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THE EINSTEIN-HILBERT-PALATINI FORMALISM
IN PSEUDO-FINSLER GEOMETRY

MIGUEL ANGEL JAVALOYES, MIGUEL SANCHEZ, AND FIDEL F. VILLASENOR

ABSTRACT. A systematic development of the so-called Palatini formal-
ism is carried out for pseudo-Finsler metrics L of any signature. Sub-
stituting in the classical Einstein-Hilbert-Palatini functional the scalar
curvature by the Finslerian Ricci scalar constructed with an indepen-
dent nonlinear connection N, the affine and metric equations for (N, L)
are obtained. In Lorentzian signature with vanishing mean Landsberg
tensor Lan;, both the Finslerian Hilbert metric equation and the clas-
sical Palatini conclusions are recovered by means of a combination of
techniques involving the (Riemannian) maximum principle and an orig-
inal argument about divisibility and fiberwise analyticity. Some of these
findings are also extended to classical Riemannian solutions by using the
eigenvalues of a Laplacian. When Lan; # 0, the Palatini conclusions fail
necessarily, however, a good number of properties of the solutions re-
main. The framework and proofs are built up in detail.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the interest in Finslerian modifications of General Relativity has
grown [6l [8, 10, 9, 14, 16| 19, 22 32, B4, B7, 41, 47] motivated in part by
the role of Finsler Geometry in the Standard-Model Extension [13] 30} [31]
and Lorentz violation. The search for an extension of the Einstein equations
to this setting emerges as a fundamental issue. A first way to find them is
to consider Finslerian generalizations of the Einstein tensor G, having sev-
eral alternatives [35], [42] 48| 51, [54]. A second way is provided by Hilbert’s
variational approach, developed by Hohmann, Pfeifer, Voicu and Wohlfarth
[21] 22| [46], these authors take the natural generalization 8 of the Hilbert
functional. This 8 is given by the integral of the 0-homogeneized (Finslerian)
Ricci scalar of any Lorentz-Finsler metric L for a given manifold M (see [23]
for a general framework dealing with action functionals of arbitrary homoge-
neous fields). The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation leads to a scalar
which, when restricted to Lorentzian metrics, yields naturally a tensor field;
this tensor is not exactly equal to G, but it still leads to the same vacuum
equations for such metrics. The aim of the present article is to deepen in the
variational approach to the Einstein equations by considering the so-called
Palatini formalism] for pseudo-Finsler metrics of arbitrary signature, paying
special attention to the Lorentzian and positive definite cases. Let us notice
that there are also some works that study Finslerian Einstein manifolds with
a variational approach, such as [11] (which overcomes certain issues encoun-
tered infl [1]). In particular, in [IT] the authors use a similar functional to
that of |21, 46] but dividing by the total volume in a positive definite set-
ting. Another different approach is the one in [3], where, indeed, the author
explores several possibilities, using in particular the concept of osculation.
Finally, beyond pseudo-Finsler geometry, in [53] variational equations for
any Sasaki-type metric on the tangent bundle of M are derived by taking
the Palatini formalism into account.

Recall that the classical Palatini approach considered the affine connec-
tion V and the pseudo-Riemanian metric g as independent variables for the
Hilbert functional and, given g, it recovered its Levi-Civita connection V9
as the unique symmetric solution of the Euler-Lagrange affine equation for
V (the properties of the non-symmetric ones are also known [7]). This was a

IThis is the usual name in textbooks, even though the approach was actually invented
in 1925 by Einstein [I5]. Anyway, the name is maintained here so that it is distinguished
from more general metric-affine formalisms.

2See D. Bao’s report in Mathematical Reviews, MR1365208 (99m:53130).
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milestone for the mathematical foundations of Relativity because it ensured
that the connection V which describes gravity is the same one as the connec-
tion VY which provides the critical points of the length or energy functionals
for curves. Thus, light rays and free falling particles are unequivocally de-
scribed by this unique connection. In the Finslerian setting, to ensure such a
consistency is a much more prioritary task, because there is a huge freedom
when looking for associated (linear or nonlinear) connections.

Consistently, here we will maintain the functional 8§ but its variables will
be the nonlinear connection N and the pseudo-Finsler metric L. Notice that
no other kind of (linear) Finsler connection is required for the construction of
the Ricci scalar. That is, (N, L) is enough for our functional and we remain
formally close to the classical Palatini setting, thus obtaining coupled affine
([I9) and metric (20) Palatini equations. However, further functionals should
be tractable with the basic ingredients that we will develop.

The central question is, given L, to what extent its associated nonlinear
N’ is the unique affine solution N. In the pseudo-Riemannian case, a simple
argument shows that all of these can be written as V9 + A ® Id, where the
arbitrary 1-form A = A;(x) (Id = 5; is the identity tensor) determines the
torsion [7]. In the Finslerian case, the torsion part of N becomes A ® C with
A = Ai(z,y) (C = y*dye is Liouville’s) and the problem is reduced to the
case of symmetric N. That is, as a first result (Th. @7, Cor. £12):

Theorem A. Given a pseudo-Finsler metric L, the solu-
tions of the affine equation have a fibered structure on the
symmetric solutions with fiber isomorphic to the space of
anisotropic (0-homogeneous) 1-forms A, so that, for each
solution N, there is a unique symmetric one II%¥™(N) such
that N = IIV™(N) + A ® C for some A.

However, the symmetric case is not trivial, as N is governed by a PDE at
each p € M. Even more, the following subtlety appears for global unique-
ness at p: when L is indefinite, its domain A C TM \ 0 is naturally conic,
being Lys = 0, as the indicatrix (and some homogeneous elements) becomes
ill-defined at 0A. Notice also that, in Lorentzian signature, A would corre-
spond to the future-directed timelike directions, and the restriction to these
(including the future-directed lightlike directions as a limit) is well motivated
by physical interpretations [§]. However, we will develop (fiberwise) global
techniques which work for proper solutions, i.e., smoothly extendible to 0A
(defns. I8 [B.I)). The fibered structure in Theorem A is naturally trans-
ferred to the proper solutions (Prop. [£.2]) and we prove the existence of a
unique fibre in relevant general cases such as the following (see Th. B.8):

Theorem B. Any analytic proper indefinite pseudo-Finsler
metric L admits at most one analytic proper symmetric
solution N of the affine variational equation (I9]).

The proof relies on an original divisibility argument which is developed in
full detail (Lem. [5.4)). Moreover, we emphasize that the essential property
at this point is just fiberwise analyticity (Def. [.0] Rems. (.7, 5I2). This
is much weaker than analyticity and, indeed, it holds trivially for all the
smooth (non-analytic) affine and pseudo-Riemannian elements.
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We also give other arguments, based on the maximum principle and the
eigenvalues of the Laplacian, which yield some extensions of Th. A without
fiberwise analyticity (Th. B4l Cor [IH), as well as applications to the
positive definite case (Th. BI7)). These arguments provide also the proof
of the following result (Th. [I8]), which is relevant for the metric Palatini
equation.

Theorem C. Let L be a (properly) Lorentz-Finsler met-
ric and N any nonlinear connection smoothly extendible
to JA with Ricci scalar Ric. If the Einstein-type scalar
(n 4 2) Ric — L g™ Ric.q., vanishes, then Ric vanishes too.

Indeed, when the mean Landsberg tensor Lan; vanishes, as it occurs in the
classical case, this equation agrees with the one obtained by the Hilbert
approach (i.e., the aforementioned in [21]). So, the result above is relevant
for the consistency of the vacuum Einstein equations. In comparison with
the elementary pseudo-Riemannian case (Rem. [5.19), where it is valid in
any signature, our result is technically more complicated and has a properly
Finslerian applicability. As the aforementioned results, it relies on Lem.5.13]
also proven in full detail.

To complete the approach, one should check at what extent the natural
(Berwald) nonlinear connection N associated with L plays a role similar
to that which V9 plays in the classical Palatini setting. Notice that N* is
naturally associated with the geodesic spray of L, so this issue is related
to the Palatini physical interpretations about free falling observers. The
solution involves the Landsberg tensor Lan or, more precisely, the mean

Landsberg Lan; = Lan?; (see Cor. [£12] Rem. @15 Prop. 418 Rem. [£19):

Theorem D. Given a pseudo-Finsler L, its nonlinear Berwald
connection N is a solution of the affine variational equation
(1) iff Lan; = 0.

In this case, any other solution N shares its pregeodesics
with NZ iff it lies in the same fiber, i.e., N= N+ 4A® C
for some A; then, it shares geodesics iff A, y* = 0.

Otherwise, when Lan; does not vanish identically, neither
N’ is a solution nor any solution N can share pregeodesics
with NL.

In any case, when L and N are proper, any N-geodesic
~ has constant sign of L(§). Moreover, in the Lorentz-
Finsler case (no matter how Lan; is), the causal charac-
ter (timelike, lightlike) of the N-geodesics does not change,
the lightlike N-geodesics coincide with the corresponding
L-geodesics and, hence, the lightlike N-pregeodesics are the
cone (pre-)geodesics inherent to the L-cone structure.

It is worth pointing out that the properties about sharing geodesics and
pregeodesics hold not only for the fiber of N* but also for any other fiber
of solutions (with independence of Lan;). Moreover, further compatibility
conditions of V and L appear for connections differing only in some A ® C
from a symmetric one (not necessarily solutions), see Prop. HEI7l As a
summary of all these results:
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When Lan; = 0, the fibered structure of the affine solu-
tions, the fact that N¥ determines one of such fibers, the
uniqueness of this fiber under mild conditions (properness,
fiberwise analyticity), the subsequent status of N' as the
unique symmetric solution, and the fact that all these so-
lutions share pregeodesics (those of L), recover and extend
naturally all the conclusions of the classical Palatini formal-
ism for the connection (apart from those for the metric, at
least in the vacuum case). However, no such extension is
possible when Lan; # 0.

As commented above in Theorem D, when Lan; # 0, the solutions N of
the affine equation do not share pregeodesics with L. This fact can have
several interpretations. Taking into account that the main goal of the Hilbert
functional is to obtain the Einstein field equations, one could infer that the
solutions N are very suitable for computing them. Nevertheless, it is not
clear which is the best connection to compute the trajectories of the Finsler
spacetime. The connections N relate more closely the Jacobi equation to our
field equation, whereas the geodesics of L satisfy a variational principle.

From the technical viewpoint, we introduce detailedly all the elements
we need, which are spread in the literature under different viewpoints and
implicit frameworks. Full proofs of the results are also provided (including
straightforward but lengthy computations) to permit traceability.

With this spirit, in §2 the required ingredients on Finsler Geometry and
anisotropic calculus are introduced. The so-called Finslerian connections
[12, 139, i.e., pairs (N, V*) composed by a nonlinear N and a linear connec-
tion V*, the latter for the vertical bundle VA — A, do not really enter
into our work; instead, anisotropic connections [24] 25] will suffice and will
introduce a simple and intuitive Koszul derivative directly on M. Anyway,
any anisotropic connection V can be identified canonically with a vertically
trivial V* (see [28] for this and other results linking both approaches), so the
readers tied to this classical framework can rewrite our computations in the
way they prefer. In §3] the metric-affine (Palatini) variational calculus is de-
veloped. Here, independently, L yields the indicatrix {L = 1} and a volume
element, while N yields the Ricci scalar (Remark B]). Full details of the
proofs of the affine and metric equations, as well as of the crucial divergence
formula in the suitably projectivized space, are provided in the Appendices.
In §l the study of the solutions for N is reduced to the symmetric case,
including the fibered structure of the space of solutions and the properties
shared by the elements of each fiber (Cor. [12]). Moreover, a detailed study
of the different types of metric and geodesic compatibility for the solutions
is carried out (Props. HI7, I8 [420). Finally, in §5l the main results on
proper solutions are distributed into two subsections, the first one on tech-
niques related to divisibility by L (eventually using fiberwise analyticity),
and the second one related to the maximum principle. Using both types of
results, the classical solutions are revisited in the last subsection.

2. STANDARD GEOMETRIC OBJECTS

The main aim of this section is to fix notation and conventions.
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Let M be a connectedﬁ smoothﬁ manifold of dimensionﬁ n > 2. The
Einstein convention is employed, the indices a, b, ¢, d, e, i, j, k, [ run in
the set {1,...,n}, and for clarity, we use i, j, k as free indices and a, b, ¢, d,

e as summation indices. Charts U,z = ( z™)) for M induce natural
charts (TU (,y) = (24, ...,2", y', ..., y")) for TM Putting 0; := §/0z and
= 0/0y*, under a change (U, x) ~ (U, ),
- ox?® _b Pre . n ox® .
az—ﬁaa‘}' 8bazaa, al—ﬁaa

as local vector fields on TM. Let A C TM be open with 7(A) = M for 7 the
natural projection. The restriction w4 : A —> M defines a fibered manifold
with fibers A, := ANT,M (p € M) and vertical distribution VA — A,

VyA = Ker Tyma = Ty(Ar)) = Span{ );

Jera

(v € A, where T,my4 is the tangent map or differential of w4). The reader is
referred to [33] for the general theory of fibered manifolds. We shall employ
the framework of the anisotropic tensors [24], 25]; especially, the viewpoint
and conventions of [28] can be helpful for the reader. An r-contravariant
s-covariant A-anisotropic tensor is a section T' of the pullback bundle

T) 5)
TH(QTM @ QT*M) — A
we denote by 7. (Ma) the space of such sections. They have locally the form
QA1 yeeesQr b bs
Ty =T, (V) Oay () ® - @ Oyl ) ® dxwl(v) ®.® d%(v)

15 711"(

for certain T} x,y)’s defined on ANTU that transform tensorially under

(U,z) ~ (U :U) There is a vertical isomorphism identifying anisotropic with
vertical vector fields on A:

Xy = X*(0) Oal gy € Ta)M = X/ = Xv) 0a| €VoA (1)
(notice that when the X%’s are constant on a fiber A,, this formula makes

explicit the identification between the vertical spaces at the different v € A)).
In particular, the canonical anisotropic vector C € Tt (My4) defined by

C'U =V = ya(v) aa|7T(U) (2)

corresponds to the Liouville vector field CV [39,43] 21] (note that in the last
two references C is used for what we denote CV). The vertical derivatives

. a 217 ﬂr
i 7 72 i " 7Z — ]17 7]
T]117 7]2 Js+1 (x’ y) a]SHTJll, ,J: (x y) - 8yﬂs+1 - (x7 y)

3Only for simplicity. In general, all of our developments are valid on each connected
component of M.

4This will mean C* and all the objects will be smooth. Nevertheless, some results may
not need so much regularity. For instance, those of §5.2] only require a finite number of
vertical derivatives existing with continuity at each p € M.

5In dimension 1 our action functional would trivialize.
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define a new anisotropic tensor: the vertical differential of T'; we denote it
by OT € T],1(M4) and by OxT € T7(My,) its contraction with X in the
new index. For instance,

ocT =yt 1 T 9 ®... 00, @di" ® ... @ dz".

b1,.. ,bs “bst1

An anisotropic tensor T' can actually be isotropic, in that T“’ oir (z,y) =

T;ll ;’S"( x). This is equivalent to the constancy of the restrlctlon Tp to each
fiber A, (p € M). Hence, it means that T reduces to a tensor field on M,

which we will not distinguish notationally from T itself.

2.1. Homogeneous tensors. The following three notions of (positive) ho-
mogeneity are extracted from [24] and [43], Defs. 1.5.2 and 1.5.3] respectively.

Definition 2.1. A is conicif AC TM\Oand \v € Aforallv e A, A\ € RT.
In such a case, let o € R.
(i) T € TS (Ma) is a-homogeneous if Ty, = A*T,. That is, its coordi-
nates are a-homogeneous (in y): T;ll ’“(x Ay) =T “’ ’“(x Y).
(ii) A vector field X on A is a-homogeneous if Xy, = A¥~1 (ThA)U (Xy),
where hy : A — A, hy(v) = Av. That is, if X = X*9, + X"+ Ou,
then X'(x,7y) and DC"“(QU, y) are, resp., (a—1)- and a-homogeneous.
(iii) An s-form w on A is a-homogeneous if (Thy); (way) = A%wy, (*
means pullback). That is, if Wir,...ip|j1,....j» 1S the component of w on
dz" A Adz Ayt A Ady? (ptv = s), then wgy iy, (T, Y)
is (o — v)-homogeneous.
Moreover, hT] (M) and h*F(A) := h*TP(M4) will denote the space of

a—homogeneous anisotropic tensors and functions, resp.

Clearly, 0 : h*T](Ma) — h* 1T (My) is a well-defined linear mor-
phism. The items (i) and (ii) are consistent with the identification of anisotropic
and vertical vector fields in (I). In particular, both C and CV are 1-
homogeneous, whereas any isotropic tensor field (7 “’ b ay) =T (2)
is 0-homogeneous. The homogeneities of the coordlnates of a 1-form w =
Wa dz® + w|q dy” are switched with respect to those of X = X*J, + xntae g,
in concordance with the intrinsic meanings of X* = 0 and w|; = 0. The above
expressions in coordinates and Euler’s Theorem yield directly the following
characterizations (consistently with [24, (6)] and [43, Ths. 1.5.2 and 1.5.3]).

Proposition 2.2. Assume that A is conic. Then:
(i) T € T7(My) is in hT7 (My) if and only if dcT = T, i.e.,
ybs+1 0150 (1. y) OzTal’ 7%(1, y)

bi,.. ,bs s+1
(i) A vector field X on A is a-homogeneous if and only if its Lie deriv-
ative along the Liouville field satisfies Lov(X) = (o — 1) X.
(i1i) An s-form w on A is a-homogeneous if and only if Lov(w) = aw.

The positive projectivization of the conic A plays the same role in our
variational calculus as in [21]. We denote it by PT A, so that P: A — PT A,
v — PTo, is the natural projection. The 0-homogeneous s-forms on A
induce (s — 1)-forms on P*A. This correspondence was implicitly taken
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into account in the notation of [21I], but we state it in ours for the reader’s
convenience.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that A is conic, and let w be a 0-homogeneous
s-form and X a 1-homogeneous vector field there. Then:

(i) The interior product X _w is 0-homogeneous as well.
(ii) In the case X = CV, this interior product is the pullback of a unique
(s — 1)-form on PTA. We denote this one by w, so that

CVw=(P") w. (3)

Moreover, w vanishes at Ptv € PTA if and only if CV_w vanishes

at one, and hence all, representatives v of Ptuv.
(11i) The exterior differential dw is 0-homogeneous too with

dw = —dw.

Proof. (i) This is clear from the expression in coordinates of X_w and Def.
210 (iii).

(i) In order to define w at Ptv € PT A, one has to specify how it acts
on s vectors in Tpi,PTA. As T,P*: T,A — Tp+,PTA is onto, those are
always of the form T,PTuq, ..., T,PTu, for some uq,...,us € T,A. And as
[B) must be satisfied, the only possibility is to define

Wt (ToP Ty, ..., TP ug) (= {(P+)* g}v (U1 oy ls)) = ((Cv_nw)v (U1, .oy Us)
=wy(CY uy, ..., ug)

(where CV is just v under the natural identification TrwyM =V,ACTyA,
recall (2))). Finally, it is straightforward to see that this definition is con-
sistent: the property Ker T,PT = Span {(CUV} allows one to check that it
is independent of the representatives u, of T,P*u,, whereas the proper-
ties (Thy)! (wry) = wy and CY, = (Thy), (CY) allow one to check that
it is independent of the representative v of PTv. Finally, from the con-
struction with arbitrary {ui,...,us}, it is clear that wpt, = 0 if and only if
wy(CY, —, ..., —) = 0.

(iii) Prop. (iii), Cartan’s formula for the Lie derivative and Lev(w) =0
give the 0-homogeneity of dw:

Lev(dw) = CVLddw+d(CYadw) = d(CY udw) = d(Lev (w))—dd(CY uw) = 0.

For the last assertion, it suffices to see that —dw satisfies the property that
defines dw. Using the same properties as above,

(P (~dw) = —d (P*)"w = —d(CY w) = —Lev(w) + CYadw = CY udw,
so indeed —dw = dw. O

2.2. Homogeneous connections. There are a number of equivalent ways
of defining the connections that we work with; most of them were discussed
in [28]. Here, motivated by the spirit of the variational calculus, we choose
alternative definitions that present the connections as sections of certain
affine bundles over A. Then we pass to their coordinates, to ensure that
we indeed are working with the same objects as in [28, (5) and (12)]. This
conveys notational differences: for instance, when anisotropic connections
are regarded as sections, we denote them by I', and when they are regarded
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as Koszul covariant derivations, we denote them by V. As a last comment,
we will always work with homogeneous objects (even if we keep mentioning
their homogeneity), so from now onward we assume that A is conic.
Consider affine connections on M (i.e., linear connections for TM — M).

Their Christoffel symbols I’fj () have the transformation cocycle

_ oz 0?z¢ ozk ox® | Oxb

I (z) = Dpe (z) W(ﬂﬁ) t o (z) B (z) 957 ab() (4)
under changes of charts. Using an analogous of [29, §6.4], one can check that
this cocycle determines an affine bundle CM — M, which is so that its
sections are precisely the affine connections on M

Definition 2.4. A homogeneous A-anisotropic connection is a section I' of
the pullback affine bundle 7% (CM) — A (hence a map v € A — I';, €
CrwyM) subject to 'y, =T'y.

Remark 2.5. The construction of CM — M guarantees that such a
T" has natural coordinates Ffj(m,y), while the condition I'y, = I, trans-
lates into the 0-homogeneity of those. This means that a (homogeneous)
anisotropic connection in the sense above is equivalent to a collection of
(0-homogeneous) functions Ffj on ANTU associated with each chart such

that, under changes (U, x) ~ (U, Z), @) is satisfied with ffj(x,y), Ié(x,y)
in place of f‘%(w), I, (x). By [28, Prop. 1 (2)], it is also equivalent to a
(homogeneous) anisotropic connection V in the sense of [28 Def. 4], [24]

Def. 3.1]. Hence, as announced, the viewpoint here is unified with the one
of those references and all the developments in [28], 24] can be applied.

Consider now the 1-jet prolongation J*A — A — M; one is referred to
[29, §12] for a systematic treatment of jets. Recall that for p € M, two local
A-valued vector fields V', V' on M determine the same 1-jet at p if they and
their first order partial derivatives (on any chart) coincide at p. These 1-jets
(equivalence classes) j})V are the elements of the fiber J;A of J'A — M,
but also ]})V +—— V), is a well-defined projection and one obtains J 14— A,
which is an affine bundle. The following definition is standard in the theory

of fibered manifolds, see [29, §17.1] for instance.

Definition 2.6. A homogeneous nonlinear (or Ehresmann) connection for
A — M is a section N of J'A — A (hence a choice of 1-jet N, = j}r(v)V
with Vi) = v at each v € A) with the requirement that if N, = ]}F(U)V,

then Ny, = ]71r()\v) (AV).

Remark 2.7. (A) Knowing that V() = v, the 1-jet N, = j}r(v)V is de-
termined by the partial derivatives N¥(v) = —9;V*(7(v)); these are func-
tions N¥(z,y), while the condition Ny, = j}ro\ ) (AV) translates into their
1-homogeneity. This means that a (homogeneous) nonlinear connection is

6A more specific presentation of this affine bundle is given as follows. Given p € M,
say that two affine connections on M are equivalent at p if when they act on any vector
fields on M, the results coincide at p for both connections. Then the equivalence classes
are the elements of the fiber C, M. Hence, it is clear that an affine connection yields such
an element at each p.



10 M. A. JAVALOYES, M. SANCHEZ, AND F. F. VILLASENOR,

equivalent to a collection of (1-homogeneous) functions N¥ on ANTU asso-
ciated with each chart such that, under changes (U,z) ~» (U, Z), the trans-
formation cocycle
oz* 0%x¢ ozt  Ox°
k ~b
Ni(e) = @) 2@+ ) @ Nee) (5)
is satisfied. By [28, Rem. 3], it is also equivalent to a (homogeneous) nonlin-

ear connection in any of the usual senses; for instance, that of an (invariant
by homotheties) horizontal distribution HA — A, where

H,A :=Span{§|,} CT,A,  &l,:= i, —N{(v) da| . (6)

Hence, the perspective here is unified with the one of references such as [28]
§4], ['39 §3], [12, §4] and [43}, Ch. 2]@ The N-horizontal distribution provides
the N-horizontal isomorphism

Xy = XU0) Oal i) € TawyM +— X3 = X(v) bal, € Hy A, (7)

which identifies h® 7! (M4) with the space of (a + 1)-homogeneous horizontal
vector fields on A.

(B) From the cocycles @) (for I'¥ (z,y)) and (#), the affine structures of
the spaces of homogeneous anisotropic and nonlinear connections are given
respectively as follows. For a fixed I'g and Q € h%T}(M4), T := T + Q has
coordinates (F0)2J+QU’ while for a fixed Ng and J € h'TH(M4), N := No+J

has coordinates (No) + JE.

Definition 2.8.

(i) By [28, Th. 2 (1)], any homogeneous anisotropic connection I' in-
duces canonically a homogeneous nonlinear connection of coordi-
nates Nf = I’fa y®. We call it the underlying nonlinear connection
of T.

(ii) By |28, Th. 2 (2)], any homogeneous nonlinear connection N induces
canonically a homogeneous anisotropic connection of coordinates
I’fj = Nk = (9 Nk We call it the wvertical differential or Berwald

amsotmpzc connection of N and denote it by ON.
Given any homogeneous anisotropic connection I'; the corresponding co-

variant derivative V maps h*T] (M4) to h*T] {(My). For T € h*T] (My),
VT is given in coordinates by

Zl? 7ZT —— 217 sor Zlv ) yeeslr Zl? %
vjs+11}17 wJs ” js+1 .]17 7]S+ZF]8+10' 1}17 7.75 ZP]S+1JH 1}17 ) )7 sJs?
(o

(8)
where the ¢; are those of (@) for the underlying nonlinear connection (and
thus underlying horizontal distribution) N of I". In particular, for f €
h*F(A) and X € h®T}(Ma), Vxf = X1(f) only depends on that un-

derlying nonlinear connection.
Proposition 2.9. For any anisotropic connection, VC = 0, i.e., iji =0.

"Even though the N¥’s in this reference are not the same as ours (see the different
cocycle [43], (2.8)]), they necessarily are in correspondence with ours.
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Proof. C=9y%0, € h1761(MA), so by (8), VC has coordinates
Viy' =0y + Th,y" = 05" — N0y’ + T, y* = —=N4 6% + T, y* =0,

where &7 is the usual Kronecker’s and only the fact that N is the underlying
nonlinear connection of I' was used for the last equality. O

The curvature, the (Finslerian) Ricci scalar and the torsiorl] of a homoge-
neous nonlinear connection N can be regarded as homogeneous anisotropic
tensors R € h'T}(My), Ric € h2F(A) and Tor € h%T}'(My) respectively,
with coordinates

k k k : b k k k

(recall ([7))). We say that N is symmetric when Tor = 0. By direct computa-
tion, one has the following commutation formulas:

[6:,0;) = RE O, [5 64 — NF_ g, [&-, 64 —0. (10)

Remark 2.10. Anisotropic connections I' can actually be isotropic, in the
sense that Ffj (x,y) = I’f“'j(x), while nonlinear connections N can actually be
linear, in the sense that N¥(x,y) = '} (z) y®. In either case, the F%(m)’s are
some functions that necessarily define an affine connection (as a section of
CM — M, see @) and (@) and I' or N is homogeneous. Hence, there is
a natural identification between affine connections on M, isotropic I'’s and
linear N’s. Under this identification, each isotropic I' gets identified with
its underlying N, which turns out to be linear, and then I' = ON. This is
consistent with [28, Th. 2 (4)].

Remark 2.11. Let Vg, Vy,0; — Vi,V 0; = ka( x) 0; define the classical
curvature of an affine connection I' : M — CM with the convention of [45].
If, as above, one identifies this with a connection N of curvature R, then it
is straightforward to prove that

Y Ra]k( ) R]k(x y) yabeabc( ) Ric(x7y)7 (11)

so the symmetrlc part of the classical Ricci tensor is

5 (RE0) 4 RS,0) = £ (499" Ripele)) = 5 Rics(op)

-5

and the scalar curvature constructed with any pseudo-Riemannian metric g
on M is

Seal(a) = 5 9" (x) (R5po () + R () = 3 (@) Ricas(a).  (12)

Observe that we follow the same sign convention for R as in [46] §IT A], [21]
8§11 B| but our sign for Ric is the standard one in Riemannian Geometry and
thus opposite to that of the cited references.

8Note that when deﬁmng, as in [28] Def. 5], the torsion of any homogeneous anisotropic
connection I' by I'¥ J“ the torsion of N turns out to be just that of ON. However,
in this work we will reserve the notation Tor for the torsion of a nonlinear connection.
Compare with more abstract references such as [39] §3.3], [44], §7].
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2.3. Sprays. In this subsection, we will present the sprays as sections of
an affine bundle, unifying later this viewpoint with the more classical one
discussed in [28] §6.1].

TA has natural coordinates (z,y, z,w), where (x,y) are the natural co-
ordinates of any v € A and then we write 2% d, + w® 9, for the elements of
T,A. The vertical distribution VA is described on them by {zz = 0}, which
implies that it is a vector subbundle of TA — A. Analogously, it follows
that the set SA described by {zl = yi} is an affine subbundle of TA — A.
In [39, §2], this is referred to as the symmetrized bundle.

Definition 2.12. A spray on A is a section G of SA — A, 2-homogeneous
as a vector field on A (see Def. 211 (ii) and Prop. (ii)).

Remark 2.13. (A) These are exactly the fields of the form

G=y"8, —2G%0,
for certain 2-homogeneous coefficients G¥(z,y). This means that a spray is
equivalent to a collection of 2-homogeneous functions G* on ANTU associ-
ated with each chart such that, under changes (U, z) ~ (U, Z),

10z% 9% , , 07"

5 — —b vy +

2 0x¢ 0% 0% Ox*
(B) From the cocycle (I3), the affine structure of the space of sprays

is given as follows: for a fixed spray Go and Z := Z%9, € h?T} (M),

G = Gy —2 Z has coordinates G’g + Z%. The cause of this discrepancy is that

we have decided to maintain the standard convention that G (and not —2 G)

Gk =

Ge. (13)

equals y* 0, —2 G“ dq, whereas the anisotropic vector with coordinates —2 Z°
is —2 Z (and not 7).

Definition 2.14.

(i) By [28, Prop. 3 (1)], any homogeneous nonlinear connection N
induces canonically a spray of coordinates G* = N y/2. We call it
the underlying spray of N.

(ii) By [28, Prop. 3 (2)], any spray G induces canonically a symmetric
homogeneous nonlinear connection of coordinates Nf = Gﬁ- = 9,GF.
We call it the vertical differential or Berwald nonlinear connection

of G and denote it by G.

The (projections to M of the) integral curves of a spray G are its geodesics.
Its pregeodesics are those curves in M that can be (positively) reparametrized
to be geodesics.

Proposition 2.15. A spray G = Gog — 2 Z shares pregeodesics with Gq if
and only if Z = pC for some p € h! F(A).

For a proof see [49, Lem. 12.1.1].
2.4. Pseudo-Finsler metrics.

Definition 2.16. A (conic) pseudo-Finsler metric defined on the open and
conic A C TM \ 0 with 7(A) = M is an L € h?F(A) whose fundamental
tensor g = 0*L/2 € hOTF(M ) is non-degenerate at every v € A.
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Remark 2.17. Taking into account the nature of the variational problem
that we will pose, we shall assume that our pseudo-Finsler metrics do not
have lightlike directions in the fixed A, namely L(v) # 0 for all v € A.

We always denote F' := \/|L| € h!F(A); indices of tensors are lowered
and raised with g;; and g% respectively. By direct computation, one has the
following identites:

L;=2y(:=2giy"), Yi-j = Jijs

L LL \L
From these and the 2-homogeneity of L, it follows that

sgn(L) <yl) 9ij Yi Yj <yg)
F;= ; ) =2 o _ (2
i F Yi, L), ;

1
L=35Lavy" ¥ = gy’ = py’.

Definition 2.18. (A) We say that a pseudo-Finsler metric L defined on A
is proper if
(i) Each fiber A, (p € M) is connected with L > 0 on A,
(ii) L extends smoothly to A C TM \ 0 with L(v) = 0 and g, non-
degenerate for v € 94 := A\ A.

Then ¢ has a constant signature on A.
(B) When that signature is Lorentzian (+, —, ..., —), L is (properly) Lorentz-
Finsler. A Finsler spacetime is any triple (M, A, L) with L Lorentz-Finsler.
(C) When the signature is positive definite, necessarily A = TM \ 0 and
L is Finsler.

Remark 2.19. Let us comment the parts of the last definition:

(A) g has constant signature on A because the connectedness of M to-
gether with (i) implies that A is connected. Moreover, the indicatriz {L = 1}
and (thanks to (ii)) the lightcone A = {L = 0} are smooth hypersurfaces:

dLU(uV) =u®L.q(v) =2u%y,(v) = 2u® gap(v) WP = 2 gy (u,v)

for u € Tr(,)M, so dL, never vanishes identically for v € ACTM\oO.

(B) We want such an L to be defined only on future causal vectors (so
L > 0 together with (+,—, ..., —) as the Lorentzian signature is a choice of
convention). There is a Physics motivation for this assumption [8, §1], but it
also has interesting mathematical implications. For instance, A_p CT,M\0
is contained in an open half-space: there is a vector hyperplane II, that
does not intersect A_p; thus, A already determines a time orientation. For
this and other geometric consequences (such as convexity) for A of L being
Lorentz-Finsler, see |27, Props. 2.6 and 3.4]. i

(C) The positive definiteness of g together with (ii) implies that actually
0A = 0, so necessarily A=TM \ 0.

9Addi‘cionaﬂy7 in [40] it is proven that one can actually extend L to a pseudo-Finsler
metric with Lorentzian fundamental tensor on the whole TM \ 0 (in a highly non-unique
way in contrast to the extension to A).
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A key geometric object associated with a pseudo-Finsler metric L defined
on A is its metric spray G*,

i 1 .
(GF)" = 19" (20cgab — Dage) Yy’ y°. (14)

The Berwald NZ := G’ is the metric nonlinear connection. From now on,
given any anisotropic connection I, it will be convenient to write V! instead
of just V for its corresponding covariant derivative, VN in case that I' = ON
for a nonlinear connection N, and V% in case that I' = ON* (this is the
Berwald anisotropic connection of L [24, §4.3|, [49, Ch. 7]). Due to Defs.
2141 (ii) and 28 (ii), the notions of I'-(pre)geodesics and N-(pre)geodesics
make sense, and due to (I4)), so does that of L-(pre)geodesics. When using
N%, which is always symmetric, the curvature and the Ricci scalar in (@) will
be denoted RY and Ric resp., as they can be associated with'] L.
The Cartan tensor is

1.
C:= 3 g € h ' T (My).

It is symmetric, so it makes sense to define the mean Cartan tensor as its
metric trace, with components

C; := g» Capi.
By vertically differentiating g;, g°* = 6%, one obtains the following identities:
" 1 . 1
Gl =—59, ¢ =—5d0

The Landsberg tensor is
1
Lan = o Vig e hOT2(My)

(it can also be defined in terms of the Berwald tensor [24, (37)], however,
Lan = V¥g/2 is the way in which it will arise in this work). Note that here
it has the same sign as in [24] 25| [46] and the opposite in [49, 5, 21]. The
Landsberg tensor is symmetric too, so it makes sense to define the mean
Landsberg tensor, with components

Lan; := ¢™ Lang,.

Remark 2.20. A pseudo-Finsler L is equivalent to a symmetric and non-
degenerate g € h%7(M,) with totally symmetric Cartan tensor [2, Th.
3.4.2.1]. This justifies being able to identify L with g whenever it is needed.
For instance, L can be pseudo-Riemannian, in the sense that ¢ is such kind
of metric. This is equivalent to g being isotropic and to L being quadratic,
namely L(z,y) = Wu(z)y®y?/2 for some isotropic and symmetric tensor
¥/2 that then necessarily equals g.

OFor a Finsler L (g is positive definite), Ric” coincides on {L = 1} with the Ricci
scalar defined as a sum of n — 1 flag curvatures as in [l (7.6.2a)].
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3. METRIC-AFFINE VARIATIONAL CALCULUS

For the remainder of the manuscript, N and L are, respectively, a homoge-
neous nonlinear connection and a pseudo-Finsler metric defined on the open
and conic A with L > 0 there. Our metric-affine formalism is akin to the
metric formalism of [21]. Its steps are: determination of a volume form on A,
divergence formulas, choice of a Lagrangian function, induction (according
to Prop. 2.3)) of forms onH] P+ A to construct an action there, and variation
of this with respect to N and with respect to L.

Given (N, L), there is a natural way of constructing a 0-homogeneous
volume form on A. The N-horizontal and vertical isomorphisms allow us to
define scalar products on H, A and V,A:

X, X 90(X0, Y,
GIXTYH) = g (X0 V), gV (XY YY) = g, Koy oK Vo)

F(v)’ F(v)) L)
(15)

for X,Y € T'(My4). Each one has its own volume form:

dpefl = \|det gt (81, 5],) | daeh A o A daft =2 ldet gij (v) e,
dp = \/‘detgvv (& ,@( )(53/“.../\5;/3 _, Vldetgi;(v)] o

F('U)n yU7
where the d? and 0y := dy’ +N¢ (v) dz? are restricted to the horizontal and
vertical subspaces respectively. A 2n-form is induced on T, A = H,A® V,A:

|det gi; (v)]
F(v)»
Remark 3.1. Even though we used N and L to construct du, this turns out

to depend on L alone, as
dz Ay =da' A Ade™ A (dy' + NG da®) A A (dy™ + N2 da®™)
=dz! A Adz® Adyt AL A dy”
=dz Ady.

dpiy = dpt A dpY = dx, A 0yy. (16)

Taking the nature of our variational approach into account, it was of the
most theoretical importance to define our volume form a priori in terms of
both the connection and the metric. On the other hand, by (I8), du is

1
the volume form of the Sasaki-type metric gi! © g¥, and by the previous
observation, it also coincides with the volume form of the Sasaki metric of

1
g (that is, ¢!l @ ¢g¥ for N = N¥). Note that the definition of gY¥ dividing by
F as in () is what guarantees the O0-homogeneity of d.

This dp allows us to define the divergence of any vector field X on A as
div(X) dp == Ly (dp) = d(Xadp).

In the case of a 1-homogeneous X, by Prop. [23] (iii), one has the property
that justifies discarding the divergence terms in the variational calculus:

div(X) dyt = —d(Xodps).

Hpntegrating on this projectivization as in [21], instead of the indicatrix {L = 1}, solves
the technical issue of the integration domain depending on the variable L, present in [46].
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The following divergence formulas, generalizing [21], (24) and (25)], are the
key to the derivation of our equations. Their proof is in Appendix [Al

Proposition 3.2. For X € T;H(M,),

1
div(X™) = x° { <g“b - g T y*’) V2 gab + Torza} +Va X (17)
div(xV) = (2 Co —n%) X9 4 X2 (18)

If X € W7 (M), then div(X™)dp = —d(X"dp) on P+A, and if X €
thol(MA), then div(XV)du = —d(X Y dp).

Definition 3.3. Let D C P+ A9 be a relatively compact subset. Along this
article and relative to D, the action functional will be

SPIN, L] := / L' Ricdpu
D
and the alternative action functional will be

SE[N, L] ::/ g Ric.q.p dp.
L ab OF

The relation between these two is due to [21I, Lem. 3]. We state it in our
notation.

Proposition 3.4. For f € h%F(A), one has
{9 (L).0p — 20f } dpr = div(XV) dp,

where XV is the vertical field corresponding to X := L g® f4,0, € h'TgH(Ma4).
As a consequence, the functionals that we are considering are equal up to a
factor of 2n and a boundary term:

SPIN, L] —2n 8PN, L] = — | XV.du.
oD

Proof. As in the proof of |21, Lem. 3|, using the 0-homogeneity of f, one
directly computes

gab (Lf)~a-b = 2nf + Lgab f-a~b-
On the other hand, by (I8,

div(XV) = <2 Co—n %) Lg®™ f,+ (L g% fb> "
=2LCY £y + <2ya9ab fo+ Lg% fo+ Lgabf-a-b>

=L g™ f.ap;

the 0-homogeneity of f was used twice and g% = —2C’ (§2.4)) was used
once. 0

12du defines a global orientation on A, the one making (941, ..., On, b1, e Gn) positive,
regardless of the ones that we chose for du™, di" and without requiring M to be orientable.
As dy is again a volume form (see the comment at the end of Prop. 23] (ii)), an orientation
on P* A is inherited.
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We shall work with 8P, as it is of first order on N and second order on L
while 82 is of third order on N. The advantage of the latter, on the other
hand, is that it is closer to the Einstein-Hilbert-Palatini action, the functional
of the classical metric-affine formalism [7] (compare with [21I, Prop. 6]).

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that N is linear, L is (positive definite) Riemann-

ian and D = |J PT(TM \ 0), for a relatively compact Dy C M. Then
pEDyg

SPIN, L] = 2Vol(S"™) [ ScaldV,
Do
where Scal is the scalar curvature constructed with N (regarded as an affine
connection) and g, dV is the g-volume element on M, and Vol(S™~!) is a
universal constant.

Proof. A standard argument with a partition of the unity on P*(TM \ 0)
induced by one on M allows us to use Fubini’s Theorem to obtain the fol-
lowing:

SPIN, L] = / g™ Ric.qp dpig,
PtveD

_ / g (7(0)) Ric.ap(m(v)) dpiy
P+veD

:/ gab(p) Ric.q.5(p) </ d_,uD ) av,
peDy PtveD, P

=Vol(S™™1) / 9% (p) Ric.q.4(p) AV,
pEDo

=2Vol(S"™ 1) / Scal(p) dV,,
p€Do
where we used (I2)) and the fact that each fiber D, = PT(TM\0), inherits a
metric that makes it isometric to the round sphere S"~!. Indeed, P*(TM\0)
is naturally identified with the sphere bundle {L = 1}, where the metric is

1
induced by ¢ @ ¢V, the Sasaki metric of g. Moreover, the induced dpu P Is
- ~p

the volume form of the round metric on D, because dy is the volume form
€L
of g @ gV (see Rem. B1)). O

In the non-definite case, it is not possible to integrate on a compact fiber
with universal volume at each p € M. Hence, one does not seem to be able to
actually recover the Einstein-Hilbert-Palatini action in general. Nonetheless,
the positive definiteness of g and the compactness of the fibers are superfluous
when it comes to our variational calculus, for all of it is local on PTA and
formally the same in every signature. Thus, Prop. indeed guarantees a
priori the consistency of our equations with the (vacuum) EHP ones.

Remark 3.6. Let us sum up the reasons for choosing L~! Ric as our metric-
affine Lagrangian function.

(i) It is the first and most natural (0-homogeneous) curvature scalar
that is derived from N.
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(ii) The second most natural scalar, g™ Ric.q.p, turns out to be varia-
tionally equivalent to it.

(iii) Moreover, g% Ric.q. reduces to the EHP Lagrangian in the classical
case.

(iv) The metric Lagrangian of |21} 46] is L~! Rick.

Definition 3.7. (A) A wvariation of N is a smooth one-parameter family
of homogeneous nonlinear connections N(7) with N(0) = N. Its variational
field is

0
N=_2- N h!7H (M
5 e ewnion)
(see (). Analogously for a variation of L, whose variational field is
0
I'=—| L h?F(A).
5| Hn) erF

(B) Given a relatively compact subset D C Pt A, we say that a variation
N(7) is D-admissible if the projectivized support of its variational field,

A
Pt({ve A: N/ #£0} ), is contained in D. In such a case, without loss of
generality, we shall assume that D is open with smooth boundary 8D C P+ A.

We say that N(7) is admissible if it is D-admissible for some D. Analogously
for L(r).

In terms of the metric connection, we write
N=N1+7,  Jeh'T(My).
The computations needed to derive our equations are in Appendices [Bl and
(¢
Theorem 3.8 (Metric-affine Finslerian Einstein equations).
(i) (AFFINE EQUATION) The equality
0
—|  8PIN(r),L] =0
57| _ 8", I
is fulfilled for all admissible variations N(7) of N if and only if the
equality of homogeneous anisotropic tensors
{2Lany + (n+2) 2 70 - 20, Tt = (Fita + Ti) b (007 — ")
(= Ti) v =0
(19)
is fulfilled on A.
(1i) (METRIC EQUATION) The equality
0
or 7=0

is fulfilled for all admissible variations L(T) of L if and only if the
equality of homogeneous anisotropic scalars

(n + 2) Ric — L g® Ric.q.p = 0 (20)
is fulfilled on A.

8PN, L(1)] =0
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4. THE AFFINE EQUATION
Along this section, L (and thus its associated N¥) is fixed.

Definition 4.1. Soly(A) will be the space of solutions of the affine equation
(@@). That is, the set of those N’s such that J := N — N € h'T}(My)
solves

(2 Lan, + 28&7) (5? y —y? 52]) - <\7Z~j.a - jjl) y* =0 (21)
on A (but not necessarily the metric equation (20])); here,

n+2y,
BY = =
! 2 L

1
Tt =CaJf = 5 (Tat Ti), BT €0TP(My). (22)

Soliym(A) will be the space of symmetric solutions of the affine equation.

Remark 4.2. When nonempty, Soly(A) is an affine space directed by the
space of solutions of

287 (609 =y o)) = { (T = (TN fy" =0, (23)

while Soliym(A) is an affine subspace of Soly(A4). NZ¥ is in Solj(A) (and

thus in Soliym(A)) when J = 0 solves (2I)), i.e., precisely when the mean
Landsberg tensor vanishes (Lan; = 0). Notice that the vanishing of this
tensor does not imply the vanishing of the whole Lan, see [36].

Remark 4.3. Recall that the affine connections solving the classical metric-
affine formalism (see [T, (17)] and references therein) are a Levi-Civita VY
(with Christoffel symbols (I' )fj (x)) plus any tensor of the form A ® Id with
A an isotropic 1-form. These affine connections can be regarded either as
isotropic I'’s or linear N’s (Rem. [210)); from the latter viewpoint, they are
of the form N+ A®C. In other words, the isotropic connection (I‘g)fj (x)+
Ai(x) 5}“ is identified with its underlying linear connection (I’g)fb (z)y® +
A;(2) y*). Thus, the map N+ N + A ® C is a translation on the space of
solutions of the classical formalism whenever A is isotropic. Here we shall

prove the extension of this result to our formalism stating a previous lemma
for further referencing.

Lemma 4.4. Let N = N* + 7 with J € h'T{{(My). Then:
(i) The torsion of N is given by

Torfj = jlkj - jjkl (24)
(ii) The curvature of N is given in terms of that of N by
Rl = (RY); + (VEgE - gt ap) - (VEaf - gk a0) . (29)
(iii) The Ricci scalar of N is given in terms of that of N by
Ric = Rick — ' V{ ¢ + VE (G0) 44" T T8~/ Tu T2 (26)
(iv) The N-covariant derivative of g is given by

Vlljgij = 2Lanyy — 2Cy0 Ty — Tk Gaj — jlg-j Yia- (27)



20 M. A. JAVALOYES, M. SANCHEZ, AND F. F. VILLASENOR
onof. (i) This comes from the definition (@) together with the symmetry of
: (.ii) Using (@),

Nt = (o = 770, ) { (1), +

=07 (NL)f +okTl - (NAYF - go — gk, T,

i-a )
and completing 5JL.7Z’“ to VJL TE (see ®),

k

5NE = of (NN Vighe (NP)], TE - (ND)], 0= (NP)], I =T, T

Hence, again by the symmetry of N*, (@) yields (25).
(iii) This also comes from the definition (@), this time together with (25])
and the fact that VFy/ = 0 (Prop. 29).

(iv) Again using (8) and (),
VR 9ij = ki — Ni i 9aj — Ni j Gia
_ <L a \a a L\a a
=0 9ij — Tk Oagij — (N") i 9aj = Tii 9aj — (N¥) . Gia — Ti Gias
from where the definitions C = dg/2 and Lan = V'g/2 yield (7). O

Lemma 4.5. For any A € h®T?(My), the map N — N+ A® C preserves
the Ricci scalar of all homogeneous nonlinear connections. As a consequence,
such a map is a translation on Solr(A), i.e., (j*)f = A; y* solves ([23).

Proof. For N =: NI + 7, the Ricci scalar of Ny := N+ A ® C can be
computed with 268) by putting J. := J + A ® C in place of J. Using
Viyi =0 (Prop. 29), the 1-homogeneity of 7 and the 0-homogeneity of A,

WV (T = 9" Vi T8+ Vi (Aay®),
V(T =VE <Jb“ yb) +y* Vi (Ab yb) :
P ()60 (T =y (TEa + Aca ¥ + AcSS) (T + Apy™)
= (T T+ Aca o T+ A TS+ TEAp+ Ay Ap) |
Y (T)s 0 (T8 =y (Tfa + Apa ¥+ Ap05) (TE+ Acy®)
= (TE0 T+ A0y T+ Ay TE+ TE Ac+ Aay® A) .
Putting these together,
Ric. =Ric” — ¢V} J¢ + Vi (75 0) +3 Tea T = T I
— P Vi (Aay®) +y* V2 (Ab yb)
4 (Ao y° T8+ A TS+ TEAp + A y® Ap)
— 9 (Apa ¥ TS+ Ay TS+ T Ac+ Ay Ap)
—Rick — 4t VL 70 4 VL <.7b“ yb> F P T T = T T
=Ric.

Having established that the translation by A®C preserves the Ricci scalar,
recall Th. B (ii) and Def. B3l Clearly, SP[N + A ® C, L] = 8P[N, L] for
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any nonlinear connection N, so, as it is standard in Variational Calculus,
the translation maps critical points of the action to critical points. Indeed,
if N € Solp(A), then every (D-admissible) variation of N + .4 ® C is of the
form N(7) + A ® C for a (D-admissible) variation of N, so

% SPIN(r) + A® C, L] = 9 SPIN(r),L] = 0;
7=0

or 7=0
by Th. B8l (ii), N + A ® C solves (2I)) too and so A ® C solves (23]). O

4.1. Reduction to the symmetric case. Keep in mind that a homoge-
neous nonlinear connection is symmetric if and only if it is the vertical differ-
ential (also called Berwald nonlinear connection) of a spray, see [28, Prop. 3
(4)]. This is the case for N*| so a homogeneous nonlinear connection is sym-
metric if and only if it is of the form N* +dZ for some Z € h*T;'(M,). The
next result provides the geometric invariants of the type of non-symmetric
connections that will be relevant when reducing the affine equation to the
symmetric case.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that N = NE 4+ 9Z + A® C for some Z €
h2T7 (M) and A € WOT(Ma4). Then:
(i) Its torsion, underlying spray and covariant derivative of g are given
respectively by

Tork, = (Aij—Aj) yk + A 5;‘6 —A; 557 (28)

ij
i Ly? i 1 a,i
G'= (G +z2 +5 A"y, (29)
Vigij = 2Langj, — 2Cija 2% — (2% 9aj + 2% Yai)
— (Ak.iy; + Ak vi) — 295 Ak
(ii) The torsion of N determines A as

(30)

2(n—1) Ay = (n— 1) Tork o* — <Torgb yb> yP — Tor?, 4 5F. (31)
2

(iii) N shares pregeodesics with another Ng = NL' + 92y + Ag® C if and
only if Z = Zy+ oC for some o € h' F(A).

Proof. (i) Formula (28] is obtained by substituting J* = Z% + A; y* in Lem.
44 (i) and using that Z¥ = Z.k'j ;- Formula (29)) follows from Def. 2141 (i)
and the 2-homogeneity of Z (the underlying spray of N” is G). Finally,
formula (30]) is obtained by substitution in Lem. [£4] (iii) of the term

2Lanijk —2 Cija jka - j/f, Gaj — j]g.j Gia
=2 Lanijk -2 Cija ( .0]2 + Ak ya)
— (2% + Ak v + Ak 67) gaj — (2% + Ak v* + Ar %) gia
using C;jq y* = 0 yields the result.
(i) From (28)), one computes

Tork, y” = — Ay yF + A yF — Ay oF = - <Abyb)_i yF 2 Ayt — Ay yP oF,

(32)
Tord, y® = — (n — 1) Ay y®
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(the 0-homogeneity of A and the 1-homogeneity of Ay were used). Substi-
tuting A y° back in (32)), multiplying everything by (n — 1) and rearranging

produces (31)).
(iii) This follows from applying to sprays G and Gg of the form

9. 0
Theorem 4.7. N € Sol(A) if and only if it is of the form N = NI 4

Z + A® C for some Z € 2T (M) such that NE + OZ € Sol™(A) and
A€ hOT2(My). In such a case, (Z,A) is unequivocally determined by N as

1 ;
ZJ:§JC{y“—B§y“y% A; = Lan; + B + (B y*)

where J := N — NL and B7 is defined by 22).

(33)

)

Proof. We observe that, using the 1-homogeneity of J, the affine equation
1)) can be rewritten as

' . , 1. .
! = (Lang + B7) (5057 =y 61) + 5 (72 4°)

and that this allows one to derive the form of the general solution. Indeed,
using that Lan, y® = 0,

. , , 1
J} =Laniy’ + By = B y* o] + 5 (] v°)

T

. . , 1
=Lan;y/ +BY o/ — (B o), + (B y*) v/ + 3 (T2 y)
1 , .
- (5 Ty =Bl y* yj) + {Lan; + B + (B y*) , } v/,
i
which tells us that 7 = (N = N*) = 92 + A® C together with (33). Lemma
4.5 ensures that N = NF 4+ 0Z + A ® C is in Sol(A) if and only if the
symmetric part N 4+ 02 is.
We derive the uniqueness of the pair (Z,.A) from Prop. (ii): the
torsion of N = N L4+ 9Z 4+ A® C determines A, which in turn determines
0Z, and from here Z is determined due to its 2-homogeneity. (]

Now we characterize the elements of Soliym(A).

Proposition 4.8. NX 1+ 92 ¢ Soliym(A) if and only if Z solves

2
”‘; bezo-cozi-{m+n % ze2c,20) =0, ()
1

Lan; +

(n+2)%za—20aza—zg;:0. (35)

Proof. We restrict the affine equation (IZII) to symmetric connections (see
Lem. 4] (i)). As for these connections J?, — J] . = Tor}, = 0, using also
Lan, y® = 0, the equation reads

0 = (Lan, + BY) (5? Yl — 55) = (Lan; + BY) v/ — B y° 5f (36)

This is trivially implied by Lan; + Bl‘j = 0, but the converse is also true, for
taking the trace of (B6]) yields — (n — 1) BY y* = 0. Thus, recalling (22)) and
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writing JF = zZk ze +zZ2 =229

. - Sym
@ .. the equation describing Sol;”™(A)
is

n + 2 Ya

L

Clearly, (M)+(BE) are sufficient for this. However, they are also necessary:
(5) is obtained by contracting (B37) with 3 and using Lan,y® = 0, the
2-homogeneity of Z, and the 1-homogeneity of Z% . O

Lan; +

29— Cu 2%~ 2%, (= Lan, + BY) = 0. (37)

In Prop. B8 we have obtained two torsion-free affine equations with
somewhat complicated expressions. Next, we are going to formulate them in
a way that it is much more convenient for our main results (those of §al).

Definition 4.9. For Z € h27(M,), we denote

zZ . @ a __ g(Za(C) 1
0f =P 2N =S e hlF(4) (38)
and 5
K7 = R (2C.i 2°4+Co 2%,  KZ ehOT2(Ma).  (39)

Remark 4.10. Thanks to the (—1)-homogeneity of the mean Cartan tensor
and the 2-homogeneity of Z, one has the important property

KZy* =0,
exactly the same as for the mean Landsberg tensor.

Lemma 4.11. Nt + 92 € Soliym(A) if and only if Z solves

. . . 9 .
2'=20%y' — Lg" (o2 + KZ) + mL Lan’, (40)
(n+2)0% —2C, 2% — 2% = 0. (41)
Moreover, when assuming the form ([@Q) for Z, (#1l) reads
(7’1, — 2) O'Z — Lgab <0'_2';_b + ,Cf-b — m Lana.b> =0. (42)

Proof. In the notation introduced in Def. 9] (B3) becomes (4I]). For the
reexpression of ([34]) as (0], recall from §2.4] that
(L) =9 Ui
L/ L L L’
By completing L™y, Z% to a derivative of 0?2 = L™y, Z% and simplifying,
the left hand side of (34]) becomes

2
Lanl—i—%%z_ﬁ—CQZ@—{(n+2)%2a—2CGZ“}‘
1
2 2
:Lanl—l—%af7 n—2{— (%)_iZG—CaZ_‘;—(n+2)af+2(CaZG)_i
n+29m Ya Yi n+2 z
- Z0 4 (n42) ez _ :
SR A A e
+2C,. 24 Cy Z5 + Lan,,
_n+2y, Y n+2
5 £aZa (n+2)02f2— 5 oz
2
T K7 + Lan;.

2
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Thus, after multiplying by 2 (n 4+ 2) ! L and raising the index, (34) becomes

E0).
Let us reexpress (1)) as ([@2). For Z of the form

2

Z; = 202 y; — L (0’2; + ICZZ) + mLLania

using y;.; = gij and L.; = 2y;, one has
Zi-j :2% O'? + 20‘Z 9ij — 2 (0_2,27 + ICZZ) Yy; — L (O'_Zi_j + ’CZZ])
4 2

+ n—_}—2 Lal’li y_] + n——}—2L Lani -j
Using now the 1-homogeneity of 02, KZy* = 0 (see Rem. MKI0) and
Lan, y* =0,

2
9P 2,4 =20% +2n0% —20% — Lg% (Ui_b + ICf_b) + ) L g Lang

2
zZ b zZ Z
=2no —Lga <0,a_b+ICa_b— n—HLaDa.b> .

On the other hand, it is also true that
gab Za-b = gab (gac ZC).b = gab (2 Cabc 2° + Yac Zcb) =2 Ca z° + Z.(Z-
Taking into account the last two formulas, the left hand side of (@Il) becomes
(n+2)o% -2C, 2% — 22
2
b
=(n+2)o” — {Qnaz —Lg" (Ui-b +KZ, - Y Lana.b> } .
Thus, after simplifying and rearranging, (41]) becomes (42]). O

4.2. Pregeodesics and Ricci scalar of solutions.

Corollary 4.12. There is a well-defined projection
I1Y™ : Solz,(A) — Sol™(A),
N=N'+1+9Z+A0C— N 192,
with the following properties:
(i) For NF + Z e Soliym(A), the only symmetric representative of the
fiber (T8¥™) ™1 (NL 4 9Z) is NE 4 OZ itself.
(i) Two elements N,Ng € Solr(A) share pregeodesics if and only if they
are on the same fiber.
(i1i) The pregeodesics of N € Solr(A) are those of L only in case that
II%m(N) = NE.
(iv) All the representatives of a fiber share Ricci scalar.
Proof. TIY™ is well-defined due to Th. 417
(i) By Prop. (i), if N = N* + 0Z + A ® C is symmetric, then A = 0.
(i) N =Nl +9Z + A®C and Ng = NV + 92y + Ay ® C being on the
same fiber of II%™ means that Z = Zg, from where Prop. (iii) tells us

131t could be defined on any connection of the form N = N + 8Z + A® C with
Z € h®Ty(Ma) and A € h°T (M), for the argument that we used to prove the uniqueness
of (£, A) is independent of N being in Solz(A) (see the proof of the mentioned theorem).
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that they share pregeodesics. Conversely, if this happens, then Z = Z5+ o C
with NE 02, NL + 52y € Sol?™(A) and ¢ € h!F(A). By Lem. EII} both
Z and Zj solve (1), so
0=(n+2)0%-2C, 2% - 22

= (n+2)0% + (n+2) 0 —2Co (20)" = (20)%, — (0ay” + 005)

=(n+2) a2 —2(C, (Z20)" = (20)% + 0

=0
(the definition (B8] of 0%, C,y® = 0 and the 1-homogeneity of ¢ were used).
Thus, Z = Zy, which means that N and Ny are on the same fiber.

(iii) Suppose that N = N +0Z 4+ A®C shares pregeodesics with N”. This
time, Prop. (iii) gives us Z = pC and analogous computations to the
previous item yield ¢ = 0. From here, TI¥™(N) = IT1%™ (N’ + A® C) = N~.

(iv) This is due to Lem. O

Remark 4.13. Despite the notation, this projection IIY™ is not the same
as the canonical one of (always homogeneous) nonlinear connections onto
symmetric nonlinear connections; the latter is N = G + J — dG with G
the underlying spray of N. While N and dG actually share geodesics, they
do not necessarily share Ricci scalar.

Let us focus briefly on those N € Soly(A4) with TI%¥®(N) = N’ (ie,
0Z = 0 and, by homogeneity, Z = 0).

Definition 4.14. We refer to the elements of

<H8ym) -1 (NL) _ {NL +ARC: A€ hOleO(MA)} if Lan; =0,
0 otherwise,

as formally classical solutions of the affine equation (I9). Consistently, in

case that L is pseudo-Riemannian, we refer to those elements of (Hsym) - (N)
with A isotropic as classical solutions.

Remark 4.15. (Hsym)_1 (N) being nonempty is equivalent to N* being
in Sol¥™(A) and, in turn, to Lan; = 0 (see Rem. E2), which in particular

happens in case that L is pseudo-Riemannian. When (Hsym)_1 (NE) £ 0, its
elements have the form of the (underlying linear connections of the) solutions
of the classical Palatini formalism (see Rem. [3). The difference is that
our formalism allows for a non—pseudo-Riemannian I and an anisotropic A4,
hence the distintion between formally classical and classical solutions.

In Cor. 12, we have seen that the formally classical solutions are ex-
actly those that share pregeodesics with L. Their Ricci scalar is the metric
one Ric” and, when they do exist, the only symmetric one among them is
N’ itself. Their importance can be recognized also from the Physics view-
point. If one wants to model the free fall of particles in a Finsler spacetime
equipped with N, in principle they could choose between two different pos-
tulates: either particles follow N-geodesics or they follow L-geodesics. When
N is formally classical, at least the trajectories and measured proper times
coincide for both options.
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For these reasons, in the case Lan; = 0 it is natural to ask whether actually
all solutions are formally classical. In general, one can ask if there is only
one fiber (equiv., only one symmetric solution). This is studied in §5 where
a positive answer is provided in many cases of interest.

4.3. Metric compatibility conditions. When g and I' are isotropic, the
compatibility of the connection with the metric just means V};gij = 0. When
one further restricts to solutions of the classical metric-affine formalism, ei-
ther one of the conditions of vanishing torsion or V};gij = 0 suffices to select
the Levi-Civita connection; moreover, g% Vi g,;, = 0 also suffices [7] (18)].

In the general Finslerian setting, vanishing torsion together with Vggzj =
0 determines I' as the Levi-Civita—Chern anisotropic connection of g [28]
24), 20, [49]. Nevertheless, there are at least seven nonequivalent concepts
of metric compatibility that one could think of. Each one is given by the
vanishing of one of the following tensors, where we assume that N is the
underlying nonlinear connection of I':

Vi Vi 9ii» Viyi = Vida; v*, Vayi = Vige v
Vidan ¥y’ = Vil = VL =Vigay"y'.  vVigy, ¥ Vigi;
keep in mind that always Viy/ = 0 (Prop. 29), but Viy; := Vi (gja y*) #
9ja Viy®. When restricting to solutions of our affine equation, some metric

compatibility conditions select a single element of each fiber (Hsym) - (NL +

92), much like Torfj = 0 selects NF 4+ 9Z. This, in turn, has important
consequences.

Until the end of this section, we use that N is of the form NX +9Z + A@C
for some Z € h?T; (M) and A € hOT(My), which in particular holds true
whenever N € Sol,(A).

Lemma 4.16. For N=NL + 92 + A® C, one has

V(= Vg ") = — (2% gak + Yo 2%) — L Ai . — 2 Ai yi, (43)
VIL(= Ve y©) = 2y, 2% — 2L A;, (44)
(VPL)_k =2V Ny, (45)

Proof. In Prop. we showed formula (B0), from where ({3]) follows by
contracting with v/ and using Lan;y, y® = 0, Cpri y® = 0, the 1-homogeneity
of Z7, and the 0-homogeneity of A. Formula (44) follows from (43)) by doing
the same. Finally, from comparing the vertical differential of ([44]) with (43]),
and using y; . = gjr and L., = 2y, formula (@) follows. O

Proposition 4.17. The following are equivalent:
(i) VXL =0;
(ii) N is the underlying nonlinear connection of some anisotropic con-
nection I' for which V};gij = 0. In this case, one can choose Ffj =
Nf_j + ij with ij = g* VNgja/2;
(iti) VYy = 0;
() Aj = =y, Z2%/L.
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Proof. (i)=>(iii) By @), 2V}yx = (VL) , = 0.

(iii)==(ii) The condition VNy; = 0 implies that the chosen Q above
fulfills be y® = 0, so the underlying nonlinear connection of I' = ON + Q
is N. Then, V}; gij = 0 is obtained just by substituting our choice in the
general expression

Vibis = 0kgij — Ui 9aj — Tt Gia = Vi 9ij — Qi Jaj — QR Yia-
(see [®).

(ii))==(i) Note that for any I', such as the one above, the covariant de-
rivative of a function only depends on the underlying nonlinear connection
N. Together with L = gu y*y® and V37 = 0, this provides V%\IL = VZ-FL =
VEgrey?y© = 0.

(i)<=(iv) This is clear from (4.

O

Proposition 4.18. L is constant along N-geodesics if and only if A, y®* =
—2y, 2%/L. In particular, this is the case if V?IL =0.

Proof. Let v(t) be an N-geodesic, so that it solves

d5* T s LN
0=—"+2G — - 4N c
% (v, %) % T (7, 9)

G being the underlying spray of N. Then, using that v solves the above
equation,

d 4y .
S L(7, ) =390uL(y, ) + ——uL(7, 3
gr (7,9) =Y*0uL(y, %) + 7 (7, 9)

=30, L(7,7) = N¢(v,4)7°0aL(7:4) = 7V L.
Moreover, from (44)) and the 2-homogeneity of Z,
Y VAL = —4y, Z* — 2L A, y",

which concludes the first equivalence. In case that VNL = 0, by Prop. ELI7]
one has A; = —y, Z2%/L, and by the 2-homogeneity of Z, also A,y* =
2y, 29/L. O

Remark 4.19. From the beginning we assumed that the connections are
defined on A, where L does not vanish; however, L and N could be defined
further, on some set with vanishing L (as in the case of Def. 2.I8)). Then
Prop. M8 still applies to it. The conclusion is that the tangent vectors
to the N-geodesics starting at {L = 0} remain in {L =0} (and so the N-
geodesics starting at {L > 0} or {L < 0} remain in these sets as well). In
fact, this is true for the pregeodesics of N = N 4+ 9Z + A® C with arbitrary
A, for all of these N’s share pregeodesics with another one that is of the form
of Prop. .17 (see Cor. (1)). In the case of proper solutions, this result
will be improved by Th. B.I11

Next, we will not only use the form of N, but also that it is a solution of
the affine equation () (so Y™ (N) := NE 4+ §Z € Sol¥™(A) and Z solves
B4)+ (38, see Cor. EI2l and Prop. 4.8 respectively).

HMNotice, thus, that (iii)==(ii)==(i) is true for connections of arbitrary form.
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Proposition 4.20. For anyN =N:l4+9Z+ A®C e Solr,(A), the following
are equivalent:

(i) gab v%‘\Igab = O;

(i) Ay =—(n+2)y, 2%/ (2n L).

Proof. Contracting ([B0) with g%,

9P VNgwy = 2Lan; — 2C, 2% —22% . — 2n A; = —(n+2)%z;@—2nAi

(the 0-homogeneity of A and the fact that Z solves (B7) were used). O

Proposition 4.21. Let n > 3 and, for any N = NE4+9Z + AR C € Solz,(A),
consider the following conditions: Torfj =0, VEL =0, g% V}jgab =0. If
two of them hold, then actually N = N and the three of them hold. In
particular, this is the case when Vl,j 9ij = 0.

Proof. Due to Props. 46l @17 and E20] the conditions are equivalent to

Y n+2y
./42‘:0, Ai:—faz,%, AZ:—WTGZ%
respectively, so combining any two of them results in
O:&:%ﬂ,

and, by the 2-homogenity of Z,
Ya 259" = 2y, 2°.
With this, recall form §2.4] that
(&) _ Y5 _o5Y% Y
i

L L L L
SO
_ Ya a o <ya a) <ya> a __ <gia Ya yl) a Gia ~q
==Zl=(=2Z — (=) Z=—(=Z=—-2==2) 2= =22,
0 L L i L/ L L L L
As both Z and A vanish, N is the metric connection N¥. O

Remark 4.22. Imposing two conditions is required to select N* among
Solr,(A), whereas in the classical Palatini formalism only one suffices. While
V}j gij = 0 is enough to select the metric connection, in the Finslerian setting

this should be viewed as a fairly strong requirement, for not even N always
fulfills it (VEg;; = 2 Lanyji).

5. GENERAL RESULTS ON PROPER SOLUTIONS

The standard theory on differential equations is applicable to the local
existence of solutions of our affine and metric equations (Theorem B.8)), see
for example [52] in the analytic case. So, generically, one would expect a
high multiplicity of solutions, but these solutions would be defined only on
a neighborhood of some directions in the tangent bundle. However, a more
interesting behaviour occurs if one focuses on the global problem which arises
when all the elements can be properly extended at JA. Notice also that,
apart from its mathematical interest, this assumption will be relevant from
the Physics standpoint in order to consider lightlike geodesics.
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We will use two different types of techniques for these uniqueness results.
The first one relies on a weak hypothesis of analyticity and the second one
in the maximum principle. In both cases, the behavior of L at dA (or the
fact that A = () in the positive definite case) becomes crucial.

Along this section, we will work essentially in dimension n > 3, which
will be required for different reasons, and we will assume the existence of
a prescribed proper L (recall Def. 218 and Rem. ZI9). So, N* and the
other metric objects, such as G, Ric” and Lan, are also smooth at the
boundar. Accordingly, we work with the solutions N = N¥ 4+ 7 of the
affine equation ([I9) that extend smoothly to A (that is, such that J does).

Definition 5.1. Given the proper pseudo-Finsler metric L, we say that N
is a proper solution of (I9) if N € Solz(A) and it smoothly extends to all of
A. The set of these solutions will be denoted Solz,(A).

As a synthesis of §], keep in mind that the elements of Sol;, (A) are of the
form N = NV 4+ 9Z + A® C for some Z € h2T(My), A € hOTP(My4) and
that then ITSY™(N) := N* + 92 is in Solz(A) as well. In case that Z and A
extend smoothly to A, we will write Z € h*7} (M%), A € h°T? (M), and
analogously for anisotropic tensors of all types. The following result justifies
restricting further our study to symmetric (A = 0) proper solutions.

Proposition 5.2. Given N =N+ 9Z + A® C € Soly(A), it is in Soly(A)
if and only if Z € W2T8 (M%) and A € WOT(M). Consequently, [I8ym .
Soly,(A) — Sol¥™(A) maps Sol,(A) onto Sol3™ (A) N Soly,(A).

Proof. Trivially, the smoothness at 0A of Z and A suffices for that of N.
Conversely, if N is smooth on A, then so is its torsion, from where (BI))
shows that so is A (this uses that the canonical C = y® d, never vanishes on
A). Asnow N, N” and A are smooth on A, so must be 0Z =N-NL_ AxC;
by homogeneity, the smoothness of dZ anywhere is equivalent to that of Z
(because 2 Z¢ = Zi y%). For the last assertion, if N=NL +9Z 4+ A®C e
Solz(A), we have seen that the symmetric solution IISV™(N) = NL 4+ 92 is
smooth on A as well. O

Remark 5.3. The space of proper solutions of the affine equation is the
affine space Solf(A), which is equal to the proper solutions of (ZI)). Its
associated vector space given by the proper solutions of (23), that is, the
equation obtained from (ZII) dropping the Landsberg term (recall Def. AT
and Rem. [2)). From Prop. only the space Sol"™(A) N Soly,(A) will be
relevant for the issues of uniqueness. As this is also an affine space, our aim
will be to prove that W := Z — Z, will vanish whenever N* + Z NI 4 2, ¢
Soliym(A) NSoly(A). Taking into account Lem. EETT] the problem is reduced

to the uniqueness of YW = 0 as a solution of both eqn. ({@Q) setting Lan; = 0

and either (1)) or (42).

15This is checked just by looking at the coordinate expression ([d) of G* and recalling
that N¥, Ric® or Lan are constructed with derivatives of it). Note, however, that the
assumption of non-degeneracy of g at @A becomes essential.
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5.1. Fiberwise analytic solutions. Taking into account Rem. B3] let us
study the uniqueness of W on each fiber 4, C T,M, p € M. Let W €
h273 (Ma) and define 0"V € h1F(A), K" € hOT2(M,) exactly as in (B8],
9) recalling K} y* = 0 (Rem. EI0), so that W satisfies:

Wi =20"y' — Lg™ (¥ + K)), (46)
(n+2)0”Y —2C, W* — W2 =0, (47)

the latter interchangeable with
(n—2)o" — Lg® (¥, + KWY,) = 0. (48)

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that W solves ([@0)), [@T)) on A, it extends smoothly to
A andn > 3. Then, , W is divisible up to the boundary by all the powers of
L, that is, W = L" w for all v € N with W smooth ol A.

Proof. Reasoning by induction, let ¥ = 1. As the metric and W are smooth
on A, so are K (because of its definition (39)) and "V (because of (@T)).
Using this and n > 3, ([@X) shows that " is divisible by L: ¢"V = LoW
with 0" smooth on A. Substituting this in (46]):

wr :L{Qﬁyi—gm (JZV—{—/CZV)} — LW

with W smooth on A. Let us suppose that W is divisible by L” and prove
that W is actually divisible by L¥T!. We do this in five steps.

Step 1 : K" is divisible by L*~!. Indeed, if we substitute W = L” W on the
definition of K"V and use that L., = 2y;,

2 N N
KV = —— {1 Co W+ C, (L W)
n -+ 2 -
2 N N N
—_ {QL” Coi W+ Cy <21/L”_1 Wy + L Wf;)}
n —|— 2 (49)
_ v—1 IAa a
- n+2L (QLCMW F 20 Co Wiy + LGy W)
= v ’CWZ
with K smooth on A. From KWy =0 (Rem. EI0), it follows that
KW,y = 0. (50)

Step 2 : 0"V is divisible by L”. First, it is divisible by LY~

w Ya yaa Ya rv 75 v—1_w
o T w T w o
(by the definition (38) and the induction hypothesis). It follows that oW is
smooth on A and (3 — 2v)-homogeneous. Now, rewrite the terms appearing

16whenever an anisotropic tensor is said to be “divisible by L"”, we mean that the
quotient by this is a tensor that extends smoothly to 0A = {L =0}, as it is trivially
smooth on A = {L > 0}.
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in ([@8), first Eg/ab ICZ\_/b and then L g% ¢",. For the former, we use (50) in
the form ¢* KW, y, = 0 and again L.; = 2y;:

Lg® KW, = L g (L” Lew ) =Ly {2(1/— 1)L”’2167Vayb+L”’11€7Va.b}

=L gab ,/vaa-b-
(51)
For the latter,
UZV = <L”71 ;W> =2(r-1) L”*?;Wyi + vt ;W.i,
1
ol (v—1) (L™ 260 yz) + (L”_1 ;‘WZ> }
-
l/—l 2 LV 30Wyzyj+L” yZO'W + LY~ 2 gzy}

2(v—-1)L"" QO'WZyj 1 O’W.Z’.j,

and using that g?° y, y, = L and the (3 — 2v)-homogeneity of o"V
Lgo®, =2(v - 1)L {2 (v —2) L 26W + (3 — 20) LY "2V + nLHgfv}
+2(v—1)(3—20) LV 1oW + LY g oW 4,
= 4w —12L" oW 4 2n (v — 1) LV oW + LY g oW oy,

= 4w -12c"+2n (-1 +L"g® ;W.a.b.
(52)

Substituting (5I)) and (52) in (48) and rearranging yields
{4(u—1)2—2n(y—1)+(n—2)} W LY ab( b+ KW, b)

The polynomial 4X? — 2nX + (n — 2) on X has no integer roots whenever
n # 221 Thus, as required,

oW = L"eW (53)

with o smooth on A. Tt also follows that o™ is (1 — 2v)-homogeneous.
Step 3 : K" is divisible by L”. From the penultimate equality on (Z9),

;ciW:_ " Lv— 1<2LCMW + 20 G yz+LCbWb) (54)
n

So, it suffices to show that C, We is divisible by L. Rewriting (40 using
induction,

n n27 n . . .
1Tts roots are X = w7 so if either of them was an integer, then n? — 4n + 8

would be a perfect square, say n? — 4n + (8 - m2) = 0 with m integer. This would mean
that n = 24+ v/m2 — 4, so m? — 4 and m? would be two perfect squares differing by 4.
This is impossible unless m? = 4, which corresponds to n = 2.
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As Coy® =0,

CoW® = o1 Co, — o1

Now we need to check that both C*¢¥’ and C®KYY are divisible v times.

For the former, we use (B3) and C*y, = 0:

cr KW,

cr oW = o (L” ﬁ) — o <2VL”1§W Yo + L”;W_a> — [V W,
a
For the latter, again we use (54) and C%y, = 0:

92 — — —
CY = —— L7 (2L O Cyp g WP+ 20 Gy WP Gy + LCCy W)
n+2
_ 2 L”<2C“C WP 4+ o C W’)
T2 b-a bVVal -

n

Going back, these substeps and Rem. [£10] prove the divisibility

KW =LKW with KW,y = 0. (55)

Step 4: 0" is divisible by L**!. Now that we know that ¢V = L¥ oW

and KV = LY KW, we turn our attention back to (@S). The analogous
computation to that on (GI), this time using (55]), shows that

Lg® KW, = L g KW, 4.
The analogous computations to those leading to (52), this time using the

(1 — 2v)-homogeneity of ;VV, shows that

Lg% U?;\{b = 126" 4 2nva”V + LV g oW .

Substituting these in (48] and rearranging yields

{4y2 —2nv+ (n — 2)} oV = vt gab <;W.a.b + I/C\V/Va.b> ,

and the inexistence of integer roots of 4X? — 2nX + (n — 2) yields the divis-
ibility

oV = LVTloW,

Step 5 : W is divisible by L¥*!. Substituting ¢"V = LV+1;'W, KW = LV KW

=

in (46)) and computing, one gets Wi = L**1 W with W smooth on A, which
completes the proof. O

Remark 5.5. Assume that NV + 92 ¢ Soliym(A) N Soly,(A) (so that Z €
h*7 (M) solves ([0), (41])) and that Lan; is divisible up to 9A by L”, where
v € NU{0}. Then the argument above proves that Z is divisible by L**!.
In particular, Z always is divisible by L.

Definition 5.6. We say that an anisotropic tensor 7' € h*T] (M) is fiber-
wise analytic on A if it is analytic when restricted to every A_p CT,M.
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Remark 5.7. In coordinates, T is fiberwise analytic when all T} (2, y)
are analytic in ¢. In particular, this property holds for most explicit pseudo-
Finsler metrics, L = L(x,y), such as pseudo-Riemannian or Randers ones.
This notion does not require of any additional analytic structure to be well-
defined: each T, M has a canonical one as a vector space. By contrast, the
notion of being analytic on A does. Anyway, obviously, “analytic” implies
“fiberwise analytic”.

Theorem 5.8. Assume that the proper pseudo-Finsler metric L is of non-
definite signature and n > 3. Then there exists at most one N =N +02Z €
Soliym(A) N Sol(A) such.that the spray difference —2 2 = G — (iL (equiv.,
the connection difference 0Z = N — N¥) is fiberwise analytic on A.

Proof. The analyticity (resp., fiberwise analyticity) of —2 Z is equivalent to
that of OZ because this is constructed with fiber derivatives of Z but also
—2Zt = —Z 42

Let Ng = NL 4+ 92 be another solution with the same properties. Then
W = Z — Z is fiberwise analytic on A too. By Prop. .2, W is smooth
there, and by Lem. MII] it solves (@0)+ (7). For all v € N, Lem. [(.4]
allows us to write W = L” W with W smooth on A. After restricting this to
each A_p, when one computes the vertical derivatives of the functions W' by

induction, it becomes clear that WY . . ~=LT; .  withT} . = a

smooth function on A_p. This shows that all derivatives of all orders vanish on
A, ={veA,: L(v) =0}. Now we develop W’ in Taylor series on an open
subset of A_p around some v € 0A, (this exists due to the signature being
non-definite). Clearly the analytic W' vanishes on that open set and, as A,
is connected, it vanishes on all of A,. Thus, Z, = 20]p +W, = ZO’p' O

Corollary 5.9. With the hypotheses of Th. [2.8, in case that L (equiv., g)
is analytic on A, there exists at most one symmetric and proper solution
N = NX 4 0Z of the affine equation (I9) analytic on A.

Proof. The analyticity of L is equivalent to that of g by the analogous rea-
soning as in the theorem above. In case that L is analytic, so are G* and
N = OGL (recall the coordinate expression (Id)), so the analyticity of
N = NX 4+ 9Z becomes equivalent to that of dZ and implies its fiberwise
analyticity. Thus, Th. (.8 applies. (|

Remark 5.10. The techniques above can be used to obtain nonexistence
results for fiberwise analytic solutions in some cases. Namely, if Lan; is
not 0 but it is divisible by all the powers of L (what implies that Lan; is
not fiberwise analytic on A), then no proper solution N = N* 4 dZ with Z
fiberwise analytic can exist (indeed, by Rem. such a Z would be divisible
by all the powers of L too and the same argument of Th. (.8 would prove
that Z = 0, contradicting Lan; # 0).

A relevant issue is whether the N-geodesics will be defined on all the
L-lightlike directions, which becomes obviously important for physical inter-
pretations in Lorentzian signature. We will take advantage of the fact that
Z is always divisible by L (Rem. [ to prove that every symmetric and
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proper solution of the affine equation (I9]) shares its lightlike geodesics with
L, notably with their parametrizations included. In the Lorentz-Finsler case,
they are the cone geodesics of the cone structure naturally associated with
L |27, Th. 6.6] with distinguished parametrizations. Recall that the tangent
vectors to the L-geodesics starting at A = {L = 0} remain in 0A (this, for
instance, follows from Prop. 118 by taking Z = 0 and A = 0).

Theorem 5.11. Let N = NL + 92 € Soly"™(A) NSoly,(A). Then the unique
N-geodesic starting at each v € A coincides with the corresponding (light-
like) L-geodesic.

Proof. We saw that Z = L Z with Z smooth on A. Let ~(¢) be the unique
L-geodesic with initial condition 4(0) = v, so that it solves

dAt »
= t2(G5) (@) =o0.

Then L((t)) = L(v) = 0 and Z5) = L((t)) ZNA/(t) = 0, allowing us to write
dﬁi [ i dﬁi i
0=—-+2(G") (3()) +22'(3() = - +2G'(3(1)).

Recall that G is the underlying spray of N, so 7(¢) turns out to be the
N-geodesic with initial condition v. O

Remark 5.12. Although we have been working with proper metrics, as
far as the results of this section [5.1] are concerned, this assumption can be
somewhat weakened. Indeed, assume only: (i) each fiber 4, (p € M) is
connected and L # 0 on it; (ii) L extends smoothly to some conic B with
ACBCACTM\O and g is non-degenerate therein; (iii) each B, \ 4, is
nonempty and formed by L-lightlike directions. Accordingly, consider those
N=NL4+9z ¢ Soliym(A) that extend smoothly to B. Then Ths. (.8 and
BIT] as well as Rem. 510 still hold true. Moreover, Lem. 5.4 and Th. B8
could straightforwardly be stated for a single fiber B,. Summing up, the
point here is that the techniques of this subsection do not really require of
any global hypothesis at the boundary of each A,, but only the existence
at each point of a lightlike direction to which L and N can be smoothly
extended. By contrast, those of the next subsection will actually require of
solutions defined on the whole A_p.

5.2. Results from scalar elliptic PDEs. Inspired by (20) and (42]), we
consider the equation

kf —Lg™ fap=0 (56)
with parameter x € R. This time we emphasize its study on each single
fiber A, (p € M) and we work in coordinates adapted to its homogeneity.
Thus, regard (by restriction) f as an a-homogeneous smooth function on
A, and take another positive 1-homogeneous function r there (in particular,
we will take r = F}, = \/L_p later). Consider the smooth [ hypersurface
¥' = {r =1}, so that

=R" xX* vzrvL.
Ay =R x5, (). ;1)

18Regarding (also by restriction) (y',...,5") as linear coordinates on T,M D A, by
homogeneity one has dr,(CY) = y*(v) r.a(v) =r(v) = 1 #0 for v € B* C A,,.
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The indices ¢, d will run in the set {1, ...,n — 1}. Take coordinates (2%, ..., 25 *
on X¥. Together with the natural coordinate on R, they induce coordinates
on A, These turn out to be (r,z}, ..., 2% "), where the z5’s are the 2§’s
extended by 0-homogeneity:

We refer to (r, 24, ..., szl) as generalized polar coordinates.
By the 1-homogeneity of r and the 0-homogeneity of the 2’s,

Oor 025

\% A

C' =y 0y =y <8ya Or + Oy 3Z§> =ro

on A,. For vy € ¥¥, one straightforwardly checks that (v, Bzé N 32371 )
Vo V0

. . 1

is the dual basis of (dr,,, (dz}él)vO ) (dzj}l )vo)’ SO (9% = 82154 . From

now on we will not distinguish between the zy, and the z4, denoting either
of them by z. For f, being a-homogeneous means that

flr,2h 2" = fer(2h, L 2 e,
so 0,z f is a-homogeneous as well.

Lemma 5.13. Let n > 2. Any a-homogeneous solution f of ([G6) on A,
must be f =0 in any of the following two cases:

(A) L is Lorentz-Finsler, f extends smoothly to A,, k # 0, a < 2, and
k < a(a+n—2) with one of these inequalities being strict.

(B) L is Finsler (thus Ay = A, = T,M \ 0) and k > a(a +n — 2).

Proof. Case (A) . First, rewrite (58) on A, in terms of F = +/L(> 0),
f

K — Froagbs =0, (57)
and this expression in terms of
= f
f= Fa’

Using F; = 4 /F, 9 yayp, = F? (§2.4)) and the 0-homogeneity of f,

fi= (Faf> =aF* 2 fy; + F* f;,

i
fij=a {(04 — ) P fyiy + FO 2y fy+ Fa72fgij}
+aF* 2§, yj + F° ]?-i-ja
Frogb fov=a(a+n—2)f+F2 ¢ fas.
Substituting this and rearranging, (57)) reads
—Lg” far—{a(a+n—2) =k} [=0. (58)

Now, rewrite (58) in generalized polar coordinates (r,z',...,2""1) with
r = F,, so that X¥ is the indicatrix of L at p and (z!,...,2""1) are global
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coordinates on X' with values in a relatively compact domaind D C R1
which then are extended to A, by 0-homogeneity. Using 9 = r~*CV and

(Cv(f) = 0 (0-homogeneity of f),
~ -~ or  ~
i =0,f=—==0¢
fi= 0,0 = 55 0T +
Using that 8Zafis 0-homogeneous too,

~ 92° | ~ 022° ~  0z° ~
0%2¢ S 02f 0924,
= oy " oy o el

026 ~ 02° . ~
a—yi ach —_— a—y/[/ ach-

From these,
2 ¢ c d
z ~ 0z¢ 0z
O f + Lg™ == 2
0%2°
Oy Oyb
0%2°
Oy Oyb
Substituting this, (58] reads

b7 _ b r3
Lga fab - Lga aya ayb zaz‘i'f
c d
0z¢ 0z P27
aya ayb 2624

=Lg*® 8.of + Lg ' (dy®, dy’)

= Lg® Ouef + Ly (d2",dz") 02, af .

82 ~C -
8,
dy* Ay® / (59)

—{a(a+n—-2)—kr}f=0.

~Lg Y(dz%,d2%) % _if — Lg™

To check that the matrix ¢~'(dz® dz%)sr is negative definite, notice that,
for each vy € X7, gy, is of signature (+,—,...,—), the radial direction vy
is positive definite and g,-orthogonal to Ty X, = Span {01y, ..., On—1]u, }
and the g,,-flat isomorphism maps T,,X, into Span {dz%o, ceey dz{}o_l}.

The restriction fsr satisfies (59) on its domain D with L = 1:

c 1 .d ~ 022° ~
g A2, de D) 02 For — (g =22 ) B far
g ( zZ 9 zZ )2 Zczdfz g aya ayb or fZ

—{a(a+n—2) -k} for =0.

(60)

This equation is uniformly elliptic on compact subsets, as —g~(dz¢, dz%)sr
is continuous and positive definite (see [18, Ch. 3]). Moreover, one of our
hypothesis is — {a (o +n — 2) — k} < 0, thus, the classical maximum prin-
ciples [I8, §3.1 and 3.2] will be applicable to its solutions. In particular,
a standard application of the weak maximum principle [I8 Th. 3.3] shows

that fgr and fp = 0 are equal if fgr is continuous and vanishes on 0D. These
conditions follow from (57) when o < 2 (recall that F?>~* vanishes on 94,
and f is smooth therein by hypothesis), while if o = 2, (57) still implies that

1954 ‘A, is contained in an open half-space determined by some vector hyperplane
II, C T,M (Rem. 219 (B)), any hyperplane =), contained in that half-space and parallel
to IT, will be intersected exactly once by each ray in A,. These points give D C 5, and
its boundary 0D, which is the intersection of the cone 0A, with =j.
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f is smooth on A_p and the result follows from (59]) using the hypothesis of
strict inequality for k.

Case (B). Now, the coordinates (z!,...,2"~1) cannot cover the whole in-
dicatrix X' (which is compact) but, if fzr is not constant, we can take
them around any maximum wv,, € X' where fgr is not locally equal to
¢m = fer(v;). Reasoning as in the case (A) , one arrives at (5J) and
(say, after an overall change of sign) strict uniform ellipticity follows from
the new hypothesis on k. If ¢,;, > 0, a direct application of the strong max-
imum principle [I8 Th. 3.5] shows that fgr has to be locally equal to c¢y,.
So, fgr must be constant and, by (B9), equal to 0. If ¢, < 0, reason with

—fer. O

In Th. B8 we obtained a general uniqueness result for solutions of the
torsion-free affine equations (0), ([I) under the hypothesis of fiberwise-
analyticity. As a first application of Lemma 5.1, this hypothesis is dropped
in some particular cases.

Theorem 5.14. Assume that L is Lorentz-Finsler and n > 3. If N =
NE + 92 € Sol3Y™(A) N Solr,(A) and

2C,.; 294 C4 25 + Lan; =0, (61)
then actually Z =0 and thus Lan; = 0.
Proof. Using the notation (39)), the hypothesis (61]) means

2
Z'Z = m Lani.
Thus, the equations (40), (41)), (42) read, respectively,
Zi =207y — Lg"“0Z, (62)
(n+2)0? = —Lan;, (63)
(n—2)o% —Lg*®cZ,=0. (64)

The function f := 05, which is smooth on A, by (G3)), solves (B8] on A,
with parameters a = 1, Kk = n — 2 (by (64). Applying Lem. BEI3 (recall
Kk # 0 as n > 3) yields O';)Z = 0, for all p € M. Thus, (62)) yields Z = 0.
Finally, recall Rem. N% being in Solz(A) implies Lan; = 0. O

Corollary 5.15. If L is Lorentz-Finsler with vanishing mean Cartan tensor
(C; = 0) and n > 3, then its associated nonlinear connection N¥ is the

unique element of Soliym(A) N Soly (A).

Proof. As the mean Landsberg tensor can be written as a derivative of C; (see

[49, (6.37)]), the hypothesis (61]) follows trivially and Th. .14l applies. [

Remark 5.16. In |39 Remark 5.3|, the relevance of the condition C; = 0
in the study of alternative Finslerian Einstein equations is stressed, namely,
it guarantees the symmetry of certain Ricci tensors. In the positive definite
case, Deicke’s Theorem [5) Th. 14.4.1] establishes that the only Finsler met-
rics with C; = 0 are the Riemannian ones. The Berwald-Moor metrics [4] are
improper Lorentz-Finsler counterexamples, as they cannot be properly ex-
tended to 0A; as far as we know, no proper Lorentz-Finsler counterexamples
appears in the literature.
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In Lem. 5.13] the case (B) provided a positive definite version of the case
(A). However, it did so for k > a (a + n — 2), which is the opposite inequality
arising in the proof Th. [5.I4t this prevents a result for Finsler instead of
Lorentz-Finsler metrics. However, we are going to prove that the uniqueness
of solutions in the Riemannian case can be obtained by means of a further
study of the Laplacian of f, that is, the solutions in the Riemannian Palatini
approach agree with those in the Finslerian Palatini one. For the following
result, recall that in the case of Finsler metrics, A = TM \ 0; hence, all the
corresponding solutions of the affine equation (I9) are trivially proper.

Theorem 5.17. Assume that L is (positive definite) Riemannian and n > 3.
Then N is the only element of Soliym(A) = Soliym(TM \O0).

Proof. Let N = NL 4+ 92 ¢ Soliym(TM \ 0). By using, in Lem. [I1] the
vanishing of the mean Cartan and Landsberg tensors, Z solves
Zi =207y — Lg"“0Z, (65)
(n—2)o% — Lg® o2, =0. (66)
When rewritting (66) in terms of

— O.Z
0% =— ¢ hF(TM \ 0)

(put « =1 and k =n — 2 in (B]))), one gets
Lg®oZ .+ 0% =0, (67)

which in turn can be restricted to each T,M \ 0. This time, g, is just a

positive definite scalar product on T, M, its indicatrix being a round sphere:

¥ = {veT,M\0: L(v) =1} = S" 1. Thus, ¢ 92, , is the Laplacian
p - Yy

of the Euclidean R" and, as 0%, is 0-homogeneous, it is well-known [50}
Prop. 22.1| that

)~ —
(ga O-Z'a'b>gn71 = ASn—lO'Z.
Because of this, (67) restricted to S*~! becomes
— Agn-10%2 =02, (68)

The set of eigenvalues of —Agn-1 is

Spec(—Agn-1) ={r(r+n—-2): v e NU{0}}
(|50, Th. 22.1], we follow the conventions of this reference). Asn > 3, then
1 ¢ Spec(—Agn-1) and 02 = 0, as it solves (68)). Thus, Z = 0 from (63)), as
required. O

The following last consequence of Lem. [5.13]is relevant for the consistency
of the metric equation (20)).

Theorem 5.18. Let L be Lorentz-Finsler and N any nonlinear connection
(non-necessarily in Soly,(A)) which extends smoothly to A. If the Ricci scalar
Ric of N satisfies, for some k < 2n,

kRic — L ¢ Ric.qp = 0,
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then actually Ric = 0. In particular, if n > 3 then the variational metric
eqn. 20), (n + 2) Ric — L ¢® Ric.qp = 0, implies Ric = 0.

Proof. f := Ric, is a-homogeneous for a = 2, smooth on A_p (due to the
hypothesis on N) and solves (56) on A, for k. Thus, Lem. B.I3] applies for
the chosen k. O

Remark 5.19. (A) This result can be applied to pairs (N, L) which solve the
variational equations. Recall that the Ricci scalar is equal for the solutions
obtained starting at one N and making an A-translation in the space of
solutions N + A ® C (Prop. [0). This ensures the consistency of such
solutions as in the classical Palatini case [7]. In particular, when N* is a
solution (i.e., when Lan; = 0), Ric becomes Ric’.

(B) In any dimension n > 3, the classical vacuum Einstein equation for

pseudo-Riemannian metrics L(z,y) = gqp(2) y® 3° can be expressed as
4Rick — L g™ Rick , =0

(contract both of its indices with C, and use (1) and (I2) with the Levi-
Civita connection). Thus, when interpreted as an equation for pseudo-Finsler
metrics, this one would be the most direct extension of the Einstein equa-
tion. Notice that Th.[B. I8 also applies to it, so for any proper Lorentz-Finsler
metric it is equivalent to Ric” = 0 as well. From a technical viewpoint, it
is quite remarkable that this is a nontrivial Finslerian result which requires
Lorentzian signature, while in the classical pseudo-Riemannian case an ele-
mentary algebraic argument suffices in any signature.

(C) The variational equation studied by Hohmann, Pfeifer, Voicu and
Wohlfarth [21] [46] agrees with our metric equation when Lan; = 0 (in any
dimension)?]. The discrepancy when Lan; # 0 may be interesting, at least
from a mathematical viewpoint. As we have seen, in this case no solution N
of our affine equation can have the same pregeodesics as N” and it is not clear
the role of N” then. However, no matter the affine solution one chooses, our
metric equation is the vanishing of its Ric. For the cited authors, however,
it is a more complicated one which involves L and Lan.

(D) Th. I8 also complements previous results obtained for the metric
nonlinear connection of certain Berwald metrics [I7, Th. 3|, [20, Prop. 4].
The conclusion of our theorem holds even though the metrics there cannot
be extended to JA as properly Lorentz-Finsler.

(E) Previous comments strongly support that the natural generalization
of Einstein vacuum equations must be the vanishing of the Ricci scalar for
some solution N of the affine equation. When Lan; = 0, N would be a
distinguished solution which, in fact, it would be the unique symmetric one
under the mild conditions studied before. Let us point that Ric® = 0 as
a vacuum equation was first proposed by Rutz [48] and has been further
studied in some cases [38].

20Formulas (77) and (79) in [21] are immediately generalized from dimension 4, yielding
the terms — (n 4+ 2) Ric® and L g°® Ric’, , respectively, while it can be checked that (78)
there still yields only terms that vanish when the mean Landsberg tensor does.
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5.3. Recovery of the classical solutions. Finally, let us restrict our at-
tention to pseudo-Riemannian metrics and affine connections (or, equiva-
lently, linear N’s, N¥(z,y) = T'% () y*). Then the solutions of the Finslerian
metric-affine formalism (described by (I9), (20])) are exactly those of the clas-
sical one. This fact will be proved directly, even though we will give some
hints to regard it as a corollary of our results in §5.1] and §5.2] which go
way beyond the classical case. Keep in mind that the isotropic I'’s solving
the classical metric-affine formalism [7, (17)] can be identified with their un-
derlying linear N’s, so in Def. T4l we refer as classical solutions to those
N = N + A ® C with L pseudo-Riemannian and A isotropic.

Theorem 5.20. Assume that L is pseudo-Riemannian, N is linear and n >

3. Then one has N € Solr(A) if and only if
N=N'+A®C

for some isotropic A. For these connections, Ric = Ric” and (N, L) solves
also the metric equation [20) if and only if L solves the classical (vacuum,)
FEinstein equation

Ricl = 0.

Proof. L being pseudo-Riemannian, Lan; = 0, so N* € Solz(A) (Rem. Z2)
and N¥ + A® C € Sol;,(A) (Lem. E5)). Let us establish that these, with A
isotropic, are all the linear elements of Solz,(A).

Again because L is pseudo-Riemannian, N is linear ((NL)f(x,y) =
(T9 )fb (x)y® with T'Y the isotropic Levi-Civita connection), and because N =
N+ 0Z + A® C € Soly(A) is assumed linear too, A must be isotropic.
Indeed, from the definition it is clear that the torsion of the linear N is
isotropic, and from (31I),

2(n—1) A yk =(n-1) Torf“'b yb — Tor?, yk — Tor, yb 55,

2(n—1) (Ai.j yF Ay 5;?) = (n — 1) Tor; — Tor?, 6% — Tor?,; 6%

ai Y] aj Y

2n (n —1) A; = (n — 1) Tor§, — n Tory; — Tory; = —2n Tory;

(we vertically differentiated, contracted the indices k with j, and used the
0-homogeneity of A and the antisymmetry of Tor). A A
As A is isotropic, it follows that Z is quadratic: Z%(z,y) = ¢, (z) y* y°/2

for some isotropic and symmetric (1,2) tensor ¢. Indeed, formula ([29) for
the underlying spray G of N = NX 4+ 9Z + A ® C can be written as

1. 1 A A 1 .

5 Tan(@) v " = 5 (M) (@) y" " + 2'(@,9) + 5 Aa(w) Gy
and the symmetric part of I‘;. e — (I ); , — A;j 8 is an isotropic tensor.

Now, recalling that NF 492 SolSLym(A), one has two options. In a direct
manner, using that Z solves (@0), (A1), (#2]) and the vanishing of the mean
Cartan and Landsberg tensors,

(n+2)0% = 24 = 033",

a
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0=m—-2)0% - Lg%oZ,

1
_ (n o 2) O_Z o Lgab <_ Spcdyd>
n4+2 ¢ b

=(n—2) oZ ,
Z'=20%y" —~Lg 02, =0
(as n > 3). Alternatively, one can use that, as N L ig linear and Z quadratic,
also N* 4+ 92 € Sol(A) and Z is fiberwise analytic on A, so either Th. (.8
or Th. 517 (depending on the signature and again becuase n > 3) can be
applied 2} to conclude that N + 0Z = N-.
We have proven that if N € Sol(4), then N = NF + A ® C with A

isotropic. As this N shares fiber in Solz(A) with NZ, Cor. EIZiv) gives
Ric = Ric”. The metric equation (20) for (N, L) thus reads

(n + 2) Rick — Lg® Rick, = 0. (69)

However, once again as L is pseudo-Riemannian, Ric” is quadratic too. In-
deed, Ricl = ¥, y® y®/2 with ¥/2 being the (isotropic and symmetric) clas-
sical Ricci tensor of L (use (1) with the Levi-Civita connection). Thus, (69)
becomes

0=" ; 2 Wy (2) vy — L) g™ (@) <% Peale)y” yd) b
:n —Qi_ & !pab(x) ya yb - L(x’ y) gab(x) lpab(x)
— <n ; 2 Wei(x) — 9" (2) () gcd(x)> vy,

which is clearly equivalent to

n—+2

Wij — g Wap gij = 0.

By taking metric trace (and once again as n > 3), one sees that this one is
equivalent to ¥ = 0, but this is also true for the classical Einstein equation
Ric® = 0. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.21. As a last remark, recall that, apart from the classical so-
lutions, a pseudo-Riemannian L admits also the formally classical ones,
N = N* + A ® C with A anisotropic and 0-homogeneous. No other proper
solutions can appear in the Lorentzian and Riemannian cases, by Cor.
and Th. BT resp. For general non-definite signature, Th. .8 establishes
that there cannot appear other proper solutions with fiberwise analytic sym-
metric part TIY™(N).

2lThere would be the technical issue that in non-definite signature, one can regard
a pseudo-Riemannian g as a proper pseudo-Finsler L only locally in general. Namely,
under Def. 218 one chooses a certain connected A, at each point, but the usual pseudo-
Riemannian setting includes cases (i.e. non time-orientable Lorentzian metrics) where
such a choice cannot carried out. Anyway, the former approach of direct computations
avoids this issue altogether.



42 M. A. JAVALOYES, M. SANCHEZ, AND F. F. VILLASENOR,

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROP. (DIVERGENCE FORMULAS)

In order to prove ([IT), we will lift the anisotropic connection?3ON to a
linear (Koszul) connection VN for TA —s A. For this, recall |28, Th. 3],
[24, §4.4], and the N-horizontal and vertical isomorphisms (7)) and (I)) re-
spectively. One can regard the anisotropic ON as a vertically trivial linear
connection for VA — A as in 28] Th. 3|, resulting in

T (vY) = (VYY)
for X,Y € T3 (My). Imposing also
X (V1) 1= (VNY)"

and maintaining the vertical triviality, VN extends unequivocally (by linear-
ity) to act on any vector fields on A. Then, by construction,

VNG =N{jda, V3O =N 0., VYo =0,  V3d;=0. (70)

The torsion of VN is defined, for vector fields X, Y on A, by
Tor(X,Y) = VYY — VX - [X, Y]

Along the proof, the indices i, j, k will run in the set {1,...,2n} (i, j, k
remain in {1,...,n}) and the local frame (41, ...,9,, 01, ...,0y) is denoted by
(E1, ..., Eyy,) with the dual coframe (dx!,...,dz", dy!, ..., 5y™) being denoted

by (E',..., E?™). Putting, accordingly, %%EJ =: ff] E; and taking (70) into
account, it follows that

si_ JNE; (u k)= (i,j,k) or (i,j,k)=(i,n+jn+k), )
4 0 otherwise,
—_ “ ~ /\];)
while putting Tor (X, Y) =: X* Y’ Tor;; E;, it follows that
==k Sh ok

In a standard manner, we can express any Lie derivative
Lo (dp) = La(dp)(Er, ..., Bap) EY A . NE*™ = Lo (dp)g EY A ... N E*"

where

_ |det gi; (v)|

W= "Fwy

E'A . ANE™=1dug E* A ...\ E*" (73)

22This construction works for any anisotropic connection I" in place of ON. In particular,
taking I" as the Levi-Civita-Chern anisotropic connection of the metric [28], 24] 26] [49],
this justifies regarding Chern-Rund’s as a connection for TA — A.
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in terms of V. Indeed,

Lo (dp) g =Lx(dp(Ey, ..., Ea,)) Zdu By, ... LxE;, ..., Eay)
dME Zd,u El, [ ] ,...,EQn)

—X(dpg) Zdu Ey,..,VYE; — ﬁlgjx — Tor(X, E;), ..., Ean)

2n
=X(logdug) dur — Z du(..., X I’Z E;,..)
J=1
n .
+ Zdﬂ xz E: + rk X E,..)+ > dp(..., X Torj; By, ...)

= {X(log dup) — X' fzj + (Ei(xj) + sz 96%) + o ﬁzj} dug,
SO
div(X) dp
=Ly (dp)p EY A .. N E*

— {X(logduE) —x fjj + <Ej.(x3) + fj@ xi) + T&fj} dpg EY A .. N E?"

i1 N LTI ) 4y e
= {X(logduE) -X ng, + <E3(DCJ) + F;,%DC ) +X Tor;;} dp
(74)

(and note that <3C(10g dug) — X fzj) dp = %ggd,u).
One has the identities

Ey(det g) = det(g) g digay = det(g) (g™ Vigap + 2NL.,)
(using Jacobi’s formula for the derivative of a determinant and (§))),

oy o sen(l) oo sen(l) on _ sen(l)
Ei(F) = = 52 0L = == Vil = =

(using F = \/|L|, L = g y*y® and Vy/ = 0),
Enyi(det g) = 2det(g) C;,

VNG v o°

(using again Jacobi and the definition of the mean Cartan tensor), and

sgn(L
2 fg ) Yi
(using again F' = \/|L| and L.; = 2y;). From them and (73)), it follows that

Ei(dpg) <gab

Ei(logdup) = —— =

nl o, N
- = = Y 4+ 2N¢ 75
d,LLE 2Ly y> gab 1-ar ( )
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n+z(dME) Yi
—— = =2C;, —n=.
a0 Ci—n T (76)

We take X = X! = X E,. Using (75), (7I), (72) and the commutation
formulas ([I0]), we have

EnJri (log d,U’E)

n 1
X(logdug) = X° (g“b 57 Yy > Vi gap +2 XN,
0TS = T T — XN, - XONE, = 2 XN,

E:(X7) + I X! =Eq(X?) + Ep4q(X") + T X'+ TFe. X
=5, X%+ N2 X°©
=vNxe

0 f& _yl (f‘] - f‘] _ B [E E} ))

( ¢ pppte e prta E“([E;,Ea])—E”+“([E;,En+a})>

inta at n+as
=X (N2 + N = Ni o = da ([0, 6a]) = 69" ([ 6. 8 )
=X(2Ng .o = Ng.o = Ne.o)
=X°Torg,

/—\

Putting these together, ((74) proves (I7).
Now we take X = XV = X E,,,,. Using (76), and again (7)), (72) and
the commutation formulas (I0), we have

X(log dug) = (20 yL> Xe,

_x% fgj _ _\rx:g fa xz Fn-l—a _ _xc¢ Fa _ X°¢ Fn—l—a —0,

inda n+ca n+cn+a

E:(X7) + I’ X' =Ea(X%) + Ep4a(X") + T3 X' + I X = DX = X2,

i Torls =X (-1 - 2 ([ 5, B))
=x' (T2,

+ ot T T BB, B,]) — BBy Buva)) )

in+a ai n+ai
=X (=da*([de,0a]) — 0y"([ 00, 0u])
=0.

Putting these together, ([74) proves (EIEI) and yields the proposition.

2N otice, however, that (I8) is a purely vertical identity independent of N. So, it could
also have been proven by direct computation without any connection for TA — A.
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APPENDIX B. PROOF OF TH. [3.8 (AFFINE EQUATION)

When varying N by N(7), taking Rem. Bl into account, it is immediate
to check that

9 SPIN(7),L] = / 9 L™ ' Ric(7) du
97— pOT| g™ (77)
0
_ -1 > ;
= /DL ol Ric(7) du.
Using (@) and (@),

Ric(r) = y(rINa(r) (324" =y 0t) . o;(r)NE(r) = ;N () ~NJ(7) BNk (7);

here, §2 is Kronecker’s, in contrast to d;(7), which comes from N(7).

Let us express the derivative of §;(7)N¥(7) in terms of VN and Tor} y® =
(N, = NF )y =Nk, (609> — y° 5?). We do this by commuting 0|, with
0; and da,

0

| {HENI® ] =0y (V)= (8§ NN (V)] = 6 ()= ()5 N

=0

and then adding and substracting —N?_i (N’)Z + N;?_d (N’)? so as to obtain
the same terms as in (g]),
0

or 7=0

With this,

{BONEE) | = T ()] 4 N (V) = NE, (V) = NE, (V)

0
L™' =]  Ric(r)
or 7=0

= L7V (V) N (V) = N (N - N (N f (0" -0 20)
= LU (V) (0ry” —ymat) + N, (a2 =y el) (V)3

= L VY (N9 y¢ — L1 VY (N)S ¢ — L7 Tord, 47 (W)

(78)

Recall that, by Prop. 20 VN L = VNg,, y?¢*. Calling X := L~} (N')Z y© o, €
hO7 (M4) and using (1),

_ d
LY (NG
= V(L (N)§y) = V(LT (N) g v
) -~ n 1 d
— div(X™) — ! { (g“b -5V yb> Ve Gab + TorZa} v (N), (79)
_ d
+ L2y Vg y®y” (N')

. _ n+21 d
= div(X") - L7 { (g“b - T yb) V2 Gab + Toria} e (N).

2
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Analogously, calling Y := L™1 (N')§ y? 0. € hOTH (M),

L7V (N)S y?

. _ w nt21 o . (80)
= div(y") — 7! { (g P T yb) V2 Gab + Torca} y (N)5.
Substituting (79) and (80) in (78),
L1 % . Ric(7)
: : - a +21 a a c
— d1v(XH) — d1v(YH) _ ! { (g b 1M ; Zy yb> VcNgab + Torca}y (NI)Z

-~ n+21 _
+ L 1{(9‘“’— 5 Ey“yb> chgab+T0rga}yd (N')§ = L~ Tord, y* (N')5,.

Prop. also guarantees that, upon integration on P+ A, the divergence
terms can be discarded. Indeed:

/ div(X™) dy = —/ d(XP.dp) = - | XU.du

DT D oD

(analogously for div(YH")du) and, by the fact that N(7) is D-admissible
(Def. B7), X and Y vanish on (PT) ™" (8D), so X".du and YH_dy vanish
on 0D (see the comment at the end of Prop. 23] (ii)). The remaining terms,
substituting back in (T7), can be expressed as

2| o
5| 8°ING). 1

_ n+21
:/DL 1{<g“”— 5 Ey“yb> chgab+T0rga} (5§yd—yc5g> (N')g dn

- /D L~ Tor? 4@ (N')Z dp.

The field N’ € h1TH(My) with P*(Supp N’) relatively compact in PT A is
arbitrary: for any such N’| there exists a variation N(7) that has it as its
variational field (for instance, N(7) = N+7N’). Thanks to this, the standard
argument of the calculus of variations can be applied (on a D around each
P*tv € PTA). We conclude that the vanishing of all the 9. |, SP[N(7), L]’s is
equivalent to

n+21 ' ‘ ‘
{<gab -2 Ly yb> VN gy + Torga} (5;? W — e 524) — Torl 4" =0
(81)
on A.

The only thing that remains is to reexpress this in terms of J := N — N%,
Substituting (24]) and 7)) in ([8I]) yields the required equation (I9).
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ApPPENDIX C. PROOF OF TH. 3.8 (METRIC EQUATION)
When varying L by L(7), it is immediate that

0 D 0
_— SHYIN. [ — _—
87— =0 [ ’ (T)] A 87—

_/2
_Da’T

B L(7)" Ricdu(r)

{L(T)_1 Ric d,u(T)}

7=0
Ric 0
=— [ L' Ldu+ / L™ Ric — du(r).
/D L— D or =0
(82)
By ({4,
det g;;
du(ry = 19095 Ol 4 g,
L(r)2
We compute the derivative of this taking into account that
[ .. :_L/A, — L _:—L__lL/:
0T, _o 9:(7) 2 0T, ()2 9’

by Jacobi’s formula for the derivative of a determinant,

0 1 |det g;; det g::l =
5, ) = <§| ZE?Z]'gabL{“'b_g' eLgmLQlL/) dondy
7=0
1 ab 1/ n 1 I
=(z¢®L ,—=—L')dp.

Substituting in (82) and putting Ric := L~! Ric € hF(A),

0

n—+ 2
or

— 1 —
SPIN, L(7)] = 5 /D L’lRicL’d,u+§ /D Ricg® L, dpu.
(83)

Calling X := Ric g® L', 0, € h'T3H(M4) and using ([I8), g = —2C?, and
the 2-homogeneity of L',

7=0

Ricg® L/, , = X4 — g® Ricy L', — Ricg? L',

= div(XV) — R\izg“b <2 Cp,—n %) L{a — g“b R\iz.b L{a + 2Ric (@ L{a

= div(XV) +2nL 'Ric L' — g® Ric, L',
Calling Y := L' ¢ Ric., (%/Ehl’]al (M) and again using ([I8), ¢°¢ = —2C",
and the 0-homogeneity of Ric,

Ricg® L/, , = div(XV) + 2nL ' Ric L' — Y% + g® Ric, L' + g® Ric.qp L'
= div(XV) 4+ 2nL ' Ric L’ — div(Y")
+ g (2 Co—n yf) Ricy I —2CPRicy L' + ¢® Ricyp L'

= div(XV) — div(YV) + 2nL ' Ric L' + g® Ric.qp L.



48 M. A. JAVALOYES, M. SANCHEZ, AND F. F. VILLASENOR,

Substituting this back in (83) and dropping the divergence terms (by the
analogous reasoning as in Appendix [B),

0

| SPIN,L(r)

7=0

2 — — 1 —
__nt /L‘lRicL’du+n/ L‘lRicL’du+§/ g Ric.qp L' dp
D D D

2
_n—2
2

— 1 —
/D L*lRicL’dﬂ+§ /D g Ric.qp L' dp.

The field L' € h2F(A) with P*(Supp L) relatively compact and small
enough in PTA is arbitrary: for any such L', there exists a variation L(7)
that has it as its variational field (for instance, L(t) = L + 7 L"). Again,
the standard argument of the calculus of variations can be applied around
each PTv € PT A, concluding that the vanishing of all the 9|, 8P [N, L(7)]’s
is equivalent to

(n —2) L™ Ric 4 g* Ric.q = 0.
Finally, one straightforwardly rewrites
(n—2)L7! Ric 4 ¢® Ric.qp = — (n +2) L2 Ric + L™ g® Ric.q.;

indeed, the right hand side of this becomes the left hand side by the same
computations as in the beginning of the proof of Lem. B.I3] yielding the
required equation (20).
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