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Abstract: This paper investigates the hanging chain problem in the simply isotropic plane as well as its
2-dimensional analog in the simply isotropic space. The simply isotropic plane and space are two- and
three-dimensional geometries equipped with a degenerate metric whose kernel has dimension 1. Although
the metric is degenerate, the hanging chain and hanging surface problems are well-posed if we employ
the relative arc length and relative area to measure the weight. Here, the concepts of relative arc length
and relative area emerge by seeing the simply isotropic geometry as a relative geometry. In addition to
characterizing the simply isotropic catenary, i.e., the solutions of the hanging chain problem, we also prove
that it is the generating curve of a minimal surface of revolution in the simply isotropic space. Finally, we
obtain the 2-dimensional analog of the catenary, the so-called singular minimal surfaces, and determine the
shape of a hanging surface of revolution in the simply isotropic space.

Keywords: Simply isotropic space, catenary, singular minimal surface, relative geometry.

1 Introduction
The problem of finding the shape of a hanging inextensible chain has received much attention from scientists
since the times of Galileo. The problem was solved at the end of the XVII century by Hooke, Leibniz,
Huygens, and Bernoulli, among others. The solution is the curve known as the catenary. Later, Euler proved
in 1744 that the catenoid is the only non-planar minimal surface of revolution and that the generating curve
of this surface is just the catenary. Thus, the catenary appears in two different scenarios, first as a solution
to the physical problem of a hanging chain and second as a solution to the problem of finding the surfaces of
revolution with minimum surface area. Recently, the study of catenaries has been also extended to ambient
spaces of constant curvature [12, 13], where, among other things, it is shown that non-zero curvature implies
that solving the hanging chain problem is no longer equivalent to finding minimal surfaces of revolution.

In this paper, we propose the hanging chain problem in the simply isotropic plane I2. Similarly to the
Euclidean setting, we will investigate whether the solution curve of this problem is the generating curve of
a minimal surface of revolution of the 3-dimensional simply isotropic space I3. For this last question, the
plane I2 will be immersed in I3 and the reference line that serves to define the weight for curves of I2 will
be the rotation axis of surfaces of revolution of I3.

The simply isotropic plane I2 is the plane R2 endowed with the degenerate metric d𝑠2
= d𝑥2 where 𝑥 and

𝑧 are the canonical Cartesian coordinates of R2. Analogously, the simply isotropic space I3
= {(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ R3

}

is the space equipped with the degenerate metric d𝑠2
= d𝑥2

+ d𝑦2. The fact that the metric is degenerate is
an obstacle regarding the minimization of the weight of a curve in I2. Indeed, let 𝛾(𝑥) = (𝑥, 𝑧(𝑥)), 𝑥 ∈ (︀𝑎, 𝑏⌋︀,
be a curve in I2. If we were to follow the same steps as in the Euclidean version of the hanging chain
problem, first we would fix a reference line to measure the weight of a curve. Supposing that the reference
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line is the 𝑧-axis, 𝐿𝑧 , which is an isotropic line of I2, i.e., a line of length zero, the weight of a curve would
be calculated by means of the distance between the points of 𝛾 and 𝐿𝑧. The hanging chain would then
minimize the weight, which correspond to the functional

ℱ(︀𝛾⌋︀ = ∫
𝛾

dist(𝛾(𝑥), 𝐿𝑧)d𝑠 − 𝜆∫
𝛾

d𝑠,

where ℱ is defined among all curves with the same length and endpoints 𝛾(𝑎) and 𝛾(𝑏). The constant
𝜆 is a Lagrange multiplier due to the length constraint. However, since dist(𝛾(𝑥), 𝐿𝑧) in I2 is just ⋃︀𝑥⋃︀, it
follows that d𝑠 = d𝑥, from which we conclude that the functional ℱ can be calculated explicitly, obtaining
ℱ = 1

2(𝑏
2
− 𝑎2

) − 𝜆(𝑏 − 𝑎). In other words, the functional would be constant for all curves with the same
endpoints and the hanging chain problem would turn out to be trivial. A similar situation occurs if the
reference line is the 𝑥-axis.

We can obtain a well-posed and non-trivial hanging chain problem by resorting to concepts of relative
geometry. In I2, the points at a constant distance from a center form a pair of lines parallel to the 𝑧-axis,
which does not lead to a manageable notion of a unit normal. The idea is to replace the unit circle with a
curve of constant curvature 1, which in I2 is a parabola whose axis is parallel to the 𝑧-axis. By viewing
I2 as a relative geometry, the role of the unit normal is then played by the vector connecting the focus of
a unit parabola Σ1 to the point of Σ1 whose tangent line is parallel to the tangent of the curve, called
the relative normal. As a byproduct of using a relative normal, one may introduce a new notion of arc
length known as the relative arc length and denoted by d𝑠∗. In this work, we propose to replace the simply
isotropic arc length element d𝑠 with the relative arc length element d𝑠∗ in the definition of the weight of
a curve in I2. We will show that the modified weight functional leads to non-trivial solutions, where the
graph of the natural logarithm then plays the role of a catenary in the simply isotropic space. Similarly to
the Euclidean setting, the revolution of the graph of the logarithm around an isotropic axis also leads to a
minimal surface in the simply isotropic space.

We may extend the hanging chain problem to surfaces whose solutions are called isotropic singular
minimal surfaces. The surface is suspended under its weight measured with respect to a reference plane
that can be isotropic or non-isotropic. As in the one-dimensional case, we replace the area element with the
relative area. In contrast to the study of isotropic catenaries, we could not obtain an explicit parametrization
of the isotropic singular minimal surfaces because the elliptic equation describing the surface cannot be
integrated. However, we will focus on the classification of the isotropic singular minimal surfaces of revolution,
obtaining a complete classification.

We divide this paper as follows. In Section 2, we revise the basic notions of the differential geometry of
curves and surfaces in the simply isotropic spaces I2 and I3, with a particular emphasis on the notions of
normal vector fields of curves and surfaces. In Section 3, we solve the hanging chain problem in the isotropic
plane and obtain the concept of the isotropic catenary. In addition, we provide several characterizations of
the isotropic catenary in terms of the curvature of the curve and certain vector fields of I2. In Section 4, by
rotating isotropic catenaries around an isotropic axis, we obtain minimal surfaces of revolution in I3. In
Section 5, we extend the hanging chain problem to dimension two, where the concept of isotropic singular
minimal surface arises as a generalization of the isotropic catenary. As in the one-dimensional problem, it is
necessary to distinguish between the cases where the reference plane is isotropic and non-isotropic. Finally,
Section 6 is devoted to fully classifying invariant singular minimal surfaces. First, we show that there exist
no helicoidal singular minimal surfaces. Then, for surfaces of revolution in I3, we characterize Euclidean
surfaces of revolution in Subsection 6.1 and surfaces of parabolic revolution in Subsection 6.2.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we review some basic notions of the differential geometry of curves and surfaces in the
simply isotropic spaces I2 and I3. For more details, we refer the reader to [3, 4], or to [15, 16] for textbook
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sources (in German), though part of the discussion on curves appears here for the first time, to the best of
our knowledge.

The simply isotropic space I3 corresponds to the canonical real vector space R3 with Cartesian coordinates
(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧), and equipped with the degenerate metric

∐︀u, ṽ︀ = 𝑢1𝑣1
+ 𝑢2𝑣2, (1)

where u = (𝑢1, 𝑢2, 𝑢3
) and v = (𝑣1, 𝑣2, 𝑣3

). A non-zero vector v is said to be isotropic if ∐︀v, ṽ︀ = 0. In
addition, on the set of isotropic vectors, i.e., {v ∈ I3

∶ v = (0, 0, 𝑢3
)}, we shall use the secondary metric

⎷u, v⌄ = 𝑢3𝑣3. (2)

Therefore, the space I3 is an example of a Cayley-Klein vector space [18].
A plane is said to be isotropic if it contains an isotropic vector. Thus, in I3 an isotropic vector and

an isotropic plane are vertical, that is, parallel to the 𝑧-axis. The inner product induces a semi-norm
∏︁𝑢∏︁ =

⌈︂
∐︀𝑢, 𝑢̃︀. The top-view projection of a vector u is the projection ũ over the 𝑥𝑦-plane,

u = (𝑢1, 𝑢2, 𝑢3
) z→ ũ ≡ (𝑢1, 𝑢2, 0). (3)

In the following, it will be useful to resort to the Euclidean inner and vector products respectively written as

u ⋅ v = 𝑢1𝑣1
+ 𝑢2𝑣2

+ 𝑢3𝑣3 and u × v = (𝑢2𝑣3
− 𝑢3𝑣2, 𝑢3𝑣1

− 𝑢1𝑣3, 𝑢1𝑣2
− 𝑢2𝑣1

).

Analogously, the simply isotropic plane I2 is defined as the canonical real vector space R2
= {(𝑥, 𝑧) ∶

𝑥, 𝑧 ∈ R} equipped with the degenerate metric

∐︀u, ṽ︀ = 𝑢1𝑣1,

where u = (𝑢1, 𝑢3
) and v = (𝑣1, 𝑣3

). The secondary metric I2 is also defined as in Eq. (2). Note we can
alternatively see I2 isometrically embedded in I3 as the surface implicitly defined by the equation 𝑦 = 0.

2.1 Geometry of curves in the simply isotropic plane

Let 𝐼 ⊂ R denote an interval and 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑥(𝑡), 𝑧(𝑡)), 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼, a smooth curve in I2. In what follows, we shall
restrict our discussion to admissible curves, i.e., curves whose tangent lines are not isotropic, i.e., d𝑥⇑d𝑡 ⇑= 0
for all 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼. Note that a curve 𝛾 ∶ 𝐼 → I2 is parametrized by arc length 𝑠 if

𝛾(𝑠) = (±𝑠, 𝑧(𝑠)).

The normal to 𝛾 with respect to the simply isotropic metric is the isotropic vector 𝒩 = (0, 1), which is
normalized by the secondary metric: ⎷𝒩 ,𝒩⌄ = 1. The unit tangent is T(𝑠) = (±1, 𝑧′(𝑠)). Thus

T′ = (0, 𝑧′′) = 𝜅𝒩 , 𝜅 = 𝑧′′.

The function 𝜅 is the (signed) simply isotropic curvature of 𝛾.
For a generic parameter 𝑡, let us write 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑥(𝑡), 𝑧(𝑡)). We shall distinguish between derivatives with

respect to the arc length parameter 𝑠 and a generic parameter 𝑡 by respectively using a prime and a dot:
e.g., 𝑥′ = d𝑥⇑d𝑠 and 𝑥̇ = d𝑥⇑d𝑡. For a generic parametrization, the unit tangent becomes

T = 𝛾̇

∏︁𝛾̇∏︁
=
(𝑥̇, 𝑧̇)
⌋︂

𝑥̇2
= (±1,

𝑧̇

𝑥̇
) .

On the other hand, to find the curvature, we use the chain rule

𝜅𝒩 = T′ = d𝑡

d𝑠
Ṫ = 1

𝑥̇
(0,

𝑧𝑥̇ − 𝑧̇𝑥̈

𝑥̇2 ) . (4)
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Therefore, the curvature function of 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑥(𝑡), 𝑧(𝑡)), 𝑥̇ > 0, is given by

𝜅 =
𝑥̇𝑧 − 𝑥̈𝑧̇

𝑥̇3 . (5)

From now on, we may assume for simplicity that 𝑥̇ > 0, after applying a simply isotropic rigid motion
(𝑥, 𝑧) ↦ (±𝑥 + 𝑎, 𝑧) if necessary.

Example 1. The parabola 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 1
2 𝑐𝑡2

+ 𝑏𝑡 + 𝑎) has constant curvature 𝑐. Conversely, any curve with
constant curvature is a parabola. Indeed, if 𝜅 = 𝑐, and if we write 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 𝑧(𝑡)), then 𝜅 = 𝑐 = 𝑧′′(𝑡),
so 𝑧(𝑡) = 1

2 𝑐𝑡2
⇑2 + 𝑏𝑠 + 𝑎, 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐 ∈ R. Here, we include the case 𝑐 = 0, which corresponds to 𝛾 being a

straight-line.

For a curve 𝛾 ∶ 𝐼 → E2 in the Euclidean plane E2 parametrized by arc length 𝑠, the (signed) curvature is
computed as 𝜅 = 𝛾′′ ⋅N, where N is a unit vector field normal to the curve. For a generic parameter 𝑡, we
define the first and second fundamental forms of 𝛾 as 𝑔11 = 𝛾̇ ⋅ 𝛾̇ and ℎ11 = 𝛾 ⋅N, respectively. Then, using
the chain rule

𝜅 = 𝛾′′ ⋅N = ⌊︀( d𝑡

d𝑠
)

2
𝛾 +

d𝑡

d𝑠

d
d𝑡

(
d𝑡

d𝑠
) 𝛾̇}︀ ⋅N = ( d𝑡

d𝑠
)

2
𝛾 ⋅N = ℎ11

𝑔11
. (6)

Analogously, we define the first fundamental form for curves 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑥(𝑡), 𝑧(𝑡)) in I2 as 𝑔11 = ∐︀𝛾̇, 𝛾̇̃︀ = 𝑥̇2.
To introduce the second fundamental form, we may enforce the condition that 𝜅 = ℎ11⇑𝑔11:

𝜅 =
𝑧𝑥̇ − 𝑧̇𝑥̈

𝑥̇3 =
1
𝑥̇2

𝑧𝑥̇ − 𝑧̇𝑥̈

𝑥̇
⇒ ℎ11 =

𝑧𝑥̇ − 𝑧̇𝑥̈

𝑥̇
.

Note that we can not obtain the coefficient ℎ11 by taking an inner product of the acceleration vector 𝛾 with
some normal vector. To achieve that, we may resort to the metric of the Euclidean plane. Indeed, if we
define the minimal normal vector field (see Figure 1)

N𝑚𝑖𝑛 = (−
𝑧̇

𝑥̇
, 1) = 1

𝑥̇
𝐽(𝛾̇), (7)

where 𝐽 is the counter-clockwise (Euclidean) 𝜋
2 -rotation on the 𝑥𝑧-plane, we can finally write the second

fundamental form of a curve 𝛾 ∶ 𝐼 → I2 as

ℎ11 = 𝛾 ⋅N𝑚𝑖𝑛 = det(𝛾̇, 𝛾). (8)

Remark 1. The terminology “minimal normal” comes from the similar construction for surfaces in the
space I3 [8]. More precisely, if one tries to see −dN𝑚𝑖𝑛 as a shape operator, its trace vanishes identically for
any surface in I3. (See the next subsection for further details on the simply isotropic geometry of surfaces.)

2.2 Simply isotropic relative geometry

To further study the geometry of curves and surfaces in the simply isotropic space, we shall resort to some
ideas from the so-called relative geometry [17], a topic whose origins can be traced back to the contributions
of E. Müller in the 1920s [10]. The reader may consult [17] or Sect. 2 of [19] for further information.

The basic idea of relative geometry is that in Euclidean space many properties associated with the
normal N to a hypersurface x ∶ 𝑈 ⊂ R𝑛

→𝑀𝑛
⊂ E𝑛+1 do not depend on the orthogonality. For example, the

definition of the Christoffel symbols of an affine connection relies on the property that N is transversal
to the tangent space: x𝑖𝑗 = Γ𝑘

𝑖𝑗x𝑘 + ℎ𝑖𝑗N. As another example, the definition of the shape operator, and
consequently of the Gaussian and mean curvatures, relies on the property that 𝑇𝑝𝑀 and 𝑇x(𝑝)S𝑛 are parallel
and that −dN takes values on 𝑇𝑝𝑀2.

Definition 1. Let 𝑀𝑛
⊂ R𝑛+1 be a manifold and y a vector field along 𝑀 taking values in R𝑛+1. The

vector field y is a relative normal of 𝑀 if it is (i) transversal to 𝑇𝑝𝑀 , i.e., y ⇑∈ 𝑇𝑝𝑀 and (ii) equiaffine, i.e.,
∀ 𝑣 ∈ 𝑇𝑝𝑀, dy(𝑣) ∈ 𝑇𝑝𝑀 .
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Nmin
Npar

x

z

Fig. 1: Minimal (N𝑚𝑖𝑛) and parabolic (N𝑝𝑎𝑟) normal vector fields of an admissible curve in I2. Note that N𝑚𝑖𝑛, Eq.
(7), is a multiple of the Euclidean normal, while N𝑝𝑎𝑟, Eq. (10), does not come from a notion of orthogonality. Figure
generated with Mathematica.

Let Σ̄𝑛
⊂ R𝑛+1 be a hypersurface with relative normal ȳ. The Peterson mapping of a hypersurface 𝑀𝑛 is a

map 𝒫 that sends a point 𝑝 ∈𝑀 to a point 𝑞 ∈ Σ̄𝑛 such that 𝑇𝑝𝑀 and 𝑇𝑞Σ̄ are parallel. We may introduce
a relative normal y for 𝑀 with respect to Σ̄ by defining

y(𝑝) = ȳ(𝒫(𝑝)).

The relative shape operator 𝐴 of 𝑀 is then given by 𝐴 = −dy. In this work, we shall concentrate on the use
of the centro-affine normal, i.e., ȳ is the position vector of Σ̄. We shall refer to Σ̄ as the relative sphere.

In the relative approach to the simply isotropic plane, we may take as the relative sphere the circle of
parabolic type

Σ1
= {(𝑥, 𝑧) ∈ I2

∶ 𝑧 =
1
2
−

𝑥2

2
(︀ . (9)

We then obtain a relative normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟, named the parabolic normal, as an alternative to the minimal
normal. More precisely, the parabolic normal vector field N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is defined as (see Figure 1)

N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (−
𝑧̇

𝑥̇
,
1
2
−

𝑧̇2

2𝑥̇2 ) . (10)

Proposition 1. The parabolic normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟 of an admissible curve 𝛾 ∶ 𝐼 → I2 is a relative normal.

Proof. We need to prove that N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is equiaffine and transversal. The parabolic normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is equiaffine:

−
dN𝑝𝑎𝑟

d𝑡
= (

𝑧𝑥̇ − 𝑧̇𝑥̈

𝑥̇2 ,
𝑧̇

𝑥̇

𝑧𝑥̇ − 𝑧̇𝑥̈

𝑥̇2 ) = 𝜅 𝛾̇.

Finally, the parabolic normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is transversal because

det
⎛

⎝

𝑥̇ 𝑧̇

− 𝑧̇
𝑥̇

1
2 −

𝑧̇2

2𝑥̇2

⎞

⎠
=

𝑥̇2
+ 𝑧̇2

2𝑥̇
⇑= 0,

where we used that 𝑥̇ ⇑= 0.

As a corollary from the fact that N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is a relative normal, it follows we may alternatively compute the
second fundamental form of 𝛾 as

ℎ11 = 𝜅∐︀𝛾̇, 𝛾̇̃︀ = ∐︀−dN𝑝𝑎𝑟(𝛾̇), 𝛾̇̃︀. (11)

An important concept in the context of relative geometry of surfaces is played by the relative area 𝐴∗.
More precisely, given a surface 𝑀2

∶ (𝑢, 𝑣) ↦ r(𝑢, 𝑣) with relative normal y, we define

𝐴∗ = ∫
𝑀

⋃︀det(r𝑢, r𝑣, y)⋃︀d𝑢d𝑣. (12)
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Analogously, we define the relative arc length 𝑠∗ for a curve 𝛾 ∶ (︀𝑎, 𝑏⌋︀ → I2 with parabolic normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟 as

𝑠∗ =

𝑏

∫
𝑎

⋃︀det(N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝛾̇)⋃︀d𝑡 =

𝑏

∫
𝑎

⋃︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟 ⋅ 𝐽(𝛾̇)⋃︀d𝑡 =

𝑏

∫
𝑎

⋃︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟 ⋅N𝑚𝑖𝑛⋃︀ 𝑥̇ d𝑡. (13)

Thus, from Eqs. (7) and (10), the relative arc length element of a curve 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑥(𝑡), 𝑧(𝑡)) satisfies

d𝑠∗ = (N𝑝𝑎𝑟 ⋅N𝑚𝑖𝑛)d𝑠 = (
1
2
+

𝑧̇2

2𝑥̇2 ) d𝑠 = (
𝑥̇

2
+

𝑧̇2

2𝑥̇
) d𝑡. (14)

Remark 2. In Euclidean plane, the relative arc length with respect to the relative normalization given by the
Euclidean normal coincides with the usual arc length: 𝑠∗ = ∫ det(N, 𝛾̇)d𝑡 = ∫ N ⋅N

⌋︂
𝑥̇2 + 𝑧̇2 d𝑡 = ∫ d𝑠 = 𝑠,

where we used that N = 𝐽(𝛾̇)⇑
⌋︂

𝛾̇ ⋅ 𝛾̇ and 𝐽(u) ⋅ v = det(u, v).

2.3 Geometry of surfaces in the simply isotropic space

Let 𝑈 ⊂ R2 be an open set and r ∶ 𝑈 → 𝑀2
⊂ I3 a regular parametrized surface. In what follows, we

shall focus on admissible surfaces, that is, surfaces whose tangent planes are not isotropic. Equivalently,
𝑥1

1𝑥2
2 − 𝑥1

2𝑥2
1 ⇑= 0, where r(𝑢1, 𝑢2

) = (𝑥1
(𝑢1, 𝑢2

), 𝑥2
(𝑢1, 𝑢2

), 𝑥3
(𝑢1, 𝑢2

)) and 𝑥𝑗
𝑖 = 𝜕𝑥𝑗

⇑𝜕𝑢𝑖. Note that every
admissible surface in I3 is locally parametrized as the graph of a real function r = (𝑢1, 𝑢2, 𝑓(𝑢1, 𝑢2

)), called
the normal form of 𝑀2.

The first fundamental form is defined as usual 𝑔𝑖𝑗 = ∐︀r𝑖, r𝑗̃︀, where r𝑖 = 𝜕r⇑𝜕𝑢𝑖. The normal to a surface
𝑀2 with respect to the simply isotropic metric is given by the isotropic vector 𝒩 = (0, 0, 1) normalized by
the secondary metric. The second fundamental form ℎ𝑖𝑗 is defined by the expression

r𝑖𝑗 = Γ𝑘
𝑖𝑗r𝑘 + ℎ𝑖𝑗𝒩 , (15)

where we shall adopt the convention of summing over repeated indices. If we parametrize 𝑀 in its normal
form, the first and second fundamental forms are given by

I = (d𝑢1
)

2
+ (d𝑢2

)
2 and II = 𝑓𝑖𝑗d𝑢𝑖d𝑢𝑗 . (16)

We can compute the second fundamental form ℎ𝑖𝑗 by forcing an analogy with Euclidean space:

ℎ𝑖𝑗 =
𝜕2r

𝜕𝑢𝑖𝜕𝑢𝑗
⋅N𝑚𝑖𝑛 =

det(r1, r2, r𝑖𝑗)
⌈︂

det 𝑔𝑖𝑗

,

where N𝑚𝑖𝑛 is the minimal normal
N𝑚𝑖𝑛 =

r1 × r2
⌈︂

𝑔11𝑔22 − 𝑔2
12

. (17)

The map N𝑚𝑖𝑛 is not a relative normal. Indeed, the minimal normal N𝑚𝑖𝑛 is not equiaffine since dN𝑛𝑖𝑚 is
always a horizontal vector and, as a consequence, it generally fails to be tangent to 𝑀2:

N𝑚𝑖𝑛 = (
𝑋23
𝑋12

,
𝑋31
𝑋12

, 1) , 𝑋𝑖𝑗 = det( 𝑥𝑖
1 𝑥𝑗

1
𝑥𝑖

2 𝑥𝑗
2
) ,

where we may assume 𝑋12 > 0 by exchanging 𝑢1
↔ 𝑢2 if necessary. The mean curvature 𝐻 is given by

𝐻 =
1
2

𝑔11ℎ22 − 2𝑔12ℎ12 + 𝑔22ℎ11
𝑔11𝑔22 − 𝑔2

12
. (18)

In the simply isotropic space, we may take as the relative sphere the sphere of parabolic type

Σ2
= {(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ I3

∶ 𝑧 =
1
2
−

𝑥2

2
−

𝑦2

2
(︀ . (19)

We then obtain a relative normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟, named parabolic normal, as an alternative to the minimal normal.
The parabolic normal vector field N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is defined as

N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (
𝑋23
𝑋12

,
𝑋31
𝑋12

,
1
2
−

𝑋2
23 +𝑋2

31
2𝑋2

12
) . (20)
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Proposition 2. The parabolic normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟 of an admissible surface r ∶ 𝑈 →𝑀2
⊂ I3 is a relative normal.

Proof. From the definition of N𝑝𝑎𝑟 in (20), we have

det(r1, r2, N𝑝𝑎𝑟) =
(𝑋23)

2
+ (𝑋31)

2
+ (𝑋12)

2

2𝑋12
> 0,

which implies N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is transversal to 𝑀2. Let us parametrize 𝑀2 in its normal form r = (𝑢1, 𝑢2, 𝑓(𝑢1, 𝑢2
)).

Then, the parabolic normal is given by N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (−𝑓1,−𝑓2, 1
2 −

𝑓2
1+𝑓2

2
2 ), from which follows that

−
𝜕N𝑝𝑎𝑟

𝜕𝑢𝑖
= 𝑓1𝑖 r1 + 𝑓2𝑖 r2.

Therefore, N𝑝𝑎𝑟 is equiaffine.

As a byproduct of using the parabolic normal N𝑝𝑎𝑟, we may alternatively compute the second fundamental
form and mean curvature of 𝑀2 as

ℎ𝑖𝑗 = ∐︀−dN𝑝𝑎𝑟(r𝑗), r𝑖̃︀ and 𝐻 = tr(−dN𝑝𝑎𝑟). (21)

In addition, the Gaussian curvature of 𝑀2 is given by 𝐾 = det(−dN𝑝𝑎𝑟) =
det ℎ𝑖𝑗

det 𝑔𝑖𝑗
.

Now, let us compute the relative area of 𝑀2. From the definition (12), we have

𝐴∗ = ∫
𝑀

det(r1, r2, N𝑝𝑎𝑟)d𝑢1d𝑢2
= ∫

𝑀

N𝑚𝑖𝑛 ⋅N𝑝𝑎𝑟

⌉︂

𝑔11𝑔22 − 𝑔2
12d𝑢1d𝑢2

= ∫

𝑀

(N𝑚𝑖𝑛 ⋅N𝑝𝑎𝑟)d𝐴. (22)

If we parametrize 𝑀 in its normal form, the relative area takes the form

𝐴∗ = ∫
1 + 𝑓2

1 + 𝑓2
2

2
d𝑢1d𝑢2. (23)

3 The solution of the simply isotropic hanging chain problem
In the hanging chain problem in I2, the weight of the curve is calculated using the distance to a straight-line
𝐿 of I2. Since there are isotropic and non-isotropic straight-lines, it will be necessary to distinguish between
both cases. Without loss of generality, if 𝐿 is isotropic, it will be assumed to be the 𝑧-axis 𝐿𝑧 = {(0, 𝑧) ∶ 𝑧 ∈ R}
and if 𝐿 is non-isotropic, then the line will be the 𝑥-axis 𝐿𝑥 = {(𝑥, 0) ∶ 𝑥 ∈ R}. In each case, the functional

ℱ(︀𝛾⌋︀ = ∫
𝛾

dist(𝛾(𝑥), 𝐿)d𝑠∗ − 𝜆∫
𝛾

d𝑠∗ (24)

will be denoted by ℱ𝑧 and ℱ𝑥. In addition, all curves will be contained in one of the two half-planes
determined by 𝐿𝑧 and 𝐿𝑥, namely, {(𝑥, 𝑧) ∈ R2

∶ 𝑥 > 0} and {(𝑥, 𝑧) ∈ R2
∶ 𝑧 > 0}, respectively.

The first case to consider is when the reference line is the isotropic line 𝐿𝑧.

Theorem 1. The critical points of the functional ℱ𝑧 are the curves

𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 𝑐 ln(𝑡 − 𝜆) + 𝑑), (25)

where 𝑐, 𝑑 ∈ R.

From now on, the curves (25) when 𝑐 ⇑= 0 will be called isotropic catenaries with respect to 𝐿𝑧.

Proof. Let us consider the parametrization 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 𝑧(𝑡)). Using (14), the relative arc length element
becomes

𝑑𝑠∗ = (
1
2
+

𝑧̇2

2
)d𝑡.
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The functional ℱ𝑧 writes as

ℱ𝑧(︀𝛾⌋︀ =

𝑏

∫
𝑎

(𝑡 − 𝜆)(
1
2
+

𝑧̇2

2
)d𝑡.

The Euler-Lagrange equation is
𝜕𝐹

𝜕𝑧
−

d
d𝑡

(
𝜕𝐹

𝜕𝑧̇
) = 0, (26)

where
𝐹 (𝑡, 𝑧, 𝑧̇) = (𝑡 − 𝜆)(

1
2
+

𝑧̇2

2
) .

Notice that 𝐹 does not depend on 𝑧. Thus, the Euler-Lagrange equation leads to

0 = d
d𝑡

((𝑡 − 𝜆)𝑧̇) = 𝑧̇ + (𝑡 − 𝜆)𝑧. (27)

Then, there exists 𝑐 ∈ R such that (𝑡− 𝜆)𝑧̇ = 𝑐. If 𝑐 = 0, then 𝑧 is a constant function, 𝑧(𝑡) = 𝑑, 𝑑 ∈ R. This is
a particular case of (25). If 𝑐 ⇑= 0, then a direct integration gives Eq. (25).

Isotropic catenaries with respect to 𝐿𝑧 can be also characterized as solutions of a coordinate-free prescribed
curvature problem involving the curvature 𝜅 of 𝛾, the parabolic normal vector N𝑝𝑎𝑟, and the unit vector
field of I2 which is orthogonal to 𝐿𝑧. Let 𝑋 = 𝜕𝑥 ∈ X(I2

).

Theorem 2. Let 𝛾 be a curve in I2. Then, 𝛾 is an isotropic catenary with respect to 𝐿𝑧 if, and only if, its
curvature 𝜅 satisfies

𝜅 =
∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀

∐︀𝛾, 𝑋̃︀ − 𝜆
. (28)

Proof. From Eq. (5), the curvature of 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 𝑧(𝑡)) is 𝜅 = 𝑧. This implies that Eq. (27) writes simply as

𝜅 = −
𝑧̇

𝑡 − 𝜆
.

Finally, from Eq. (7), we have N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (−𝑧̇, 1
2 −

𝑧̇2

2 ), hence ∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀ = −𝑧̇. These expressions prove the
validity of Eq. (28).

Naturally, the solutions of Eq. (27) are given by Eq. (25). The notion of catenary can be generalized if it is
introduced a power 𝛼 ∈ R in the functional ℱ𝑧. More precisely, define the functional

ℱ
𝛼
𝑧 (︀𝛾⌋︀ = ∫

𝛾

(𝑧𝛼
− 𝜆)d𝑠∗.

Theorem 3. Let 𝛾 be a curve in I2. Then, 𝛾 is a critical point of ℱ𝛼
𝑧 if, and only if, its curvature 𝜅 satisfies

𝜅 = 𝛼
∐︀𝛾, 𝑋̃︀

𝛼−1
∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀

∐︀𝛾, 𝑋̃︀𝛼 − 𝜆
, (29)

Proof. The computations are similar to those in the proof of Theorem 2. If 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 𝑧(𝑡)), then the
functional ℱ𝛼

𝑧 becomes

ℱ
𝛼
𝑧 (︀𝛾⌋︀ =

𝑏

∫
𝑎

(𝑡𝛼
− 𝜆)(

1
2
+

𝑧̇2

2
)d𝑡.

The computation of the Euler-Lagrange equation (26) gives

𝛼𝑡𝛼−1𝑧̇ + (𝑡𝛼
− 𝜆)𝑧 = 0, (30)

proving the theorem.

By analogy with the Euclidean space [9, 11], and taking 𝜆 = 0 in Eq. (29), we give the following definition:
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Definition 2. A curve 𝛾 in I2 is said to be an isotropic 𝛼-catenary with respect to 𝐿𝑧 if its curvature
satisfies

𝜅 = 𝛼
∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀

∐︀𝛾, 𝑋̃︀
.

The case 𝛼 = 1 corresponds to the isotropic catenary (25). In fact, Eq. (30) which characterizes 𝛼-catenaries
can be solved and the solution provides an explicit parametrization. Indeed,

Corollary 1. Let 𝛾 be an 𝛼-catenary. Then, it is parametrized as

𝛾(𝑡) =

)︀⌉︀⌉︀
⌋︀
⌉︀⌉︀]︀

(𝑡, 𝑐 ln 𝑡 + 𝑑), if 𝛼 = 1
(𝑡, 𝑐 𝑡1−𝛼

+ 𝑑), if 𝛼 ⇑= 0
, (31)

where 𝑐, 𝑑 ∈ R.

We conclude this section by investigating the hanging chain problem when the reference line is the non-
isotropic line 𝐿𝑥. In this case, we must resort to the distance as computed using the secondary metric:
𝑑(x, y) =

⌈︂
⎷x − y, x − y⌄. Thus, the functional to minimize is

ℱ
𝛼
𝑥 = ∫

𝛾

(𝑧𝛼
− 𝜆)d𝑠∗. (32)

Now, the computations follow the same steps as in Theorems 1 and 2. Let 𝑍 = 𝜕𝑧 ∈ X(I2
).

Theorem 4. Let 𝛾 be a curve in I2 parametrized by 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 𝑧(𝑡)). The following statements are equivalent:
1. The curve 𝛾 is a critical point of the functional ℱ𝛼

𝑥 ;
2. The function 𝑧 satisfies

(𝑧𝛼
− 𝜆)𝑧 = 𝛼𝑧𝛼−1

(
1
2
−

𝑧̇2

2
) , (33)

3. The curvature 𝜅 satisfies

𝜅 = 𝛼⎷𝛾, 𝑍⌄𝛼−1 ⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑍⌄

⎷𝛾, 𝑍⌄𝛼 − 𝜆
.

These curves will be called isotropic 𝛼-catenaries with respect to 𝐿𝑥.

Proof. The functional ℱ𝛼
𝑥 in (32) is

ℱ
𝛼
𝑥 (︀𝛾⌋︀ = ∫

𝛾

(𝑧𝛼
− 𝜆)d𝑠∗ =

𝑏

∫
𝑎

(𝑧𝛼
− 𝜆)(

1
2
+

𝑧̇2

2
)d𝑡.

The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is

𝛼𝑧𝛼−1 1 + 𝑧̇2

2
=

d
d𝑡
[︀(𝑧𝛼

− 𝜆)𝑧̇⌉︀ = 𝛼𝑧𝛼−1𝑧̇2
+ (𝑧𝛼

− 𝜆)𝑧, (34)

which finally gives

(𝑧𝛼
− 𝜆)𝑧 = 𝛼𝑧𝛼−1

(
1
2
−

𝑧̇2

2
) ⇒ 𝑧 = 𝛼𝑧𝛼−1

1
2 −

𝑧̇2

2
𝑧𝛼 − 𝜆

. (35)

Since ⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑍⌄ = ⎷(−𝑧̇, 1
2 −

𝑧̇2

2 ), (0, 1)⌄ = 1
2(1− 𝑧̇2

), ⎷𝛾, 𝑍⌄ = 𝑧, and the curvature is 𝜅 = 𝑧, we finally obtain
the desired chain of equivalences.

Remark 3. It is worth mentioning that there is an isometry between the simply isotropic plane I2 and
R2 equipped with ⎷⋅, ⋅⌄ and with ∐︀⋅, ⋅̃︀ as the secondary metric. (The latter has the 𝑥-axis as an isotropic
direction while in the former this role is played by the 𝑧-axis.) Therefore, it comes as no surprise the
similarity between Theorems 2 and 3, where distances are measured using ∐︀⋅, ⋅̃︀, and Theorem 4, where
distances are measured using ⎷⋅, ⋅⌄.
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4 The catenary as the generating curve of minimal surfaces of
revolution

In this section, it will be derived that Euclidean rotational minimal surfaces in I3, i.e., surfaces in I3 rotated
around an isotropic axis, are generated by isotropic catenaries. This will extend Euler’s result [1, 6] to the
ambient of simply isotropic spaces. Let 𝐿𝑧 be the isotropic 𝑧-axis. The one-parameter group 𝒢 of rotations
that leave 𝐿𝑧 point-wise fixed is 𝒢 = {ℛ𝜃 ∶ 𝜃 ∈ R}, where [4, 16]

ℛ𝜃 =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

cos 𝜃 − sin 𝜃 0
sin 𝜃 cos 𝜃 0

0 0 1

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

Let 𝐼 = (︀𝑎, 𝑏⌋︀ ⊂ R, 𝑎 > 0, and let 𝛾 ∶ 𝐼 → Π𝑥𝑧 ⊂ R3 be a smooth curve parametrized by 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 0, 𝑧(𝑡)),
𝑡 > 0, where Π𝑥𝑧 is the isotropic plane of equation 𝑦 = 0. Let 𝑆𝛾 = {ℛ𝜃 ⋅ 𝛾(𝑡) ∶ 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼, 𝜃 ∈ R} be the surface in
I3 obtained by rotating 𝛾 around the isotropic line 𝐿𝑧. A parametrization of 𝑆𝛾 is

r(𝑡, 𝜃) = (𝑡 cos 𝜃, 𝑡 sin 𝜃, 𝑧(𝑡)), 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼, 𝜃 ∈ R. (36)

If N𝑚𝑖𝑛 and N𝑝𝑎𝑟 are the minimal and parabolic normal of 𝑆𝛾 , the relative area (22) is given by

d𝐴∗ = (N𝑝𝑎𝑟 ⋅N𝑚𝑖𝑛)d𝐴.

Thus, the problem of minimum area for surfaces of revolution consists in minimizing the relative area

𝒜(︀𝛾⌋︀ =

𝑏

∫
𝑎

2𝜋

∫

0

d𝐴∗

among all curves 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 0, 𝑧(𝑡)) for which 𝑧(𝑎) = 𝑟1 and 𝑧(𝑏) = 𝑟2 are fixed. Here, 𝑟1 and 𝑟2 are the radii
of the circles forming the boundary of 𝑆𝛾 . (The area ∫ d𝐴 must be replaced by the relative area to obtain
surfaces with 𝐻 = 0 [5].)

Theorem 5. If 𝑆𝛾 is a surface of minimum (relative) area, then 𝛾 is a horizontal line (and 𝑆𝛾 is a horizontal
plane) or 𝛾 is an isotropic catenary with respect to 𝐿𝑧 given in Eq. (25) for 𝜆 = 0.

Proof. If 𝑆𝛾 has minimum area, then its generating curve 𝛾 is a critical point of the functional 𝒜(︀𝛾⌋︀. Let
us compute d𝐴∗. The first fundamental form and area element of 𝑆𝛾 with respect to the parametrization
r = r(𝑡, 𝜃) are given by

I = d𝑡2
+ 𝑡2 d𝜃2 and d𝐴 = 𝑡 d𝑡d𝜃.

The minimal and parabolic normal are

N𝑚𝑖𝑛 = (−𝑧′ cos 𝜃,−𝑧′ sin 𝜃, 1)

and
N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (−𝑧′ cos 𝜃,−𝑧′ sin 𝜃,

1
2
−

𝑧′ 2

2
) .

Therefore, the relative area is computed as

d𝐴∗ = (N𝑝𝑎𝑟 ⋅N𝑚𝑖𝑛)d𝐴 = 𝑡(
1
2
+

𝑧′ 2

2
)d𝑡 d𝜃.

The relative surface area functional 𝒜 then becomes

𝒜(︀𝛾⌋︀ = 𝜋

𝑏

∫
𝑎

𝑡(1 + 𝑧′2)d𝑡.
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Notice that the Lagrangian 𝐽(𝑡, 𝑧, 𝑧′) = 𝑡(1+ 𝑧′2) does not depend on 𝑧. Thus, the Euler-Lagrange equation
(26) reduces to

2𝑡𝑧′ =
𝜕𝐽

𝜕𝑧′
= 2𝑐 (37)

for some constant 𝑐 ∈ R. On the one hand, if 𝑐 = 0, then 𝑧 = 𝑧(𝑡) is a constant function, which implies that
𝛾 is a horizontal line and 𝑆𝛾 is a horizontal plane. On the other hand, if 𝑐 ⇑= 0, an integration of Eq. (37)
gives 𝑧(𝑡) = 𝑐 ln(𝑡) + 𝑑, where 𝑐, 𝑑 ∈ R.

Alternatively, we could have noticed that 𝐽 coincides, up to multiplication by a constant, with the
Lagrangian associated with ℱ𝑧 in Theorem 1 under the condition 𝜆 = 0.

The Theorem 5 is analogous to Euler’s result in the simply isotropic ambient space. Proceeding with
the motivation provided by the catenoid, it is natural to ask whether there exists an isotropic catenoid
connecting any two coaxial circles of I3. It is known that the existence of an Euclidean catenoid joining two
coaxial circles depends on the distance between both circles [2, 7, 14]. If the circles are sufficiently close
(depending on the radii of the circles), then there exist two catenoids connecting both circles, but if the
distance between the circle is large, then there exits no catenoid connecting them. The following result
shows that this problem in I3 has a different solution.

Theorem 6. Let Γ1 and Γ2 be two coaxial circles in I3 with respect to 𝐿𝑧 and with distinct radii. Then,
there exists a unique isotropic catenoid with axis 𝐿𝑧 and connecting Γ1 and Γ2. On the other hand, if Γ1
and Γ2 have the same radii, then there exists no catenoid joining them.

Proof. The assumption that the circles have different radii is necessary since the profile curve of the isotropic
catenoid, namely the isotropic catenary, is monotonic as a function of the distance to 𝐿𝑧. Let (𝑟𝑖, 𝑧𝑖) ∈ R2

+

be the intersection of Γ𝑖 with the 𝑥𝑧-plane, 𝑖 = 1, 2. By hypothesis, 𝑟1 ⇑= 𝑟2. Since the isotropic catenary is
𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 0, 𝑐 ln(𝑡) + 𝑑), the proof is completed if it is established the existence of 𝑐, 𝑑 ∈ R such that

)︀⌉︀⌉︀
⌋︀
⌉︀⌉︀]︀

𝑐 ln(𝑟1) + 𝑑 = 𝑧1

𝑐 ln(𝑟2) + 𝑑 = 𝑧2.
(38)

Without loss of generality, we may assume that 𝑧1 < 𝑧2 (A similar reasoning holds if 𝑧1 > 𝑧2). In particular,
𝑐 > 0 in order to ensure that the function 𝑡↦ 𝑐 ln(𝑡) + 𝑑 is increasing. From the first equation of (38), it is
deduced 𝑑 = 𝑧1 − 𝑐 ln(𝑟1). By using the second equation of (38), the problem reduces to finding 𝑐 > 0 such
that 𝑐 ln( 𝑟2

𝑟1
) + 𝑧1 = 𝑧2. Define the function 𝑓(𝑐) = 𝑐 ln( 𝑟2

𝑟1
) + 𝑧1. Using that 𝑟2⇑𝑟1 > 1, we have

lim
𝑐→0+

𝑓(𝑐) = 𝑧1 and lim
𝑐→∞

𝑓(𝑐) = ∞.

Then, the Intermediate Value Theorem assures the existence of 𝑐 > 0 such that 𝑓(𝑐) = 𝑧2. On the other
hand, since the function 𝑓 = 𝑓(𝑐) is strictly increasing, the value 𝑐 such that 𝑓(𝑐) = 𝑧2 is unique.

Remark 4. In isotropic space I3, there are two types of surfaces of revolution, namely, Euclidean rotational
surfaces and parabolic rotational surfaces. The classification of minimal surfaces of revolution was done in
[4] obtaining the logarithmoid of revolution and the hyperbolic paraboloid, respectively. (See our Prop. 3
for the characterization of minimal surfaces of parabolic revolution.) While the hyperbolic paraboloid is
self-conjugate, the logarithmoid of revolution is conjugate to a helicoid [5]. This property of the logarithmoid
of revolution together with the fact that its generating curve is an isotropic catenary show that this surface
is the simply isotropic analog of the catenoid.

5 Simply isotropic singular minimal surfaces
In this section, we extend the notion of the catenary of I2 to the problem of the hanging surface in I3.
Consider a surface 𝑀2 of constant mass density which is suspended from a given closed curve Γ. Let 𝐴0 > 0
be the relative area of 𝑀2. The hanging surface problem consists in finding the shape of 𝑀2 when 𝑀2 is
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suspended under its weight, and this weight is measured with respect to a plane of I3. As in the case of the
catenary, the computation of the weight depends on whether the reference plane is isotropic or non-isotropic.
In both situations, the problem is equivalent to finding the surfaces which are critical points of the weight
among all surfaces with the same boundary curve Γ and the same relative area 𝐴0.

Similarly to Section 1, for the hanging chain problem of I2, we shall calculate the weight of a surface in
I3 using the relative area. Otherwise, the use of the area element would lead to trivial conclusions. Indeed,
if we were using the regular area element, then the weight of 𝑀2

∶ r(𝑦, 𝑧) = (𝑢(𝑦, 𝑧), 𝑦, 𝑧) computed with
respect to an isotropic plane Π𝑦𝑧 = {𝑥 = 0} would be

∫

𝑀2

𝑑(r(𝑦, 𝑧), Π𝑦𝑧)d𝐴 = ∫
Ω

𝑢 𝑢𝑧 d𝑦d𝑧.

Finally, if 𝑢 ∶ Ω ⊂ Π𝑦𝑧 → R is a smooth function over the open set Ω and Γ is the boundary of 𝑀2, then by
the divergence theorem, the weight can be rewritten as

∫

Ω

𝑢 𝑢𝑧 d𝑦d𝑧 = ∫
𝜕Ω

(0,
𝑢2

2
) ⋅ 𝜈 d𝑠,

where 𝜈 is the outer unit normal vector along 𝜕Ω. This integral depends only on Γ and 𝜕Ω and, consequently,
it is constant for all surfaces with the same boundary Γ. Similar arguments can be employed for the weight
measured with respect to a non-isotropic plane. In conclusion, we must replace the area element by the
relative area one.

In the following, we shall distinguish between isotropic and non-isotropic reference planes. Let 𝑀2 be
an admissible surface of I3 parametrized in its normal form: r(𝑥, 𝑦) = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑢(𝑥, 𝑦)). From r𝑥 = (1, 0, 𝑢𝑥)

and r𝑦 = (0, 1, 𝑢𝑦), the first and second fundamental forms and the area element are

I = d𝑥2
+ d𝑦2, II = 𝑢𝑥𝑥d𝑥2

+ 2𝑢𝑥𝑦d𝑥d𝑦 + 𝑢𝑦𝑦d𝑦2, and d𝐴 = d𝑥d𝑦. (39)

The formula (18) of the mean curvature 𝐻 of 𝑀2 is

𝐻 =
𝑢𝑥𝑥 + 𝑢𝑦𝑦

2
. (40)

In addition, the minimal and parabolic normal vector fields are

N𝑚𝑖𝑛 = (−𝑢𝑥,−𝑢𝑦, 1) and N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (−𝑢𝑥,−𝑢𝑦,
1
2
−

𝑢2
𝑥 + 𝑢2

𝑦

2
) . (41)

Hence, the relative area element of 𝑀2 is

d𝐴∗ = (N𝑚𝑖𝑛 ⋅N𝑝𝑎𝑟)d𝐴 =
1
2
(1 + 𝑢2

𝑥 + 𝑢2
𝑦) d𝑥d𝑦. (42)

We begin considering the weight measured with respect to the isotropic plane Π𝑦𝑧 of equation 𝑥 = 0.
The weight of 𝑀2 is calculated measuring the distance between the points of 𝑀2 and the plane Π𝑦𝑧. This
distance is 𝑑((𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧), Π𝑦𝑧) = ⋃︀𝑥⋃︀. From now on, and without loss of generality, it will be assumed that all
surfaces are included in the half-space Π+𝑦𝑧 = {(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ I3

∶ 𝑥 > 0}. The weight 𝑊 of 𝑀2 is

𝑊 = ∫

𝑀2

𝑥 d𝐴∗, (43)

where d𝐴∗ is the relative area element of 𝑀2. Thus, the functional to minimize is

ℰ𝑦𝑧(︀𝑀
2
⌋︀ = ∫

𝑀2

𝑥 d𝐴∗ − 𝜆∫
𝑀2

d𝐴∗ = ∫
𝑀2

(𝑥 − 𝜆)d𝐴∗, (44)

where 𝜆 is a Lagrange multiplier due to the constraint on the relative area. Let Γ and 𝐴0 be the boundary
curve and the relative area of 𝑀2, respectively. Let 𝒞𝑦𝑧

Γ,𝐴0
(Ω) be the class of all graphs 𝐺 over Ω, 𝐺 ⊂ Π+𝑦𝑧 ,

with boundary Γ and relative area 𝐴0. Let 𝑋 = 𝜕𝑥 ∈ X(I3
), i.e., 𝑋 is the velocity vector field of the lines

used to measure the distance in the computation of the weight.
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Theorem 7. Let 𝑀2
⊂ Π+𝑦𝑧 be the graph of a function 𝑢 ∶ Ω ⊂ Π𝑦𝑧 → R, where Ω is a bounded domain. Then,

𝑀2 is a critical point of ℰ𝑦𝑧 in 𝒞𝑦𝑧
Γ,𝐴0

(Ω) if, and only if, its mean curvature 𝐻 satisfies

𝐻(r) = ∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀

2(𝑥 − 𝜆)
=

∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀

2(𝑑(r, Π𝑦𝑧) − 𝜆)
. (45)

Proof. Using Eq. (42), the functional ℰ𝑦𝑧 is

ℰ𝑦𝑧(︀𝑀
2
⌋︀ = ∫

𝑀2

(𝑥 − 𝜆)d𝐴∗ = ∫
Ω

(𝑥 − 𝜆)

2
(1 + 𝑝2

+ 𝑞2
)d𝑥d𝑦,

where 𝑝 = 𝑢𝑥 and 𝑞 = 𝑢𝑦. To find the critical points of ℰ𝑦𝑧 in 𝒞𝑦𝑧
Γ,𝐴0

, we use the Euler-Lagrange equation

𝜕𝐹

𝜕𝑢
−

𝜕

𝜕𝑥
(

𝜕𝐹

𝜕𝑝
) −

𝜕

𝜕𝑦
(

𝜕𝐹

𝜕𝑞
) = 0, (46)

where
𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑢, 𝑝, 𝑞) =

(𝑥 − 𝜆)

2
(1 + 𝑝2

+ 𝑞2
) .

Notice that 𝐹 does not depend on 𝑢. Thus, Eq. (46) leads to

((𝑥 − 𝜆)𝑝)𝑥 + ((𝑥 − 𝜆)𝑞)𝑦 = 0.

This gives
(𝑥 − 𝜆)(𝑝𝑥 + 𝑞𝑦) + 𝑝 = 0.

Using Eq. (40), we have 2𝐻(𝑥 − 𝜆) = −𝑝. Finally, from Eq. (41) and the definition of 𝑋, we conclude
∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀ = −𝑝, proving the validity of Eq. (45).

Note that Eq. (45) is the two-dimensional version of Eq. (28) by replacing the curvature 𝜅 with the mean
curvature 𝐻 of 𝑀2. In (45), the vector field 𝑋 = 𝜕𝑥 is unitary and orthogonal to the reference plane Π𝑦𝑧.

Now, consider the weight measured with respect to the non-isotropic plane Π𝑥𝑦 of equation 𝑧 = 0. The
weight of 𝑀2 is calculated measuring the distance between the points of 𝑀2 with respect to Π𝑥𝑦. Since the
distance to the 𝑥𝑦-plane vanishes if we consider the simply isotropic metric, we shall employ the secondary
metric to compute this distance. Therefore, we have 𝑑((𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧), Π𝑥𝑦) = ⋃︀𝑧⋃︀. Again, we will assume that 𝑀2

is contained in one of the two half-spaces determined by Π𝑥𝑦, which will be Π+𝑥𝑦 = {(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ I3
∶ 𝑧 > 0}.

The weight of 𝑀2 is
𝑊 = ∫

𝑀2

𝑧 d𝐴∗. (47)

The functional to minimize is

ℰ𝑥𝑦(︀𝑀
2
⌋︀ = ∫

𝑀2

𝑧 d𝐴∗ − 𝜆∫
𝑀2

d𝐴∗ = ∫
𝑀2

(𝑧 − 𝜆)d𝐴∗. (48)

Here, 𝜆 is again a Lagrange multiplier due to the constraint on the relative area. Let Γ and 𝐴0 be the
boundary curve and the relative area of 𝑀2, respectively. Let 𝒞𝑥𝑦

Γ,𝐴0
(Ω) be the class of all graphs 𝐺 over Ω,

𝐺 ⊂ Π+𝑥𝑦, with boundary Γ and relative area 𝐴0. Let 𝑍 = 𝜕𝑧 ∈ X(I3
), i.e., 𝑍 is the velocity vector field of

the lines used to measure distances in the computation of the weight.

Theorem 8. Let 𝑀2
⊂ Π+𝑥𝑦 be the graph of a function 𝑢 ∶ Ω ⊂ Π𝑥𝑦 → R, where Ω is a bounded domain.

Then, 𝑀2 is a critical point of ℰ𝑥𝑦 in 𝒞𝑥𝑦
Γ,𝐴0

if, and only if, its mean curvature 𝐻 satisfies

𝐻(r) = ⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑍⌄

2(𝑧 − 𝜆)
=

⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑍⌄

2(𝑑(r, Π𝑥𝑦) − 𝜆)
. (49)
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Proof. The functional ℰ𝑥𝑦 to minimize in 𝒞𝑥𝑦
Γ,𝐴0

writes as

ℰ𝑥𝑦(︀𝑀
2
⌋︀ = ∫

𝑀2

(𝑧 − 𝜆)d𝐴∗ = ∫
Ω

𝑢 − 𝜆

2
(1 + 𝑝2

+ 𝑞2
)d𝑥d𝑦.

The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is calculated with

𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑢, 𝑝, 𝑞) =
𝑢 − 𝜆

2
(1 + 𝑝2

+ 𝑞2
) .

Computing (46), we obtain

1 + 𝑝2
+ 𝑞2
− (2(𝑢 − 𝜆)𝑝)𝑥 − (2(𝑢 − 𝜆)𝑞)𝑦 = 0,

or equivalently,
1 − 𝑝2

− 𝑞2
− 2(𝑢 − 𝜆)(𝑝𝑥 + 𝑞𝑦) = 0.

This identity, together with Eq. (40), gives

𝐻 =
1 − 𝑢2

𝑥 − 𝑢2
𝑦

4(𝑢 − 𝜆)
.

Equation (49) follows from the expression of N𝑝𝑎𝑟 in Eq. (41): ⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝜕𝑧⌄ = (1 − 𝑝2
− 𝑞2

)⇑2.

Note that for the surfaces described in Theorems 8 and 9, we may set 𝜆 = 0 after a convenient translation of
I3. We have the following definition.

Definition 3. Let Π ⊂ I3 be a plane and 𝑉 ∈ X(I3
) be a unit vector field orthogonal to Π. A surface 𝑀2 in

I3 is an isotropic singular minimal surface with respect to Π if its mean curvature satisfies

𝐻(𝑝) =
∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑉 ̃︀

2 𝑑(𝑝, Π)
, 𝑝 ∈𝑀2,

if Π is an isotropic plane, or its mean curvature satisfies

𝐻(𝑝) =
⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑉 ⌄

2 𝑑(𝑝, Π)
, 𝑝 ∈𝑀2,

if Π is a non-isotropic plane.

Note that this definition extends the notion of isotropic catenary to dimension 2. It is also possible to extend
this definition if we introduce a power 𝛼 in the functional ℰ𝑦𝑧 and ℰ𝑥𝑦, replacing 𝑥 − 𝜆 with 𝑥𝛼

− 𝜆 and
𝑧 −𝜆 with 𝑧𝛼

−𝜆, respectively. The critical points of these functionals generalize the concept of 𝛼-catenaries
and they are characterized by Eqs. (45) and (49) after multiplying the right-hand sides by the factor 𝛼.
Here, the case 𝛼 = 0 corresponds to minimal surfaces.

6 Simply isotropic invariant singular minimal surfaces
In this section, we study the isotropic singular minimal surfaces that are invariant surfaces and whose
generating curves lie in the 𝑦𝑧-plane. We show that there exist no singular minimal helicoidal surfaces. For
surfaces of revolution, either Euclidean or parabolic, we completely classify all singular minimal surfaces
when the weight is measured with respect to an isotropic plane. On the other hand, when the weight is
measured with respect to the a non-isotropic plane, the generating curve is associated with the solution of a
non-linear ordinary differential equation of second order.
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6.1 Singular minimal surfaces of Euclidean revolution

A helicoidal surface is the surface invariant under the action of the one-parameter group 𝒢𝑝 = {ℋ𝜃 ∶ 𝜃 ∈ R}
of helicoidal motions [4], where

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝑥

𝑦

𝑧

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

↦ ℋ𝜃

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝑥

𝑦

𝑧

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

=

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

cos 𝜃 − sin 𝜃 0
sin 𝜃 cos 𝜃 0

0 0 1

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝑥

𝑦

𝑧

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

+

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

0
0

𝑐 𝜃

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

Applying helicoidal motions to 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 0, 𝑧(𝑡)) gives the invariant surface 𝑆𝛾 = ℋ𝜃(𝛾) parametrized as

r(𝑡, 𝜃) = (𝑡 cos 𝜃, 𝑡 sin 𝜃, 𝑐 𝜃 + 𝑧(𝑡)). (50)

For 𝑐 = 0, ℋ𝜃 = ℛ𝜃 and we then obtain surfaces of (Euclidean) revolution as in Eq. (36).
The mean curvature 𝐻 of 𝑆𝛾 is

𝐻 =
𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′

2𝑡
. (51)

The parabolic normal vector field of 𝑆𝛾 is

N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (
𝑐 sin 𝜃

𝑡
− 𝑧′ cos 𝜃,−

𝑐 cos 𝜃

𝑡
− 𝑧′ sin 𝜃,

1
2
(1 − 𝑐2

𝑡2 − 𝑧′2)) . (52)

Theorem 9. If 𝑆𝛾 is a helicoidal singular minimal surface, then 𝑆𝛾 must be a surface of Euclidean revolution,
i.e., 𝑐 = 0. In addition,
1. If the reference plane is Π𝑦𝑧 (isotropic), then 𝑧(𝑡) =

𝑧2
𝑡
+ 𝑧1, 𝑧1, 𝑧2 ∈ R. In particular, this includes

horizontal planes.
2. If the reference plane is Π𝑥𝑧 (non-isotropic), then 𝑧 = 𝑧(𝑡) > 0 satisfies

𝑧′′(𝑡) +
𝑧′(𝑡)

𝑡
=

1 − 𝑧′(𝑡)2

2𝑧(𝑡)
. (53)

Proof. We distinguish between two cases, depending on the type of reference plane.

1. The reference plane is Π𝑦𝑧. Then, ∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀ = 𝑐 sin 𝜃⇑𝑡 − 𝑧′ cos 𝜃. Since the distance to Π𝑦𝑧 in Eq. (45)
is the 𝑥-coordinate, we have 𝑑(𝑝, Π𝑦𝑧) = 𝑡 cos 𝜃 and the Eq. (45) for the mean curvature of a helicoidal
singular minimal surface reduces to

𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′

𝑡
=

𝑐
𝑡 sin 𝜃 − 𝑧′ cos 𝜃

𝑡 cos 𝜃
,

or equivalently,
𝑡(2𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′) cos 𝜃 − 𝑐 sin 𝜃 = 0. (54)

Since cos 𝜃 and sin 𝜃 are linearly independent functions, we deduce from (54) that 𝑐 = 0 and, consequently,
𝑆𝛾 is a surface of revolution. Moreover, 𝑧 = 𝑧(𝑡) must satisfy 2𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′ = 0. The solution of this equation
is 𝑧(𝑡) = 𝑧2𝑡−1

+ 𝑧1, where 𝑧1, 𝑧2 ∈ R.
2. The reference plane is Π𝑥𝑦. For the computation of Eq. (49), we have ⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑍⌄ = 1

2(1 − 𝑐2
⇑𝑡2
− 𝑧′ 2

)

and 𝑑(𝑝, Π𝑥𝑦) = 𝑧 + 𝑐 𝜃. Using Eq. (51), it follows that Eq. (49) is

𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′

2𝑡
=

1
2(1 −

𝑐2

𝑡2 − 𝑧′2)

2(𝑧 + 𝑐𝜃)
,

or equivalently,

𝑐(𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′)𝜃 + 𝑧(𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′) −
𝑡

2
(1 − 𝑐2

𝑡2 − 𝑧′2) = 0.

Since {1, 𝜃} forms a set of linearly independent functions, we deduce that

𝑐(𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′) = 0 and 𝑧(𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′) −
𝑡

2
(1 − 𝑐2

𝑡2 − 𝑧′2) = 0. (55)
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From the first equation of (55), we distinguish between two cases according to whether 𝑐 is 0 or not. If
𝑐 ⇑= 0, then 𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′ = 0. If, in addition, 𝑧′ = 0, then the second equation of (55) is simply 𝑡

2(1 −
𝑐2

𝑡2 ) = 0,
which leads to a contradiction, namely, 𝑡 cannot be constant. On the other hand, if 𝑐 ⇑= 0 but 𝑧′ ⇑= 0, then
the equation 𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′ = 0 yields 𝑧′ =𝑚⇑𝑡 for some constant 𝑚 > 0. Using this, the second equation of (55)
is 1−𝑚2

2 𝑡 − 𝑐2

2𝑡 = 0, which also leads to a contradiction. Therefore, we must have 𝑐 = 0 and, in particular,
𝑆𝛾 is a surface of revolution. Coming back to (55), we conclude that 𝑧(𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′) − 𝑡

2(1 −
𝑐2

𝑡2 − 𝑧′2) = 0,
which is nothing but Eq. (53).

The solution 𝛾 in item 1 of Theorem 9 coincides with the 2-catenary with respect to 𝐿𝑧 that appeared in
Eq. (31). This observation is a particular version of a more general result.

Corollary 2. Let 𝑆𝛾 be a surface of revolution in I3 with respect to 𝐿𝑧. Then, 𝑆𝛾 is an isotropic 𝛼-singular
minimal surface with respect to Π𝑦𝑧 if, and only if, 𝛾 is an isotropic (𝛼 + 1)-catenary with respect to 𝐿𝑧.

Proof. Suppose that 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 0, 𝑧(𝑡)). Using the parametrization in Eq. (36), it follows from Eqs. (51) and
(52) that Eq. (45) implies

𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′

2𝑡
= −𝛼

𝑧′ cos 𝜃

2𝑡 cos 𝜃
= −𝛼

𝑧′

2𝑡
.

Equivalently, we have (𝛼 + 1)𝑧′ + 𝑡𝑧′′ = 0. But this equation coincides with Eq. (30) for 𝛼 + 1.

We conclude this section by studying singular minimal surfaces of revolution with respect to non-isotropic
planes and that intersect the rotation axis. The generating curve 𝛾 = 𝛾(𝑡) is defined over an interval
𝐼 = (𝑡0, 𝑡1) ⊂ (0,∞) and, therefore, if 𝑡0 = 0, then 𝛾 meets the rotation axis 𝐿𝑧. We are interested in the
configuration where the intersection is orthogonal, which implies that the surface 𝑆𝛾 that generates 𝛾 is
smooth at 𝑆𝛾 ∩𝐿𝑧.

The height function 𝑧 = 𝑧(𝑡) of 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 0, 𝑧(𝑡)) satisfies Eq. (53). For 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ R, 𝑎 > 0, consider the
following Initial Value Problem (IVP)

)︀⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀
⌋︀
⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀]︀

𝑧′′(𝑡) +
𝑧′(𝑡)

𝑡
=

1 − 𝑧′(𝑡)2

2𝑧(𝑡)
,

𝑧(𝑡0) = 𝑎, 𝑧′(𝑡0) = 𝑏.

(56)

For any 𝑡0 > 0, the existence and uniqueness of the IVP (56) is assured by the standard theory of Ordinary
Differential Equations. However, if 𝑡0 = 0 the equation (56) is degenerate at 𝑡 = 0 and the existence of a
solution may be lost. To establish the existence of a surface of revolution intersecting orthogonally the axis
𝐿𝑧, it is necessary to solve the IVP (56) at 𝑡 = 0 under the condition 𝑧′(0) = 0.

Theorem 10. For any 𝑎 > 0, the initial value problem (56) with initial conditions 𝑧(0) = 𝑎 and 𝑧′(0) = 0 has
a solution 𝑧 ∈ 𝐶2

((︀0, 𝑅⌋︀) for some 𝑅 > 0. In addition, the solution depends continuously on the parameter 𝑎.

Proof. Multiplying Eq. (53) by 𝑡, the equation becomes (𝑡𝑧′)′ = 𝑡(1 − 𝑧′2)⇑(2𝑧). Define the operator

(T𝑧)(𝑡) = 𝑎 +

𝑡

∫

0

1
𝑟

⎛
⎜
⎝

𝑟

∫

0

𝜏(1 − 𝑧′(𝜏)2
)

2𝑧(𝜏)
d𝜏
⎞
⎟
⎠

d𝑟, 𝑧(𝑡) ∈ 𝐶1
((︀0, 𝑅⌋︀).

It is immediate that 𝑧 is a solution of the problem (56) with 𝑧′(0) = 0 if 𝑢 is a fixed point of the operator T.
Let 𝐶1

((︀0, 𝑅⌋︀) be considered as a Banach space endowed with the usual norm ∏︁𝑧∏︁ = ∏︁𝑧∏︁∞ + ∏︁𝑧
′
∏︁∞. It will

be proved the existence of 𝑅 > 0 such that T is a contraction in some closed ball ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖). First, we prove
that T is a self-map in a closed ball ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖) for some 𝜖 > 0 and next, that T is a contraction.
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1. Claim: there exists 𝜖 > 0 such that T(ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖)) ⊂ ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖). Indeed, let 𝜖 > 0 such that 𝜖 < 𝑎, which is fixed.
Consider 𝑅 > 0 such that

𝑅 ≤ min
)︀⌉︀⌉︀
⌋︀
⌉︀⌉︀]︀

}︂
4𝜖(𝑎 − 𝜖)

1 + 𝜖2 ,
2𝜖(𝑎 − 𝜖)

1 + 𝜖2

[︀⌉︀⌉︀
⌈︀
⌉︀⌉︀⌊︀

.

If 𝑧 ∈ ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖), we have ⋃︀𝑧(𝑡) − 𝑎⋃︀ ≤ 𝜖 and ⋃︀𝑧′(𝑡)⋃︀ ≤ 𝜖 for 𝑡 ∈ (︀0, 𝑅⌋︀. Then

⋃︀(T𝑧)(𝑡) − 𝑎⋃︀ ≤

𝑡

∫

0

1
𝑟

∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀

𝑟

∫

0

𝜏(1 − 𝑧′(𝜏)2
)

2𝑧(𝜏)
d𝜏

∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀∫︀

d𝑟 ≤

𝑡

∫

0

1
𝑟

𝑟

∫

0

𝜏(1 + 𝜖2
)

2(𝑎 − 𝜖)
d𝜏 d𝑟

=
𝑡2
(1 + 𝜖2

)

8(𝑎 − 𝜖)
≤

𝑅2
(1 + 𝜖2

)

8(𝑎 − 𝜖)
≤

𝜖

2
.

On the other hand,

⋃︀(T𝑧 − 𝑎)′(𝑡)⋃︀ ≤
1
𝑡

𝑡

∫

0

𝜏(1 + 𝜖2
)

2(𝑎 − 𝜖)
d𝜏 =

𝑡(1 + 𝜖2
)

4(𝑎 − 𝜖)
≤

𝑅(1 + 𝜖2
)

4(𝑎 − 𝜖)
≤

𝜖

2
.

This proves that ∏︁T𝑧 − 𝑎∏︁ ≤ 𝜖. Hence, T𝑧 ∈ ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖). As a consequence of the claim, the operator T is a
self-map T ∶ ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖) → ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖).

2. Claim: the operator T ∶ ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖) → ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖) is a contraction. Indeed, let 𝐿1 and 𝐿2 respectively denote
the Lipschitz constants of the functions 𝑥↦ 1⇑(2𝑥) and 𝑥↦ 1 − 𝑥2 in (︀𝑎 − 𝜖, 𝑎 + 𝜖⌋︀, provided that 𝜖 < 𝑎.
Let 𝐿 = 𝐿1𝐿2. For all 𝑧1, 𝑧2 ∈ 𝐶1

((︀0, 𝑅⌋︀), we have

∏︁T𝑧1 −T𝑧2∏︁ = ∏︁T𝑧1 −T𝑧2∏︁∞ + ∏︁(T𝑧1)
′
− (T𝑧2)

′
∏︁∞.

We study the term ∏︁T𝑧1 −T𝑧2∏︁∞. Let 𝑧1, 𝑧2 be two functions in the ball ℬ(𝑎, 𝜖) of (𝐶1
((︀0, 𝑅⌋︀), ∏︁ ⋅ ∏︁).

For all 𝑡 ∈ (︀0, 𝑅⌋︀, where 𝑅 will be determined later, we have

⋃︀(T𝑧1)(𝑡) − (T𝑧2)(𝑡)⋃︀ ≤

𝑡

∫

0

1
𝑟

⎛
⎜
⎝

𝑟

∫

0

𝐿∏︁𝑧1 − 𝑧2∏︁∞𝜏 d𝜏
⎞
⎟
⎠

d𝑟 =
𝐿𝑡2

4
∏︁𝑧1 − 𝑧2∏︁∞ ≤

𝐿𝑡2

4
∏︁𝑧1 − 𝑧2∏︁. (57)

Similarly, for ∏︁(T𝑧1)
′
− (T𝑧2)

′
∏︁∞, we have

⋃︀(T𝑧1)
′
(𝑡) − (T𝑧2)

′
(𝑡)⋃︀ ≤

1
𝑡

𝑡

∫

0

𝐿∏︁𝑧1 − 𝑧2∏︁∞𝜏 d𝜏 =
𝐿𝑡

2
∏︁𝑧1 − 𝑧2∏︁∞ ≤

𝐿𝑡

2
∏︁𝑧1 − 𝑧2∏︁. (58)

Let us choose 𝑅 such that 𝑅 ≤ {
⌈︂

2⇑𝐿, 1⇑𝐿}. Then, the inequalities (57) and (58) imply ∏︁T𝑧1 − T𝑧2∏︁ <

∏︁𝑧1 − 𝑧2∏︁, proving that the operator T is a contraction in 𝐶1
((︀0, 𝑅⌋︀).

Once the two claims have been proved, the Fixed Point Theorem asserts the existence of a fixed point
𝑧 ∈ 𝐶1

((︀0, 𝑅⌋︀) ∩𝐶2
((0, 𝑅⌋︀). This function 𝑧 is then a solution of (56) with 𝑧′(0) = 0. Finally, we prove that

the solution 𝑢 extends with 𝐶2-regularity at 𝑡 = 0. By taking limits in (56) as 𝑡→ 0, and by L’Hôpital rule
on the quotient 𝑧′(𝑡)⇑𝑡, we conclude

1
2𝑎
= lim

𝑡→0

1 − 𝑧′(𝑡)2

2𝑧(𝑡)
= lim

𝑡→0
𝑧′′(0) + lim

𝑡→0

𝑧′(𝑡)

𝑡
= lim

𝑡→0
𝑧′′(0) + lim

𝑡→0
𝑧′′(𝑡) = 2 lim

𝑡→0
𝑧′′(0).

This proves that 𝑧′′(0) = 1⇑(4𝑎). The continuous dependence of local solutions on 𝑎 a is a consequence of
the continuous dependence of the fixed points of T on the parameter 𝑎.
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x

z

α = -1 α = 1 α = 2

Fig. 2: 𝛼-catenaries and singular minimal surfaces. (Left) The 𝛼-catenaries, Eq. (31), with 𝛼 = −1, 𝛼 = 1, and 𝛼 = 2.
(Center) Singular minimal surface obtained as a warped translation surface, Eq. (59), and whose generating curve (dashed
black line) is a catenary 𝑧(𝑡) = 𝑧2 ln 𝑡 + 𝑧1 (See Theorem 11). Note the surface is ruled. (Right) Singular minimal surface
obtained as a surface of parabolic revolution, Eq. (59), and whose generating curve (dashed black line) is a combination of
a (−1)-catenary and a catenary: 𝑧(𝑡) = − 𝑐2

4𝑏
𝑡2 + 𝑧2 ln 𝑡+ 𝑧1 (See Theorem 11). Here, the surface is foliated by isotropic circles.

(In the figures, the parameters take the values: (Center) 𝑐 = 1 and 𝑑 = 0; (Center) 𝑎 = 0, 𝑏 = 1, 𝑐 = 0, 𝑐1 = 0, and 𝑐2 = 0; and
(Right) 𝑎 = 0, 𝑏 = 1, 𝑐 = 1

2
, 𝑐1 = 0, and 𝑐2 = 1.0.) Figures generated with Mathematica.

6.2 Singular minimal surfaces of parabolic revolution

A surface of parabolic revolution is invariant under the action of the one-parameter group 𝒢𝑝 = {𝒫𝜃 ∶ 𝜃 ∈ R}
of parabolic revolutions [4], where

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝑥

𝑦

𝑧

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

↦ 𝒫𝜃

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝑥

𝑦

𝑧

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

=

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

1 0 0
0 1 0

𝑐1𝜃 𝑐2𝜃 1

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝑥

𝑦

𝑧

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

+

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝑎𝜃

𝑏𝜃

𝑐 𝜃 + 𝑎𝑐1+𝑏𝑐2
2 𝜃2

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

Applying parabolic revolutions to 𝛾(𝑡) = (𝑡, 0, 𝑧(𝑡)) gives the invariant surface 𝑆𝛾 = 𝒫𝜃(𝛾) parametrized as

r(𝑡, 𝜃) = (𝑎𝜃 + 𝑡, 𝑏𝜃, 𝑐𝜃 +
𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2

2
𝜃2
+ 𝑐1𝑡𝜃 + 𝑧(𝑡)) . (59)

The parabolic surface of revolution 𝑆𝛾 is regular provided that 𝑏 ⇑= 0. If 𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2 = 0, then 𝑆𝛾 is called a
surface of warped translation (see Figure 2).

The mean curvature 𝐻 of 𝑆𝛾 is

𝐻 =
𝑎2
+ 𝑏2

2𝑏2 𝑧′′ +
𝑏𝑐2 − 𝑎𝑐1

2𝑏2 . (60)

The parabolic normal vector field of 𝑆𝛾 is

N𝑝𝑎𝑟 = (−𝑐1𝜃 − 𝑧′,
𝑎𝑧′ − 𝑏𝑐2𝜃 − 𝑐 − 𝑐1𝑡

𝑏
,
1
2
−

𝐹 (𝑡)

2
) , (61)

where

𝐹 (𝑡) =
(𝑐 + 𝑐1𝑡)2

𝑏2 −
2𝑎(𝑐 + 𝑐1𝑡)

𝑏2 𝑧′ +
𝑎2
+ 𝑏2

𝑏2 𝑧′2 −
2𝑡

𝑏
(︀(𝑎𝑐2 − 𝑏𝑐1)𝑧

′
− 𝑐2(𝑐 + 𝑐1𝑡)⌋︀ + 𝑡2

(𝑐2
1 + 𝑐2

2). (62)

Theorem 11. Let 𝑆𝛾 be a singular minimal surface of parabolic revolution. (See Figure 2.)
1. If the reference plane is Π𝑦𝑧 (isotropic), then we have two cases:

(a) if 𝑎 = 0, then 𝑐1 = 0 and
𝑧(𝑡) = −

𝑐2
4𝑏

𝑡2
+ 𝑧2 ln(𝑡) + 𝑧1, 𝑧1, 𝑧2 ∈ R (63)

(b) if 𝑎 ⇑= 0, then 𝑎𝑐2 + 2𝑏𝑐1 = 0 and

𝑧(𝑡) =
𝑐1
2𝑎

𝑡2
+ 𝑧1, 𝑧1 ∈ R. (64)
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2. If the reference plane is Π𝑥𝑧 (non-isotropic), then 𝑐 = 𝑐1 = 0 and 𝑧(𝑡) is a solution of

(2𝑧 + 𝑏𝑐2𝑡2
)𝑧′′ + 𝑧′2 −

2𝑎𝑏𝑐2
𝑎2 + 𝑏2 𝑡𝑧′ +

2𝑏𝑐2
𝑎2 + 𝑏2 (𝑧 + 𝑏𝑐2𝑡2

) −
𝑏2

𝑎2 + 𝑏2 = 0. (65)

Proof. We distinguish between two cases, depending on the type of the reference plane. In what follows, we
employ the shorthand notation 𝐴 = 𝑎2

+𝑏2

𝑏2 and 𝐵 = 𝑏𝑐2−𝑎𝑐1
𝑏2 , which implies 𝐻 = (𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵)⇑2.

1. The reference plane is Π𝑦𝑧. Then, ∐︀N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑋̃︀ = −𝑐1𝜃 − 𝑧′. Since the distance to Π𝑦𝑧 in Eq. (45) is the
𝑥-coordinate, we have 𝑑(𝑝, Π𝑦𝑧) = 𝑡 + 𝑎𝜃. Equation (45) for the mean curvature of a singular minimal
surface of parabolic revolution reduces to

𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵

2
= −

𝑐1𝜃 + 𝑧′

2(𝑡 + 𝑎𝜃)
,

or equivalently,
(𝑎𝐴𝑧′′ + 𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1)𝜃 + (𝐴𝑡𝑧′′ + 𝑧′ + 𝑡𝐵) = 0.

Since {1, 𝜃} forms a set of linearly independent functions, we find

)︀⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀
⌋︀
⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀⌉︀]︀

𝑎𝑧′′ +
𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1

𝐴
= 0

𝑧′′ +
𝑧′

𝑡𝐴
+

𝐵

𝐴
= 0

. (66)

We have two sub-cases.
(a) Case 𝑎 = 0. In particular, 𝐴 = 1 and 𝐵 = 𝑐2⇑𝑏. Moreover, 𝑐1 = 0 and the second equation of (66) is

𝑧′′ +
𝑧′

𝑡
+

𝑐2
𝑏
= 0, whose solution is

𝑧(𝑡) = −
𝑐2
4𝑏

𝑡2
+ 𝑧2 ln(𝑡) + 𝑧1, 𝑧1, 𝑧2 ∈ R.

(b) Case 𝑎 ⇑= 0. The first equation of the system (66) gives

𝑧(𝑡) = −
𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1

2𝑎𝐴
𝑡2
+ 𝑧2𝑡 + 𝑧1, 𝑧1, 𝑧2 ∈ R.

Substituting this solution for 𝑧(𝑡) in the second equation of (66), we find

−
𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1

𝑎𝐴
+

𝑧1 −
𝑎𝐵+𝑐1

𝑎𝐴 𝑡

𝑡𝐴
+

𝐵

𝐴
= 0,

or equivalently,
𝑧1
𝑡
−

𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1
𝑎

−
𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1

𝑎𝐴
+𝐵 = 0.

Thus, we must have 𝑧2 = 0 and 0 = 𝑎𝐴𝐵 − 𝐴(𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1) − 𝑎𝐵 − 𝑐1 = −(𝑐1 + 𝐴𝑐1 + 𝑎𝐵). From the
definition of 𝐴 and 𝐵, we conclude that the parameters characterizing a singular minimal surface of
parabolic revolution are subjected to the constraint 𝑎𝑐2+2𝑏𝑐1 = 0. Finally, using that 𝑎𝑐2+𝑏𝑐1 = −𝑏𝑐1
implies that the solution for 𝑧(𝑡) takes the form

𝑧(𝑡) = −
𝑎𝐵 + 𝑐1

2𝑎𝐴
𝑡2
+ 𝑧1 =

𝑐1
2𝑎

𝑡2
+ 𝑧1, 𝑧1 ∈ R.

2. The reference plane is Π𝑥𝑦. For the computation of Eq. (49), we have ⎷N𝑝𝑎𝑟, 𝑍⌄ = 1
2(1 − 𝐹 (𝑡)) and

𝑑(𝑝, Π𝑥𝑦) = 𝑐 𝜃 + 𝑎𝑐1+𝑏𝑐2
2 𝑡2

+ 𝑐1𝑡𝜃 + 𝑧. Using Eq. (60), it follows that Eq. (49) is

𝐵 +𝐴𝑧′′ =
1 − 𝐹 (𝑡; 𝑧, 𝑧′)

2 )︀(𝑐 + 𝑐1𝑡)𝜃 + 1
2(𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2)𝑡2 + 𝑧⌈︀

,

or equivalently,
2𝜃(𝑐 + 𝑐1𝑡)(𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵) = 1 − 𝐹 − [︀2𝑧 + (𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2)𝑡

2
⌉︀ (𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵).

Using again that {1, 𝜃} is linearly independent, we have

2(𝑐 + 𝑐1𝑡)(𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵) = 0 and 𝐹 − 1 + (︀2𝑧 + (𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2)𝑡
2
⌋︀(𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵) = 0. (67)
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(a) Case 𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵 ⇑= 0 at some point 𝑡 = 𝑡0. Around an interval of 𝑡0, we have 𝑐 = 𝑐1 = 0. In particular,
from (62), the function 𝐹 is 𝐹 = 𝐴𝑧′2 − 2𝑎𝑡𝑐2

𝑏 𝑧′ + 𝑡2𝑐2
2. With this value of 𝐹 , the second equation of

(67) is

(2𝑧 + 𝑏𝑐2𝑡2
)𝑧′′ + 𝑧′2 −

2𝑎𝑏𝑐2
𝑎2 + 𝑏2 𝑡𝑧′ +

𝑏2𝑐2
2

𝑎2 + 𝑏2 𝑡2
+

𝑏𝑐2
𝑎2 + 𝑏2 (2𝑧 + 𝑏𝑐2𝑡2

) −
𝑏2

𝑎2 + 𝑏2 = 0.

This equation is just (65).
(b) Case 𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵 = 0. Then

𝑧(𝑡) = −
𝐵

2𝐴
𝑡2
+ 𝑧2𝑡 + 𝑧1 =

𝑎𝑐1 − 𝑏𝑐2
𝑎2 + 𝑏2

𝑡2

2
+ 𝑧2𝑡 + 𝑧1, 𝑧1, 𝑧2 ∈ R.

The second equation of (67) gives 𝐹 − 1 = 0. From the value of 𝐹 in (62), we find a polynomial of
degree 2 in 𝑡, namely, 𝑓2𝑡2

+ 𝑓1𝑡 + 𝑓0 − 1 = 0. This implies 𝑓2 = 0, 𝑓1 = 1, and 𝑓0 = 1. The quadratic
coefficient 𝑓2 simplifies to

(𝑐2
1 + 𝑐2

2)(︀𝑏
2
+ (1 + 𝑎)2

⌋︀

𝑎2 + 𝑏2 = 0.

However, this constraint would imply 𝑏 = 0, which is not allowed by hypothesis. This proves that
the case 𝐴𝑧′′ +𝐵 = 0 is not possible.

If we consider an isotropic reference plane, the family of generating curves of singular minimal surfaces of
parabolic revolution contains simply isotropic catenaries when 𝑐2 = 0 and also isotropic circles when 𝑧2 = 0.
In the former class, we have surfaces of warped translation (see Figure 2, Center). In the latter, the surfaces
have constant mean curvature: 𝐻 = 𝑐2

2𝑏 if 𝑎 = 0 and 𝐻 = − 𝑐1
2𝑎 if otherwise. Constant mean curvature surfaces

of parabolic revolution are implicitly defined as parabolic quadrics. From the proposition to be proved
below, the type of the parabolic quadric is determined by a parameter Λ, which is Λ = −𝑐2

1 if 𝑎 = 0 and
Λ = −2𝑐2

1 −
𝑐2

2
2 if otherwise. In both cases, the corresponding surface of parabolic revolution is a hyperbolic

paraboloid.

Proposition 3. An admissible surface 𝑀2
⊂ I3 has constant mean curvature 𝐻0 if, and only if, it is a

parabolic quadric, where the parabolas that foliate the surfaces are isotropic circles, i.e., parabolas whose
axes are an isotropic line. In addition, the type of the parabolic quadric is determined by the parameter
Λ = 2(𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2)𝐻0 − (𝑐

2
1 + 𝑐2

2): 𝑀2 is an elliptic paraboloid if Λ > 0; 𝑀2 is a parabolic cylinder if Λ = 0;
and 𝑀2 is a hyperbolic paraboloid if Λ < 0. Finally, the only minimal surfaces of parabolic revolution in I3

are the hyperbolic paraboloids implicitly defined by 𝑧 = 𝜆(𝑥2
− 𝑦2

).

Proof. Let 𝑀2 be a surface of parabolic revolution with constant mean curvature (CMC) 𝐻0. Then, 𝑀2

is generated by an isotropic circle 𝑧(𝑡) = 𝑧0 + 𝑧1𝑡 + 𝑧2𝑡2, where the mean curvature 𝐻0 depends on the
parameters defining the surface by the relation 𝑧2 = (𝑎𝑐1 − 𝑏𝑐2 + 2𝑏2𝐻0)⇑2(𝑎2

+ 𝑏2
) (see Ref. [4], Example

5.4). These surfaces are implicitly given by the equation

(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ I3
∶ 𝑧 − 𝑧0 = 𝐴𝑥2

+ 2𝐵𝑥𝑦 +𝐶𝑦2
+𝐷𝑥 +𝐸𝑦,

where the coefficients are (see Ref. [8], Fig. 3)

𝐴 = 𝑧2, 𝐵 =
𝑐1 − 2𝑎𝑧2

2𝑏
, 𝐶 =

2𝑎2𝑧2 − 𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2
2𝑏2 , 𝐷 = 𝑧1, 𝐸 =

𝑐 − 𝑎𝑧1
𝑏

.

The type of the CMC surface is determined by the sign of the parameter Λ = 2(𝑎𝑐1 + 𝑏𝑐2)𝐻0 − (𝑐
2
1 + 𝑐2

2):
elliptic paraboloid if Λ > 0; parabolic cylinder if Λ = 0; and hyperbolic paraboloid if Λ < 0. For minimal
surfaces, Λ < 0 and, therefore, the surface is a hyperbolic paraboloid. Finally, the trace of the quadratic
part defining the surface vanishes, which implies that a minimal surface of parabolic revolution is implicitly
given, up to rigid motions, by the equation 𝑧 = 𝜆(𝑥2

− 𝑦2
).
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