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Abstract. In this paper, we classify conformal surfaces of revolution in hyperbolic
3-space H3(—02) satisfying an equation in terms of the position vector field and the
Laplace operators with respect to the first, the second and the third fundamental forms
of the surface.
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1. Introduction

Surfaces of revolution is form of the most easily recognized class of surfaces.
The use of surfaces of revolution is essential in many fields such as physics and
engineering. Surfaces of revolution have been well known since ancient times as
well as common objects in geometric modelling which can be found everywhere in
nature, human artefacts, technical practice and also in mathematics. Furthermore,
many objects from everyday life such as cans, table glasses and furniture legs are
surfaces of revolution. The process of lathing wood produces surfaces of revolution
by its very nature [1, 19].

The notion of finite type immersion of submanifolds of a Fuclidean space has
been used in classifying and characterizing the well known Riemannian subman-
ifolds. Chen posed the problem of classifying the finite type surfaces in the 3-
dimensional Euclidean space E3. A Euclidean submanifold is said to be of Chen
finite type if its coordinate functions are a finite sum of eigenfunctions of its Lapla-
cian A . Further, the notion of finite type can be extended to any smooth function
on a submanifold of a Euclidean space or a pseudo-Euclidean space. The theory of
submanifolds of finite type has been studied by many geometers [7, 11].

In H3(—c?), surfaces of constant mean curvature H = ¢ are particularly inter-
esting, because they exhibit many geometric properties in common with minimal
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surfaces in E3. This is not a coincidence. There is a one-to-one correspondence, so-
called Lawson correspondence, between surfaces of constant mean curvature Hy
in H3(—c?) and surfaces of constant mean curvature H, = /H2 —c2. Those
corresponding constant mean curvature surfaces satisfy the same Gauss-Codazzi
equations, so they share many geometric properties in common. Lee and Zarske
constructed surfaces of revolution with constant mean curvature H = ¢ and mini-
mal surfaces of revolution in hyperbolic 3-space H?(—c?) of constant curvature —c?.
In addition, they have showed that, the limit of the surfaces of revolution with
H = c in H3(—c?) is a catenoid, the minimal surface of revolution in Euclidean 3-
space as ¢ approaches 0 15. Lee and Martin studied spacelike and timelike surfaces
of constant mean curvature in de sitter 3-space [14, 16]. Kaimakamis, Papanto-
niou and Petoumenos studied Lorentz invariant spacelike surfaces of constant mean
curvature in anti de sitter 3-space [12].

We know that, x is harmonic if Ax = 0 in Euclidean 3—space. However, this
is no longer true in H?(—c?) because the Laplacian equation Ax = 0 is not the
harmonic map equation in H3(—c?) [15].

Let x : M —E™ be an isometric immersion of a connected n-dimensional man-
ifold in the m-dimensional Euclidean space E™. Denote by H and A the mean
curvature and the Laplacian of M with respect to the Riemannian metric on M
induced from that of E™, respectively [6]. Takahashi proved that the submanifolds
in E™ satisfying Az = Az, that is, all coordinate functions are eigenfunctions of the
Laplacian with the same eigenvalue A € R are either the minimal submanifolds of
E™ or the minimal submanifolds of hypersphere S™~! in E™ [18].

As an extension of Takahashi theorem, Garay studied hypersurfaces in E™ whose
coordinate functions are eigenfunctions of the Laplacian, but not necessarily asso-
ciated to the same eigenvalue. He considered hypersurfaces in E™ satisfying the
condition
(1.1) Az = Az,

where A€ Mat (m,R) is an m x m- diagonal matrix, and proved that such hyper-
surfaces are minimal (H = 0) in E™ and open pieces of either round hyperspheres
or generalized right spherical cylinders [10].

Related to this, Dillan, Pas and Vertraelen investigated surfaces in E? whose
immersions satisfy the condition

(1.2) Az = Az + B,

where A€ Mat (3,R) is a 3 x 3-real matrix and B € R? [8]. In other words, each
coordinate function is of 1-type in the sense of Chen [7]. For the Lorentzian version
of surfaces satisfying (1.2), Alias, Ferrandez and Lucas proved that the only such
surfaces are minimal surfaces and open pieces of Lorentz circular cylinders, hyper-
bolic cylinders, Lorentz hyperbolic cylinders, hyperbolic spaces or pseudo-spheres
[2].

The notion of an isometric immersion x is naturally extended to smooth func-
tions on submanifolds of Euclidean space or pseudo-Euclidean space. The most
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natural one of them is the Gauss map of the submanifold. In particular, if the
submanifold is a hypersurface, then the Gauss map can be identified with the unit
normal vector field to it. Dillen and Vertraelen studied surfaces of revolution in
the three dimensional Euclidean space E3 such that its Gauss map G satisfies the
condition

(1.3) AG = AG,

where AcMat (3,R) [9]. Baikoussis and Vertraelen studied the helicoidal surfaces in
E? [3]. Choi completely classified the surfaces of revolution satisfying the condition
(1.3) in the three dimensional Minkowski space E3 [5]. Bekkar, Zoubir and Senoussi
classified surfaces of revolution satisfying (1.1) in the three dimensional Minkowski
space [4, 17]. Kaimakamis, Papantpniou and Peteoumenos classified surfaces of
revolution satisfying

ATe = Ar,

in the three dimensional Lorentz-Minkowski space [12]. Choi, Kim and Yoon in-
vestigated the surfaces of revolution satisfying an equation in terms of the position
vector field and the 2nd-Laplacian in Minkowski 3-space [6].

The main purpose of this paper is complete the classification of conformal sur-
faces of revolution in H?(—c?) in terms of the position vector field and the Laplacian
operators.

2. Preliminaries

Let R3*! denote the Minkowski spacetime with rectangular coordinates xg, <1, 2, 3
and the Lorentzian metric

ds® = — (dx)® + (dzy)? + (dzo)? + (das)?.

Hyperbolic 3-space is the hyperquadric:

1
H3(—c2) = {(Io,Il,IQ,.Ig) € R3*! —x% —I—x% —I—x% —|—:1:§ = —0—2}

which has the constant sectional curvature -c2. This is a hyperboloid of two sheets
in spacetime so it is called the hyperboloid model of hyperbolic 3-space. Consider
the chart

U = {(z0,x1,22,23) € H*(=c?)| xo+x1 >0}

and define
1
t=—-logec(xo+ 1),
c

€2
c(zg+ 1)’
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x3
c(zo+m1)

Then
ds? = (dt)? + e~ {(da:)2 n (dy)Q} .

R3 with coordinates ¢, z,y and the metric
ge = (dt)? + e 2 {(daz)2 + (dy)z}

is called the flat model of hyperbolic 3-space . We will still denote it by H?(—c?).The
flat chart model is a local chart of hyperbolic 3-space, so it is not regarded as a
standard model of hyperbolic 3-space. As ¢ — 0, H3(—c?) flattens out to Euclidean
3-space E3 [15].

Let R? be equipped with the metric

(2.1) ds? = (dt)? + e {(d:v)2 + (dy)2} .

The space (R3,g) has constant curvature —c?. It is denoted by H3(—c?) and is
called the pseudospherical model of hyperbolic 3-space. From the metric (2.1), one
can easily see that H3(—c?) flattens out to E* Euclidean 3-space as ¢ — 0 [15].

Let M be a domain and x : M — H3(—c?) a parametric surface. The metric (2.1)
induces an inner product on each tangent space T}, H3(—c?). This inner product
can be used to define conformal surfaces in H3(—c?) . x : M — H3(—c?) is said to
be conformal if
(2:2) (Xu, %) =0 [xu| = [x0| = ez,

where (u,v) is a local coordinate system in M and w : M — R is a real-valued
function in M. The induced metric on the conformal parametric surface is given by

ds? = ev ((du)2 + (dv)z) .

In order to calculate the mean curvature of x, we need to find a unit normal vector
field G of x. For that, we need something like cross product. H?(—c?) is not a
vector space but we can define an analogue of cross product locally on each tangent
space T, H?(—c?). Let

g

|

kS
N
S
-
N——
=

_l’_

S
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VRS
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Flo &
N——
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S
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|
N———
=

x,y € T, H3(—c?), where {(%)p ) (%)pu (3%)1)
H3(—c?). The cross product is defined by

vxw = (vaws— v3ws)
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0
+62Ct (’U3’U}1 — ’U1’w3) (8_>
z p

0
+e2ct (vywe —vowy) | =— |
dy »

where p = (t;2;y) € H?(—c?). Then by a direct calculation we obtain
(23) g11 = <Xu7Xu> y 922 = <vaxv> y 912 = <Xuvxv> .

Let x : M — H3(—c?) be a parametric surface. Then on each tangent plane 7,
x(M), we have

(2.4) [l X xv||2 = eflet(wv) (911922 — 9%2) ;

where p = (t(u;v), x(u;v), y(u;v)) € H3(—c?) . If ¢ — 0, (2.3) becomes the familiar
formula
¢ Xul|* = g11922 — g7

from the Euclidean case. In this case, the Gaussian curvature and the mean curva-
ture of a parametric surface x(u,v) may be calculated by

e hi1hoo—h?
K = K 4 ¢futhaa=hy
(2 5) 911922—9G7o
’ H = g22h11+g11h22—2g12h12

2(911922 *9%2)

3

where K is the sectional curvature and G is unit normal vector field of M, respec-
tively. So the coefficient of second fundamental forms are given by

hll - <X7J,’u.a G>; h’22 = <X'U’Ua G>7 h12 = <Xu1)7 G> .
Let x : M — H3(—c?) be a conformal surface satisfying (2.2). The mean curvature
H of x is given by
1
(2.6) H 256_“’ (Ax, G).
One can easily see that the the formulas (2.4) and (2.5) coincide for conformal
surfaces in H3(—c?) [15].

Rotations about the t—axis are the only type of Euclidean rotations that can be
considered in H3(—c?). Consider a profile curve a(u) = (u, f(u),0) in the tz—plane.
Denote x(u,v) as the rotation of a(u) about the t—axis through an angle v. Then,

(2.7) x(u,v) = (u, f(u) cosv, f(u)sinwv).

[15]. Tt is well known in terms of local coordinates {u,v} of M the Laplacian
operators A, Al AIl of the first, the second and the third fundamental forms
on M are defined by [4, 12, 17]

(28 Alx—-—— 1 63 922X — 12X _88 g12Xu —guXe ||
|911922 - g%2| v |911922 - g%2| v {g11g22 - 9%2{
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0 [ hoexu —hioxy | 0 h12xy — h11Xy
O\ Vlnahas —h3,| ) 90\ {/|harhas — 3,

1

(29) Alx=—— —
|[h11has — b, |

and

N2 < ZxXy—Y Xy >
1 U \ (hi1hag—h? —g2
(2.10) AIIIX _ ( 11722 12)\/911922 912

b}
(h11ha2 — h2y) \/g11922 — 935 -2 ( Yy —Xxy >

v (h11h22*h%2)\/911922*9%2

Q

where

X = guihiy —2gi2h11his + goohiy,
Y = githizhas — gizh11has + gazhi1hiz — gi2his,
Z = gashiy — 2g12haohi2 + g11h3s.

3. Conformal Surfaces of Revolution Satisfying Alx = Ax

In this section, we will classify conformal surfaces of revolution H?(—c?) satisfying
the equation
(3.1) Alx = Ax,

where A = (a;;) € Mat(3, R) and
AIXi: (Ale, AIXQ, AIX3) y

where
(3.2) X1 =u, Xo = f(u)cosv, x3 = f(u)sinv.

The coefficients of the first fundamental form are given by
g = e > (€2cu + 1" (U)) ;

(3.3) g2 = € 2" f2(u),
gi2 = 0.

If we require x(u,v) to be conformal, then

2
(34) 2+ f" (u) = f2(u).
The coefficients of the second fundamental form are given by
By = @
TP (et )
(3.5) hoo — S (w) ,
2P (e W)

h12 =0.
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So the Gaussian curvature K and the mean curvature H are calculated by

() (e £ () — et )

K= . 5
f(u) (e2cu + f' (u))

and

—f(u)f”(u) 4 oe2cu f/2 (u)
2e—2cu (e2cu 4 f/2 (U)) \/fQ(u) (626u + f/2 (’U,))
respectively. With the conformality condition (3.4), H is reduced to

_ M)+ fw)
H= 2672cuf3(u) :

H =

(3.6)

Let H = ¢. Then (3.6) can be written as
(3.7) f"(u) — flu) 4+ 2ce™ 2 f3(u) = 0.

The differential equation (3.7) cannot be solved analytically [15]. If ¢ = 0, then
(3.7) becomes

F'(w) = fu) = 0.

Hence we can see that if H = 0 then ¢ = 0 .Thus we have:

Proposition 3.1. Let M be surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) in H3(—c?). If
c # 0, then there are no minimal conformal surfaces of revolution in H3(—c?). If
c =0, then there are minimal conformal surfaces of revolution in E2 if and only if
f" — f = 0 which has the general solution f(u) = cie* + coe™™ for some constant

C1,C2 /15/
With the conformality condition (3.4), K is reduced to

B —c2f5(u) _ e4cuf//(u)
(3.8) K = =0 .

Let K = ¢. Then (3.8) can be written as
(3.9) cf®(u) + ¢ f2(u) + e f (u) = 0.

The differential equation (3.9) cannot be solved analytically. Hence we see that if
K =0 then ¢ =0 and f”(u) =0 . Thus we have:

Proposition 3.2. Let M be surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) in H3(—c?). If
c # 0, then there are no flat conformal surfaces of revolution in H3(—c?). If ¢ =0
then there are flat conformal surfaces of revolution in E3 if and only if "' = 0 which
has the general solution f(u) = ciu+ co for some constant c1,cq [15].
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Assume that K = Kg € R\{0}. By (3.8), we get
(3.10) FP(w)Ko + 2 f5(u) + e* f (u) = 0,

where f(u) # 0. The differential equation (3.10) cannot be solved analytically for
¢ # 0. If ¢ = 0, then the solution of (3.10) given by

éJ 3 (—1+JacobiCN {2.3% \eF (utea)2(—Ko) ¥ ,i(2+\/§)} )
3

vV1i+ \/g\/—Q + /3 — JacobiCN [2.3112 \/cl% (u+c2)? (—Ko)

flu) =+

3

ol

4@+

(3.11)
where c1,co € R.

Theorem 3.1. There is no conformal surface of revolution which has constant the
Gaussian curvature in H> (—02). The Gaussian curvature of conformal surface of
revolution is constant, K = Ko, in E3 if and only if the function f(u) is (3.11).

Similar calculations are also used for the mean curvature, what we get there is not
conformal on the surfaces of revolution which has the real mean curvature in E3. By
straightforward computation, the Laplacian operator on M with the help of (3.1),
(3.2), (3.3) and (2.7) turns out to be

e2cu (*f, <826u+f,2)+f(ce%"+f’f”))
j’(e2cu+f/2)2 ?
eleuw COS’U(826u+f,2+f(cflff”))
j’(620u+f/2)2 !
2
e4cu Sinv(e2cu “rfl +f(Cfl*fN))
f(82cu+f/2)2

(3.12) Alx; =

With the conformality condition (3.4), the equation (3.12) is reduced to

e2cu(_f/f2+f(c€2cu+f/f//))

dcu 3 ’ . r_pn ’
AIXZ' _ e cosv(f Jgj(cf f )),
eleu sin’u(flz-l—f(cf/—f”))
f5

Suppose that M satisfies (3.1). Then from (3.1) , we have

e2cu (*f,f2+f(C826u+flf”))

a11u + a1z f(u) cosv + a3 f(u) sinv = i ,
64(:11. oS v 2 cf —f"
(3.13) a1t + aga f (1) cosv + ags f(u) sinv = — (f ftf( r'=1")) ,

deu _: 2 1 plt
asi1u + age f(u) cosv + asa f(u) sinv = el sin o/ ;f(cf ! )).




Classification of Conformal Surfaces of Revolution 341

Since the functions coswv,sinv and the constant function are linearly independent,
by (3.13) we get a12 = a13 = a21 = a3 = az1 = az2 =0, a11 =\, az = azz = fu.
Consequently the matrix A satisfies

0
0

"

A =

S O >
or O

The equation (3.13) is rewritten as the following:

ezcu(—,f/,f+062cu+f/f”)

Ay = TE )
(314) 84cu(f+c‘fl7f”)
uf () = ST,

This means that M is at most of 2-type. From (3.14), we have
e4cu o >\_’u, _ ezcuf/(f//_f)
3.15 oL oft
( ) e4cu o Hf
T e S L
Combining the first and the second equation of (3.15), we obtain
Au e (f—f) nf
c Cf4 _f-l—Cf'—f”.
The equation (3.16) is reduced to

BATP*f (f = f) (1 + ) f = )+ (=1 + ) Mu+ep) f = duf”) = 0.

In the cases {c Z0,A#£0,u=0},{c#0,AX=0,u#0},{c#0,X#0,u # 0}, the
second order nonlinear differential equation (3.17) cannot be solved analytically.
For the case {¢ # 0, =0, = 0}, (3.17) can be written as

(3.18) U (f = (A =o f =) =0
The general solutions of (3.18) are given by
f(u)
(3.19) fu)
fu)

where ¢j,c2 € R and ¢ — 1 > 0. Substituting the solutions (3.19) into (3.14),
respectively. They don’ t satisfy these equations. Thus, we can give the following
theorem:

(3.16)

C1,
cre" + coe™ Y,
Cleu\/c—l + C2e—u\/c—1,

Theorem 3.2. Let M be conformal surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) and ¢ # 0
in H3(—c?). Then there are no harmonic and non- harmonic conformal surfaces

of revolution satisfying the conditions A'x = 0 and A'x = Ax,respectively, where
AeMat (3,R).
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In the cases {c=0,A#0,u#0},{c=0,A# 0,u =0}, we cannot obtain any
conformal surfaces of revolution in E3. In the cases {¢ = 0,A = 0,1 # 0}, {c=0,A=0,u =0},
the general solutions of (3.18) are given by

f(u) =c1, f(u) = 1 cosu+ casinu,

and
(3.20) f(u) = cie” +cae™,
respectively. The solution f(u) = c¢; satisfies (3.14) for u = Z. Then, the

€1
parametrization of M is given by

(3.21) x(u,v) = (u, 1 cosv, g sinwv) .

Fic. 3.1:

The solution f(u) = ¢1 cosu + co sinu does not satisfies (3.14). But the solution
(3.20) satisfies (3.14). Then, the parametrization of M is given by

(3.22) x(u,v) = (u, (c1e" + coe™") cosv, (cre + cze ") sinv) .
Thus we can give the following theorem:

Theorem 3.3. Let M be conformal surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) and c =0
in E3. If M is harmonic or non-harmonic conformal surfaces of revolution, then it
is an open part of the surfaces (3.21) or (3.22), respectively.
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Fic. 3.2

Conformal Surfaces of Revolution Satisfying Allx = Ax

In this section, we classify conformal surfaces of revolution with non-degenerate
second fundamental form in H3(—c?) satisfying the equation

(4.1)

Allx = Ax,

where A = (a;;) € Mat(3, R) and

(4.2)

AHXZ': (AHxl, AIIX2, AHX;),) .

By straightforward computation, the Laplacian operator on M with the help of
(3.2), (3.5), (4.2) and (2.8) turns out to be

(4.3)

f2(62cu+f/2)(ff”l*flf”)

2f2f//2 ) ’ ,
Ally, _ | cosoy/r2(e2ts?) (4157 =17 1" =21")
v 2f2f//2 ) , ’
sinoy/12(e2en 1) (£ 57 =7 1" =20 1")
2f2fu2

With the conformality condition (3.4), the equation (4.3) is reduced to

ff”l*flf”

2f”2 9

Cosv(ff,f”lffgf”f?ff,ﬂ)

2f”22 2 ’
sin'u(ff/f”/—f/ f=2ff" )
2f//2

AIIXi =
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Suppose that M satisfies (4.1). Then from (4.1) and (4.2), we have

a1nu + a2 f(u) cosv + arzf(u)sinv = 7”/;/;,,’;7” ,
2 2
. Ccos v .ff/.f///—.f/ .f//_2.ff//
(4.4) agu + azz f(u) cosv + agz f(u)sinv = ( Y ) ,
2 2
. Sin’U ‘ff,‘flllf‘fl ‘fll72‘ff,,
az1u + asz f(u) cosv + asa f(u) sinv = ( T ) .

Since the functions coswv,sinv and the constant function are linearly independent,
by (4.4) we get a12 = a13 = az1 = az3 = azg1 = azg2 = 0, a11 = A, ag2 = asz = fL.
Consequently the matrix A satisfies

A0 O
A=]10 p O
0 0 pu

and the equation (4.4) is rewritten as follows:

o f.f///_f/f//
Ay = _2f”2 ’ ) ,
! gl gl //72 c ol
(45) pf(wycosy = LIS RAIT)
I, 5
. sinv(ff/fm—f/ f=2ff" )
/J’f(u) Sy = 2f//2 .

From (4.5), we obtain

At — ff///j_];/f//
21 )
(46) _ (ff/f///_f/2 f//_2ff//2)
/’Lf(u) - 2f//2 .

This means that M is at most of 2-type. From (4.6), we have

FET—
2]"”2_ = )\'LL,
gt S

(4.7)

2.]"”2

Combining the first and the second equation of (4.7), we obtain
(4.8) Auf'(u) + f(u) (1= p) = 0.

If we solve the ordinary differential equation, we get
1

(4.9) flu) =eu's,
where A £ 0, u # 0, ¢; € R. If we apply the solution (4.9) into the first and the

second line of the equation (4.6), we can easily see that it does not satisfies these
equations. If we choose

2
n—1
)‘:%7/‘#17/‘#27
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then the equation (4.8) is reduced to
(,U - 1)2 / _ _
(4.10) e uf'(u) + fu) (1 —p) = 0.

Its general solution is given by

n—

(4.11) flu) = cruiT.
The solution (4.11) provides the system (4.6). Thus the matrix A satisfies

(p—1)*

L= 0 0

I

A= 0 u 0
0 0 w

Then, the parametrization of M is given by

(4.12) x(u,v) = (u, c1us=T cos v,cluﬁ_j sinv) .

Fic. 4.1:

Let p =0, then from (4.10), we obtain

fluy - L g

Its general solution is
(4.13) f(uw) = cru?.

The solution (4.13) does not satisfies (4.7). Thus we can give the following theorems:

Definition 4.1. A surface in H?(—c?) is said to be II-harmonic if it satisfies the
condition AMx = 0.
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Theorem 4.1. Let M be conformal surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) and ¢ # 0
in H3(—c?).Then there are no II-harmonic conformal surfaces of revolution satis-
fying the condition Ax = 0.

Theorem 4.2. Let M be conformal surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) and ¢ # 0
in H3(—c?). If the surface M satisfies the condition AMx = Ax,where AcMat
(3,R), then it is an open part of the surface (4.12).

5. Conformal Surfaces of Revolution Satisfying A'lx = Ax

In this section, we will classify conformal surfaces of revolution with non-degenerate
second fundamental form in H?(—c?) satisfying the equation

(5.1) Alllx — Ax,
where A = (a;;) € Mat(3, R) and
(5.2) N

By straightforward computation, the Laplacian operator on M with the help of
(3.2), (3.3), (3.5), (5.2) and (2.9) turns out to be

e4cu (f”’*t:‘f,,)+ezcufl (f”’f’*f”z)

f2fu3 ’
(53) AIIIXi _ e2cu COS’U(*&QCH (f/,2 Jrfl(Cf”*f,N)) +f,2 (f,,,f,*Qf,ﬂ))
] 2f//3 5
ezcu Sinv(_ezcu (f//2 +f/ (cf//_f///)) +f/2 (f”/f/—2f”2))
f2f//3

Suppose that M satisfies (5.1). Then from (5.1) and (5.2), we have
(5.4) a11u + araf(u) cosv + arzf(u) sinv = A(u)e
a1 + aga f (1) cos v + asz f(u) sinv = B(u)e?** cosv

az1u + asa f(u) cosv + asz f(u) sinv = B(u)e**sinv,

where

e (1 —ef")y+ £ (17 = 1)
DG
(=e2en (57 1 es” = 1) + 7 (175 = 27))
P2 |

Since the functions coswv,sinv and the constant function are linearly independent,
by (5.4) we get a12 = a13 = ag1 = a3 = az1 = az2 = 0, a1; = N\, a2 = azz = j.

B~
=
Il
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Consequently the matrix A satisfies

A =

o O >
ox ©
T o0

and (5.4) is rewritten as the following;:

elen (f1 = ey + e (g — g7
2 ’

(5.5) Au =

e2en (—e2en (7 g (e = p) 4 17 (1 = 20))
I |

Combining the first and the second equation of (5.5), we obtain

pf(u) =

(56) e4cu 4 e2cuf/2 4 /Lfgf” _ UAfo/fN =0.

In the cases {¢ # 0, A £ 0,u=0},{c#0,A=0,u#0},{c#0,\#0,u # 0} and
{c=0,A#£0,u=0},{c=0,A2=0,u#0},{c=0,A#0,u# 0}, we can not ob-
tain any conformal surfaces of revolution in H?(—c?) and E3, respectively. Because
the second order nonlinear differential equation (5.6) cannot be solved analytically.
We will discuss two cases according to constant c.

Case 1: Let ¢ £ 0,A =0, =0, from (5.6), we obtain
(5.7) elen 4 g2eu 7t — ),

Its general solution is
cu

(5.8) flu)=c1 +i =

Case 2: Let c=0,A =0, =0, from (5.6), we obtain
(5.9) 1+ " =0.

The general solution of the equation (5.9) is given by
(5.10) f(u) =c1 iu.

Since the solutions (5.8) and (5.10) are complex, it is a contradiction. Thus we can
give the following theorem:

Definition 5.1. A surface in H3(—c?) is said to be III-harmonic if it satisfies the
condition AMx = 0.
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Theorem 5.1. Let M be conformal surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) and ¢ #
0 in H3(—c?).Then there are no III-harmonic and non III-harmonic conformal
surfaces of revolution satisfying the conditions A™x = 0 and A"x = Ax, where
AeMat (3,R), respectively.

Theorem 5.2. Let M be conformal surfaces of revolution given by (2.6) and ¢ =0
in E3. Then there are no III-harmonic and non III-harmonic conformal surfaces
of revolution satisfying the conditions AMx = 0 and AM'x = Ax, where AcMat
(3,R), respectively.
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