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Abstract. We propose a new approach to the study of rotational surfaces in Lorentz-Minkowski
space based on the notion of the geometric linear momentum of the generatrix curves with respect to
the axes of revolution. This technique allows us to reduce any Weingarten condition on the surface
to a first-order ordinary differential equation for the momentum as a function of the distance to
the corresponding axis, providing a unified framework that encompasses the three causal types
of rotation axes. As a direct application, we classify important families of rotational Weingarten
surfaces in this setting, including some linear and quadratic cases. Furthermore, we introduce the
non-degenerate quadric surfaces of revolution in Lorentz-Minkowski space and characterize them in
terms of a specific cubic Weingarten relation.

1. Introduction

The study of surfaces defined by properties of their curvature is a central theme in classical
differential geometry. Among these, Weingarten surfaces —those satisfying a non-trivial functional
relation W (κ1, κ2) = 0 between their principal curvatures— have played a distinguished role since
the seminal works of Weingarten [28], Chern [14] and Hopf [19]. While the classification of such
surfaces in the general case remains an open problem, rotational surfaces in 3-manifolds serve as
a fundamental testing ground (cf. [22]). Due to their symmetry, they reduce the complexity of
the non-linear partial differential equations governing curvature problems to manageable ordinary
differential equations, allowing for the discovery of explicit examples and complete classifications.

In the context of the Lorentz-Minkowski space L3, the geometry of rotational surfaces presents
richer and more distinct phenomena than in the Euclidean setting, primarily due to the causal
character of the axis of revolution (which may be spacelike, timelike, or lightlike) and the metric
signature. We recall (see [17]) the relevant role that rotational surfaces in L3 have played in the
global theory of surfaces in L3. However, the analytical difficulties in obtaining classification results
on Weingarten surfaces even exceed those encountered in Euclidean space (see e.g. [1], [2], [3], [13],
[15], [16], [18], [23], [24], [29]).

To overcome these challenges, we adopt a novel geometric approach recently developed for the
Euclidean case in [4] and [6] and for the spherical case in [12]. This method relies on the key
analytical tool for our study: the geometric linear momentum of the Lorentzian or Euclidean ge-
neratrix curve with respect to the axis of revolution (see Section 3). Geometrically, it controls the
angle of the Frenet frame of the curve with the coordinate axes and, in physical terms, it may be
described as the linear momentum (with respect to the rotation axis) of a particle of unit mass
with unit speed and trajectory the corresponding curve. In addition, it can be interpreted as an
antiderivative (up to sign) of the curvature of the curve, when this is expressed as a function of the
(pseudo)distance to a fixed line. The most noteworthy fact (see Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.3) is
that the geometric linear momentum determines the curve —and therefore the rotational surface—
explicitly by quadratures (modulo translations along the axis of revolution).

As demonstrated in previous works in the Euclidean setting (see e.g. [4], [5], [6], [7]), rewriting
the curvature conditions in terms of this momentum transforms the problem into a first-order
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differential equation, providing a unified and powerful framework for analysis. Therefore the aim
of this paper is to apply this momentum-based technique to classify rotational Weingarten surfaces
in L3, that is, those satisfying W (km, kp) = 0, where km and kp stand for the principal curvatures
along meridians and parallels, respectively. Along these lines, our key result (see both Theorem
4.6 and Corollary 4.8) reformulates any Weingarten relation on any type of rotational surface as a
first-order differential equation for the geometric linear momentum of its generatrix with respect to
the axis of revolution as a function of the (pseudo)distance from the curve to the axis.

As a first direct application, we provide (see Theorem 5.1) a considerably shorter proof of the
classification of the rotational surfaces with zero mean curvature in L3, obtained by Kobayashi [20]
in the spacelike case and by Van de Woestijne [27] in the timelike case. Furthermore, drawing
inspiration from [6], we introduce (Definition 5.2) a family of rotational surfaces in L3 that acts
as the Lorentzian analogue of the classical Hopf surfaces in E3 [19]. This leads to Theorem 5.3,
which constitutes a significant generalization of the preceding result; specifically, we characterize
Lorentzian Hopf surfaces as the only rotational surfaces (other than planes) in L3 fulfilling the linear
Weingarten relation km = q kp, q ̸= 0 (Theorem 5.1 being the specific instance where q = −1). This
approach offers a description distinct from that found in Theorem 1.3 of [2] for spacelike surfaces
and completes the classification for the timelike case.

We also address certain quadratic Weingarten condition (see Theorem 6.2), providing a complete
description of the family satisfying km = µk2p, µ ̸= 0, highlighting the interplay between the causal
character of the rotation axis and the algebraic structure of the Weingarten relation.

Finally, to the best of our knowledge, there is a scarcity of literature concerning non-degenerate
quadric surfaces of revolution in L3. In Section 7.1, we identify the Lorentzian analogues of the non-
degenerate quadric surfaces of revolution in E3. Subsequently, we investigate the cubic Weingarten
relation km = µk3p, µ ̸= 0, and prove in Theorem 7.3 that this condition characterizes the non-

degenerate quadric surfaces of revolution in L3. This result provides a Lorentzian counterpart to
the findings recently obtained in Euclidean space in [4] and [5].

2. Preliminaries

The Lorentz-Minkowski space L3 is defined as the vector space R3 endowed with the Lorentzian
metric ⟨·, ·⟩=dx21+ dx22− dx23, where (x1, x2, x3) are canonical coordinates in R3. For any u, v ∈ L3,
the Lorentzian cross-product u×v is defined in such a way that the relation ⟨u×v, w⟩ = det(u, v, w)
holds for all w ∈ L3. We may introduce the concept of causal character as follows: A vector w ∈ L3

is said to be spacelike if ⟨w,w⟩ > 0 or w = 0, timelike if ⟨w,w⟩ < 0 and lightlike (or null) if
⟨w,w⟩ = 0 and w ̸= 0. The light-cone C is the set of all lightlike vectors of L3. Given a vector
subspace U ⊂ R3, U is called spacelike if the induced metric by ⟨·, ·⟩ on U is positive definite,
timelike if it has index one, and lightlike if it is degenerate.

2.1. Surfaces in L3. A non-degenerate surface Σ in L3 is called spacelike (resp. timelike) if the
induced metric, also denoted by ⟨·, ·⟩, is positive definite (resp. is a metric with index 1). Equiva-
lently, Σ is spacelike (resp. timelike) if all tangent planes to Σ endowed with the induced metric are
spacelike (resp. timelike).

The de Sitter 2-space of radius R > 0 is the timelike surface given by S21(R) = {x ∈ L3 | ⟨x, x⟩ =
R2} and the hyperbolic plane of radius R > 0 is the spacelike surface given by H2

+(R) = {x ∈
L3 | ⟨x, x⟩ = −R2, x3 > 0}. They are both totally umbilical surfaces of L3 with constant Gauss
curvature 1/R2 and −1/R2, respectively. See Figure 1.

Following [25], we recall the local study of a non-degenerate surface Σ in L3 with local unit normal
vector field ν such that ⟨ν, ν⟩ = −ϵ, where ϵ = 1 if Σ is spacelike and ϵ = −1 if Σ is timelike. We use
a local parametrization Σ ≡ X = X(u, v), (u, v) ∈ U ⊆ R2, of the (spacelike or timelike) immersion
Σ → L3. With respect to the local basis {Xu, Xv}, the coefficients of the first fundamental form
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Figure 1. De Sitter 2-space and hyperbolic plane in L3.

are given by
E = ⟨Xu, Xu⟩, F = ⟨Xu, Xv⟩, G = ⟨Xv, Xv⟩.

Denote W := EG − F 2. Then Σ is spacelike if W > 0, and timelike if W < 0. The unit normal
vector field

ν =
Xu ×Xv

|Xu ×Xv|
=

Xu ×Xv√
ϵW

,

verifies ⟨ν, ν⟩ = −ϵ. We remark that the sign of ϵ here is the opposite of the one in [25]. The
coefficients of the second fundamental form with respect to {Xu, Xv} are given by

e = ⟨Xuu, ν⟩, f = ⟨Xuv, ν⟩, g = ⟨Xvv, ν⟩.
Moreover, the mean curvature H and the Gauss curvature KG of Σ are expressed by

H = − ϵ

2

eG− 2fF + gE

EG− F 2
, KG = −ϵ

eg − f2

EG− F 2
.

If H2 + ϵKG > 0, the Weingarten endomorphism Aν is diagonalizable and then

(2.1) H = − ϵ

2
(κ1 + κ2), KG = −ϵ κ1κ2,

where κ1, κ2 are the principal curvatures. When Aν is diagonalizable, the condition H2 + ϵKG = 0
characterizes the umbilical points of the surface.

2.2. Planar curves in L3. If we consider planar curves immersed in L3, there are three possibilities
depending if the corresponding plane is spacelike, timelike of lightlike. For our purposes in this
article, it will be enough to consider only the following first two cases.

Let γ = (x, y) : I ⊆ R → E2 be a curve lying in the Euclidean xy-plane. We consider that γ is
arc-length parameterized. Denote by ˙ the derivative with respect to the arc parameter. Then the
Frenet frame of γ is given by T = γ̇ = (ẋ, ẏ), N = Jγ̇ = (−ẏ, ẋ), where T (resp. N) is the unit
tangent (resp. normal) vector of γ. Since ẋ2 + ẏ2 = 1, we can write T = (cos θ, sin θ), for a certain

angle function θ. The Frenet equations of γ are written as Ṫ = κN , Ṅ = −κT , where κ is the
(signed) curvature given by κ = ⟨Ṫ , N⟩ = det(γ̇, γ̈) = ẋÿ − ẍẏ = θ̇.

In a similar way, let γ = (x, z) : I ⊆ R → L2 be a unit speed curve lying in the Lorentzian
xz-plane. The Frenet frame of γ is now given by T = γ̇ = (ẋ, ż), N = γ̇⊥ = (ż, ẋ). The unit
speed condition here means that ⟨T, T ⟩ = ϵ, where ϵ = 1 if γ, i.e. T , is spacelike, and ϵ = −1 if
γ, i.e. T , is timelike. We point out that ⟨N,N⟩ = −ϵ. Since ẋ2 − ż2 = ϵ, ϵ = ±1, we can write
T = (coshφ, sinhφ) when ϵ = 1, and T = (sinhϕ, coshϕ) when ϵ = −1, for certain angle functions

φ and ϕ. The Frenet equations of γ are written as Ṫ = κN , Ṅ = κT , where κ is the (signed)

curvature given by κ = −ϵ⟨Ṫ , N⟩ = ϵ det(γ̇, γ̈) = ϵ(ẋz̈ − ẍż); in addition, κ = φ̇ if ϵ = 1, and κ = ϕ̇
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if ϵ = −1. If we introduce new coordinates (u, v) in L2 by means of u = x+ z, v = x− z, and write
γ = (u, v), then we have that u̇v̇ = ϵ. Since now γ̇ = (u̇, v̇), we get γ̇ = (eφ, e−φ) if ϵ = 1 , and we
arrive at γ̇ = (eϕ,−e−ϕ) if ϵ = −1.

3. The geometric linear momentum of a planar curve (with respect to an axis)

We now introduce the fundamental tool for the innovative study of the rotational surfaces of L3

that we will develop in the next section: the geometric linear momentum of a planar curve (the
generatrix curve) with respect to a line (the axis of revolution). In the interest of making this article
self-contained, we compile below in a schematic way the main results concerning this topic which
can be found in more detail in [8], [9], [10] and [11], which will be essential in the next section.
We remark that this tool was crucial in the aforementioned references for the study of plane curves
whose curvature depends on the distance to a line (a particular case of a more general problem
posed by D. Singer in [26]).

3.1. Euclidean curve. Let γ = (x, y) : I ⊆ R → E2 be a unit speed curve, i.e. ẋ2 + ẏ2 = 1, such
that κ = κ(y). We remark that y is the distance from γ to the x-axis. We follow the notation of
§2.2 and define the geometric linear momentum of γ with respect to the x-axis by

K(s) = ẋ(s) = cos θ(s) ∈ [−1, 1],

where ˙ denotes the derivative with respect to the arc parameter s. We point out that K is well
defined, up to the sign, depending on the orientation of γ. Using the Frenet equations of γ, we
easily conclude that

dK = −κ(y)dy.

When y is non constant, we can determine the curve γ by integrating the separable o.d.e. K2+ẏ2 = 1,
obtaining

s = s(y) =

∫
dy√

1−K(y)2
,

and invert it to get y = y(s). In addition, from the definition of K, we have that

x = x(s) =

∫
K(y(s))ds.

Eliminating s in the above two integrals, we determine γ (up to translations along the x-axis) as
the graph

x = x(y) =

∫
K(y) dy√
1−K(y)2

=

∫
cot θ(y) dy.

As a summary, any Euclidean curve γ = (x, y), with y non-constant, is uniquely determined by
its geometric linear momentum K as a function of the distance from γ to the x-axis, that is, by
K = K(y). The uniqueness is modulo translations in the x-direction.

3.2. Lorentzian curve. Let γ = (x, z) : I ⊆ R → L2 be a unit speed curve. This means that
ẋ2 − ż2 = ϵ, where ϵ = 1 if γ is spacelike, and ϵ = −1 if γ is timelike. We use again the notation of
§2.2.

3.2.1. Case κ = κ(x). We point out that |x| is the maximum Lorentzian pseudodistance through
spacelike geodesics from γ to the z-axis. We define the geometric linear momentum of γ with respect
to the z-axis by

K(s) = ż(s) =

{
sinhφ(s) ∈ (−∞,+∞) if ϵ = 1
coshϕ(s) ≥ 1 if ϵ = −1

,
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where ˙ denotes the derivative with respect to the arc parameter s. We point out that K is well
defined, up to the sign, depending on the orientation of γ. Using the Frenet equations of γ, we
easily conclude that

dK = κ(x)dx.

When x is non constant, we can determine the curve γ by integrating the separable o.d.e. ẋ2−K2 = ϵ,
obtaining

s = s(x) =

∫
dx√

K(x)2 + ϵ
,

and invert it to get x = x(s). In addition, from the definition of K, we have that

z = z(s) =

∫
K(x(s))ds.

Eliminating s in the above two integrals, we determine γ (up to translations along the z-axis) as
the graph

z = z(x) =

∫
K(x) dx√
K(x)2 + ϵ

=


∫
tanhφ(x) dx if ϵ = 1∫
cothϕ(x) dx if ϵ = −1

As a summary, any spacelike or timelike curve γ = (x, z), with x non-constant, is uniquely deter-
mined by its geometric linear momentum K as a function of the pseudodistance from γ to the z-axis,
that is, by K = K(x). The uniqueness is modulo translations in the z-direction.

3.2.2. Case κ = κ(z). We point out that |z| is the maximum Lorentzian pseudodistance through
timelike geodesics from γ to the x-axis. We define the geometric linear momentum of γ with respect
to the x-axis by

K(s) = ẋ(s) =

{
coshφ(s) ≥ 1 if ϵ = 1
sinhϕ(s) ∈ (−∞,+∞) if ϵ = −1

,

where ˙ denotes the derivative with respect to the arc parameter s. We point out that K is well
defined, up to the sign, depending on the orientation of γ. Using the Frenet equations of γ, we
easily conclude that

dK = κ(z)dz.

When z is non constant, we can determine the curve γ by integrating the separable o.d.e. K2−ż2 = ϵ,
obtaining

s = s(z) =

∫
dz√

K(z)2 − ϵ
,

and invert it to get z = z(s). In addition, from the definition of K, we have that

x = x(s) =

∫
K(z(s))ds.

Eliminating s in the above two integrals, we determine γ (up to translations along the x-axis) as
the graph

x = x(z) =

∫
K(z) dz√
K(z)2 − ϵ

=


∫
cothφ(z) dz if ϵ = 1∫
tanhϕ(z) dz if ϵ = −1

As a summary, any spacelike or timelike curve γ = (x, z), with z non-constant, is uniquely deter-
mined by its geometric linear momentum K as a function of the pseudodistance from γ to the x-axis,
that is, by K = K(z). The uniqueness is modulo translations in the x-direction.



6 P. CARRETERO, I. CASTRO, AND I. CASTRO-INFANTES

3.2.3. Case κ = κ(v), with v = x − z and u = x + z. We point out that |v| is the Lorentzian
pseudodistance from γ to the lightlike geodesic x = z through the horizontal spacelike geodesic or
the vertical timelike geodesic. We define the geometric linear momentum of γ = (u, v) with respect
to the u-axis by

K(s) = v̇(s) =

{
e−φ(s) > 0 if ϵ = 1

−e−ϕ(s) < 0 if ϵ = −1
,

where ˙ denotes the derivative with respect to the arc parameter s. We point out that K is well
defined, up to the sign, depending on the orientation of γ. Using the Frenet equations of γ, we
conclude that

dK = −κ(v)dv.

The definition of K implies that

s = s(v) =

∫
dv

K(v)

and, inverting it, we get v = v(s). We can finally determine the curve γ = (u, v) by integrating the
separable o.d.e. u̇K = ϵ, obtaining

u = u(s) = ϵ

∫
ds

K(v(s))
.

Eliminating s in the above two integrals, we determine γ (up to translations along the u-axis) as
the graph

u = u(v) = ϵ

∫
dv

K(v)2
=


∫
e2φ(v) dv if ϵ = 1

−
∫
e2ϕ(v) dv if ϵ = −1

As a summary, any spacelike or timelike curve γ = (u, v) is uniquely determined by its geometric
linear momentum K as a function of the pseudodistance from γ to the u-axis, that is, by K = K(v).
The uniqueness is modulo translations in the u-direction.

Example 3.1. Suppose κ = 0. Then the geometric linear momentum K must be constant, i.e.
θ ≡ θ0 ∈ (0, π), φ ≡ φ0 ∈ R and ϕ ≡ ϕ0 ∈ R. The above computations directly arrive in E2 at the
lines x = cot θ0 y, and the spacelike geodesics z = tanhφ0 x (when ϵ = 1) and the timelike geodesics
z = cothϕ0 x (when ϵ = −1) in L2.

4. A new approach to rotational surfaces in L3

A surface in L3 is called a rotational surface (or a surface of revolution) with axis l if it is
invariant under the action of rotations with axis l, i.e. isometries in L3 which fix point-wise the
straight line l. Rotations in L3 are completely determined by the causal character of the rotation
axis. Thus we study non-degenerate rotational surfaces in L3 with spacelike, timelike or lightlike
axis of revolution l and generatrix curve γ lying in a non-degenerate plane containing l in such a
way that l does not meet the curve γ. In this way, the rotational surface Sl

γ is defined as the orbit

of γ under the orthogonal transformation of L3 with positive determinant that leaves l fixed (see
e.g. [15], [16] or [25]). We will use the notions of meridians and parallels in the same way that for a
surface of revolution in E3. Since we only consider non-degenerate rotational surfaces, it is enough
to consider the case that γ is spacelike or timelike. Next we will give explicit parametrizations in
all possible cases. There are three types of 1-parameter subgroups of isometries of L3 which leave a
line point-wise fixed. We call them hyperbolic, elliptic or parabolic rotations depending on whether
the line fixed (the axis of revolution) is spacelike, timelike or lightlike. Hence we distinguish the
following classes of rotational surfaces in L3:
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4.1. Hyperbolic rotational surfaces. We can take the spacelike axis as the x1-axis l = span(1, 0, 0).
In this case, we must also consider two sub-cases according to the generatrix curve is Lorentzian or
Euclidean:

4.1.1. Hyperbolic rotational surfaces of first type: The generatrix curve is Lorentzian. Let γ(s) =
(x(s), z(s)), z(s) > 0, s ∈ I ⊆ R. Then Sl

γ will be denoted by Sx1

(x,z) and is given by

X(s, t) = (x(s), z(s) sinh t, z(s) cosh t) , s ∈ I, t ∈ R.

4.1.2. Hyperbolic rotational surfaces of second type: The generatrix curve is Euclidean. Let γ(s) =
(x(s), y(s)), y(s) > 0, s ∈ I ⊆ R. Then Sl

γ will be denoted by Sx1

(x,y) and is given by

X(s, t) = (x(s), y(s) cosh t, y(s) sinh t) , s ∈ I, t ∈ R.

4.2. Elliptic rotational surfaces. We can take the timelike axis as the x3-axis l = span(0, 0, 1).
Let γ(s) = (x(s), z(s)), x(s) > 0, s ∈ I ⊆ R. Then Sl

γ will be denoted by Sx3

(x,z) and is given by

X(s, t) = (x(s) cos t, x(s) sin t, z(s)) , s ∈ I, t ∈ (0, 2π).

4.3. Parabolic rotational surfaces. We can take the lightlike as the u-axis l = span(1, 0, 1),
recalling that u = x1 + x3, v = x1 − x3. Let γ(s) = (x(s), z(s)) = (u(s), v(s)), v(s) > 0, s ∈ I ⊆ R.
Then Sl

γ will be denoted by Su
(u,v) and is given by

X(s, t) =
((

1− t2

2

)
x(s) + t2

2 z(s), t (−x(s)+z(s)) ,− t2

2 x(s) +
(
1+ t2

2

)
z(s)

)
=

(
u(s) + v(s)(1−t2)

2
,−t v(s),

u(s)− v(s)(1+t2)

2

)
, s ∈ I, t ∈ R.

The three possibilities for the causal character of the axis of revolution, combined with the two
causal characters of the generatrix curve and the plane where it lies in, is summarized in the following
assertion (cf. [15] or see the proof of Theorem 4.6): the hyperbolic rotational surfaces of second type
are always timelike and the remaining rotational surfaces in L3 are spacelike (resp. timelike) if and
only if their generatrix curves are spacelike (resp. timelike). We also point out (see e.g. [15, Section
2] or the proof of Theorem 4.6) that the shape operator is always diagonalizable for surfaces of
revolution in L3.

It is clear that any rotational surface Sl
γ is completely determined by its generatrix curve γ.

Applying to γ the results concerning its geometric linear momentum with respect to an axis (l in
this case) collected in Section 3, taking into account that the uniqueness is modulo translations in
the axis direction, we immediately conclude the following main result:

Theorem 4.1. Any non cylindrical rotational surface Sl
γ in L3 is uniquely determined, up to

translations along the axis of revolution l, by the geometric linear momentum K of its generatrix
curve γ with respect to l.

Remark 4.2. We point out that we must exclude the right cylinders in Theorem 4.1 because they
correspond to the constant solutions (x ≡ x0, y ≡ y0, z ≡ z0) of the separable differential equations
that we solved in Section 3. These cylinders are usually called Lorentzian cylinders if the axis is
timelike and hyperbolic cylinders if the axis is spacelike (see e.g. Example 3.3 in [25]). Following the
above notation, we have the Lorentzian cylinder X(s, t) = (x0 cos t, x0 sin t, s), x

2
1 + x22 = x20, which

is timelike, the timelike hyperbolic cylinder X(s, t) = (s, y0 cosh t, y0 sinh t), x
2
2 − x23 = y20, and the

spacelike hyperbolic cylinder X(s, t) = (s, z0 sinh t, z0 cosh t), x
2
3 − x22 = z20 . They all have constant

principal curvatures, one of which is zero. See Figure 2.

Making use of the description of the rotational surfaces of L3 given in Sections 4.1.1, 4.1.2, 4.2
and 4.3 and the study carried out in Section 3, we are able to make fully explicit the statement of
Theorem 4.1 in the following key result of this paper:
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Figure 2. Cylinders x23 − x22 = z20 , x
2
2 − x23 = y20, x

2
1 + x22 = x20, in L3 (x0, y0, z0 ∈ R).

Corollary 4.3.

(1) Any hyperbolic rotational surface of first type in L3 is locally congruent to the surface Sx1

(x,z)

given by
Xϵ(z, t) = (xϵ(z), z sinh t, z cosh t) , t ∈ R,

where the spacelike (ϵ = 1) or timelike (ϵ = −1) generatrix curve (x, z) is given by the graph

(4.1) x = xϵ(z) =

∫
K(z) dz√
K(z)2 − ϵ

,

z ∈ I = {z > 0 : K(z)2 − ϵ > 0}, and K = K(z) is the geometric linear momentum of (x, z)
with respect to the x1-axis. Its implicit equation is written as

(4.2) x23 − x22 = zϵ(x1)
2,

with z = zϵ(x) the inverse function of (4.1).
(2) Any hyperbolic rotational surface of second type in L3 is locally congruent to the surface

Sx1

(x,y) given by

X(y, t) = (x(y), y cosh t, y sinh t) , t ∈ R,
where the Euclidean generatrix curve (x, y) is given by the graph

(4.3) x = x(y) =

∫
K(y) dy√
1−K(y)2

,

y ∈ I = {y > 0 : 1−K(y)2 > 0}, and K = K(y) is the geometric linear momentum of (x, y)
with respect to the x1-axis. Its implicit equation is written as

(4.4) x22 − x23 = y(x1)
2,

with y = y(x) the inverse function of (4.3).
(3) Any elliptic rotational surface in L3 is locally congruent to the surface Sx3

(x,z) given by

Xϵ(x, t) = (x cos t, x sin t, zϵ(x)) , t ∈ (0, 2π),

where the spacelike (ϵ = 1) or timelike (ϵ = −1) generatrix curve (x, z) is given by the graph

(4.5) z = zϵ(x) =

∫
K(x) dx√
K(x)2 + ϵ

,

x ∈ I = {x > 0 : K(x)2 + ϵ > 0}, and K = K(x) is the geometric linear momentum of (x, z)
with respect to the x3-axis. Its implicit equation is written as

(4.6) x21 + x22 = xϵ(x3)
2,



ROTATIONAL WEINGARTEN SURFACES IN LORENTZ-MINKOWSKI SPACE 9

with x = xϵ(z) the inverse function of (4.5).
(4) Any parabolic rotational surface in L3 is locally congruent to the surface Su

(u,v) given by

Xϵ(v, t) =

(
uϵ(v)

2
+

v

2
(1−t2),−t v,

uϵ(v)

2
− v

2
(1+t2)

)
, t ∈ R,

where the spacelike (ϵ = 1) or timelike (ϵ = −1) generatrix curve (u, v) is given by the graph

(4.7) u = uϵ(v) = ϵ

∫
dv

K(v)2
,

v ∈ I = {v > 0 : K(v) > 0}, and K = K(v) is the geometric linear momentum of (u, v) with
respect to the u-axis. Its implicit equation is written as

(4.8) x21 + x22 − x23 = (x1 − x3)uϵ(x1 − x3).

Example 4.4. Suppose K ≡ 0. Applying Corollary 4.3(1), necessarily ϵ = −1 for Sx1

(x,z) and

we get X(z, t) = (x0, z sinh t, z cosh t), i.e. the timelike plane x1 = x0. Corollary 4.3(2) gives
X(y, t) = (x0, y cosh t, y sinh t), i.e. the timelike plane x1 = x0 again. Using Corollary 4.3(3),
necessarily ϵ = 1 for Sx3

(x,z) and we arrive at X(x, t) = (x cos t, x sin t, z0), i.e. the spacelike plane

x3 = z0. Theorem 4.1 implies that the (spacelike and timelike) planes are uniquely determined by a
null geometric linear momentum.

Remark 4.5. Using (4.1), (4.3), (4.5) and (4.7), we point out that we can deduce new expressions
for the square K2 of the geometric linear momentum of a rotational surface in L3 in terms of the
derivative of the graphs playing the role of generatrix curve at each case:

(4.9) K(z)2 =
ϵ x′ϵ(z)

2

x′ϵ(z)
2 − 1

, K(y)2 =
x′(y)2

1 + x′(y)2
, K(x)2 =

ϵ z′ϵ(x)
2

1− z′ϵ(x)
2
, K(v)2 =

ϵ

u′ϵ(v)
.

The following result corroborates the fact that the geometric linear momentum of the generatrix
curve with respect to the axis of revolution fully determines a rotational surface in L3 (Theorem
4.1) by expressing the geometry of the surface (concretely, its principal curvatures) in terms of it.

Theorem 4.6. The principal curvatures km (along meridians) and kp (along parallels) of a non

cylindrical rotational surface Sl
γ in L3 are given by

(4.10) km = K′(r), kp =
K(r)

r
,

where K = K(r) is the geometric linear momentum of its generatrix curve γ with respect to l, and
r is the (pseudo)distance from γ to l.

Remark 4.7. Looking at Corollary 4.3, we point out that r = z for Sx1

(x,z), r = y for Sx1

(x,y), r = x

for Sx3

(x,z) and r = v for Su
(u,v).

Proof. Given a rotational surface Sl
γ in L3, we control its local geometry by computing its first and

second fundamental forms, I and II, following Section 2.1 and using the (s, t)-coordinates given in
Section 4. Both fundamental forms are expressed in terms of the geometry of the generatrix curve
γ, so we will make use of the study carried out in Sections 2.2 and 3. As usual, κ denotes the
curvature of γ and K its geometric linear momentum with respect to l.

In this way, starting at Section 4.1.1, a long straightforward computation for Sx1

(x,z) gives that

I ≡ ϵ ds2 + z2 dt2, and II ≡ ϵκ ds2 + zK dt2. Similarly, from Section 4.1.2, we obtain for Sx1

(x,y)

that I ≡ ds2 − y2 dt2, and II ≡ −κ ds2 − yK dt2. Using Section 4.2, we deduce for Sx3

(x,z) that

I ≡ ϵ ds2 + x2 dt2, and II ≡ ϵκ ds2 + xK dt2. And, taking into account Section 4.3, we arrive for
Su
(u,v) at I ≡ ϵ ds2 + v2 dt2, and II ≡ −ϵκ ds2 + vK dt2.
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Hence we conclude the following expressions for the mean curvature H and the Gauus curvature
KG of Sl

γ in each case:

(4.11) 2H =


−ϵ (κ(z) +K(z)/z) for Sx1

(x,z)

−κ(y) +K(y)/y for Sx1

(x,y)

−ϵ (κ(x) +K(x)/x) for Sx3

(x,z)

−ϵ (−κ(v) +K(v)/v) for Su
(u,v)

and

(4.12) KG =


−ϵ κ(z)K(z)/z for Sx1

(x,z)

−κ(y)K(y)/y for Sx1

(x,y)

−ϵ κ(x)K(x)/x for Sx3

(x,z)

ϵ κ(v)K(v)/v for Su
(u,v)

Looking at (2.1), (4.11) and (4.12), and using that K′(z) = κ(z), K′(y) = −κ(y), K′(x) = κ(x) and
K′(v) = −κ(v) (see Section 3), we finally prove (4.10). □

On the other hand, Weingarten surfaces are defined by a functional relation between their prin-
cipal curvatures, see for instance [14] or [28]. For rotational Weingarten surfaces, we simply write
Φ(km, kp) = 0, with Φ a differentiable function. Thus, taking into account (4.10), we easily deduce
the following immediate consequence of Theorem 4.6.

Corollary 4.8. Any Weingarten relation Φ(km, kp) = 0 on a non cylindrical rotational surface Sl
γ

in L3 translates through (4.10) into a first-order ordinary differential equation Φ̂(r,K,K′) = 0 for
the geometric linear momentum K of its generatrix curve γ with respect to l as a function of the
(pseudo)distance r from γ to l.

Example 4.9. Suppose km = 0. Apart from the cylinders (see Remark 4.2), using (4.10) we
deduce that K is constant. If K = 0, from Example 4.4 we arrive at the spacelike and timelike
planes (which are the only rotational surfaces in L3 with kp = 0). If K is a non-null constant, i.e.
θ ≡ θ0 ∈ (0, π), φ ≡ φ0 ∈ R and ϕ ≡ ϕ0 ∈ R (see Section 3), applying Corollary 4.3 we reach
the Lorentzian rotational cones collected in Table 1. See Figure 3. Theorem 4.1 implies that the
(spacelike and timelike) Lorentzian rotational cones are uniquely determined by a non-null constant
geometric linear momentum.

Table 1. Lorentzian rotational cones: K non-null constant.

Sl
γ Xϵ(r, t) Implicit equation

Sx1

(x,z), ϵ = 1 (cothφ0 z, z sinh t, z cosh t) x23 − x22 = tanh2 φ0 x
2
1

Sx1

(x,z), ϵ = −1 (tanhϕ0 z, z sinh t, z cosh t) x23 − x22 = coth2 ϕ0 x
2
1

Sx1

(x,y) (cot θ0 y, y cosh t, y sinh t) x22 − x23 = tan2 θ0 x
2
1

Sx3

(x,z), ϵ = 1 (x cos t, x sin t, tanhφ0 x) x21 + x22 = coth2 φ0 x
2
3

Sx3

(x,z), ϵ = −1 (x cos t, x sin t, cothϕ0 x) x21 + x22 = tanh2 ϕ0 x
2
3

Su
(u,v), ϵ = 1

(
e2φ0v

2 + v
2 (1−t2),−t v, e

2φ0v
2 − v

2 (1+t2)
)

x21+x22−x23 = e2φ0(x1−x3)
2

Su
(u,v), ϵ = −1

(
− e2ϕ0v

2 + v
2 (1−t2),−t v,− e2ϕ0v

2 − v
2 (1+t2)

)
x21+x22−x23 = −e2ϕ0(x1−x3)

2

Example 4.10. Suppose km=kp. According to (4.10), the corresponding o.d.e. is K′ = K/r. The
trivial solution K ≡ 0 leads to the planes (see Example 4.4). We can write the general solution
as K(r) = r/R, R > 0. Then Corollary 4.3 leads to the non flat umbilical surfaces collected in
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Figure 3. Lorentzian rotational cones in L3. First row: spacelike and timelike
hyperbolic of first and second type; second row: spacelike and timelike elliptic and
parabolic.

Table 2. Hence we obtain three different parametrizations of the hyperbolic plane H2
+(R) (see [17])

and four distinct parametrizations of the de Sitter 2-space S21(R). Theorem 4.1 implies that the
hyperbolic plane H2

+(R) and the de Sitter 2-space S21(R) are uniquely determined by the geometric
linear momentum K(r) = r/R, R > 0.

Table 2. Non flat umbilical surfaces.

K = K(r) Xϵ(r, t) Implicit equation

Sx1

(x,z) K(z) = z/R,
(√

z2 − ϵR2, z sinh t, z cosh t
)

x21 + x22 − x23 = −ϵR2

(r = z) R > 0
Sx1

(x,y) K(y) = y/R,
(
−
√

R2 − y2, z cosh t, z sinh t
)

x21 + x22 − x23 = R2

(r = y) R > 0
Sx3

(x,y) K(x) = x/R,
(
x cos t, x sin t,

√
x2 + ϵR2

)
x21 + x22 − x23 = −ϵR2

(r = x) R > 0
Su
(u,v) K(v) = v/R,

(
− ϵR2

2v + v
2 (1−t2),−t v,− ϵR2

2v − v
2 (1+t2)

)
x21 + x22 − x23 = −ϵR2

(r = v) R > 0

5. Linear Weingarten rotational surfaces in L3

In this section we deal with rotational surfaces in L3 satisfying a linear relation between their
principal curvatures. In Example 4.10 we discussed the case km = kp. First we now analyze the
equation km = −kp, that is, those rotational surfaces such thatH = 0. Recall that spacelike surfaces
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with zero mean curvature are known as maximal surfaces. Rotational maximal surfaces in L3 were
classified by Kobayashi in [20], and the classification of rotational surface with zero mean curvature
in L3, including the timelike ones, was completed in [27]. We provide a considerably shorter proof
of both results as a direct application of Corollary 4.3.

Theorem 5.1.
Every spacelike rotational surface with zero mean curvature in L3 is locally congruent to one of

the following (see Figure 4):

(i) the spacelike plane x3 = z0, z0 ∈ R;
(ii) the catenoid of first kind x21 + x22 = a2 sinh2(x3/a), a > 0;
(iii) the catenoid of second kind x23 − x22 = a2 sin2(x1/a), a > 0;
(iv) the Enneper surface of second kind x21 + x22 − x23=a2(x1−x3)

4, a > 0.

Every timelike rotational surface with zero mean curvature in L3 is locally congruent to one of
the following (see Figure 5):

(v) the timelike plane x1 = x0, x0 ∈ R;
(vi) the catenoid of third kind x21 + x22 = a2 sin2(x3/a), a > 0;
(vii) the catenoid of fourth kind x23 − x22 = a2 sinh2(x1/a), a > 0;
(viii) the catenoid of fifth kind x22 − x23 = a2 cosh2(x1/a), a > 0;
(ix) the Enneper surface of third kind x21 + x22 − x23=−a2(x1−x3)

4, a > 0.

Figure 4. Spacelike rotational surface with zero mean curvature in L3: the catenoid
of first kind, the catenoid of second kind, and the Enneper surface of second kind.

Proof. According to Theorem 4.6, the hypothesis H = 0 translates into the linear o.d.e. K′(r) +
K(r)/r = 0. Its general solution is given by K(r) = a/r, a ≥ 0. Its constant solution K ≡ 0 (see
Example 4.4) leads to parts (i) and (v).

Taking into account Remark 4.7, we use Corollary 4.3 and get from (4.1) that x1(z) = a arcsin(z/a)
and x−1(z) = a arcsinh(z/a) in Sx1

(x,z). Using this in (4.2), we reach parts (iii) and (vii). In the same

way, from (4.3) we have that x(y) = a arccosh(y/a) in Sx1

(x,y), and (4.4) leads to part (viii). Similarly,

from (4.5) we obtain that z1(x) = a arcsinh(x/a) and z−1(z) = a arcsin(x/a) in Sx3

(x,z), and (4.6)

implies parts (ii) and (vi). Finally, we deduce from (4.7) that u1(v) = v3/3a2 and u−1 = −v3/3a2

in Su
(u,v). Renaming a2 ≡ 1/3a2, (4.8) conclude parts (iv) and (ix). □

Our next intention is an ostensible generalization of Theorem 5.1 because we aspire to classify
the rotational surfaces in L3 satisfying the linear Weingarten relation km = q kp, q ̸= 0. Note then
that Theorem 5.1 would simply be the case q = −1. With that in mind and inspired by Definition
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Figure 5. Timelike rotational surface with zero mean curvature in L3: the catenoid
of third kind, the catenoid of fourth kind, the catenoid of fifth kind, and the Enneper
surface of third kind.

2.5 in [6], we begin by introducing a family of rotational surfaces in L3 which plays the role of the
classical Hopf surfaces in E3 (see [6], [19] and [21]).

Definition 5.2 (Lorentzian Hopf surfaces). Consider in L3 the following families of rotational
surfaces Sl

γa
q
, q ̸= 0, a > 0, defined according to their following generatrix curves:

(I) Hyperbolic Lorentzian Hopf surfaces of first type, Sx1
γa
q
:

(I-T) with γaq = (x, z) given by

x =
a

q

∫ t

0
sinh1/q v dv, z = a sinh1/q t, t > 0, a > 0.

(I-S) with γaq = (x, z) given by

x =
a

q

∫ t

0
cosh1/q v dv, z = a cosh1/q t, t ∈ R, a > 0.

(II) Hyperbolic Lorentzian Hopf surfaces of second type, Sx1
γa
q
:

with γaq = (x, y) is given by

x = −a

q

∫ t

0
cos1/q v dv, y = a cos1/q t, t ∈ (−π/2, π/2), a > 0.

(III) Elliptic Lorentzian Hopf surfaces, Sx3
γa
q
:

(III-T) with γaq = (x, z) given by

x = a cosh1/q t, z =
a

q

∫ t

0
cosh1/q v dv, t ∈ R, a > 0.
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(III-S) with γaq = (x, z) given by

x = a sinh1/q t, z =
a

q

∫ t

0
sinh1/q v dv, t > 0, a > 0.

(IV) Parabolic Lorentzian Hopf surfaces, Su
γa
q
:

(a) q ̸= 1/2: with γaq = (u, v) given by

u =
ϵa2q

1− 2q
v1−2q, v > 0, a > 0 (ϵ = ±1).

(b) q = 1/2: with γa1/2 = (u, v) given by

u = ϵa2q ln v, v > 0, a > 0 (ϵ = ±1).

In parts (I), (II) and (III), (-T) means timelike surfaces and (-S) mean spacelike surfaces; in part
(IV), ϵ = 1 (resp. ϵ = −1) corresponds to spacelike (resp. timelike) surfaces, as usual. We call them
Lorentzian Hopf surfaces because the Euclidean counterparts were first introduced by Heinz Hopf
[19] in 1951. It can be verified that when q = 1, the non flat umbilical surfaces are recovered (see
Example 4.10), and when q = −1, those ones with zero mean curvature (see Theorem 5.1). See
Figure 6.

Using Section 3, Remark 4.5 and Remark 4.7, it is a long straightforward computation to check
that the linear geometric momentum of γaq , q ̸= 0, a > 0, is given by

(5.1) K(r) =
rq

aq
.

In the next result, we determine that the rotational surfaces in L3 such that both principal
curvatures are proportional at each point are precisely the Lorentzian Hopf surfaces introduced in
Definition 5.2.

Theorem 5.3. The only rotational surfaces satisfying the linear Weingarten relation km = q kp,

q ̸= 0, are the spacelike and timelike planes and the Lorentzian Hopf surfaces Sl
γa
q
, a > 0, described

in Definition 5.2.

Proof. First, the spacelike and timelike plane trivially satisfies km = q kp, for any q ̸= 0. Using (5.1)

in (4.10), it is easy to check that Sl
γa
q
verifies precisely km = q kp.

On the other hand, using Theorem 4.6, the linear Weingarten relation km = q kp translates into
the separable o.d.e.

K′(r) = qK(r)/r.

Its constant solution K ≡ 0 leads to the spacelike and timelike planes (see Example 4.4). And its

non-constant solution is given by K(r) = c rq, c > 0. Taking a = 1/c1/q, we arrive at (5.1) and then
Theorem 4.1 finishes the proof. □

6. Quadratic Weingarten rotational surfaces in L3

In this section, we are interested in the rotational Weingarten surfaces of L3 whose principal
curvatures are related by the quadratic equation km = µk2p, µ ̸= 0. Applying Theorem 4.6 and
taking into account (4.10), we arrive at the differential equation

(6.1) K′(r) = µK(r)2/r2,

whose solutions determine the corresponding surfaces through Corollary 4.3.
Notice that the constant trivial solution K ≡ 0 provides the spacelike and timelike planes in view

of Example 4.4. The general solution of (6.1) is given by

(6.2) Kµ,c(r) =
r

µ+ cr
, c ∈ R, µ+ cr ̸= 0.
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Figure 6. Some Lorentzian Hopf surfaces in L3 and their generatrix curves. First
row: spacelike hyperbolic of first type, q > 0 and q < 0; second row: timelike elliptic
q > 0 and q < 0; third row: hyperbolic of second type, q > 0, and timelike parabolic
q ̸= 1/2.

Since K−µ,−c(r) = −Kµ,c(r), we may assume that µ > 0 in the following. If c = 0, the geometric
linear momentum (6.2) turns into Kµ,0(r) = r/µ, and therefore the surface is locally congruent to
the hyperbolic plane H2

+(µ) if it is spacelike or to the de Sitter 2-space S21(µ) it is timelike (see
Example 4.10).

Using Corollary 4.3, we deduce that the desired rotational surfaces are generated by the following
graphs:

(1) Hyperbolic of first type case:

(6.3) x = xµ,cϵ (z) =

∫
z dz√
Pµ,c
ϵ (z)

, Pµ,c
ϵ (z) = (1− ϵc2)z2 − 2ϵcµz − ϵµ2 > 0.

(2) Hyperbolic of second type case:

(6.4) x = xµ,c(y) =

∫
y dy√
Qµ,c(y)

, Qµ,c(y) = (c2 − 1)y2 + 2cµy + µ2 > 0.

(3) Elliptic case:

(6.5) z = zµ,cϵ (x) =

∫
x dx√
Rµ,c

ϵ (x)
, Rµ,c

ϵ (x) = (1 + ϵc2)x2 + 2ϵcµx+ ϵµ2 > 0.
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(4) Parabolic case:

(6.6) u = uµ,cϵ (v) = ϵ

∫
(µ+ cv)2

v2
dv, v > 0.

We point out that xµ,−c
ϵ (−z) = xµ,cϵ (z), xµ,−c(−y) = xµ,c(y) and zµ,−c

ϵ (−x) = zµ,cϵ (x); hence we
may also assume that c > 0 in (6.3), (6.4) and (6.5). Furthermore, Rµ,c

ϵ (x) = Pµ,c
−ϵ (x) and hence

zµ,cϵ (x) = xµ,c−ϵ (x).
A long but straightforward computation provides the following result.

Proposition 6.1. The explicit expressions of the graphs described in equations (6.3), (6.4), (6.5),
and (6.6), depending on c > 0 and considering µ > 0, are depicted in the following list:

(1) Hyperbolic of first type:
(a) Spacelike generatrix, ϵ = 1:

(i) If 0 < c < 1:

xµ,c1 (z) =

√
Pµ,c
1 (z)

1− c2
+

cµ

(1− c2)3/2
log

(
z +

cµ

c2 − 1
+

√
Pµ,c
1 (z)√
1− c2

)
, with z ≤ −µ

1 + c
or z ≥ −µ

−1 + c
.

(ii) If c = 1:

xµ,11 (z) =
(−z + µ)

√
−µ(2z + µ)

3µ
, with z ≤ µ/2.

(iii) If c > 1:

xµ,c1 (z) = −
√

Pµ,c
1 (z)

c2 − 1
+

cµ arccos
(
(c2−1)z

µ + c
)

(c2 − 1)3/2
, with

−µ

1 + c
≤ z ≤ −µ

−1 + c
.

(b) Timelike generatrix, ϵ = −1:

xµ,c−1(z) =

√
Pµ,c
−1 (z)

1 + c2
− cµ

(1 + c2)3/2
log

z +
cµ

1 + c2
+

√
Pµ,c
−1 (z)

√
1 + c2

 , z ∈ R.

(2) Hyperbolic of second type:
(i) If 0 < c < 1:

xµ,c(y) =

√
Qµ,c(y)

c2 − 1
+

cµ
(
π − arccos

(
(1−c2)y

µ − c
))

(1− c2)3/2
, with

−µ

1 + c
≤ y ≤ −µ

−1 + c
.

(ii) If c = 1:

xµ,1(y) =
(y − µ)

√
µ(2y + µ)

3µ
, with y ≥ µ/2.

(iii) If c > 1:

xµ,c(y) =

√
Qµ,c(y)

c2 − 1
− cµ

(c2 − 1)3/2
log

(
y +

cµ

c2 − 1
+

√
Qµ,c(y)√
c2 − 1

)
, with y ≤ −µ

1 + c
or y ≥ −µ

−1 + c
.

(3) Elliptic: zµ,cϵ (x) = xµ,c−ϵ (x), ϵ = ±1, with x varying as in case (1).

(4) Parabolic: uµ,cϵ (v) = ϵ

(
c2v − µ2

v
+ 2cµ log(v)

)
, ϵ = ±1, v > 0.

Therefore, as a consequence of Corollary 4.8 and Corollary 4.3, we have proved the following local
classification result for quadratic rotational Weingarten surfaces:
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Theorem 6.2. The rotational surfaces in L3 whose principal curvatures satisfy km = µk2p, µ ̸= 0,
are locally congruent to the spacelike and timelike planes, the hyperbolic plane and De Sitter 2-space
of radius |µ|, and the rotational surfaces generated by the graphs described in Proposition 6.1.

Figure 7. Curves xµ,cϵ (z) and the corresponding rotational hyperbolic surfaces of
first type for µ = 1, ϵ = 1 and 0 < c < 1 (top-left), c = 1 (top-right), c > 1 (down-
left); and ϵ = −1 and some c > 0 (down-right).

Figure 8. Curves xµ,c(y) and the corresponding rotational hyperbolic surfaces of
second type for µ = 1, and 0 < c < 1 (left), c = 1 (middle), and c > 1 (right).
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Figure 9. Curves zµ,cϵ (x) and the corresponding rotational elliptic surfaces for µ =
1, ϵ = 1 and some c > 0 (top-left), ϵ = −1 and 0 < c < 1 (top-right), c = 1 (down-
left), and c > 1 (down-right).

Figure 10. Curves uµ,cϵ (v) and the corresponding rotational parabolic surfaces for
µ = 1, ϵ = 1 (left) or ϵ = −1 (right), and some values of c > 0.

7. Cubic Weingarten rotational surfaces in L3

The aim of this section is to study the rotational surfaces in L3 satisfying the cubic Weingarten
equation km = µk3p, with µ ̸= 0.

7.1. Non-degenerate quadric surfaces of revolution in L3. Inspired by [4] and [5], we look
first for the Lorentzian versions of the non-degenerate quadric surfaces of revolution in E3. They
can be rewritten in terms of their circular orbits in the following way:

(1) ellipsoid of revolution x2+y2

a2
+ z2

b2
= 1:

x2 + y2 = α2 − β2 z2,

(2) one-sheet hyperboloid of revolution x2+y2

a2
− z2

b2
= 1:

x2 + y2 = α2 + β2 z2,
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(3) two-sheets hyperboloid of revolution −x2+y2

a2
+ z2

b2
= 1:

x2 + y2 = −α2 + β2 z2,

(4) paraboloid of revolution z = x2+y2

2a :

x2 + y2 = δ z,

where a, b > 0 and α = a > 0, β = a/b > 0, δ = 2a > 0.
As far as we know, there is hardly any literature about the non-degenerate quadric surfaces of

revolution in L3. It seems natural then to follow the above idea in order to define the non-degenerate
quadric surfaces of revolution in L3 taking into account the possible nature of the orbits in the three
types of rotations in L3. If we also introduce the parameters a = α > 0, b = α/β > 0, d = δ/2 > 0,
we finally get the following canonical equations:

(I) Hyperbolic of first type quadric surfaces of revolution:
(a) Lorentzian ellipsoid: x23 − x22 = α2 − β2 x21, i.e.

x21
b2

− x22
a2

+
x23
a2

= 1,

(b) Lorentzian one-sheet hyperboloid: x23 − x22 = α2 + β2 x21, i.e.

−x21
b2

− x22
a2

+
x23
a2

= 1,

(c) Lorentzian two-sheets hyperboloid: x23 − x22 = −α2 + β2 x21, i.e.

x21
b2

+
x22
a2

− x23
a2

= 1,

(d) Lorentzian paraboloid: x23 − x22 = δ x1, i.e.

−x22 + x23 = 2d x1.

(II) Hyperbolic of second type quadric surfaces of revolution:
(a) Lorentzian ellipsoid: x22 − x23 = α2 − β2 x21, i.e.

x21
b2

+
x22
a2

− x23
a2

= 1,

(b) Lorentzian one-sheet hyperboloid: x22 − x23 = α2 + β2 x21, i.e.

−x21
b2

+
x22
a2

− x23
a2

= 1,

(c) Lorentzian two-sheets hyperboloid: x22 − x23 = −α2 + β2 x21, i.e.

x21
b2

− x22
a2

+
x23
a2

= 1,

(d) Lorentzian paraboloid: x22 − x23 = δ x1, i.e.

x22 − x23 = 2d x1.

(III) Elliptic quadric surfaces of revolution:
(a) Lorentzian ellipsoid: x21 + x22 = α2 − β2 x23, i.e.

x21
a2

+
x22
a2

+
x23
b2

= 1,

(b) Lorentzian one-sheet hyperboloid: x21 + x22 = α2 + β2 x23, i.e.

x21
a2

+
x22
a2

− x23
b2

= 1,



20 P. CARRETERO, I. CASTRO, AND I. CASTRO-INFANTES

(c) Lorentzian two-sheets hyperboloid: x21 + x22 = −α2 + β2 x23, i.e.

−x21
a2

− x22
a2

+
x23
b2

= 1,

(d) Lorentzian paraboloid: x21 + x22 = δ x3, i.e.

x21 + x22 = 2d x3.

(IV) Parabolic quadric surfaces of revolution:
(a) x21 + x22 − x23 = α2 − β2 (x1 − x3)

2, i.e.

x21 + x22 − x23
α2

+
β2(x1 − x3)

2

α2
= 1,

(b) x21 + x22 − x23 = α2 + β2 (x1 − x3)
2, i.e.

x21 + x22 − x23
α2

− β2(x1 − x3)
2

α2
= 1,

(c) x21 + x22 − x23 = −α2 + β2 (x1 − x3)
2, i.e.

−x21 + x22 − x23
α2

+
β2(x1 − x3)

2

α2
= 1,

(d) x21 + x22 − x23 = −α2 − β2 (x1 − x3)
2, i.e.

−x21 + x22 − x23
α2

− β2(x1 − x3)
2

α2
= 1,

with α > 0, β ≥ 0.

The latter case (IV) allows for a different configuration of the radii functions. In fact, it makes no
sense to consider case (IV)(d) as the expected case x21 + x22 − x23 = δ(x1 − x3), because then (4.8)
leads to uϵ(v) = δ > 0 and this contradicts (4.9).

Remark 7.1. With the above nomenclature, it is obvious that the canonical equations of cases
(I)-(a) and (II)-(c) coincide. The same happens to cases (I)-(c) and (II)-(a). But recall that the
surfaces belonging to (II) are always timelike. So the coincidence should be understood only with
the timelike region of the hyperbolic of first type Lorentzian ellipsoid and Lorentzian two-sheets
hyperboloid.

Remark 7.2. We point out that the hyperbolic plane H2
+(R), R > 0, can be seen as a non-

degenerate quadric surface of revolution; it corresponds to a = b = R in cases (I)-(b) and (III)-(c),
and to β = 0, α = R, in cases (IV)-(c)(d). The same happens to the de Sitter 2-space S21(R), R > 0;
it corresponds to a = b = R in cases (I)-(c), (II)-(a) and (III)-(b), and to β = 0, α = R, in cases
(IV)-(a)(b).

Using Remark 4.5, it is a long straightforward exercise to arrive at the explicit expression of the
geometric linear momentum of the generatrix curve (ellipse, hyperbola or parabola) of each non-
degenerate quadric surface of revolution in L3 defined above. In addition, using Theorem 4.6, it is
then easy to check that all of them satisfy a cubic Weingarten relation collected in the following list
and we can also specify the spacelike and timelike regions of each non-degenerate quadric surface
of revolution in L3:

(I) Hyperbolic of first type quadric surfaces of revolution:
(a) Lorentzian ellipsoid: generatrix ellipse x2/b2 + z2/a2 = 1,

K(z)2 =
ϵ b2z2

(a2 + b2)z2 − a4
, km = −ϵ

a4

b2
k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if z2 >
a4

a2 + b2

(
resp. if z2 <

a4

a2 + b2

)
.
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(b) Lorentzian one-sheet hyperboloid: generatrix hyperbola −x2/b2 + z2/a2 = 1,

K(z)2 =
ϵ b2z2

(b2 − a2)z2 + a4
, km = ϵ

a4

b2
k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if z2 <
a4

a2 − b2

(
resp. if z2 >

a4

a2 − b2

)
, a2 > b2.

When a2 ≤ b2, it is always spacelike.
(c) Lorentzian two-sheets hyperboloid: generatrix hyperbola x2/b2 − z2/a2 = 1,

K(z)2 =
ϵ b2z2

(b2 − a2)z2 − a4
, km = −ϵ

a4

b2
k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if z2 >
a4

b2 − a2

(
resp. if z2 <

a4

b2 − a2

)
, b2 > a2.

When b2 ≤ a2, it is always timelike.
(d) Lorentzian paraboloid: generatrix parabola z2 = 2d x,

K(z)2 =
ϵ z2

z2 − d2
. km = −ϵ d2k3p,

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if |z| > d (resp. if |z| < d).

Recall that a > 0, b > 0, d > 0. See Figure 11.

Figure 11. Hyperbolic of first type quadric surfaces of revolution in L3 (in blue,
the spacelike region; in red, the timelike region).

(II) Hyperbolic of second type quadric surfaces of revolution:
(a) Lorentzian ellipsoid: generatrix ellipse x2/b2 + y2/a2 = 1,

K(y)2 =
b2y2

(b2 − a2)y2 + a4
, km =

a4

b2
k3p.

If a2 > b2, y2 <
a4

a2 − b2
; if a2 ≤ b2, y ∈ (−∞,+∞).

(b) Lorentzian one-sheet hyperboloid: generatrix hyperbola −x2/b2 + y2/a2 = 1,

K(y)2 =
b2y2

(a2 + b2)y2 − a4
, y2 >

a4

a2 + b2
, km = −a4

b2
k3p.

(c) Lorentzian two-sheets hyperboloid: generatrix hyperbola x2/b2 − y2/a2 = 1,

K(y)2 =
b2y2

(a2 + b2)y2 + a4
, y ∈ (−∞,+∞), km =

a4

b2
k3p.
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(d) Lorentzian paraboloid: generatrix parabola y2 = 2d x,

K(y)2 =
y2

y2 + d2
, y ∈ (−∞,+∞), km = d2k3p.

Recall that a > 0, b > 0, d > 0. See Figure 12.

Figure 12. Hyperbolic of second type quadric surfaces of revolution in L3.

(III) Elliptic quadric surfaces of revolution:
(a) Lorentzian ellipsoid: generatrix ellipse x2/a2 + z2/b2 = 1,

K(x)2 =
ϵ b2x2

a4 − (a2 + b2)x2
, km = ϵ

a4

b2
k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if x2 <
a4

a2 + b2

(
resp. if x2 >

a4

a2 + b2

)
.

(b) Lorentzian one-sheet hyperboloid: generatrix hyperbola x2/a2 − z2/b2 = 1,

K(x)2 =
ϵ b2x2

(a2 − b2)x2 − a4
, km = −ϵ

a4

b2
k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if x2 >
a4

a2 − b2

(
resp. if x2 <

a4

a2 − b2

)
, a2 > b2.

When a2 ≤ b2, it is always timelike.
(c) Lorentzian two-sheets hyperboloid: generatrix hyperbola −x2/a2 + z2/b2 = 1,

K(x)2 =
ϵ b2x2

a4 + (a2 − b2)x2
, km = ϵ

a4

b2
k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if x2 <
a4

b2 − a2

(
resp. if x2 >

a4

b2 − a2

)
, a2 < b2.

When a2 ≥ b2, it is always spacelike.
(d) Lorentzian paraboloid: generatrix parabola x2 = 2d z,

K(x)2 =
ϵ x2

d2 − x2
, km = ϵ d2k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if |x| < d (resp. if |x| > d).

Recall a > 0, b > 0, d > 0. See Figure 13.
(IV) Parabolic quadric surfaces of revolution:

(a) Generatrix hyperbola u = α2/v − β2 v,

K(v)2 = −ϵ v2

α2+β2v2
, therefore ϵ = −1, that is, always timelike; km = α2k3p.
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Figure 13. Elliptic quadric surfaces of revolution in L3 (in blue, the spacelike re-
gion; in red, the timelike region).

(b) Generatrix hyperbola u = α2/v + β2 v,

K(v)2 = ϵ v2

β2v2−α2 ; km = −ϵ α2k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if v2 > α2/β2 (resp. if v2 < α2/β2), β ̸= 0.

(c) Generatrix hyperbola u = −α2/v + β2 v,

K(v)2 = ϵ v2

α2+β2v2
, therefore ϵ = 1, that is, always spacelike; km = α2k3p.

(d) Generatrix hyperbola u = −α2/v − β2 v,

K(v)2 = ϵ v2

α2−β2v2
; km = ϵ α2k3p.

Spacelike (resp. timelike) if v2 < α2/β2 (resp. if v2 > α2/β2), β ̸= 0.

Recall α > 0, β > 0. See Figure 14.

Figure 14. Parabolic quadric surfaces of revolution in L3 (in blue, the spacelike
region; in red, the timelike region).

7.2. Classification. We are now in a position to establish our main result in this section charac-
terizing all the quadric surfaces of revolution introduced in Section 7.1 in terms of a specific cubic
Weingarten relation.

Theorem 7.3. The only rotational surfaces in L3 satisfying km = µk3p, µ ̸= 0, are the planes and
the non-degenerate quadric surfaces of revolution described in Section 7.1.

Remark 7.4. We remark that if we take µ = 0 in the above cubic Weingarten relation, we also
recover the Lorentzian rotational cones (see Example 4.9) and the right cylinders (see Remark 4.2)
of L3.
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Proof. On the one hand, the spacelike and timelike planes obviously satisfy km = µk3p, for any
µ ̸= 0. In addition, we have checked in Section 7.1 that all the non-degenerate quadric surfaces of
revolution satisfy km = µk3p, for suitable µ ̸= 0 depending on the positive parameters a, b, d, α and
ϵ = ±1.

On the other hand, using Corollary 4.8, the cubic Weingarten relation km = µk3p translates into
the separable o.d.e.

K′(r) = µK(r)3/r3.

Its constant solution K ≡ 0 leads to the spacelike and timelike planes (see Example 4.4). Its
non-constant solution is given by

(7.1) K(r) =
r√

µ+ c r2
, c ∈ R, µ+ c r2 > 0.

We first observe that if c = 0, we have that K(r) = r/
√
µ, µ > 0, and taking into account

Example 4.10, we arrive at the hyperbolic plane or de Siiter 2-space of radius R =
√
µ (see Remark

7.2).
Using Theorem 4.1, we are going to identify the rotational surfaces Sl

γ uniquely determined, up to
l-translations, by the one parameter family of geometric linear momenta (depending on c) given in
(7.1); see also Corollary 4.3. For that purpose, we analyze the different classes of rotational surfaces
in L3 and we also distinguish cases according to the signs of ϵµ and ϵc.

(I) Hyperbolic of first type rotational surfaces: Now (7.1) is

(7.2) K(z) =
z√

µ+ c z2
, c ∈ R, µ+ c z2 > 0.

• If ϵµ < 0, we separate in turn three possibilities:

(i) ϵc > 1: Then a2 = −ϵµ
ϵc−1 is well defined, and putting b2 = a4

−ϵµ we conclude that

(7.2) exactly gives the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (I)-(a).

(ii) ϵc < 1: We now define a2 = −ϵµ
1−ϵc and b2 = a4

−ϵµ . Then we obtain that (7.2) leads

to the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (I)-(c).
(iii) ϵc = 1: We define d2 = −ϵµ and conclude that (7.2) provides the geometric linear

momentum corresponding to case (I)-(d).
• If ϵµ > 0, using that K(z)2 − ϵ > 0 (see Corollary 4.3(1)), we easily deduce ϵc < 1.

Then a2 = ϵµ
1−ϵc is well defined and putting b2 = a4

ϵµ , we finish that (7.2) exactly gives

the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (I)-(b).
(II) Hyperbolic of second type rotational surfaces: Now (7.1) is

(7.3) K(y) =
y√

µ+ c y2
, c ∈ R, µ+ c y2 > 0.

• If µ > 0, we discuss three possibilities:

(i) c < 1: Then a2 = µ
1−c is well defined, and putting b2 = a4

µ , we conclude that (7.3)

exactly gives the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (II)-(a).

(ii) c > 1: We now define a2 = µ
c−1 and b2 = a4

µ . Then we obtain that (7.3) leads to

the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (II)-(c).
(iii) c = 1: We define d2 = µ and conclude that (7.3) provides the geometric linear

momentum corresponding to case (II)-(d).
• If µ < 0, using that 1−K(y)2 > 0 (see Corollary 4.3(2)), we easily deduce c > 1. Then

a2 = −µ
c−1 is well defined and putting b2 = a4

−µ , we finish that (7.3) exactly gives the

geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (II)-(b).
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(III) Elliptic rotational surfaces: Now (7.1) is

(7.4) K(x) =
x√

µ+ c x2
, c ∈ R, µ+ c x2 > 0.

• If ϵµ > 0, we separate in turn three possibilities:

(i) ϵc < −1: Then a2 = ϵµ
−(1+ϵc) is well defined, and putting b2 = a4

ϵµ , we conclude

that (7.4) exactly gives the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case
(III)-(a).

(ii) ϵc > −1: We now define a2 = ϵµ
1+ϵc and b2 = a4

ϵµ . Then we obtain that (7.4) leads

to the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (III)-(c).
(iii) ϵc = −1: We define d2 = ϵµ and conclude that (7.4) provides the geometric linear

momentum corresponding to case (III)-(d).
• If ϵµ < 0, using that K(x)2 + ϵ > 0 (see Corollary 4.3(3)), we easily deduce ϵc > −1.

Then a2 = −ϵµ
1+ϵc is well defined and putting b2 = a4

−ϵµ we finish that (7.4) exactly gives

the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (III)-(b).
(IV) Parabolic rotational surfaces: Now (7.1) is

(7.5) K(v) =
v√

µ+ c v2
, c ∈ R, µ+ c v2 > 0.

We distinguish two cases and two subcases at each case:
• ϵµ < 0:

(i) ϵc < 0: Then α2 = −ϵµ and β2 = −ϵc are well defined and we conclude that (7.5)
exactly gives the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (IV)-(a).
Recall that necessarily ϵ = −1 in this case.

(ii) ϵc > 0: Now α2 = −ϵµ and β2 = ϵc are well defined and we deduce that (7.5)
exactly gives the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (IV)-(b).

• ϵµ > 0:
(i) ϵc > 0: Then α2 = ϵµ and β2 = ϵc are well defined and we get that (7.5) exactly

gives the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (IV)-(c). Recall that
necessarily ϵ = 1 in this case.

(ii) ϵc < 0: Now α2 = ϵµ and β2 = −ϵc are well defined and we finish that (7.5)
exactly gives the geometric linear momentum corresponding to case (IV)-(d).

This finishes the proof. □
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[3] Ö. Boyacioglu, R. López and D. Saglan. Linear Weingarten surfaces foliated by circles in Minkowski space. Tai-
wanese J. Math. 15(5) (2011), 1897–1917.



26 P. CARRETERO, I. CASTRO, AND I. CASTRO-INFANTES

[4] P. Carretero and I. Castro. A new approach to rotational Weingarten surfaces. Mathematics 2022 10(4), 578;
https://doi.org/10.3390/math10040578

[5] P. Carretero and I. Castro. A Geometric Characterization of The Quadric Surfaces of Revolution. Rom. J. Math.
Comput. Sci. 15 (2023)), 68–74.

[6] P. Carretero and I. Castro. Rotational surfaces with prescribed curvatures. Diff. Geom. Appl. 101, 2025, 102298;
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.difgeo.2025.102298

[7] P. Carretero, I. Castro and I. Castro-Infantes. Quadratic Rotational Weingarten Surfaces. Rom. J. Math. Comput.
Sci. 13 (2025)), 76–82.

[8] I. Castro and I. Castro-Infantes. Plane curves with curvature depending on distance to a line. Diff. Geom. Appl.
44 (2016), 77–97.

[9] I. Castro, I. Castro-Infantes and J. Castro-Infantes. Curves in Lorentz-Minkowski plane: elasticae, catenaries and
grim-reapers. Open Math. 16 (2018), 747–766.

[10] I. Castro, I. Castro-Infantes and J. Castro-Infantes. Curves in Lorentz-Minkowski plane with curvature depending
on their position. Open Math. 18 (2020), 749–770.

[11] I. Castro, I. Castro-Infantes and J. Castro-Infantes. On a Problem of David Singer about Prescribing Curvature
for Curves. Geom. Integrability & Quantization 21 (2020), 100–117.

[12] I. Castro, I. Castro-Infantes and J. Castro-Infantes. Helicoidal minimal surfaces in the 3-sphere: an
approach via spherical curves. Rev. Real Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fis. Nat. Ser. A-Mat. 118, 77 (2024).
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13398-024-01574-3

[13] W. Chen and H. Li. Spacelike Weingarten surfaces in R3
1 and the sine-Gordon equation. J. Math. Anal. Appl.

214 (1997), 459–474.
[14] S.S Chern. Some new characterizations of the Euclidean sphere. Duke Math. J. 12 (1945), 279–290.
[15] L.C.B. da Silva. Surfaces of revolution with prescribed mean and skew curvatures in Lorentz-Minkowski space.
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Matemáticas de la Universidad de Granada, 18071 Granada, Spain.

Email address: icastro@ujaen.es
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