
Smarandache Ruled Surfaces According to Bishop
Frame in E3
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Abstract

This paper introduces new ruled surfaces according to Bishop frame by referring the main
idea of Smarandache geometry. The fundamental forms and the corresponding curvatures are
provided to put forth some characteristics of each surface. Finally, an example is given to
illustrate the constructed surfaces.
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1 Introduction
Ruled surfaces are special kind of surfaces that are easy to handle and have the potential use of
related fields such as engineering, computational constructions, architectural structures, computer
graphics, works of art, geometric designs, textile, automobile industry, etc. The basic theory re-
lated to ruled surfaces can be found in many differential geometry textbooks such as [4, 5, 7, 15].
Generalization of ruled surfaces was introduced by Juza in the 1960s [6]. In addition, some char-
acteristic properties of the ruled surface with Frenet frame of a non-cylindrical ruled surface were
investigated in 2020 by Ouarab and Chahdi in [10]. Apart from Frenet frame, in [8] and in [17],
Tunçer, (2015) and Masal and Azak, (2019), separately, studied some characteristics of the ruled
surfaces according to Bishop frame (introduced by Bishop, 1975 in [2]), whereas Ouarab et al.
(2018) provided the main properties of ruled surfaces according to alternative frame in [9].
Recently, Ouarab, (2021a) put forth a method to generate new ruled surfaces by taking the ad-
vantage of the idea of Smarandache geometry [1, 18]. By assigning the base curve as one of the
Smarandache curves and taking the generator as the another vector element of Frenet frame, she
introduced these ruled surfaces as Smarandache ruled surfaces according to Frenet frame in [11].
The same method of generating such ruled surfaces is applied to the Darboux frame by Ouarab,
(2021b) in [12] and according to the alternative frame by Ouarab, (2021c) in [13]. There are other
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studies coined this practice. For example, in 2018 Yilmaz and Şahin introduced tangent and nor-
mal ruled surfaces with TN- Smarandache curve as a base and examined the geodesic conditions of
these surfaces [20]. They also worked on geodesics of a binormal surface defined by Smarandache
curve in [21].
Motivated by these, in this study, we address new Smarandache ruled surfaces this time according
to the Bishop frame. Then, we study some characteristics of these ruled surfaces and present an
example to illustrate each surface.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we recall some basic notions of which we refer through out the paper.
Let γ = γ(s) be a regular unit speed curve in E3 and denote {T, N, B} as the Frenet frame and
{T, N1, N2} as the Bishop frame of γ. Then, the corresponding Frenet and Bishop formulae are
given as

T ′ = κN T ′ = k1N1 + k2N2

N ′ = −κT + τB, N1
′ = −k1T,

B′ = −τN N2
′ = −k2T

(2.1)

where ′ stands for the derivative with respect to the arc length parameter s. The relations among
the components and the curvatures of two frames are given as:

T = γ′,

N = cosθN1 + sinθN2,

B = −sinθN1 + cosθN2,

(2.2)

and
k1 = κcosθ, k2 = κsinθ, κ =

√
k21 + k22 ,

θ = arctan

(
k2
k1

)
, τ = θ′.

(2.3)

On the other hand, a surface is said to be ruled if it is formed with a straight line r(s) that moves
along the curve γ(s). The parametric representation for a ruled surface is given by the following:

χ(s, v) = γ(s) + vX(s), (2.4)

where γ(s) is the base curve, whereas X(s) is the generator (ruling). The unit normal vector field
of χ = χ(s, v) is computed as

nχ =
χs × χv
‖χs × χv‖

, (2.5)

where χs and χv are the partial derivatives of χ with respect to s and v, respectively. The striction
curve of the ruled surface χ is defined to be as

γ̄ = γ − 〈γ
′, X ′〉
‖X ′‖2

X. (2.6)
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The normal curvature, geodesic curvature and the geodesic torsion of the surface χ(s, v) associated
by its base curve γ is given as:

κn = 〈γ′′, nχ〉, κg = 〈nχ × T, T ′〉, τg = 〈nχ × nχ′, T ′〉, (2.7)

respectively. For these invariants, the following propositions exist:

Proposition 2.1. (see [4, 5, 7].)

• The curve γ is said to be an asymptotic line of the surface χ if the normal curvature κn
vanishes,

• The curve γ is said to be geodesic curvature if the geodesic curvature κg vanishes,

• The curve γ is said to be a principal line of the surface χ if the geodesic torsion τg vanishes.

Moreover, the fundamental forms of first and second are defined by

I = Eds2 + 2Fdsdv +Gdv2,

II = Lds2 + 2Mdsdv +Ndv2,
(2.8)

where the corresponding coefficients are calculated with following

E = 〈χs, χs〉 , F = 〈χs, χv〉 , G = 〈χv, χv〉 ,
L = 〈χss, n〉 , M = 〈χsv, n〉 , N = 〈χvv, n〉 .

(2.9)

Regarding the given coefficients, the Gaussian, K and the mean, H curvatures are

K =
LN −M2

EG− F 2
, H =

EN − 2MF + LG

2(EG− F 2)
. (2.10)

In relation to the Gaussian and mean curvatures, we have the following propositions:

Proposition 2.2. (see [4, 5, 7])

• A surface is said to be developable and to have parabolic points if the Gaussian curvature
vanishes,

• A surface is said to have hyperbolic (resp. elliptic) points if it has the negative (resp. positive)
Gaussian curvature,

• A surface is said to be minimal if the mean curvature vanishes.

Lastly, for the purposes of current paper, we refer to the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1.
(
see, [3, 8]

)
If the unit vector N1 has a constant angle with the fixed unit vector,

then the curve γ is said to be a slant helix. In addition, γ is a slant helix iff
k1
k2

= constant.
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3 Smarandache ruled surfaces according to Bishop frame in
E3

Definition 3.1. Let γ = γ(s) be a unit speed curve and denote {T, N1, N2} as the Bishop frame
of γ. We define and consider three ruled surfaces parameterized as:

TN1
N2

χ(s, v) =
T +N1√

2
+ vN2,

TN2
N1

χ(s, v) =
T +N2√

2
+ vN1,

N1N2
T χ(s, v) =

N1 +N2√
2

+ vT.

(3.1)

By referring the study of Ouarab, (2021a), we name these ruled surfaces as TN1, TN2 and N1N2

Smarandache ruled surfaces according to Bishop frame, respectively.

By considering the relations, (2.1) and (2.2), the first and second partial derivatives of the
surfaces are given in respective order as follows:

TN1
N2

χ→



TN1
N2

χ(s, v)
s

= −

(√
2

2
k1 + vk2

)
T +

√
2

2
k1N1 +

√
2

2
k2N2,

TN1
N2

χ(s, v)
ss

=

(
−
√

2

2

(
κ2 + k′1

)
− vk′2

)
T +

(√
2

2
k′1 −

(√
2

2
k1 + vk2

)
k1

)
N1

+

(√
2

2
k′2 −

(√
2

2
k1 + v k2

)
k2

)
N2,

TN1
N2

χ(s, v)
v

= N2,
TN1
N2

χ(s, v)
sv

= −k2T, TN1
N2

χ(s, v)
vv

= 0,

TN2
N1

χ→



TN2
N1

χ(s, v)
s

= −

(√
2

2
k2 + vk1

)
T +

√
2

2
k1N1 +

√
2

2
k2N2,

TN2
N1

χ(s, v)
ss

=

(
−
√

2

2

(
κ2 + k′2

)
− vk′1

)
T +

(√
2

2
k′1 −

(√
2

2
k2 + vk1

)
k1

)
N1

+

(√
2

2
k′2 −

(√
2

2
k2 + vk1

)
k2

)
N2,

TN2
N1

χ(s, v)
v

= N1,
TN2
N1

χ(s, v)
sv

= −k1T, TN2
N1

χ(s, v)
vv

= 0,
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N1N2
T χ→



N1N2
T χ(s, v)s = −

√
2

2
(k1 + k2)T + vk1N1 + vk2N2,

N1N2
T χ(s, v)ss = −

(
vκ2 +

√
2

2
(k′1 + k′2)

)
T +

(
vk′1 −

√
2

2
k1(k1 + k2)

)
N1

+

(
vk′2 −

√
2

2
k2(k1 + k2)

)
N2,

N1N2
T χ(s, v)v = T, N1N2

T χ(s, v)sv = k1N1 + k2N2,
N1N2
T χ(s, v)vv = 0.

By using (2.5), the unit normal vector fields of each surface is given as

TN1
N2

nχ =

√
2k1T + (

√
2k1 + 2vk2)N1

2
√
k1

2 + v2k2
2 + vk1k2

√
2
,

TN2
N1

nχ = −
√

2k2T + (
√

2k2 + 2vk1)N2

2
√
k2

2 + v2k1
2 + vk1k2

√
2

N1N2
T nχ =

k2N1 − k1N2

κ
.

(3.2)

Thus, by taking the relations (2.9), (2.10) and (3.2) into account, we can provide the upcoming
theorems without proofs for Gaussian and mean curvatures:

Theorem 3.1. The Gaussian and mean curvature of the ruled surface, TN1
N2

χ are

TN1
N2

χ
K

= −1

2

(
k1k2

k21 + v2k22 + vk1k2
√

2

)2

,

TN1
N2

χ
H

=
k1k

2
2 (1− 2 v2) + vk2

(
k′1
√

2− 2k21
√

2
)
− vk1k′2

√
2− 2 k31

4
(
k21 + v2k22 + vk1k2

√
2
) 3

2

.

As a result of the theorem 3.1 and the given proposition 2.2, we have the following corollaries:

Corollary 3.1.

(i) The TN1 Smarandache ruled surface has hyperbolic points,

(ii) The TN1 Smarandache ruled surface is developable iff the curve γ is a planar curve,

(iii) The TN1 Smarandache ruled surface is either minimal or constant-mean-curvature (CMC)
surface iff the curve γ is a planar curve.

Proof.

(i) The proof is clear.
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(ii) Let as assume the TN1 Smarandache ruled surface is developable then TN1
N2

χ
K

= 0, conse-

quently k1k2 = 0. If k1 = 0, then from equations (2.3), θ =
π

2
k, k ∈ Z, similarly if k2 = 0,

then θ = πk, k ∈ Z. Since τ = θ′, we get τ = 0 for either case. This corresponds to that γ
is a planar curve.

(iii) This is equivalent to the arguments of proof (ii), that is if k1 = 0 then, TN1
N2

χ
H

= 0, accord-

ingly TN1
N2

χ is minimal, however if k2 = 0, then TN1
N2

χ
H

= −1

2
which means TN1

N2
χ is a (CMC)

surface.

Theorem 3.2. The striction curve of the TN1 Smarandache ruled surface is given as

TN1
N2

ς =
T +N1 − k1k2N2√

2
.

Proof. The derivatives of both the base curve and the generator of the TN1 Smarandache ruled
surface given in 3.1, are (

T +N1√
2

)′

=
1√
2

(−k1T + k1N1 + k2N2) , ,

N2
′ = −k2T.

The inner product of the above two relations is that
k1k2√

2
. By considering the equation (2.6), we

complete the proof.

Theorem 3.3. The normal curvature, geodesic curvature and the geodesic torsion of the TN1

Smarandache ruled surface is

TN1
N2

κn =
k1
(
k2

′ + k1
2 + k2k1 +

(√
2v + 1

)
k2

2
)
− k1′

(
k2
√

2v + k1
)

2
√
v2k2

2 + k1k2v
√

2 + k1
2

,

TN1
N2

κg =
k1

2
√

2
(
k2

2v
√

2− k2′
)

+ k1
√

2
(
2k2

3 + k1
′k2
)

+ k2
(
4k2

3v + k1
3
√

2
)

2
(
2k2

2 + k1
2
)√

v2k2
2 + k1k2v

√
2 + k1

2
, (3.3)

TN1
N2

τg =
η1λ3

(√
2k1 + 2k2v

)
− η3λ1

(
k1
√

2 + 2k2v
)

+ k1
√

2 (η3λ2 − λ3η2)
2
√
v2k2

2 + k1k2v
√

2 + k1
2

.

respectively.

Proof. By referring the relations in 2.2, the tangent vector and the derivative of the tangent vector
of TN1 Smarandache curve are given as

TTN1 =
−k1T + k1N1 + k2N2√

k2
2 + 2k1

2
,

TTN1

′ =η1T + η2N1 + η3N2

(3.4)
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where  η1
η2
η3

 =
1(

k2
2 + 2k1

2
) 3

2

 −k22 (k22 + 3k1
2
)
− 2k1

4 + k2 (k1k2
′ − k2k1′)

−k12
(
k2

2 + 2k1
2
)

+ k2 (k2k1
′ − k1k2′)

k1
(
−k23 − 2

(
k2k1

2 − k1k2′ + k2k1
′))

 .
On the other hand the second order derivative of TN1 Smarandache curve is(

T +N1√
2

)′′

=
−
(
k1

2 + k2
2 + k1

′)T +
(
k1

′ − k12
)
N1 + (k2

′ − k1k2)N2√
2

.

Lastly, the derivative of the normal vector field of the TN1 Smarandache ruled surface is given as
follows: (

TN1
N2

nχ
)′

= λ1T + λ2N1 + λ3N2,

where


λ1

λ2

λ3

 =
1

2
(
v2k2

2 + k1k2v
√

2 + k1
2
) 3

2



k1
′k2v

(
k2v
√

2 + k1
)
− k1k2′v

(
k2
√

2v + k1
)
...

−k1k22v
(
3k1v
√

2 + 2k2v
2
)
− k13

(
k1
√

2 + 4k2v
)

k1
(
k1k2

2
√

2v2 + 2k2k1
2v − k2k1′v + k1

3
√

2 + k1k2
′v
)

k1k2
√

2
(
v2k2

2 + k1k2v
√

2 + k1
2
)

 .

Upon substituting these relations into 2.7, the proof is completed. According to this theorem, we
provide the following two corollaries without the need for proof.

Corollary 3.2.

(i) The TN1 Smarandache curve is asymptotic on TN1 Smarandache ruled surface if k1 = 0

that is θ =
π

2
k, k ∈ Z.

(ii) The TN1 Smarandache curve is geodesic on TN1 Smarandache ruled surface if k2 = 0 that
is θ = πk, k ∈ Z.

Theorem 3.4. The Gaussian and mean curvature of the ruled surface, TN2
N1

χ are

TN2
N1

χ
K

= −1

2

(
k1k2

k22 + v2k21 + vk1k2
√

2

)2

,

TN2
N1

χ
H

=
k21k2 (1− 2 v2) + vk1

(
k′2
√

2− 2k22
√

2
)
− vk′1k2

√
2− 2k32

4
(
k22 + v2k21 + vk1k2

√
2
) 3

2

.

By the theorem 3.4 and proposition 2.2, we have the similar corollaries as following:

Corollary 3.3.
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(i) The TN2 Smarandache ruled surface has hyperbolic points,

(ii) The TN2 Smarandache ruled surface is developable iff the curve γ is a planar curve,

(iii) The TN2 Smarandache ruled surface is either minimal or constant-mean-curvature (CMC)
surface iff the curve γ is a planar curve.

Proof. The proofs of each corollary is as same as the proofs of Corollary 3.1.

Theorem 3.5. The striction curve of the TN2 Smarandache ruled surface is given as

TN2
N1

ς =
T − k1k2N1 +N2√

2
.

Proof. The derivative of both the base curve and the generator of TN2 Smarandache ruled surface
defined in 3.1, are (

T +N2√
2

)′

=

√
2

2
(−k2T + k1N1 + k2N2) , ,

N1
′ = −k1T.

The inner product of the left hand sides of these relations results
k1k2√

2
. By considering the equation

(2.6), the proof is complete.

Theorem 3.6. The normal curvature, geodesic curvature and the geodesic torsion of the TN2

Smarandache ruled surface is

TN2
N1

κn =
k1v
√

2
(
k2

2 − k2′
)

+ k2
(
k1

2 + 2k2
2
)

2
√
v2k1

2 + k2k1v
√

2 + k2
2

,

TN2
N1

κg =
2 (k1

′k2 − k1k2′)
(√

2k2 + k1v
)
− k1k2

√
2
(
2k2

2 + k1
2
)
− 2k1

2v
(
k1

2 + 4k2
2
)

2
(
2k2

2 + k1
2
)√

k1k2v
√

2 + v2k1
2 + k2

2
, (3.5)

TN2
N1

τg =
(α2ω1 − α1ω2)

(
k2
√

2 + 2k1v
)

+ k2
√

2 (α3ω2 − α2ω3)

2
√
k1k2v

√
2 + v2k1

2 + k2
2

,

respectively.

Proof. Again, by referring the relations in 2.2, the tangent vector and the derivative of the tangent
vector of TN2 Smarandache curve are given as

TTN2 =
−k2T + k1N1 + k2N2√

k1
2 + 2k2

2
,

TTN2

′ =ω1T + ω2N1 + ω3N2,

(3.6)
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where  ω1

ω2

ω3

 =
1(

2k2
2 + k1

2
) 3

2

 k1 (k1
′k2 − k2′k1)− 2k2

4 − 3k1
2k2

2 − k14
k2
(
2 (k1

′k2 − k2′k1)− 2k2
2k1 − k13

)
k1 (k2

′k1 − k1′k2)− 2k2
4 − k12k22

 .
On the other hand the second order derivative of TN2 Smarandache curve is(

T +N2√
2

)′′

=
−
(
k1

2 + k2
2 + k2

′)T + (k1
′ − k1k2)N1 +

(
k2

′ − k22
)
N2√

2
.

Lastly, the derivative of the normal vector field of the TN2 Smarandache ruled surface is given as
follows: (

TN2
N1

nχ
)′

= α1T + α2N1 + α3N2,

where
α1

α2

α3

 =
1

2
(
k1k2v

√
2 + v2k1

2 + k2
2
) 3

2



(√
2k1v + k2

)
(k1

′k2 − k1k2) v...
+k1

2k2v
2
(
3k2
√

2 + 2k1v
)

+ k2
3
(
k2
√

2 + 4k1v
)

−k1k2
√

2
(
k1k2v

√
2 + v2k1

2 + k2
2
)

k2
(
−k2
√

2
(
k1

2v2 + k2
2
)
− v

(
2k1k2

2 − k1k2 + k1
′k2
))


When the above relations substituted into 2.7, the proof is completed. As a result of this theorem,
we provide the following two corollaries without the need for proof.

Corollary 3.4.

(i) The TN2 Smarandache curve is asymptotic on TN2 Smarandache ruled surface if k2 = 0
that is θ = πk, k ∈ Z.

(ii) The TN2 Smarandache curve is geodesic on TN2 Smarandache ruled surface if k1 = 0 that
is θ =

π

2
k, k ∈ Z.

Theorem 3.7. The Gaussian and mean curvature of the ruled surface, N1N2
T χ are

N1N2
T χK = 0,

N1N2
T χH =

k′1k2 − k1k′2
2vκ3

.

By theorem 3.7, and proposition 2.2, the following corollaries are obtained.

Corollary 3.5.

(i) The N1N2 Smarandache ruled surface is always developable and so has parabolic points,

(ii) The N1N2 Smarandache ruled surface is minimal iff the curve γ is a slant helix.
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Proof.

(i) The proof is clear by the first item of proposition 2.2.

(ii) Recalling the Theorem 2.1, γ is a slant helix iff
(
k1
k2

)′

= 0 that is N1N2
T χH = 0. Therefore

N1N2
T χ is minimal.
Conversely, if the N1N2 Smarandache ruled surface is minimal, namely N1N2

T χH = 0, then

k′1k2 − k1k′2 = 0. Thus,
k1
k2

= constant meaning that γ is a slant helix.

Theorem 3.8. The striction curve of the N1N2 Smarandache ruled surface is given as

N1N2
T ς =

N1 +N2√
2

.

Proof. The derivative of both the base curve and the generator ofN1N2 Smarandache ruled surface
defined in 3.1, are (

N1 +N2√
2

)′

= −
(
k1 + k2√

2

)
T,

T ′ = k1N1 + k2N2.

By considering the equation (2.6), the inner product of the left hand side for above relations van-
ishes, which completes the proof.

Corollary 3.6. The striction curve of the N1N2 Smarandache ruled surface is same as the base
curve which is N1N2 Smarandache curve of γ.

Theorem 3.9. The normal curvature, geodesic curvature and the geodesic torsion of the N1N2

Smarandache ruled surface is

N1N2
T κn = 0, N1N2

T κg = −κ, N1N2
T τg = 0, (3.7)

respectively.

Proof. This time, by recalling both the relations (2.2) and (2.3), the tangent vector and the deriva-
tive of the tangent vector of N1N2 Smarandache curve are given as

TN1N2 =− T,
TN1N2

′ =− k1N1 − k2N2.
(3.8)

Moreover, the second order derivative of N1N2 Smarandache curve is(
N1 +N2√

2

)′′

= −(k′1 + k′2)T + (k21 + k1k2)N1 + (k1k2 + k22)N2√
2

.
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Lastly, the derivative of the normal vector field of the TN2 Smarandache ruled surface is given as
follows: (

N1N2
T nχ

)′
=
k1 (k1k2

′ − k1′k2)N1 + k2 (k1k2 − k1′k2)N2

κ3
.

When the above relations substituted into 2.7, the proof is completed.

Corollary 3.7.

(i) The N1N2 Smarandache curve is always asymptotic and principal line on N1N2 Smaran-
dache ruled surface.

(ii) The The geodesic curvature of N1N2 Smarandache ruled surface is the negative of the cur-
vature of the initial curve γ.

Example 3.1. Let us consider the standard unit helix curve parameterized as

γ(s) =

√
2

2

(
cos(s), sin(s), s

)
,

then, the Frenet curvatures of γ are κ = τ =

√
2

2
. Since τ = θ′, we have θ =

∫
τds =

s
√

2

2
, then

we establish the corresponding curvatures and the vectors of Bishop frame as

k1 =

√
2

2
cos

(
s
√

2

2

)
and k2 =

√
2

2
sin

(
s
√

2

2

)
,

T (s) =

√
2

2

(
− sin(s), cos(s), 1

)
,

N1(s) =



− cos

(
s
√

2

2

)
cos (s)−

√
2

2
sin

(
s
√

2

2

)
sin (s) ,

− cos

(
s
√

2

2

)
sin (s) +

√
2

2
sin

(
s
√

2

2

)
cos (s) ,

√
2

2
sin

(
s
√

2

2

)
,


,

N2(s) =



− sin

(
s
√

2

2

)
cos (s) +

√
2

2
cos

(
s
√

2

2

)
sin (s) ,

− sin

(
s
√

2

2

)
sin (s)−

√
2

2
cos

(
s
√

2

2

)
cos (s) ,

√
2

2
cos

(
s
√

2

2

)


.
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By referring the given definitions in (3.1) we have ruled surfaces that are TN1
N2

χ(s, v), TN2
N1

χ(s, v)

and N1N2
T χ(s, v) are given by

TN1
N2

χ(s, v) =


(
− sin(s)

2
− v cos (s)

)
sin
(
s
√
2

2

)
+
(
− cos(s)

√
2

2
+ v sin(s)

√
2

2

)
cos
(
s
√
2

2

)
− sin(s)

2
,(

cos(s)
2
− v sin (s)

)
sin
(
s
√
2

2

)
+
(
− sin(s)

√
2

2
− v cos(s)

√
2

2

)
cos
(
s
√
2

2

)
+ cos(s)

2
,

−1
2

sin
(
s
√
2

2

)
+ 1

2
v cos

(
s
√
2

2

)√
2 + 1

2

 ,

TN2
N1

χ(s, v) =


(
− cos(s)

√
2

2
− v sin(s)

√
2

2

)
sin
(
s
√
2

2

)
+
(

sin(s)
2
− v cos (s)

)
cos
(
s
√
2

2

)
− sin(s)

2
,(

− sin(s)
√
2

2
+ v cos(s)

√
2

2

)
sin
(
s
√
2

2

)
+
(
− cos(s)

2
− v sin (s)

)
cos
(
s
√
2

2

)
+ cos(s)

2
,

−
√
2
2
v sin

(
s
√
2

2

)
+ 1

2
cos
(
s
√
2

2

)
+ 1

2

 ,

N1N2
T χ(s, v) =


√
2
2

((
− cos (s)− sin(s)

√
2

2

)
sin
(
s
√
2

2

)
+
(

sin(s)
√
2

2
− cos (s)

)
cos
(
s
√
2

2

)
− v sin (s)

)
,

√
2
2

((
− sin (s) + cos(s)

√
2

2

)
sin
(
s
√
2

2

)
+
(
− cos(s)

√
2

2
− sin (s)

)
cos
(
s
√
2

2

)
+ v cos (s)

)
,

1
2

(
−v sin

(
s
√
2

2

)√
2 + cos

(
s
√
2

2

)
+ 1
)

 .

respectively. For s ∈ [−π, π] and v ∈ (−1, 1), the graphs of these surfaces are provided in Fig.
(1).

(a) TN1

N2
χ (b) TN2

N1
χ (c) N1N2

T χ

Figure 1: Smarandache Ruled surfaces from the view of default orientation in Maple

The following figures from different aspects are also presented as to view each surface much
clearly. The orientations are fixed to the x, y and z axis, respectively.
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(a) oriented to x axis (b) oriented to y axis (c) oriented to z axis

Figure 2: The TN1
N2

χ Smarandache Ruled surfaces

(a) oriented to x axis (b) oriented to y axis (c) oriented to z axis

Figure 3: The TN2
N1

χ Smarandache Ruled surfaces

(a) oriented to x axis (b) oriented to y axis (c) oriented to z axis

Figure 4: The N1N2
T χ Smarandache Ruled surfaces
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4 Conclusion
Overall, in the paper, three new ruled surfaces based on Smarandache curves according to Bishop
frame have been introduced. The characteristics of each surface and of the curves lying on these
surfaces have also been drawn. It is seen that apart from choosing the initial curve as planar, slant
helix curves have direct effect on characterizing the ruled surfaces generated by Bishop frame.
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