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Miguel Ángel Javaloyes and Enrique Pendás-Recondo
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Abstract. Some well-known Lorentzian concepts are transferred into
the more general setting of cone structures, which provide both the
causality of the spacetime and the notion of cone geodesics without
making use of any metric. Lightlike hypersurfaces are defined within
this framework, showing that they admit a unique folitation by cone
geodesics. This property becomes crucial after proving that, in glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetimes, achronal boundaries are lightlike hypersur-
faces under some restrictions, allowing one to easily obtain some time-
minimization properties of cone geodesics among causal curves departing
from a hypersurface of the spacetime.
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1 Introduction

One of the key properties of Finsler metrics is that their indicatrix is transversal
to the position vector. Indeed, this property allows for a more general definition
of Finsler Geometry as in [5] based on the indicatrix. But when one considers
pseudo-Finsler metrics and allows for null directions, this property is lost. Indeed,
the null cone (the subset of lightlike directions) is always tangent to the position
vector and, in fact, it always contains the semi-line from the origin. Unlike the
first case in which the indicatrix is transversal to the position vector, the null
cone does not determine the pseudo-Finsler metric in some open subset of the
tangent bundle, and it turns out that the lightlike geodesics are determined
only up to reparametrization. Nevertheless, using a certain quotient space, it
is possible to define some kind of curvature invariants (see [14]), and on the
other hand, the focal points of these lightlike geodesics do not depend on the
pseudo-Finsler metric used to compute them [13]. Additionally, if these null
cones enclose a convex subset in every tangent space, then it is possible to
study their causal relations, namely, the connections between points by means
of curves whose tangent vectors lie always inside the null cones. A study of causal
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properties from this general point of view was undertaken in [7], and then applied
to Finsler spacetimes in [11]. Since then, there has been a renewed interest in the
so-called cone structures [3,4,15,12]. Remarkably, these cone structures can be
used to solve Zermelo’s navigation problem [12] and to describe a time-dependent
wavefront, e.g., sound waves or wildfires in the presence of wind (see [10] and
references therein). Our aim in this work is to adapt and generalize some specific
Lorentzian notions and results to the cone structures framework.

The paper is structured as follows. We start in §2 introducing the notion
of cone structures (Def. 1), following mainly [12]. This allows one, without the
need of a metric, to establish a causality on the spacetime, making a distinction
between timelike, lightlike and spacelike vectors (Def. 2), and even to define a
generalized notion of geodesic: the cone geodesics (Def. 3). Anyway, working with
a specific metric will enable us to obtain results that, although more general,
resemble the Lorentzian ones. To this end, we remark the relationship between
both notions: a Lorentz-Finsler metric uniquely determines a cone structure, and
a cone structure uniquely defines a class of Lorentz-Finsler metrics whose light-
like pregeodesics coincide with the cone geodesics of the cone structure (Thm.
6).

Then, in §3 we move on to define lightlike hypersurfaces within this frame-
work (Def. 7). In particular, we show that our definition can be expressed in
terms of a Lorentz-Finsler metric, therefore generalizing the Lorentzian concept
(Prop. 8), and that some of the usual Lorentzian properties of this type of hy-
persurfaces are still valid here (Prop. 10 and 11).

Next, in §4 we focus on the smoothness of achronal boundaries, which are,
in general, (non-smooth) topological hypersurfaces of the spacetime. In order
to ensure the smoothness we need the spacetime M to be globally hyperbolic,
which implies that M is topologically a product R × D, with the projection
t : M → R being a temporal function. Then, for any compact hypersurface S of
M included in the slice {t = 0} := {0} ×D, ∂I+(S) is a lightlike hypersurface
for small t (Thm. 14).

Finally, this allows us in §5 to immediately prove some results regarding the
time-minimization properties of cone geodesics. Specifically, we show that any
casual curve entirely contained in ∂I+(S) must be a cone geodesic (Prop. 17)
that arrives earlier at any of its points than any other causal curve departing
from S (Thm. 18).

Fig. 1 summarizes the main results and depicts the basic geometrical picture
one should have in mind throughout this work.

2 Preliminary notions on cone structures

This section summarizes the main definitions regarding cone structures and its
relation to Lorentz-Finsler metrics, following [12]. Let V and M be, respectively,
a real vector space and a smooth (namely, C∞) manifold of dimension m =
n+ 1 ≥ 3, being TM the tangent bundle of M .
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Fig. 1. The cone structure provides the causality of the spacetime M , including the
chronological futures I+(p). When M is globally hyperbolic, it can be decomposed as
a product R × D. In this case, ∂I+(S) becomes a lightlike hypersurface, at least for
small t. Moreover, any causal curve γ entirely contained in ∂I+(S) is a cone geodesic
that minimizes the propagation time from S.

Definition 1 (i) A hypersurface1 C0 of V \ {0} is a cone if it satisfies the
following properties:
(a) Conic: for all v ∈ C0, {λv : λ > 0} ⊂ C0.
(b) Salient: if v ∈ C0, then −v /∈ C0.
(c) Convex interior: C0 is the boundary in V \ {0} of an open subset A0 ⊂

V \ {0} (the C0-interior) which is convex, i.e., for any v, u ∈ A0, the
segment {λv + (1− λ)u : 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1} ⊂ V is included entirely in A0.

(d) (Non-radial) strong convexity: the second fundamental form of C0 as
an affine hypersurface of V is positive semi-definite (with respect to an
inner direction pointing out to A0) and its radical at each v ∈ C0 is
spanned by the radial direction {λv : λ > 0}.

(ii) A hypersurface C of TM \ 0 is a cone structure if for each p ∈M :
(a) C is transverse to the fibers of the tangent bundle, i.e., if v ∈ Cp :=

TpM ∩ C, then Tv(TpM) + T(p,v)C = T(p,v)(TM),2 and
(b) Cp is a cone in TpM .
We denote by Ap the Cp-interior, and A := ∪p∈MAp is the cone domain.

More intuitively (see Fig. 2), any cone can be constructed by taking a compact
strongly convex hypersurface Σ0 of an affine hyperplane Π ⊂ V , with 0 /∈ Π,
and taking all the open half-lines through Σ0 starting at 0 [12, Lem. 2.5].

1Throughout this work, every hypersurface or submanifold will be assumed smooth
and embedded, unless otherwise specified.

2This condition is necessary to ensure that the fibers Cp vary smoothly with p ∈M .
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p

Cp

Fig. 2. Strongly convex cone structure cut by an affine hyperplane with no intersection
(as a vector space) with the cone.

Cone structures provide some classes of privileged vectors, which can be used
to define notions that generalize those in the causal theory of classical spacetimes.

Definition 2 Given a cone structure C in M , we say that a vector v ∈ TpM is

– timelike if v ∈ Ap,
– lightlike if v ∈ Cp,
– causal if it is timelike or lightlike, i.e., if v ∈ Ap \ {0},3
– spacelike if neither v nor −v is causal.

Analogously, we say that a piecewise smooth curve γ : I → M is timelike,
lightlike, causal or spacelike, when its tangent vector γ′ (or both γ′(t+0 ) and γ′(t−0 )
at any break t0 ∈ I) is timelike, lightlike, causal or spacelike, respectively. This
allows us to define the following sets:

– chronological future: I+(p) := {q ∈M : ∃ timelike curve from p to q},
– chronological past: I−(p) := {q ∈M : ∃ timelike curve from q to p},
– causal future: J+(p) := {q ∈M : p = q or ∃ causal curve from p to q},
– cusal past: J−(p) := {q ∈M : p = q or ∃ causal curve from q to p}.

Also, we say that two points p, q are horismotically related, denoted p → q, if
q ∈ J+(p) \ I+(p).

Finally, a temporal function is a smooth real function t : M → R such that
it is strictly increasing when composed with timelike curves and no causal vector
is tangent to the slices {t = constant}.

Bear in mind that the chronological sets I±(p) are always open, in fact
I±(S) = Int(J+(S)) for any S ⊂ M . Moreover, the topological closure and
boundary of the chronological and causal sets coincide, i.e., I±(S) = J±(S) and
∂I±(S) = ∂J±(S). The latter sets are called achronal boundaries and they in-
deed have the property of being achronal, i.e., no two points in them can be
joined by a timelike curve (see [15]).

Cone structures also admit the following notion of geodesic.

3It is usual to distinguish future-directed vectors (when v ∈ Ap \ {0}) from past-
directed ones (when −v ∈ Ap \{0}). Nevertheless, this distinction will not be necessary
here, as we will only focus on future-directed vectors and, according to our definition,
a causal vector is always future-directed.
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Definition 3 Let C be a cone structure in M . A continuous curve γ : I → M
is a cone geodesic if it is locally horismotic, i.e., for each t0 ∈ I there exists
an open neighborhood U of γ(t0) such that, if Iε := [t0 − ε, t0 + ε] ∩ I satisfies
γ(Iε) ⊂ U for some ε > 0, then

t1 < t2 ⇔ γ(t1)→U γ(t2), ∀t1, t2 ∈ Iε,

where →U is the horismotic relation for the natural restriction CU of the cone
structure to U .

Now let us define Lorentz-Finsler metrics, which are strongly related to cone
structures, and provide a link between both notions.

Definition 4 (i) A positive function L : A0 ⊂ V \ {0} → R+ is a Lorentz-
Minkowski norm if
(a) A0 is a conic domain, i.e., A0 is open, non-empty, connected and if

v ∈ A0, then λv ∈ A0,∀λ > 0,
(b) L is smooth and positively two-homogeneous, i.e., L(λv) = λ2L(v) for

all v ∈ A0, λ > 0,
(c) for every v ∈ A0, the fundamental tensor gv, given by

gv(u,w) =
1

2

∂2

∂δ∂η
L(v + δu+ ηw)

∣∣∣∣
δ=η=0

, ∀u,w ∈ V,

has index n, and
(d) the topological boundary C0 of A0 in V \ {0} is smooth and L can

be smoothly extended as zero to C0 with non-degenerate fundamental
tensor.

(ii) A positive function L : A ⊂ TM \ 0→ R+ is a Lorentz-Finsler metric if
(a) A \ 0 is a submanifold of TM \ 0 with boundary C,
(b) each Lp := L|Ap is a Lorentz-Minkowski norm for all p ∈M , and
(c) L is smooth and can be smoothly extended as zero to C.
In this case, we say that (M,L) is a Finsler spacetime.

Remark 5 Since any Lorentz-Finsler metric L : A → R+ is smooth on C with
non-degenerate fundamental tensor, L can always be smoothly extended to an
open conic domain A∗ containing A \ {0} in such a way that L has index n on
A∗ and L < 0 outside A ∪ −A.4

Each Lorentz-Finsler metric L : A→ R+ determines a unique cone structure.
Indeed, the boundary C of A in TM \ 0 is a cone structure with cone domain
A [12, Cor. 3.7]. Conversely, each cone structure C uniquely determines a (non-
empty) class of anisotropically equivalent Lorentz-Finsler metrics [12, Rem. 5.9],
any of which will be called compatible with C. All these metrics share the same
lightlike pregeodesics (see, e.g., [13, Prop. 3.4]),5 which coincide with the cone
geodesics of C, as shown by the following result [12, Thm. 6.6].

4Anyway, the smoothness on all A∗ will not be strictly needed here, just on a
neighbourhood of C, as we will only focus on lightlike directions.

5The geodesics of a Lorentz-Finsler metric L are the (smooth) autoparallel curves
of its Chern connection (see [9,13] for background).
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Theorem 6 A curve γ : I →M is a cone geodesic of C if and only if γ is a light-
like pregeodesic for one (and then, for all) Lorentz-Finsler metric L compatible
with C.

3 Lightlike hypersurfaces

Our goal in this section is to transfer the notion and properties of lightlike
hypersurfaces, very well known in Lorentzian geometry (see [8,16]), to the more
general setting of cone structures. In what follows, M will denote a smooth
manifold of arbitrary dimension m = n + 1 ≥ 3 endowed with a cone structure
C, and L : A∗ → R will be any Lorentz-Finsler metric compatible with C.

Definition 7 A hypersurface H of M is lightlike if at each p ∈ H there exists a
lightlike vector v ∈ TpH such that TvCp = TpH. In this case, we call the direction
defined by v a degenerate direction of H at p (this direction will be proven unique
below).

Although the previous definition is expressed in terms of the cone structure C,
the following result gives a characterization that uses the Lorentz-Finsler metric
L and resembles the Lorentzian definition.

Proposition 8 A hypersurface H is lightlike if and only if at each p ∈ H there
exists v ∈ TpH such that v is L-orthogonal to u, denoted v⊥Lu, for all u ∈ TpH,
i.e.,

gv(v, u) =
1

2

∂

∂δ
L(v + δu)

∣∣∣∣
δ=0

= 0, ∀u ∈ TpH.

Moreover, the direction of v is a degenerate direction of H at p and the following
properties hold:

(i) gv|TpH is negative semi-definite, being the direction of v the only degenerate
direction.

(ii) [v]⊥L := {u ∈ TpM : v⊥Lu} = TpH.
(iii) Every (nonzero) vector non-proportional to v is spacelike.

Proof. Let H be a lightlike hypersurface with a degenerate direction v ∈ TpH, so
that TpH = TvCp. Since v is lightlike, [v]⊥L = TvCp (see [12, Prop. 3.4 (iii)]), so
gv(v, u) = 0 for all u ∈ TvCp = TpH. Conversely, if there exists v ∈ TpH such that
v⊥Lu for all u ∈ TpH, this means that TpH ⊂ [v]⊥L and also L(v) = gv(v, v) = 0,
so v must be lightlike and thus [v]⊥L = TvCp. Since dim(TpH) = dim(TvCp), we
conclude that [v]⊥L = TpH = TvCp, i.e., H is a lightlike hypersurface, being the
direction of v a degenerate direction. Finally, the claims (i), (ii) and (iii) are
straightforward from [12, Prop. 3.4].

ut

Corollary 9 Every lightlike hypersurface H determines a smooth lightlike vector
field N on H, unique up to a positive pointwise scale factor. Such an N will be
said associated with the lightlike hypersurface.
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Proof. At each point p ∈ H there is a unique degenerate direction (Prop. 8(i)),
which yields a unique lightlike vector v ∈ TpH when normalized to Ω(v) = 1,
being Ω any timelike one-form, i.e., Ω(u) > 0 for any causal vector u (such an
Ω can always be found; see [12, Lem. 2.15]). Therefore, N can be constructed
by taking Np := v at each point p ∈ H.

It remains to show that N is smooth. Obviously it suffices to prove it locally,
since this is a local property. Let U ⊂ H be any open subset. Reducing U if neces-
sary, we can assume that there exists a (smooth) spacelike frame {X1, . . . , Xn−1}
on U such that at each p ∈ U , {X1

p , . . . , X
n−1
p , Np} is a basis of TpH. Define the

map

f : TU ∩A∗ ⊂ TH −→ Rn

(p, u) 7−→ f(p, u) := (gu(u,X1
p), . . . , gu(u,Xn−1

p ), Ω(u))

and note that f−1(0, . . . , 0, 1) = N |U . Its differential df(p,u) : T(p,u)TH ≡ TpH⊕
Tu(TpH)→ Rn is a linear map satisfying

df(p,u)(0, w) =(dfp)u(w) =
∂

∂δ
fp(u+ δw)|δ=0 =

=(gu(w,X1
p), . . . , gu(w,Xn−1

p ), Ω(w))

for every p ∈ U , u ∈ TpH ∩ A∗p, w ∈ Tu(TpH) ≡ TpH. In particular, gNp

is a (negative definite) scalar product on the subspace generated by {Xi
p}n−1i=1

and thus dfNp(0, X1
p), . . . ,dfNp(0, Xn−1

p ),dfNp(0, Np) are linearly independent
vectors. Indeed, if there exist λ1, . . . , λn ∈ R such that{∑n−1

i=1 λigNp(Xi
p, X

j
p) + λngNp(Np, X

j
p) = 0, ∀j = 1, . . . , n− 1,∑n−1

i=1 λiΩ(Xi
p) + λnΩ(Np) = 0,

then from the first equation we obtain gNp
(
∑n−1
i=1 λiX

i
p, X

j
p) = 0 for all j =

1, . . . , n − 1, which means that λ1 = . . . = λn−1 = 0 as gNp is non-degenerate

on the subspace generated by {Xi
p}n−1i=1 . Also, since Ω(Np) = 1, from the second

equation we obtain λn = 0. Therefore, we conclude that dfNp
is surjective for

every p ∈ U , i.e., (0, . . . , 0, 1) is a regular value of f and thus N |U is smooth. ut

One important property of lightlike hypersurfaces is that they admit a unique
foliation by cone geodesics.

Proposition 10 Let H be a lightlike hypersurface and N its associated vector
field. Then the integral curves of N are cone geodesics.

Proof. Since cone geodesics are lightlike pregeodesics of L (recall Thm. 6), it
suffices to show that ∇NNN = λN for some pointwise scale factor (i.e., real
function) λ, being ∇ the Chern connection of (M,L) (considered as a family
of affine connections, as in [9]). Fix p ∈ H and choose any Xp ∈ TpH, so that
gNp

(Np, Xp) = 0. We can extend Xp to a vector field X by making it invariant
under the flow of N , i.e.,

[N,X] := ∇NNX −∇NXN = 0.



8 M.A. Javaloyes and E. Pendás-Recondo

X remains tangent to H, so along the flow line through p, gN (N,X) = 0.
Differentiating we obtain

0 = N(gN (N,X)) = gN (∇NNN,X) + gN (N,∇NNX).

Rearranging and noting that ∇NNX = ∇NXN and gN (N,N) = 0:

gN (∇NNN,X) = −gN (N,∇NXN) = −1

2
X(gN (N,N)) = 0.

Hence gNp(∇NNp
N,Xp) = 0 for all Xp ∈ TpH, but since the direction of Np is the

only degenerate direction of H at p, we conclude that∇NNN must be proportional
to N at each point. ut

Another property that will prove useful later on is the following.

Proposition 11 Let Σ be the intersection of a lightlike hypersurface H (with
associated vector field N) with a hypersurface D of M which is transverse to N
at every point p ∈ Σ. Then Σ is a co-dimension two spacelike6 submanifold of
M , along which N is L-orthogonal.

Proof. D is transverse to N ∈ X(H) (Np /∈ TpD for all p ∈ Σ), so D is also
transverse to H and by the transversality theorem, TpD + TpH = TpM for all
p ∈ Σ. This ensures that Σ = H ∩D is a co-dimension two submanifold of M
transverse to N and thus spacelike. ut

4 Smoothness of achronal boundaries

It is a standard result that, in general, achronal boundaries are (non-smooth)
topological hypersurfaces (see [16, Cor. 14.27] for the Lorentzian result and [15,
Thm. 2.19] for its translation to cone structures). Here we will show that the
smoothness can be guaranteed under certain conditions.

One of such conditions is the global hyperbolicity of the spacetime. This
causality condition is very well known in Lorentzian geometry (see [2,16] for
background) and can be extended naturally to cone structures [7,11,15]. So,
from now on we will assume that M (endowed with the cone structure C) is
globally hyperbolic. In particular, M admits a Cauchy temporal function, i.e., a
surjective temporal function t : M → R that all its levels {t = t0} := t−1(t0),
t0 ∈ R, are (necessarily spacelike) Cauchy hypersurfaces. This means that M is
topologically a product R×D, being t : R×D → R the natural projection on
R and {t = t0} = {t0} × D (see [7,15]). The natural projection on D will be
denoted by π : R×D → D.

In addition, in what follows S will denote a compact hypersurface with
boundary of M included in {t = 0}. With abuse of notation, we will also denote
by S its corresponding projection π(S) on D. This way, ∂S is a co-dimension two

6Namely, every tangent vector is spacelike.
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spacelike submanifold of M and at each p ∈ ∂S there are exactly two lightlike
directions L-orthogonal to ∂S (see [1, Prop. 5.2]). For simplicity, we will assume
that ∂/∂t is timelike, so that one lightlike direction always points outwards from
S and the other, inwards.7 Recall that L : A∗ → R is any Lorentz-Finsler metric
compatible with C, and consider its exponential map exp.

Lemma 12 Let N be a smooth vector field on ∂S transverse to ∂S. There exists
ε > 0 such that H := exp(Ĥε) is a (smooth) hypersurface of M , where

Ĥε := {(p, τNp) ∈ TM : p ∈ ∂S, τ ∈ (−ε, ε)}.

Proof. We will prove that there exists such an ε > 0 that makes exp|Ĥε
an

embedding. First, choose ε1 > 0 small enough for Ĥε1 to be included in the
domain of definition of the exponential map.8 We denote the zero section on ∂S
as ∂Ŝ := {(p, 0) ∈ TM/p ∈ ∂S} ⊂ TM , which is a hypersurface of Ĥε1 , which is
in turn a submanifold of TM . In general, exp is not smooth on the zero section,
but here we will only work with its restriction to Ĥε1 , which contains just one
direction for each point, making exp|Ĥε1

smooth. This map satisfies:

exp|Ĥε1
: Ĥε1 ⊂ TM −→ M

(p, v) 7−→ expp(v)
(p, 0) 7−→ p.

Also, its differential map on any (p, v) ∈ Ĥε1 , whose domain of definition is
T(p,v)Ĥε1 ≡ Tp∂S ⊕ Span(Np), satisfies:

d(exp|Ĥε1
)(p,v) : Tp∂S ⊕ Span(Np) −→ Texpp(v)

M

(0, τNp) 7−→ τd(expp)v(Np)
(u, 0) 7−→ u.

Clearly exp|∂Ŝ is an embedding, as exp|∂Ŝ and d(exp|∂Ŝ)(p,0) are the identity

maps. In particular, d(exp|∂Ŝ)(p,0) is injective at every (p, 0) ∈ ∂Ŝ, so there

must exist an open neighborhood V̂ ⊂ Ĥε1 of ∂Ŝ such that, for all (p, v) ∈ V̂ ,
d(exp|V̂ )(p,v) is still injective. Reducing ε1 if necessary, we can assume that

V̂ = Ĥε2 for some ε2 ≤ ε1 (thanks to the compactness of ∂S) and therefore,
exp|Ĥε2

is an inmersion. As every injective inmersion of a compact manifold (with

or without boundary) is an embedding, it suffices to show that there exists a
compact submanifold of Ĥε2 where the exponential map is injective. We define,
for each n ∈ N,

Un :=

{
(p, τNp) ∈ TM : p ∈ ∂S, τ ∈

[
−1

n
,

1

n

]}
,

7The timelike character of ∂/∂t is useful to make this distinction between both light-
like directions, but it is not strictly necessary in most of the results (see the discussion
in Rem. 19 below).

8This domain U ⊂ TM satisfies that U \ 0 is open and each Up := U ∩ TpM is
star-shaped and contains points in all the causal directions.
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which are compact submanifolds (with boundary) of Ĥ∞ that verify ∂Ŝ =
∩n∈NUn. Obviously there exists n1 ∈ N such that Un ⊂ Ĥε2 for all n ≥ n1,
so we only need to prove that the restriction of the exponential map to one of
these Un is injective. Suppose exp|Un is not injective for all n ∈ N. Then there
exist two sequences {hn}n∈N and {h′n}n∈N, with hn, h

′
n ∈ Un and hn 6= h′n for all

n ∈ N, such that exp(hn) = exp(h′n). Taking subsequences if necessary, we can
ensure that hn → h ∈ ∂Ŝ and h′n → h′ ∈ ∂Ŝ. By continuity, exp(h) = exp(h′)
and since exp|∂Ŝ is an embedding, we conclude that h = h′. Now, we know that
exp|Ĥε2

is an inmersion, and every inmersion is locally an embedding, so there

exists a neighborhood Uh of h ∈ ∂Ŝ ⊂ V̂ where exp|Uh
is injective. But the

sequences {hn}n∈N and {h′n}n∈N must enter Uh, which contradicts the injectiv-
ity of exp|Uh

. We conclude then that there exists n2 ≥ n1 such that exp|Un2
is

injective and thus an embedding. To end the proof, we can choose ε := 1/n2,
so that Ĥε = Int(Un2

); exp|Ĥε
will also be an embedding and consequently,

H := exp(Ĥε) is a (smooth) hypersurface of M . ut

Lemma 13 Each p ∈ ∂I+(S) \ S lies on a cone geodesic entirely contained in
∂I+(S) that departs from ∂S.

Proof. This is a consequence of [15, Thm. 2.48], which guarantees that each
p ∈ ∂I+(S) \ S lies on a “lightlike geodesic” (defined as a locally J̊-arelated
causal curve; see [15, Def. 2.6]) entirely contained in ∂I+(S) and starting at S.
Note that, in our setting, this definition of lightlike geodesics coincides with that
of cone geodesics (Def. 3), since for any causal curve γ, γ(t2) /∈ J̊+(γ(t1)) =
Int(J+(γ(t1))) if and only if γ(t1) → γ(t2). Moreover, γ must depart from ∂S
by continuity. ut

Theorem 14 ∂I+(S) \ S is a lightlike hypersurface for small t.

Proof. Let N be the unique (smooth) lightlike vector field on ∂S such that N is
L-orthogonal to ∂S and points outwards, with dt(N) = 1. Consider

H := {expp(τNp) : p ∈ ∂S, τ ∈ (0, ε)}

for some ε > 0 small enough for Lem. 12 to hold, so that H is a hypersurface
in M . We will see that R := ∂I+(S) ∩ ((0, t0) × D) ⊂ H for some t0 > 0.9

Choose any q ∈ R. By Lem. 13, q lies on a cone geodesic entirely contained
in ∂I+(S) that starts at p ∈ ∂S. We can assume that the initial velocity of
this cone geodesic is given by a lightlike vector Ñp normalized to dt(Ñp) = 1.

If Ñp is not L-orthogonal to ∂S at p, there exists a timelike curve from ∂S to
q (see [1, Prop. 6.4]), so q ∈ I+(∂S) ⊂ I+(S) and then q /∈ ∂I+(S) (I+(S) is
open), which is a contradiction. Thus we have that Ñp is L-orthogonal to ∂S at
p, and it also has to point out to the exterior of S because otherwise, the cone
geodesic would enter I+(S), in contradiction with the fact that it is contained
in ∂I+(S). We conclude then that Ñp = Np. The unicity of geodesics with the

9In fact, we will prove later that R = H (see Prop. 17).
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same initial conditions guarantees that, having chosen a sufficiently small t0 > 0,
q = expp(τ0Np) for some τ0 ∈ (0, ε) (note that, in this case where dt(N) = 1, the
cone geodesics are parametrized with respect to t, i.e., t ◦ exp(τN) = τ , so we
can choose t0 = ε), thus q ∈ H. This proves that R ⊂ H ⊂M , being R already
a topological hypersurface included in a (smooth) hypersurface H. Therefore,
the topological hypersurface R must also be smooth.

We prove now that R is lightlike. For any p ∈ R, there are three possible
cases:

– TpR ∩ Cp = ∅ ⇒ TpR is spacelike. This is a contradiction, since we know
that there is at least one lightlike direction v in TpR (as p lies on a cone
geodesic).

– TpR is transverse to Cp ⇒ there are two independent lightlike directions in
TpR. But this leads again to a contradiction, because if there was another
lightlike direction u ∈ TpR independent of v, then v+ u would be a timelike
direction: v+u ∈ Ap as Ap (the Cp-interior) is convex, but v+u /∈ Cp because
of the (non-radial) strong convexity of Cp; so there would be a timelike curve
in R, which is achronal. Therefore, there is a unique lightlike direction v at
each TpR, but not a timelike one.

– TpR is tangent to Cp, necessarily along the unique lightlike direction v ⇒
TpR = TvCp.

Therefore, we conclude that R is a lightlike hypersurface (recall Def. 7). ut

Remark 15 The previous theorem also holds if we substitute ∂I+(S) \ S for
∂I+(∂S) \ ∂S (and therefore consider also the inward lightlike direction) but, in
this case, we would obtain two disjoint lightlike hypersurfaces.

Corollary 16 Let R := ∂I+(S)∩ ((0, ε)×D), with ε small enough for Thm. 14
to hold, and let N be its associated lightlike vector field. Then N is the unique
(up to a positive pointwise scale factor) lightlike vector field pointing outwards
that is L-orthogonal to ∂S and any R ∩ {t = τ}, 0 < τ < ε.

Proof. For any τ ∈ (0, ε), R∩{t = τ} is a co-dimension two spacelike submanifold
of M , along which N is L-orthogonal (recall Cor. 11). By continuity, N is also
L-orthogonal to ∂S. Moreover, as with ∂S, at each p ∈ R ∩ {t = τ} there
are exactly two lightlike directions L-orthogonal to R ∩ {t = τ}, one pointing
outwards and the other, inwards (see [1, Prop. 5.2]). Specifically, N has to point
outwards because it is tangent to R. ut

5 Minimization properties of cone geodesics

One of the main properties of lightlike geodesics in globally hyperbolic Lorentzian
spacetimes is that they locally minimize the propagation time (the well-known
Fermat’s principle). Also, given a submanifold, the time-minimizing geodesics to
that submanifold are those departing orthogonally from it. The framework and
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results we have developed so far enable us to directly extend some of these re-
sults to the cone structures setting. Specifically, we will show that cone geodesics
departing L-orthogonally from ∂S (and pointing outwards) minimize the prop-
agation time from S (see also [10, §4], which generalizes the case when S is an
arbitrary submanifold using a different approach).

We still follow in this section the conventions and notation established at the
beginning of §4. In addition, recall the notation R := ∂I+(S)∩ ((0, ε)×D), with
ε small enough for Thm. 14 to hold, and N will denote its associated vector field.

Proposition 17 The only causal curves from S entirely contained in R are all
the cone geodesics starting at ∂S with initial velocity L-orthogonal to ∂S and
pointing outwards. In fact, these cone geodesics are integral curves of N when
suitably parametrized.

Proof. If γ is a causal curve contained in R, then its velocity γ′ must be lightlike
(recall Prop. 8) and thus proportional to N at each point. Without loss of gen-
erality, we can assume that N is normalized and γ parametrized in such a way
that γ′(t) = Nγ(t) (e.g., if dt(N) = 1 then γ has to be parametrized with respect
to t), i.e., γ is an integral curve of N and hence a cone geodesic (by Prop. 10)
with initial velocity L-orthogonal to ∂S and pointing outwards (recall Cor. 16).
Conversely, if γ is a cone geodesic with initial velocity γ′(0) L-orthogonal to ∂S
and pointing outwards, then γ′(0) = Nγ(0) up to reparametrizations (again by
Cor. 16). By the unicity of geodesics with the same initial conditions, γ must
coincide with the integral curve of N starting at γ(0), which is contained in
R. ut

Theorem 18 Let γ be a cone geodesic departing L-orthogonally from ∂S and
pointing outwards. Then for any p0 = (t0, x0) ∈ Im(γ) ⊂ R×D, t0 < ε, γ is the
causal curve from S that arrives strictly first at the vertical line lx0 : t 7→ (t, x0)
(up to reparametrizations).

Proof. Fix any p0 = (t0, x0) ∈ Im(γ) and suppose there is a causal curve ϕ,
different from γ, that goes from S to (t1, x0), with t1 ≤ t0. If t1 = t0, ϕ has
to be contained in ∂I+(S) because otherwise, it would enter I+(S) and could
not reach (t0, x0) ∈ ∂I+(S) (this is a consequence of [1, Prop. 6.5]). But then γ
and ϕ are both integral curves of N (by Prop. 17) arriving at the same point,
so γ = ϕ (up to reparametrizations), which contradicts the initial assumption.
If t1 < t0, we can construct the (piecewise smooth) curve given by ϕ from S
to (t1, x0), and by the timelike vertical line lx0

from (t1, x0) to (t0, x0). Then,
by [1, Prop. 6.5] there exists a timelike curve from S to (t0, x0) and therefore
(t0, x0) ∈ I+(S), which is a contradiction. ut

Remark 19 The assumption that ∂/∂t is timelike only becomes truly crucial in
the previous theorem. Indeed, ∂/∂t plays the role of an observers’ vector field,
and the cone geodesics of the previous result are time-minimizing with respect
to the time these observers measure. In Relativity, no observer can move faster
than light, which ensures that ∂/∂t is timelike. However, cone structures can also
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be applied in non-relativistic settings to describe the propagation of a wave that
propagates through a medium [6,10]. When the medium moves with respect to
∂/∂t faster than the wave, ∂/∂t becomes spacelike and the cone geodesics that go
against the current lose the property of being time-minimizing with respect to the
time measured by ∂/∂t. Nevertheless, in this case we can define an observers’
vector field co-moving with the medium (and therefore, timelike), providing a
new decomposition of M as a product R×D with respect to which the previous
theorem would still hold (see [10, §6]).

Note that using this technique, even if the original ∂/∂t was not timelike,
we could always select a new temporal fuction t̃ with ∂/∂t̃ timelike in a different
decomposition of M . Therefore, every result we have stated before Thm. 18 is still
valid when ∂/∂t is not timelike, as its conclusions are independent of the specific
temporal function we choose. The previous theorem, however, is an exception
because the time-minimizing property is measured with respect to the selected
temporal function.

Anyway, whether ∂/∂t is timelike or not, we can still ensure the existence of
time-minimizing (among causal curves) cone geodesics.10

Proposition 20 For any x0 ∈ π(J+(S))\S ⊂ D there exists a time-minimizing
cone geodesic from S to lx0

entirely contained in ∂I+(S).

Proof. Since J+(S) is closed (due to the globally hyperbolicity of M ; see [15]),
there exists t0 = min{t ∈ R : (t, x0) ∈ J+(S)}. Then (t0, x0) ∈ ∂I+(S) and by
Lem. 13 there exists a cone geodesic from ∂S to (t0, x0) entirely contained in
∂I+(S). Clearly this cone geodesic must be time-minimizing among causal curves
from S, since any (t, x0) with t < t0 does not belong to J+(S) and therefore, it
is not reachable by any causal curve from S. ut
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