_j . When the dimension of the submanifold is 2, it is the metric tensor of spherical coordinate system (σ, t) on S^1(^1_2 ).

6. Final Remarks

We notice that our examples are all in the Euclidean setting. This is because this model space of Riemannian geometry globally admits an anti-torqued vector field. Inspite, the spheres globally do not admit such vector fields (see [22]) and it is an open problem if the hyperpolic space globally admits a torqued or an anti-torqued vector field. We currently process this problem in [1].

On the other hand, if the submanifold is a curve or a hypersurface, then the notion of rectifying submanifold can be generalized. In [2], we introduce a new concept which we call pointwise rectifying submanifold in Riemannian manifolds and study pointwise rectifying curves whose pointwise function is a constant and axis is an anti-torqued vector field.

Acknowledgements

This study was supported by Scientific and Technological Research Council of Turkey (TUBITAK) under the Grant Number (123F451). The authors thank to TUBITAK for their supports.

References

[1] M. E. Aydin, A. Mihai, C. Ozgur, Characterizations of hyperbolic spaces by torqued and anti-torqued vector fields, preprint.

[2] M. E. Aydin, A. Mihai, C. Ozgur, Rectifying curves in Riemannian manifolds with antitorqued axis, preprint.

[3] S. Cambie, W. Goemans, V. Bussche, Rectifying curves in n-dimensional Euclidean space, Turk. J. Math. 40 (2016), 2010-2023.

[4] B.-Y. Chen, When does the position vector of a space curve always lie in its rectifying plane?, Amer. Math. Monthly 110(2) (2003), 147–152.

[5] B.-Y. Chen, F. Dillen, Rectifying curves as centrodes and extremal curves, Bull. Inst. Math.

Acad. Sinica 33(2) (2005), 77-90.

[6] B.-Y. Chen, Rectifying curves and geodesics on a cone in the Euclidean 3-space, Tamkang J.

Math. 48(2) (2017), 209-214.

[7] B.-Y. Chen, Differential geometry of rectifying submanifolds, Int. Electron. J. Geom. 9(2) (2016), 1–8.

[8] B.-Y. Chen, Addentum to: differential geometry of rectifying submanifolds, Int. Electron. J.

Geom. 10 (2017), no. 1, 81–82.

[9] B.-Y. Chen, Y. M. Oh, Classification of rectifying space-like submanifolds in pseudo-Euclidean spaces, Int. Electron. J. Geom. 10(1) (2017), 86–95.

[10] B.-Y. Chen, Rectifying submanifolds of Riemannian manifolds and torqued vector fields, Kragujev. J. Math. 41 (2017), 93–103.

[11] B.-Y. Chen, Differential Geometry of Warped Product Manifolds and Submanifolds; World Scientific: Singapore, 2017.

[12] B.-Y. Chen, A simple characterization of generalized Robertson-Walker space-times, Gen.

Relativ. Gravit. 2014, 46, 1833.

[13] S. Deshmukh, B.-Y. Chen, S. H. Alshammari, On rectifying curves in Euclidean 3-space, Turk.

J. Math. 42(2) (2018), 609-620.

[14] S. Deshmukh, V. A. Khan, Geodesic vector fields and Eikonal equation on a Riemannian manifold, Indagationes Mathematicae 30 (2019). 542–552.

[15] S. Deshmukh, I. Al-Dayel, D. M. Naik, On an anti-torqued vector field on Riemannian manifolds, Mathematics 9 (2021), 2201.

[16] S. Deshmukh, N. B. Turki, H. Alodan, On the differential equation governing torqued vector fields on a Riemannian manifold, Symmetry 12, 2020, 1941.

[17] S. Deshmukh, J. Mikes, N. B. Turki, G.-E. Vilcu, A note on geodesic vector fields, Mathematics 2020, 8, 1663.

[18] K.L. Duggal, R. Sharma Symmetries of Spacetimes and Riemannian Manifolds; Springer- Science + Busisness Media B. V.: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 1999.

[19] A. Gray, Modern Differential Geometry of Curves and Surfaces with Mathematica, second edition, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1998.

[20] K. Ilarslan, E. Nesovic, M. Petrovic-Torgasev, Some characterizations of rectifying curves in the Minkowski 3-space, Novi Sad J. Math. 33(2) 2003, 23–32.

[21] K. Ilarslan, E. Nesovic, On rectifying curves as centrodes and extremal curves in the Minkowski 3-space, Novi Sad J. Math. 37(1) (2007), 53–64.

[22] A. Ishan, S. Deshmukh, Torse-forming vector fields on m−spheres, AIMS Mathematics 7(2) (2021), 3056–3066.

[23] M. Jianu, S. Achimescu, L. Daus, A. Mihai, O. Roman, D. Tudor, Characterization of rectifying curves by their involutes and evolutes, Mathematics 9(23) (2021), 3077.

[24] P. Lucas, J. A. Ortega-Yagües, Rectifying curves in the three-dimensional sphere, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 421 (2015), 1855–1868.

RECTIFYING SUBMANIFOLDS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH ANTI-TORQUED AXIS15

[25] P. Lucas, J. A. Ortega-Yagües, Rectifying curves in the three-dimensional hyperbolic space, Mediterr. J. Math. 13 (2016), 2199–2214.

[26] A. Mihai and I. Mihai, Torse forming vector fields and exterior concurrent vector fields on Riemannian manifolds and applications, J. Geom. Phys. 73 (2013), 200–208.

[27] C. A. Mantica, L. G. Molinari, Generalized Robertson-Walker space times, a survey, Int. J.

Geom. Methods Mod. Phys. 14, 2017, 1730001.

[28] C. A. Mantica, L. G. Molinari, Twisted Lorentzian manifolds, a characterization with torseforming time-like unit vectors, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 2017, 49, 51.

[29] R. Ponge, H. Reckziegel, Twisted products in pseudo-Riemannian geometry, Geom. Dedicata 48(1) (1993), 15–25.

[30] K. Yano, On torse forming direction in a Riemannian space, Proc. Imp. Acad. Tokyo 20 (1944), 340–345.

1Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Firat University, Elazig, 23200 Turkey

Email address: meaydin@firat.edu.tr

2Technical University of Civil Engineering Bucharest, Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, 020396, Bucharest, Romania and Transilvania University of Braşov, Interdisciplinary Doctoral School, 500036, Braşov, Romania

Email address: adela.mihai@utcb.ro, adela.mihai@unitbv.ro

3Department of Mathematics, Izmir Democracy University, 35140, Karabaglar, Izmir, Turkey

Email address: cihan.ozgur@idu.edu.tr