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Abstract

In this paper, (gradient) almost Ricci solitons on Finsler measure spaces (M, F,m) are
introduced and investigated. We prove that (M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton if
and only if the infinity-Ricci curvature Ricy, is a scalar function on M when M is compact.
Moreover, we give an equivalent characterization of (gradient) almost Ricci solitons for Ran-
ders metrics F' = o + /3, which implies that every Randers (gradient) almost Ricci soliton is
of isotropic Spp-curvature. Based on this and the navigation technique, we further classify
Randers almost Ricci solitons (resp. gradient almost Ricci solitons) up to classifications of
Randers Einstein metrics F' (resp. Riemannian gradient almost Ricci solitons) and the ho-
mothetic vector fields of F' (resp. solutions of the equation which the weight function f of
m satisfies) when F has isotropic Spgg-curvature. As applications, we obtain some rigidity
results for compact Randers (gradient) Ricci solitons and construct several Randers gradient
Ricci solitons, which are the first nontrivial examples of gradient Ricci solitons in Finsler
geometry.
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1 Introduction

Ricci solitons, which are a generalization of Einstein metrics, were first introduced by R.
S.Hamilton ([Ha2]). As self-similar solutions for Hamilton’s Ricci flow ([Hal]), Ricci solitons
have been studied intensively in the last twenty years ([CLN], [CK]). They often arise as limits
of dilations of singularities in the Ricci flow ([Ha3], [Se]). In turn, the study of almost Ricci
solitons, which are generalizations of quasi-Einstein manifolds related to the string theory, was
started by Pigola, Rigoli, Rimoldi, Setty in [PRRS]. Recall that an almost Ricci soliton struc-
ture (M, g,V') on an n(> 2)-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g) is the choice of a complete

smooth vector field V' (if any) satisfying the soliton equation

1
Ric +5Lvg = pg, (1.1)
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where p = p(x) is a scalar function on M, Ric denotes the Ricci curvature of g and Ly stands
for the Lie derivative in the direction of V. In the special case when V' = V f for some function
fon M, wesay (M,g, f) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar p, where f is said

to be a potential function of the Ricci soliton. In this case, the soliton equation becomes
Ric + Hess(f) = pg. (1.2)

When p is a constant, the corresponding (gradient) almost Ricci soliton is called a (gradient)
Ricci soliton with soliton constant p ([Cao]). There are a large number of references on Rie-
mannian (gradient) Ricci solitons (cf. [CK], [CLN], [Cao] and references therein). Recently,
some research progress has been made on Riemannian (gradient) almost Ricci solitons ([PRRES],
[BBR], [BGR], [DA] etc.). Ricci solitons are also closely related with Einstein field theory
([AW]).

As a natural generalization of Riemannian geometry, Finsler geometry has been received
more attentions in recent decades. Recall that a nonnegative function F' on the tangent bundle
TM is a Finsler metric (or structure) on M if (i) F is smooth on T'My := TM \ {0} and
F(z,y) = 0 if and only if y = 0; (ii) F(x,\y) = AF(z,y) for all A\ > 0; (iii) the matrix
(gij(z,y)) = (%(F2)yiyj) is positive definite for any nonzero y € T,M. A Finsler manifold
means a differential manifold M equipped with a Finsler structure F', denoted by (M, F). Given
a smooth measure m on M, the triple (M, F,m) is called a Finsler measure space. When F' is
only a function of z € M independent of y, it is Riemannian. In general, the measure m on
a Finsler manifold (M, F') can not be uniquely determined by F. A Finsler measure space is
not a metric space in usual sense because F' may be nonreversible, i.e., F(x,y) # F(z,—y) may
happen. This non-reversibility causes the asymmetry of the associated distance function and
the nonlinearity for gradient or Laplacian of a function on M.

Let (M, F) be an n-dimensional Finsler manifold. We say that a Finsler metric F' = F(z,y)
is an Finstein metric with Einstein scalar k if its Ricci curvature is isotropic, i.e., for any
(2,y) € TM\ {0},

Ric(z,y) = xF?(2,y),

where k = k(x) is a scalar function on M. Finsler metrics for which Ricci curvatures s are
constant (resp. zero), are said to be Ricci-constant (resp. Ricci-flat). Note that every Einstein
Riemannian metric must be Ricci-constant when n > 3 by Schur’s Lemma. However this is not
true in general in Finsler geometry except for some special Finsler metrics, such as Randers
metrics etc.. It is well known that S.S. Chern’s question is whether every smooth manifold ad-
mits a Ricci-constant Finsler metric? This question has already been settled in the affirmative
for dimension 2 because, by Thurston’s construction, every 2-manifold admits a complete Rie-
mannian metric of constant Gaussian curvature ([Be] for an exposition and references therein).
Much less is known about dimension greater than 2. To study Chern’s question, D.Bao in [Bao]

introduced an unnormalized Ricci flow for Finsler metrics ([Bao]):
di(log F) = —F~?Ric, Fli—o = Fy (1.3)

inspired by Hamilton’s Ricci flow in Riemannian geometry. Both sides of (1.3) make sense
on the spherical bundle SM. It is easy to see that Ricci-flat Finsler metrics are stationary

solutions of (1.3). There are a large class of solutions, called (Finslerian) Ricci solitons, may



be regarded as generalized fixed points for (1.3) (see §3 for definitions and more details). In
particular, (Finslerian) gradient Ricci solitons are related with the infinity-Ricci curvature Ricy,
introduced by S.Ohta ([Oh1]).

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, F,m) be an n-dimensional compact Finsler measure space. Then (M, F,m)
s a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k if and only if Rics = k with respect to m,
where k = k(x) is a scalar function on M. In particular, (M, F,m) is a gradient Ricci soliton

with soliton constant k if and only if Rics, = k with respect to m.

When F' = g is Riemannian, Theorem 1.1 shows that (M, g, f) is a gradient Ricci soliton
if and only if the co-dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature on the weighted Riemannian
manifold (M, g, e~/ dV,) is constant ([Li]). Because of the nonlinearity of (1.3) in y, the existence
and convergence of the solutions to (1.3) is open up to now. Although there are generalized
solutions (i.e., Ricci solitons) to (1.3), there are few results including nontrivial examples for
non-Riemannian Finslerian Ricci solitons except for [MZZ]. This is one of the motivation to
write this paper. Some nontrivial examples are very important to further study Finslerian
unnormalized Ricci flow (resp. Ricci soliton). Let us consider Randers metrics for simplicity.

Randers metrics are important class of Finsler metrics, which are expressed by F' = a + j,
where a = +/a;j(z)y"y is a Riemannian metric and 3 = b;(z)y’ is a 1-form with b := ||8]o < 1 on
an n-dimensional differential manifold M. They were originated from the research on the general
relativity ([Ra]) and have been widely applied in biology, physics and psychology, etc. ([AIM]).
In particular, Randers metrics are the solution of Zermelo’s navigation problem ([BRS]). To
state our results, we introduce some notations. We denote by “;” the covariant derivative with
respect to the Levi-Civita connection of o and use a;; to raise and lower the indices of b;, 7;;,

Sij, Ti, s; and y® etc., throughout the paper. Let

1 . X} 1 i . ik
Tij = §(bi;j + bj;i), rji= b’rij, Sij 1= 5(()2';]' — bj;i), SZ]- =a' Skjs

i

S5 = biS j

i o k i . ik . X'}
bZSZ'j, €ij = Tij + biSj + bjsi, tij = SikS 39 tlj = at tkja tj = bltij.

In the following, the index “0” means the contraction with y, for example, r¢ := rjyj , S0 = sjyj ,
roo 1= rijyiyj and eqy := eijyiyj etc.. Moreover, we always denote by V' a smooth vector field

on M through this paper unless otherwise stated.

Theorem 1.2. Let F = o + 8 be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold M and V
be a complete vector field on M. Then (M, F,V) is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar
k if and only if either (M, F,V) is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k, or
there are scalar functions ¢ = c¢(x) and 0 = o(x) on M such that V' is a conformal vector field

of o with conformal factor c, i.e., Vi.; + Vj,; = 4caij, and

e = 20(a? —p?), (1.4)
“Ric = (k—2¢)(a®+ %) +t',0° 4 2tg0 — (n — 1)0*(3a® — %)
+2(n = 1)o0B — (0 — 1)(s3 + s00) (15)

where “Ric is the Ricci curvature of o and og = 0,7y with
3(77, - 1)0’0 = 20,8 - ,Cv(ﬂ), (16)

here Ly, (B) is the Lie derivative of B with respect to the complete lift V of V given by (2.10)s.



Note that (1.4) is equivalent to that F is of isotropic Spg-curvature o, i.e., Spg = (n+1)oF,
where Spg stands for the S-curvature of F' with respect to the Busemann-Hausdorff measure
mpm (see Lemma 4.1 below). On the other hand, if (M, F, V) is a non-Riemannian almost Ricci
soliton, then L (a) = 2ca by Theorem 1.2. In this case, if V' further satisfies L, (8) = 2¢f,
then V is a conformal vector field of F' with conformal factor ¢ by Proposition 2.2 below.
Consequently, V' is homothetic by Theorem 1.1 in [HM] (also see Theorem 1.2, [SX]). Moreover,

o is constant by (1.6) when n > 2. Thus one obtains

Corollary 1.1. Let F = a+ 8 be a non-Riemannian Randers metric on an n(> 2)-dimensional
manifold M. If there is a complete vector field V on M such that (M, F,V') is an almost Ricci
soliton, then F' is of isotropic Spg-curvature and V is a conformal vector field of c.

Further, if V' satisfies Ly (8) = 2cf, then F is of constant Spy-curvature and V is a
homothetic vector field of F'.

In particular, when V' = 0, which implies that ¢ = 0, almost Ricci solitons are reduced
to Einstein metrics, called trivial Ricci solitons, and (1.6) implies that o is constant. Thus
we obtain an equivalent characterization for Einstein metrics, which was due to D.Bao and C.
Robles ([BR]).

Corollary 1.2. (/[BR]) Let F' = ac+ [ be a Randers metric on an n(> 2)-dimensional manifold
M. Then (M, F) is an Einstein metric with Einstein scalar r if and only if F is of constant

Spy-curvature o and
“Ric = k(a® + 2) + t';0% + 2tgo — (n — 1)o*(3a? — %) — (n — 1)(s3 + s0.0)- (1.7)

On the other hand, Randers metrics F' = « + § are solutions of the navigation problem

([ChS)). Let h = y/hij(z)y’y? be a Riemannian metric and W = W¥(x) 621- be a vector field

with ||W]|, < 1 on M. Then the solution of navigation problem is a geodesic of the metric F’

h(:c,%—wx) —1.

By solving this equation, one obtains a Randers metric F' given by

2 2 .
po VAEWG  Wo i

A B

satisfying

(1.8)

where W; := h;;W7J and A := 1 — [|[W]|?. Conversely, every Randers metric F' = o+ 3 on a
manifold M can be constructed from a Riemann metric h and a vector field W with ||[W||, < 1
on M ([ChS], [BRS]). We call (1.8) the navigation representation of F and (h, W) the navigation
data of F. F is Riemannian if and only if W = 0 and F' is of isotropic (resp. constant) Spp-
curvature o if and only if W is a conformal (resp. homothetic) vector field of h with conformal

factor —o ([Xing] or Lemma 5.1 in §5). Based on this and Corollary 1.1, we have

Theorem 1.3. Let F' be a Randers metric with the navigation data (h, W) on an n-dimensional
manifold M and V is a complete vector field on M. Then (M, F,V') is an almost Ricci soliton
with soliton scalar k if and only if either (M, F,V') is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton with

soliton scalar K, or there are scalar functions p = p(x) and o = o(x) on M such that h is an



FEinstein metric with Finstein scalar p, W is a conformal vector field of h with conformal factor

—o and V' satisfies

Ly(h*) = 2¢h* —6(n—1){(o;W"h* + ooWo} , (1.9)
Lo(Wo) = eWo—3(n—1){2(c; W)Wy — Ao}, (1.10)

where ¢ =k — p+ (n — 1)02 +2(n — 1)o;W* and V is the complete lift of V on T M.

There always exists a complete vector field V' on a compact manifold (see §2.2). In par-
ticular, when V' = 0, Randers almost Ricci solitons are just Einstein metrics (i.e., trivial Ricci
solitons). In this case, if F' is non-Riemannian and n > 2, then (1.9) implies that o is constant
by the irreducibility of A2 and hence ¢ = 0. Note that every Riemannian Einstein metric must
be Ricci-constant when n > 3 by Schur’s Lemma. Thus Theorem 1.3 is reduced to Bao-Robles’
result, which actually classify Einstein Randers metrics up to the classifications of Einstein

Riemannian metrics h and the homothetic vector fields of hA.

Corollary 1.3. ([BR?]) Let F' be a non-Riemannian Randers metric with the navigation data
(h, W) on an n(> 2)-dimensional manifold M. Then (M, F) is an Einstein metric with Einstein
scalar k if and only if h is an Finstein metric with Einstein scalar p and W is a homothetic
vector field of h with dilation —o, where p = k+(n—1)o2. In particular, k, p must be constants
when n > 3.

Similar to Corollary 1.1, one obtains the following result from Theorem 1.3. Its proof will
be given at the end of §5.

Corollary 1.4. Let F' be a non-Riemannian Randers metric with the navigation data (h, W)
on an n(> 2)-dimensional manifold M. If there is a complete vector field V' such that (M, F, V')
is an almost Ricci soliton, then h is Einstein and W is a conformal vector field of h. In this
case, F' is of isotropic Sgpy-curvature.

Further, if h satisfies Ly (h*) = 2ch? or W satisfies L,(Wo) = Wy with W2 # 3,
where ¢ is defined as in Theorem 1.3, then h is Finstein, W is a homothetic vector field of h
with dilation —o and V' is a homothetic vector field of F' with dilation 5. In this case, F is of
constant Sgy-curvature.

Corollaries 1.1 and 1.4 respectively give a sufficient condition such that F' is of constant
Spg-curvature. Under this condition, we can classify Randers almost Ricci solitons (resp. Ricci
solitons) (M, F, V') up to the classifications of Randers Einstein metrics F' and homothetic vector

fields of F' by Theorem 1.3 and Corollaries 1.3-1.4. More precisely, we have

Corollary 1.5. Let F' be a non-Riemannian Randers metric with the navigation data (h,W') on
an n(> 2)-dimensional manifold M and V be a complete vector field on M. If F is of constant
Spm-curvature o, then (M, F,V) is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k if and only if
one of the following statements holds.

(1) h is FEinstein with Einstein scalar p, W is a homothetic vector field of h with dilation
—o and V' is a homothetic vector field of F with dilation %c, where k = p+c— (n—1)d%. In
particular, both k and p are constants when n > 3.

(2) F' is Einstein with Einstein scalar v and V' is a homothetic vector field of F' with dilation

%c, where Kk = v + c¢. In particular, both k and v are constants when n > 3.



Conformal vector fields on a Randers manifold were studied in [SX]. In particular, the
authors give a classification of conformal (especially, homothetic) vector fields on an n(> 3)-
dimensional Randers manifold of constant flag curvature. Next we further consider the charac-
terization of Randers gradient almost Ricci solitons.

Given a smooth measure m on a Randers manifold (M, F'), the volume form dm determined
by m can be written as dm = e fdmpp for some smooth function f on M, where dmpy is the
volume form on M determined by the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mpy. In this case, f is
called the weighted function of m, here we regard mpy as a standard measure on (M, F'). When

F = g is Riemannian, dm = e~/ dVy, which is exactly the weighted measure on (M, g).

Theorem 1.4. Let F' = o+ 8 be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional measure space (M, m)
and f be the weighted function of m. Then (M,F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with

soliton scalar k if and only if there is a function o on M such that
eop = 20(a® —p?), (1.11)
“Ric = r(a® + B%) + 2tgo + t';02 — 2noo3
—(n —1) (8§ + s0,0 + 30%a? — 0?B%) — 2(sg + o) fo — Hessa(f)(y), (1.12)
with
(2n —1)(1 = b*)oo = o (1L + %) fo + fi(s'o — $'B) + fosb! + (s0 + 208)(f:b"), (1.13)

where fy, f.i; are respectively the first, second order covariant derivatives of f and Hess,(f) is

the Hessian of f with respect to a.. In this case, Spg = (n+1)oF . In particular, o is constant

if f satisfies
a(1+b%) fo+ fi(s'y — s'B) + f.o;b" + (so + 208)(fib") = 0. (1.14)

When « is constant, we can obtain an equivalent characterization for Randers gradient Ricci
solitons from Theorem 1.4. Recently, Mo-Zhu-Zhu also gave an equivalent characterization for
Randers gradient Ricci solitons (see Theorem 1.1, [MZZ]). However Theorem 1.4 is more refined
than Theorem 1.1 in [MZZ]. Moreover, when f is constant, (1.13) implies that ¢ is constant.
In this case, S = 0 and Randers gradient almost Ricci solitons are reduced to Einstein metrics.
Such a gradient Ricci soliton is also called a trivial Ricci soliton and Theorem 1.4 is reduced to

Corollary 1.2. In the following we give a navigation description for Randers gradient almost Ricci

solitons. We denote by “:” the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection
of h and let ) )
Rij = §(Wi:j +Wija),  Sij = §(Wi:j — W)

Similarly, we use h;; to raise and lower the indices of W;, R;;, S;; etc. and the index “0” means

the contraction with 3* throughout the paper.

Theorem 1.5. Let F' be a Randers metric with the navigation data (h, W) on an n-dimensional
measure space (M, m) and f be the weighted function of m. Then (M, F,m) is a gradient almost
Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k if and only if there are scalar functions p and o on M such that
(M, h, f) is a Riemannian gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar p, W is a conformal

vector field of h with conformal factor —o and f satisfies
(2n — oo = o fo — frS% — f.o;W, (1.15)
(0 —of)Wi=k—p+(n—1)02. (1.16)



In this case, Spg = (n+ 1)oF. In particular, o is constant if
o fo = fiS'y = f;W7 =0. (1.17)

Recall that F' is of constant Sppy-curvature o if and only if W is a homothetic vector field

of h with dilation —o. Hence, we have

Corollary 1.6. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.5, if F is of constant Spp-
curvature o, then (M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k if and only

if (M, h,f) is a Riemannian gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar p and f satisfies
o fo— frS" — fo;W7 =0, (1.18)

where p =k + (n — 1)o? + o fiW".
In particular, if df (W) =0 (resp. o =0), then (M, F,m) is a gradient Ricci soliton with
soliton constant k if and only if (M, h, f) is a Riemannian gradient Ricci soliton with soliton

constant k + (n — 1)o? (resp. soliton constant k), and f satisfies (1.18) (resp. f satisfies
fxS% + fojW7 =0).

In Riemannian case, every compact gradient steady or expanding Ricci solitons (M, g) is
Ricci-constant, i.e., g is Einstein with Ricci constant ([Ha3]). In this case, the function f is nec-
essarily constant. On the other hand, Perelman’s results claim that any compact Riemannnian
Ricei soliton is necessarily a gradient Ricci soliton ([Per]). Thus every compact Riemannian
steady or expanding Ricci soliton must be Ricci-constant. For shrinking Ricci solions, any two
or three dimensional compact shrinking Ricci soliton must be Ricci-constant ([Ha3], [Iv]). How-
ever, in general this is not true. In fact, (C]P’Q#(—(C]P’z) is a compact non-Einstein shrinking Ricci
soliton ([Cao]). From these, Corollaries 1.5-1.6 and Corollary 1.3, one obtains the following

rigidity result.

Theorem 1.6. Let F' be a non-Riemannian Randers metric of constant Sgy-curvature o on an
n(> 2)-dimensional compact manifold M.

(1) If there is a vector field V' on M such that (M,F,V) is a Ricci soliton, then F' is
Ricci-constant and V' is a homothetic field of F.

(2) If there is a measure m on (M, F) with the weighted function f such that (M,F,m)
is a gradient steady or expanding Ricci soliton and o = 0, then F is Ricci-constant and f is

constant, i.e., m = mpg up to a positive constant.

Based on Corollary 1.6, we shall construct shrinking, steady and expanding gradient Ricci
solitons for Randers metrics in §7, which are the first nontrivial examples of gradient Ricci

solitons in Finsler geometry.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we review some basic concepts and notations in Finsler geometry. We refer to
[ChS] and [Sh2] for more details.



2.1 Connection and curvatures

Let (M, F) be an n-dimensional Finsler manifold M and T'M (T*M) the tangent (cotangent)
bundle of M. The geodesic coefficients G* of F' are defined by
. 1 .
G' = Zgll{[F2]xmylym — [Fz]xz},
where (") := (g;;) 7", here g;; := 3[F?],i,; are the fundamental tensors of F. Let Nij = g—fj,
which are called the coefficients of the nonlinear connection. Obviously, N ij are positively
1-homogeneous functions in y. Thus G* = %N ijyj.
Let m : TMy — M be a projection from the slit tangent bundle TMy := TM \ {0} to
M. Denote by 7*T'M the pull-back tangent bundle and 7*7™M the pull-back cotangent bundle
over T'My. Then 7*T'M admits a unique linear connection, called Chern connection D, which

is torsion free and almost compatible with the metric F', that is, the connection coefficients Ffj
: k _ 1k
of D satisty I'j; = I'}; and

9gij .
8:132 = gl + 9Tl + 2Ci5 Ny, equivalently,  g;;, =0, (2.1)
where Cjjp := 1[F 2]yiyjyk are the Cartan tensors of F' and “|” means the horizontal convariant

derivative with respect to the Chern connection D. A smooth curve 7 : [a,b] — M is called a

geodesic on (M, F) if D;/"y = 0. In local coordinates, the geodesic equation can be rewritten as
F(t) +2G (7, %) = 0. (2.2)

For any x € M and y € T, (M) \ {0}, the Riemann curvature R, = R'y(x, y)a?ci ® dx® of F
is defined by

Y e e e

o9~ T T ] _
R oxk axjayky +26G Oyioyk Oyl oyk’

(2.3)

The Ricci curvature of I is defined by Ric := Rii. F is said to be an Finstein metric with
Einstein scalar & if there is a scalar function x = x(z) on M such that Ric = k2. When F = h
is Riemannian on M, h is an Einstein metric with Ricci scalar & if "Ric = xkh?. If k is constant
(resp. zero), then F' or h is said to be Ricci-constant (resp. Ricci-flat).

A vector field Y on an open subset U C M is called a geodesic field if every integral curve
of Y in U is a geodesic of F. For any y € T, M \ {0}, there are an open neighborhood U, and

a non-vanishing C* geodesic field Y on U, with Y, = y. We also call Y a geodesic extension of

5]
Ozt

y. In local coordinates, a geodesic field Y = Y is characterized by

. aY? .
Y7 (x) D () +2G*(z,Y,) =0,

here we identify Y, = Yi(:n)a‘zi |z with (Y!(z),---,Y"(x)). The geodesic field Y on U induces a
Riemannian metric § := gy on U. Then Y is also a geodesic field of §. Moreover, G'(Y') = G*(Y)
and R, = JA%y, where G' and Ry are respectively the geodesic coefficients and the Riemann
curvature of g. Since the Ricci curvature Ric is the trace of the Riemann curvature R,, the

Ricci curvatures of F' and § coincides, i.e.,

Ric(z,y) = ﬁE(:p, y) (2.4)



for any y € T, M \ {0} and the geodesic extension Y of y (see §6.2, [Sh2]).
Given a smooth measure m, write dm = op(z)dz, where op is called the density function
of m. The distortion of F' is defined by

p—— (2.5)

7(z,y) = log {M} ‘

For any y € T, M\{0}, let n(t) be a geodesic with 7(0) =  and 7(0) = y. The S-curvature S is
defined as the change rate of the distortion 7 along 7, i.e.,
d .
S(y) = Srn(t),n0)leco.
By a direct calculation, we have

OG!
oyt

0
ozt

S(z,y) = iz, y)y' = -5 —y'5 (logor). (2.6)
It is a non-Riemannian quantity and vanishes on a Riemannian manifold (M, g). F is said to
be of isotropic S-curvature o if there exists a function o = o(z) on M such that S(x,y) =
(n+1)oF(x,y) for any (z,y) € TM. In particular, if o is constant, we say that F' is of constant
S-curvature o ([ChS], [CS2]).

In Finsler geometry, there is a frequently used volume measure called the Busemann-

Hausdorff measure mpg, whose volume form dmpy = opgdr, where

_ Vol(BY (z))
Vol{y = (y') € R"|F(z,y) < 1}’

OBH

where BT is the unit ball in R™ and Vol means the Euclidean volume. This volume form
can be expressed explicitly in some special cases, such as Randers metrics etc.(see §4 below).
When F = g is Riemannian, mpy is reduced to the Riemannian measure of g, equivalently,
dmpg = dVy. If F is of isotropic (resp. constant) S-curvature o with respect to the Busemann-
Hausdorff measure mpy, denoted by Spy = (n + 1)oF, then we say F has isotropic (resp.
constant) Spp-curvature o.

Inspired from the weighted Ricci curvature on Riemannian manifolds, S. Ohta in [Oh1]
introduced the weighted Ricci curvature Ricy of (M, F,m) in terms of Ricci curvature Ric and

S-curvature. More precisely, we have

Definition 2.1. ([Ohl]) Given a nonzero vector y € T, M, let n: (—e,e) — M be the geodesic
with n(0) = x and n(0) = y. We set dm = e‘¢("(t))dvﬁ along n, where dV;, is the volume form

of gn. Define the weighted Ricci curvature involving a parameter N € (n,00) by

(¥ on)'(0)?

Ricy(z,y) := Ric(x,y) + (¢ o 77)”(0) - W’

where Ric is the Ricci curvature of F'. Further, define Ric,, :== lim Ricy and Ricy := lim Ricy.
N—n N—o0

It is easy to see that (1) on) (0) = S(z,y) and (¢ o )" (0) is exactly the change rate of the
S-curvature along the geodesic 7, denoted by S. Thus,

Ric,, = Ric + S.



For any N € [n, 00, we say that Ricy > K(K € R), if Ricy(z,y) > KF?(x,y) for all (z,y) €
TM. Ohta proved in [Oh1] that the bound Ricy > K is equivalent to Lott-Villani and Sturm’s
weak curvature-dimension condition which extends the weighted Ricci curvature bounded from
below on (weighted) Riemannian manifolds ([Oh2], [Li]). Studies show that there are essential
differences between the case when N € [n,00) and the case when N = oo. Some important
progress has been made on global analysis and topology on Finsler measure spaces under the
assumption that Ricy > K for N € [n,00)( [Sh1]-[Sh2], [Oh1]-[Oh2], [Xial]-[Xia5] and references
therein) with the help of some nonlinear approaches. However, there are few results under some
conditions on Ric,. In this paper, we shall prove that Ric,, = K is equivalent to that (M, F,m)

is a gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant K on a compact Finsler manifold (see §3).

2.2 Conformal vector fields

Let V' be a vector field on an n-dimensional differential manifold M and {p;} the local one-
parameter transformation group on M generated by V. V is said to be complete if it generates
a global one-parameter group of transformations on M. Such a vector field always exists on a
compact manifold. Denote by ¢; a lift of ¢; on TM, i.e., ¢¢(x,y) := (pi(x), (pr)«(y)). Then
{¢¢} forms a one-parameter transformation group on T'M and induces a vector field
- o, oVt 0
v=v ox’ +v Ox Oyt

(2.7)

on TM. V is said to be a complete lift of V on TM. If $3(F) = €***F for some function oy(z)

on M with og(x) = 0, then V is called a conformal vector field of F' with conformal factor c,

equivalently, V(F) = 2¢F, where ¢ = c(z) = 911, _o. In particular, V is called a homothetic

vector field with dilation c if ¢ is a constant and a Killing vector field if ¢ = 0 ([SX]).
For any vector field V on M, the Lie derivative L of a geometric object Z(x,y) on T'M
with respect to the complete lift V of V on TM is defined by

t—0 t N dt‘tzo(pt (=) (2.8)

It is easy to see that Ly (F) = V(F). Using Cijk(y)y" = 0 and (2.1), we obtain

N 0 - 0 ~ oV
R 2 — 2 — k,l T, Y il k
Ly (F(y)) VIE (W) = 55 (gkzy Y ) Vit 9 (gzzy y) 5o
Okl k1 VI k1
= .Y yv +2g]zaxkyy
. ; ovi
= 203050 y'V + 2055 vy = 2Vi'y", (2.9)

where V; = g;;(y)V7.

Proposition 2.1. (/5X]) Let V' be a vector field on (M, F). Then the following statements are
equivalent.

(1) V is a conformal vector field with the conformal factor c.

(2)Ly (F) = 2cF.

(3) In local coordinates, V = V* 8?(:1' satisfies

Viij + Viji + 2C5Vyjay” = degiy.



where C,pj = g"Cijq, Vi = gi;V? and “|” is the horizontal covariant derivative with respect to

the Chern connection of F.

In particular, when F' = a 4+ 3 is a Randers metric, we have the following equivalent

characterizations for conformal vector fields.

Proposition 2.2. ([SX]) Let (M, F) be a Randers manifold with the navigation data (h, W).
Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) V is a conformal vector field of F' with conformal factor c.
(2) Ly (a) = 2¢ca, Ly(B) = 2cp.
(3) ﬁv(h) = ZCh, ﬁv(W(]) = QCW(].

A direct calculation gives

Li(0®) = 2Vigy'y?,  Lp(B) = (VFbj + 0" Viy)y/, (2.10)

where V; = aijVj in this case. Similarly,
Lo(h®) = 2Vigy'y!s  Lo(Wo) = (VW + WEVig)y?, (2.11)
where V; = h;;V7 in this case. Thus (2) and (3) in Proposition 2.2 are respectively rewritten as
Viij + Vi = deagj,  Vby; + 6V, = 2cb;, (2.12)

and

Viij + Vji = dchy;,  VIW,j+ WV = 2eW. (2.13)

Note that the meanings of V; in (2.9), (2.12) and (2.13) are different. We abuse the notations

without confusions.

3 Almost Ricci solitons on Finsler manifolds

In this section, we give the definition of almost Ricci soliton in Finsler geometry. In particular, we
introduce the gradient almost Ricci soliton on a Finsler measure space and explain its geometric

meaning.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, F') be an n-dimensional Finsler manifold. (M, F,V') is called an almost
Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k if there is a complete vector field V' on M such that (F, V)

satisfies
2Ric + L (F?) = 25F?, (3.1)

for some function k = k(x) on M, where V is the complete lift of V on TM. In particular, if
K is a constant, (M, F,V) is called a Ricci soliton with soliton constant k.

An almost Ricci soliton is said to be expanding, steady or shrinking respectively if k < 0,
k =0 or k > 0. Otherwise, it is said to be indefinite. We say that an almost Ricci soliton
(M, F,V) is forward (resp. backward) complete if (M, F) is forward (resp. backward) complete.
It is said to be complete if it is both forward complete and backward complete. If M is compact,

then (M, F, V') is said to be a compact almost Ricci soliton.



When F' = g is Riemannian, almost Ricci solitons are just Riemnnian ones ([PRRS]). Ob-
viously, when V' = 0 or V is a Killing vector field of F', the solutions of (3.1) are exactly Einstein
metrics on M, called trivial almost Ricci solitons. The following result gives a generalized fixed

point to the unnormalized Ricci flow (1.3).

Proposition 3.1. (/BY]) Let (M, Fy) be a compact Finsler manifold. Then there ezists a
function o = o(t) of the time t and a family of diffeomorphisms 1y on M such that FE =
o(t)br (F2) is a solution of (1.3) if and only if there is a vector field V on M such that (Fy, V)
satisfies (3.1) with soliton constant k, where TZJt s a global lift of vy on TM and V is a complete

lift of V.

Let Y be a non-vanishing C'*°-geodesic field on an open subset U C M and dV, be the
volume form of the Riemannian metric gy. Given a measure m on (M, F'), the volume form

determined by the measure m can be written as dm = e‘degy, where v is given by

det(gij (LE, Y:c))
or(z)

Y(z) = log

=7(x,Y,), (3.2)

which is just the distortion along Y, at € M (see (2.5)). Obviously, 1 € C*°(U). We can
regard 1 as the weight function of m with respect to gy. By definition, the S-curvature of

(M, m) is given by
S(‘Ta Yx) =Y, [T('7 Y)] = dwx(Yx) (33)

Thus,

S(2,Y,) = Y2 [S(,Y)] = Ya[Y ()] = Hess(v)(Y;) = Hess(v)(Y,), (3.4)

where H/egs(ip) is the Hessian of v with respect to § = gy.
0

Let V be a smooth vector field on U. In local coordinates, we write V = V* 557 and
Y = Y2 Note that F2(Y) = §*(Y) and
8@,~j Z?g,-j aYl
= Y)+2Ci(Y)=—-.
oxk 8:17’f( )+ 20 )axk
In the same way as (2.9) and using the above equation, we have
Ly(F(Y)) = L (2 (Y)) = 2V, Y Y,
where V; = ¢;;(Y)V7 and “||” means the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita

connection of §. In particular, when V' is the gradient field of the function ¢ with respect to g,

we have
Lo (F*(2,Y,)) = Lo (F2(Y))] = 2Hess(¥)(Yz).
From this and (3.4), we have proved that

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, F,m) be an n-dimensional Finsler measure space and Y be a geodesic
field on an open subset U C M. Assume that V' is a smooth vector field on U with the complete
lift V. Then Lo(F?(x,Yy)) = 25(x, Yz).



Let Y be a geodesic field on an open subset U C M and dm = e ¥dV,,. If there is a
complete vector field V' on M such that V|y=gradg, (1)) (the gradient of ¢» with respect to gy)
and (F,V) satisfies (3.1), then (M, F,m) is called a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton
scalar . In particular, it is called a gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant  if k is constant.
When F' = g is Riemannian and dm = e‘deg, these concepts are reduced to the corresponding
ones in Riemannian geometry. Theorem 1.1 actually gives a geometric explanation of gradient

almost Ricci solitons.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. For any y € T,,M \ {0}, there is always a neighborhood U of = such that
Y is a non-vanishing geodesic field on U with Y, = y. Write dm = e‘degY as above.
Assume that Rics, = &, i.e., Ric+S = kF2. Let

V.= grad,, 1,

which is a smooth vector field on U. Choose smaller neighborhoods Wy and W5 of z such that
the closure W is compact and W, € W1 C Wy C Wy C U and a function f € C>° (M) such
that f =1 on Wy and f = 0 outside W5. We define a vector field on M

o) = { FEvee) i; v

Then V is a smooth vector field on M with ‘7’W1 — V. Moreover V is complete since M is

compact. By the assumption, we have
Ric(z,Y,) 4+ S(z,Yy) = 6F?(z,Yy) (3.5)
on Wi. From this, V!Wl =V and Lemma 3.1, we get
Ric(z,Y,) + E‘a/(Fz(x, Y,)) = 26F?(z,Y,) (3.6)

on W;. Note that y = Y,. By the arbitrariness of (z,y) € TM, (F,V) satisfies (3.1). Thus
(M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton.

Conversely, if (M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton, then there is a complete vector
field V on M such that V|y = grad,, (¥) and (F, V) satisfies (3.1). In particular, we have (3.6)

in which we use V instead of V and hence (3.5) on U by Lemma 3.1. By the arbitrariness of
(x,y) € TM, we have Ricy, = k. O

Remark 3.1. It is clear what Theorem 1.1 means in compact case, due to the existence of
complete vector fields on a compact manifold M. Without the compactness assumption, by a
gradient almost Ricci soliton (M, F,m) one means the existences of the Finsler metric F' and

the smooth measure m on M, for which Rice, = k for some function x = k(z) on M.

4 Almost Ricci solitons on Randers manifolds

Let F' = a+ 3 be a Randers metric, where o = /a;j(z)y’y? and 8 = b;(z)y’ with b:= ||B]lo < 1
are respectively the Riemannian metric and 1-from on M. It is known that the volume form

determined by the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mppy on M is given by dmpy = opgdx (§5.2,

[ChS]), where
opg = e"t)logy 1_b20a, oo = y/det(a;;).



Lemma 4.1. ([ChS5], [CS2]) Let (M, F,mpy) be an n-dimensional Randers manifold equipped
with the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mpy. For any scalar function o on M, the following
statements are equivalent.

(1) F is of isotropic Spp-curvature o, i.e., Spg = (n+ 1)oF.

(2) eoo = 20(a® — §7).

Next we shall give an equivalent characterization of almost Ricci solitons for Randers met-

rics. For this, we need some lemmas. The following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 4.2. Let F = o+ [ be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold M and V' be
a vector field on M with the complete lift V on TM. Then

Lo(F?) = 2 Lp(0%) + 2F Ly (5). (41)

Lemma 4.3. ([BR], [('S2]) Let F = a+ B be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold
M. Then the Ricci curvatrure of F' is given by

Ric = “Ric + 2as’,; — 2top — o’t'; + (n — 1)E, (4.2)
where “Ric denotes the Ricci curvature of o and = is defined by
2 3 1
== FO( (qOQ — Oéto) + m(?‘oo — 20480)2 - ﬁ(TOO;O — 2053();0), (43)

where qoo = Y'Y, here gij = rikskj.
Note that (b%).; = 2(r; + s;), s;b' = s'b; = 0 and bi;k =71’ +s',. It is straightforward to
check the following equalities.

Lemma 4.4. Let ' = a+ 3 be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold M. Suppose
that ego = 20(x)(a? — B%). Then

Tij = —Sibj — Sjbi + 20((1@' — bibj), rij = —Sibj — biSj + 20(5;— — bibj), rjj = 20(’1’L — b2),
rj = —b%s; +20(1 = b%)b;, r=200*(1—0b%), r'yg=—PBs" —bsy+20(y — Bb),

roo = —28s0 + 20(a? — 5%, rii;o = 200(n — b%) — 4o (1 — b*)(208 + s0),

ri;i =—2(1 -b% (Sisi — o' — 2no? + 602b2) — b2si;i, qoo = —(83 + tof + 208s0),

7000 = —25008 + 4558 + 80508 + 2(00 — 2050 — 40 B)(a” — ),
where 0q 1= oy’ 0; = 0.

Based on these lemmas, we can prove the following result.
Theorem 4.1. Let F = a+ 3 be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold M and V' be
a complete vector field on M. Then (M, F,V') is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k if
and only if either (M, F,V') is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k or there

are scalar functions ¢, o on M such that Ly () = 2ca (i.e., V is a conformal vector field of o

with conformal factor ¢) and

e = 20(a? — B, (4.4)
“Ric = r(a®+ B2 + (t';, — 2¢)a® + 2tgo — (n — 1)02(3a® — 5?)
— ((n=1)ao + L (B)) B— (n—1)(s5 + s00); (4.5)

sio;i = (k—¢)f+(n—-1) <%00 +to + 2089 + 02B> — %EV(B), (4.6)



where V is the complete lift of V and Ly (B) is given by (2.10)s.

Proof. Assume that (M, F, V') is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar . Then (3.1) holds.

From this and Lemmas 4.2-4.3, we have

. . F
“Ric + 2as’y,; — 2top — o’t'; + (n — 1)E + %cv(cﬁ) + FLy(B) = kF?, (4.7)

where Ly, (a?) and L,(8) are given by (2.10). By (4.3), we have

4F%= = 8aF(qo — ato) + 3(reo0 — 2500)? — 2F (1000 — 2a50:0)
= 3rgy — 2Bro0,0 — 2 (610080 — 4B400 + T00,0 — 2B50,0) @
+4 (33(2) + 2qoo — 2Bty + so;o) a? — 8tyad. (4.8)

Multiplying both sides of (4.7) by 4aF? and using (4.8) yield
Ag + Aja + Asa® 4 Aza® + Ayat + Ase® = 0, (4.9)

where A;(0 < i < 5) are given by

Ay: = 2B°Li(a?),
Ar: = 4B%(“Ric) — 88%t + (n — 1)(3rdy — 2Bro0,0) + 68°Ly () + 48° L (B) — 4k,
Ay = 8B(“Ric) + 8%y, — 16Btoy — 2(n — 1) (6ro0s0 — 4Bq00 + To0,0 — 2B500)
+68L (a?) + 1282L,(8) — 16x5°,
Az: = 4(°Ric) +168s",; — 8too — 48°t"; + 4(n — 1) (355 + 2q00 — 2Bt + s0,0)
+2L (o) + 12BL(B) — 24K57,
Ag: = 8s'o; —8Bt'; —8(n— 1)tg + 4L (B) — 1658,
As: = —4t, — 4k.

By the irrationality of a, (4.7) are equivalent to the following two equations:

Ag + AQO[2 + 1440[4 =0, (410)
A1 + A3042 + A5Oé4 =0. (411)

(4.11)xa?-(4.10) x 3 yields
2(a? — 52){2a2(°‘Ric) — 4atoy + 4042631'0;1- — 22", + 4(n — 1)a®qoo + 2(n — 1)04230;0
+(0? + B) Ly (02) + 4a?BLy (B) — 2602 (0 + 382) + 6(n — 1)a?s} }
+3(n — 1)a®(ro0 + 2508) = 0. (4.12)
Since a? — 32 is irreducible, there is a function o on M such that
oo + 2508 = 20(a? — B?), (4.13)

that is, (4.4) holds. On the other hand, if 5 # 0 (i.e., F' is non-Riemannian), then (4.10) implies
that Ag must be divided by 2. There is a scalar function ¢ on M such that

L

V(a2) =4dca?, equivalently, Vij+ Vj,; = 4cay;. (4.14)



This means that V' is a conformal vector field of o with conformal factor ¢. Plugging (4.13)-(4.14)
into (4.12) gives

“Ric = r(a®+38%) 4 2ty — 285y, + a’t'; — 2(n — 1)goo — (n — 1)soy0
—3(n —1)sz — 3(n — 1)o?(a® — %) — 2¢(a® + B%) — 28Ly(B). (4.15)
From this and Lemma 4.4, we get
Ay = 8rB(a® 4 %) + 4(a® - 62){2cﬂ —2(n —1)0?B — 4(n — 1)osg — (n — 1)00}
—83%s 0 + 8a” Bt + 8(n — 1)tgf* — 8cB* — 4B° L (B).
Moreover, Ag = 8ca?B3 by (4.14). From these and (4.10), one obtains
4(a? — 52)a2{ —2(k— )8 — (n — 1) (2028 + 4o + 00 + 2to) + 25°0; + Ev(ﬁ)} —0,

which implies (4.6). Putting (4.6) back in (4.15) and using goo = —s3 — to8 — 2035 yield (4.5).

The proof of sufficiency is straightforward. It is nothing to prove if F' is Riemannian.
Otherwise, assume that there are functions ¢ and o on M such that Ly (a?) = 4ca® and (4.4)-
(4.5) hold. From (4.3)-(4.4) and Lemma 4.4, one obtains

[1]
|

= —%a (s2+ 20508 + Fto) + 3 (50 — o(a — ))?
—% [~ Fsgo + 2536 + dosoB? + Flog — 2050 — 402B)(a — B))}
= —2(tg + 2050)a + 53 + s.0 + o2 — B)(3a + B) — op(a — B). (4.16)
Plugging this and (4.5)-(4.6) in (4.2) yields
Ric = kF? — 2caF — FLy(B). (4.17)

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.2 and Ly, (a?) = 4ca?, we have Ly, (F?) = 4caF + 2F L (5).
From this and (4.17), we get (3.1), i.e., (M, F,V) is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar
K. O

To prove Theorem 1.2, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that eqy = 20(a? — %) for some function o on M. Then

Vsjo=—to— 2080+ (s557)B, (4.18)
W so.; = —to + 2050 + 200b% — 2(0;b7) B + (s;57)3, (4.19)
rio;i = —si;lﬂ + 2ty — 20(n 4+ 1 — 2b%) (s + 208) + 200(1 — b?), (4.20)
ri;i - rijrji - bjrii;j = 255" — b23i;i —2(n —1)(o;¥/) — 4(n — 1)o*b?. (4.21)

Proof. Since Sjbj = bjsj =0, by Lemma 4.4, we have
bjsj;o = —Sjbj;o = —Sj(Tj() + Sjo) = —typ — 20580 + (Sjsj)ﬂ.
Similarly, by the same calculation as (7.27) in [('S2], we have (4.19). Note that §.; = ro; + soj,
b";i =%, and (b?),; = 2(r; + s;). By Lemma 4.4 and (4.19), we have
rio;i = —si;lﬂ — 108’ + to — (s0 + 208)r"; — bsg. + 200 — 2(03b")B — 20 (rg — s0)
= —s",B+ 2t —20(n+1—2b%)(so + 203) + 200(1 — ).



Moreover, by Lemma 4.4 again, we get

rial =202 (si8') + 402 (n — 267 +b%), Wt = 2(n — b?)(oj07) — 82 (1 — b?).

J ]

From these and the formula for ri;i in Lemma 4.4, one obtains (4.21). O

Lemma 4.6. Under (4.4) and (4.5), we have

, 30 — 4 3(1-v%),
3 B — _ 2 _ 1 2 2 _ _ i (2
5' 04 (k—2¢)B+ (n ){O‘ B+ ty + 20sg 500 2(1+b2)(0b)6}
2cb2 2 1—b? " ,
— e (Vb + 0V, ) VB 4.22
bQB (5) 2(1 + b2) (V j3k + Vk,j) /8 ( )
Proof. Let “Ric;; be the Ricci tensor of a. By (7.21) in [CS2], we have
s'0 = “Ricot! + 159 — 1y, (4.23)
where “Ricg; = Rlcwy From this, we have s’ i = O‘Ricjlbl + Tii;j — Tij;i. Thus
sy = —(bjsi-) == +5)s i» —bjsi» ;
= — Wb (“Ricy;) + rty—rt 7‘ — b, (4.24)
By (4.5), we have
an; j 1 an; i1 1 ap: j
Rico; b/ = 3 [“Ric], i, v’V = 5 [ Ric],; &
1
= w(1+)B+(t;, —2c)B + 2ty — (n— 1)o*(3 — b*)B — §b2£‘7(ﬂ) (4.25)
1

. . . 1 .
—5 (0= 1) {oub? + (0,68 + V50 + Vsos} — 5 (vkbj;k + b’ka;j) Vg,

where we used s;b7 = b;s? = 0. Plugging (4.18)-(4.19) in (4.25) leads to
“Ricol/ = (14828 + (¢, — 2008 — (n— 1) {02(3 ) 4880 — %(Jjbj)} 3
3 2 Lo Lok k '
~5(n = Db + (n+ Dt — FH°Ly(8) - (v bi +b vk;j) YA (4.26)
Differentiating this equation with respect to 3 and then contracting this with b yield
Yo (“Ricy) = k(1 +0H)b? +b%(t; —2c) — (n — 1) {0?(3 — b?) + 5587 } b?
—(n— 1) (o) — (n + 1)sps® — b2 (V’“bl;k + b’“Vk;l> . (4.27)
J jk il J

Z8 ;= = a’"rpa s = ajkrlkslj = —rlkskl, we have r

in (4.24) gives

Since 7 s = 0. Inserting (4.21) and (4.27)

: , , b2 —2 ,
sy, = —t— kb2 + (n — 1) <s,~sZ — o + 1 (aibl)>
n 2ch? i v?
14062 1402
From this and (4.20), one obtains

(kal;k + kak;l) v

2ch?

o = (KB +19)B+ 2o — 20(n + 1 — 2b*)(so + 208) + 200(1 — b%) — T TP

—|—(TL _ 1) o2b? — 5.5° + ﬁ(o‘bl) b — b? (kak + kak ) bjﬁ
TR e\ g




Since Tii;O = 200(n — b?) — 40(1 — b?)(so + 203) by Lemma 4.4, we have

. . . 9 p? .
o= = —2to— (kb* + )3+ (n— 1) <402 — %% + 558 — m(mlf)) B
2Cb2 b2 k k :
+2(n = 1) (00 + 050) + B+ T (v b +b vk;j) B
Plugging this and (4.26) into (4.23) yields (4.22). O

Lemma 4.7. Under (4.4) and (4.5), the equations (4.6) and (1.6) are equivalent.
Proof. Assume that (4.6) holds. By Lemma 4.6, the right hand sides of (4.6) and (4.22) are
equal, which means that

B 2c
1+

(n—1)
1+ b2

3(n — 1)y (0:b)B — L (B) + (vkbj;k + b’ka;j) VA, (4.28)

3 1
po T 1102
Differentiating this with respect to y* and then contracting this with b* yield
3(n — 1)ob = 2¢b> — (v’“bj;k + bkvk;j> b, (4.29)

Inserting (4.29) into (4.28) gives (1.6).
Conversely, assume that (1.6) holds. Then

3(n — Dy = 26b; — (V¥bip + V)
which implies (4.29). Plugging (4.29) and (1.6) into (4.22) leads to (4.6). O
Proof of Theorem 1.2. It follows from Theorem 4.1, Lemma 4.7 and substituting L, (3) in (4.5)
with ﬁ‘}(ﬂ) =2cf —3(n —1)oy. ]
5 Navigation description of Randers almost Ricci solitons

In this section, we shall give a navigation description of almost Ricci solitons for Randers metrics

F = a+ B. Given a navigation data (h, W) of F', we express I in the form (1.8), where

hij ~ WiW; Wi
QAij = TJ 22 jv b; = _Ty (51)
where W; = h;jWJ and A = 1 — ||[W||?. Then the components of inverse matrix (a;;)~! and
b = a¥ b; are respectively given by
a = \Nh7 —WW), b= - AW (5.2)

Conversely, given a Riemannian metric o = /a;j(z)y’y? and a 1-form 8 = b;(z)y’, we also have

. bt
hij == )\(aij — bibj), WZ = —X.
We refer to [BRS] for more details.

Lemma 5.1. ([Xing/]) Let (M,F) be a non-Riemannian Randers metric with the navigation
data (h,W). Then F is of isotropic Spg-curvature o if and only if W is a conformal vector
field of h with conformal factor —o, i.e., W satisfies W, + Wy.; = —4ohj.



Let £ :=y — F(z,y)W and h := \/h(&, ). Observe that
h% — 2FWy = AF? (5.3)
from (1.8). Thus

= h(&,€) =h(y — FW,y — FW) = h* = 2FW, + F?|W |} = F?, (5.4)

namely, iz(x, §) = F(x,y). For the sake of convenience, we use “ (-), " to denote the contraction
with 57 for example, WO = Wzglv ‘70 = V;,glv ‘70:0 = V]kgjgkv f~0 = fl£Z7 EOO = fzjglgj etc..
Lemma 5.2. Let V = (V%) be a smooth vector field on M and V be its complete lift on T M.

Then

- 9
Ly (h?) =
v () = h+ Wo

{ Voo + B2 (Vi = Wy *) €1} (5.5)

Proof. By a direct calculation, we have

Ly () = V(h€'el) = V(hij)€'€’ + 2his V(E)¢!
Oh; Ve oW
— kY k
=V §§J+2h”< W_E (F)W'— FV 8$k>§J. (5.6)
Denote by hfﬁj the Riemannian connection coefficients of h. Then
Ohi;
(‘)ng = hilhr‘ljk —|— h]lhrik
Plugging this and y* = ¢* + FW* in (5.6) yields
= ; oVt oW .
Ly(h?) = 2h;Vi,EE8 + 2Fhy; o ——Whel — 2Wo Ly (F) — 2Fh,-jW§3Vk
= 200+ 2F (VW = WiV ) & — 2Wo Ly (P).
Note that F(z,y) = h(z,£) and Ly(F) = (2i~z)_lﬁ‘7(ﬁ2). Then we have
(h+ Wo) £o:(h?) = 2RVig + 202 (ViWh = W Vh) .
Since h is irrational, we have b + Wy # 0. Thus we obtain (5.5). O

Lemma 5.3. (/('S1]) Let F be a Randers metric expressed by (1.8). Suppose that F' has isotropic

Spr-curvature o. Then, for any scalar function p on M,

Ric — (n — 1) (3;‘) +hi—o0’— 20Z~Wi> F? = Ric — (n — 1)jih? (5.7)

where Ric = hRicijgifj.
Note that F(z,y) = h(x,€) and we use & instead of (n — 1)fi. (5.7) is equivalent to
2Ric + L (F?) — 6(n — 1)ooF — 2{;@ —(n—1)0%—2(n — 1)JiWi}F2
= 2Ric + Ly (h?) — 2rh> (5.8)

for any scalar function # = R(z) on M. Based on this and Lemmas 5.1-5.2, we can prove
Theorem 1.3.



Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that (M, F, V) is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar k.
Then Sy = (n + 1)oF for some function ¢ on M by Corollary 1.1. Hence W is a conformal
vector field of h with conformal factor —o by Lemma 5.1. Let & := k+ (n—1)o?+2(n—1)o; W
By (5.8) and (3.1), we have

—6(n — 1)og F = 2Ric + Ly, (h?) — 2rA%. (5.9)
Plugging (5.5) in (5.9) and using o = 0;¢" + ho; W' yield
—3(n — 1)(h? + hWo)(os&* + hoyW') = (h+ Wo)"Ric;€¢ + Vo
R (VigWE = WyrV*) & — RR2(h + Wo).
Since h is irrational in &, this equation are equivalent to the following two equations:
“3(n—1) {(JiWi)ﬁz n 50WO} = "Ric;; €67 + Voo — 2, (5.10)
~3(n — 1) {&0 + (aiwi)Wo} h2 = WolRicy€¢7 + h? (Vi W* — Wi VF) & — BWoh(5.11)

where &g := 0;&'. If F is Riemannian, i.e., W = 0, we have F = h and hence ¢ = 0 in this case.
Thus (5.10)- (5.11) are equivalent to

hRicijfifj + ‘70:0 — R®h? =0, equivalently, 2hRicij + Viij + Vji = 2kh;,

which means that (M, F, V') is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton. Otherwise, (5.11) implies that
hRicijgigj is divided by h%. There is a function pon M such that hRicijgigj = ufﬂ, namely,
"Ric;; = phi;, which means that h is Einstein. Differentiating (5.10)-(5.11) in ¢ leads to

Vi + Vi = 2(7 — w)haj — 3(n — 1) {Q(Uka)hij oW+ ajwi} , (5.12)
ViWE — Wi VE = (R — )W — 3(n — 1) (aj + (akwk)wj) : (5.13)
From (5.12)-(5.13), one obtains
Wi VE 4+ Vi Wk = (& — ) Wy = 3(n — 1) {2(0; W)W, — Mo } . (5.14)
It follows from (2.11) that (5.12) and (5.14) are equivalent to

,C‘A/(h2) = 2(k— /L)hz — 6(77, — 1) {(O’Z'Vvi)h2 + O'()WQ} N
ﬁv(W(]) = (/NQ — ,u)Wo — 3(7”L — 1) {Z(O'Z'Wi)WO — )\0'0} s
which imply (1.9)-(1.10) since & — p=r — p+ (n — 1)o? +2(n — 1)o; W = c.

Conversely, it is nothing to prove if I’ is Riemannian. Otherwise, assume that hRicij =
phi;, W is a conformal vector field of h with conformal factor o and (1.9)-(1.10) hold. Then
Spr = (n+1)oF and Ric = ph?. Differentiating (1.9)-(1.10) twice in y gives (5.12) and (5.14),
where & :=c+pu=r+ (n—1)o? + 2(n — 1)o;W*. From these, we have

Voo = (& — w2 — 3(n — 1) (&OWO + (aiWi)iE?) ,

(VW = WieV) €0 = (7 — i)W — 3(n — 1) (60 + (0:W*) W)



Inserting these in (5.5) yields
Lo (B?) =27 — w)h* — 6(n — 1) (;350 + (aiwi);?) .
Consequently,

2Ric + Ly (h?) = 2&h%* —6(n—1)Fo; (€' + FW?)
= 2i&h? —6(n —1)ogF,

which implies that 2Ric + L (F?) = 2xF? by (5.8), i.e., (M, F,V) is an almost Ricci soliton

with soliton scalar s. O

Proof of Corollary 1.4. The first claim follows directly from Theorem 1.3. Now we assume that
Ly (h*) = 2ch?®. Then (o;W")h?* 4+ aoWy = 0 by (1.9), which implies that o is constant since h?
is irreducible. From (1.10), we have L (Wy) = cWj.

If L, (W) = W with |[W]|7 # %, then

2(o;WHWo — Aog = 0 (5.15)

by (1.10). Differentiating this in y* and then contracting this yield (3||W||? — 1)(oxW*) = 0
and hence o, W* = 0. Inserting this back into (5.15) gives og = 0, i.e, o=constant, which means
that Ly (h?) = 2ch? by (1.9).

In any case, we have Ly, (h?) = 2ch? and L,(Wy) = ¢Wp. This means that V is a conformal
vector field of F' with conformal factor %c by Proposition 2.2. Since F' has isotropic Spp-
curvature, by Theorem 1.1 in [[HM] (also Theorem 1.2, [SX]), V is a homothetic field of F' with
dilation %c. The proof is finished. O

6 Gradient almost Ricci solitons on Randers measure spaces

Let (M, F,m) be a Randers measure space equipped with a Randers metric F' = o +  and a
smooth measure m. As mentioned in the introduction, the volume form determined by m can
be written as dm = e fdmpy and f is the weighted function of m. Theorem 1.1 and Remark
3.1 show that (M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar x if and only if

Rice = &, i.e.,
Ric(z,y) + S(z,y) = kF>(2,y),  (2,y) € TM. (6.1)

If (M, F,m) is a gradient Ricci soliton (i.e., & is constant), Mo-Zhu-Zhu proved that F' must
be of isotropic Sppg-curvature (Proposition 3.1, [MZZ]). For the gradient almost Ricci soliton
(M, F,m), this conclusion still holds by following the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [MZZ]. Thus

we have

Proposition 6.1. Let FF = a + 3 be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional measure space
(M, m) and f be the weighted function of m. If (M,F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton,

then F is of isotropic Spp-curvature.



Assume that (M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton. Then Spy = (n + 1)o(z)F for
some function o on M, equivalently, eqy = 20(z)(a? — 3?). In this case, we have (4.16). From
this and (4.2), one obtains

Ric = “Ric+ 2ozsi0;z~ — 2ty — a’t,
+(n — 1){3(2) — 2tga — dospor — og(ae — B) + sp,0 + 0?(3a% — 208 — 52)}. (6.2)
On the other hand, the geodesic coefficients G* of F are given by (see (2.19) in [(/S2])
G'= G+ Py + Q'

where P := §% —sq and Q" := as’,. Note that dm = e~ Tdmpg. By (2.6), we have S = Spg + fo

and
S = S0 —2(Py" + Q")Syr = (Spu)w + foo — 2(Py" + Q") S, (6.3)
Since Spg = (n+ 1)oF, by Lemma 4.4, we get
(Spr)o = (n+1)(00F + 0Fp) = (n+1) {ooF + 20%(a? — %) — 20508},
(Py* + Q") Sy = (n+ 1){02(02 —B%) - 030/8} +o(a— B)fo — sofo+ (frs'o)a,
where we used Flg = B, = roo. Inserting these into (6.3) gives
S = (n+1)ooF — 20(a — B) fo + 250 fo — 2(frs*))a + f.oo- (6.4)
It follows from (6.1), (6.2) and (6.4) that
k(a® + 208+ %) = “Ric+ 2as’y,; — 2top — &’t'; + 2000 + 2n00f3
+(n — 1){8% + 50,0 — 2tpax — dospa + 0% (3a% — 208 — ﬂZ)}
—20(a — f) fo + 2s0fo — 2(frs"y)a + Faoo-

Note that « is irrational in y. Comparing the rational and irrational terms in y on both sides

of this equation yields

sio;i = KB — 00+ (n—1)(tg + 2050 + 02B) + o fo + frs"y, (6.5)
“Ric = r(a?+ B%)+ 2tg + tiioz2 — 2noyf
—(n—1) (3(2) + S0.0 + 302a? — 0252) —2(so + oB) fo— f.00- (6.6)

Conversely, assume that egg = 20(z)(a? — 42). In the same way as above, we have (4.16)
and (6.2)-(6.4). Moreover, assume that (6.5)-(6.6) hold. Plugging these in (6.2) yields

Ric = k(a + 5)2 — (n+4 1)ooF — 2s¢fo + 20 fo(a — B) + 2afk8k0 — f00-

From this and (6.4), one obtains (6.1), that is, (M, F,m) is a gradient Ricci soliton. This proves
the following

Theorem 6.1. Let F = o+ 3 be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional measure space (M, m)
and f be the weighted function of m. Then (M,F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with
soliton scalar k if and only if there is a function o on M such that eqy = 20(a? — 32) and
(6.5)-(6.6) holds.



Remark 6.1. When & is constant, (6.5)-(6.6) are equivalent to (1.4)-(1.5) in [MZZ]. Note that
the function f in this paper is different from that in [MZZ] (up to a constant factor n + 1).
Moreover, let p =1In+v/1 — b2 — f. By Lemma 4.4, we calculate pg and po0- Inserting then these
n (1.4)-(1.5) in [MZZ] gives (6.5)-(6.6) and vice versa.

As an application of Theorem 6.1, we can prove Theorem 1.4. For this, we need some

lemmas. Similar to Lemmas 4.6-4.7, we have

Lemma 6.1. Under (1.11) and (1.12), we have

s = KB+ (n—1)(to+ 2050+ o?B) + 09 {2(n — 1) — (2n — 1)b*}
SO D) 0016 — ! — ot — (150
1 i 1-b?
a8 — S () (67

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.6. In fact, it follows from (1.12) and Lemma 4.4
that

“Ricg;t! = w(1+b2)B+ (n+ 1ty — (2n — 1)agh® — (oxb")B + ',
—(n—1) {5t + 0?3 =0} B {fot! + (50 + oB)(it) + oV fo}, (68)
“Ricybb! = wb2(1+b%) — (n+1)s;87 — 2n(o;07)b% +£1,0% — (n — 1)(s;57)b?
—(n—1)0?b?(3 — b?) — fub'b' — 2007 (f;1)). (6.9)

By putting these and (4.21) in (4.24), we get

s, = —kb?—t. —(n—1) (020 + 20507 — s;87)

: 1 .l o
O'jbj + 1102 {f;jlbjb + 20b (fjbj)} .
Inserting this in (4.20) gives
Tio;i = kb6 + tjjﬂ + (n—1) (6% + 2050 — s5587) B+ 2tg + 200(1 — b?)

M(@lﬂ)ﬁ (f;jlbjbl + 20'b2(fjby)> b

—20(n+ 1 — 2b%)(so + 208) — 5

1
14 b2
Since Tii;O = 200(n — b?) — 40(1 — b?)(s0 + 203) by Lemma 4.4, we have

rii;o - rio;i = =2ty — (kb +1'))B+ (n — 1) {40® — o°b* + s;5' — 203"} B
2(2n — 1)0* 1 - S
+2(n = 1) (00 + 050) + =y (i) + 5 (f;]lb’b + 200 (fjb7)) 8.
Plugging this and (6.8) into (4.23) yields (6.7). O

Lemma 6.2. Under (1.11) and (1.12), the equations (1.13) and (6.5) are equivalent.
Proof. Assume that (1.13) holds. Then

2n —1)(1 = bH)os = o(1+ 02 fi + fi(s7; — s7b;) + fast + (si 4 200:)(f;17),
which implies that

(2n — 1)(1 — b*)o;b' = o (1 + 3b%) f;b" + f.i;6°0 — (1 +b%) f;87. (6.10)



Inserting (1.13) and (6.10) into (6.7) gives (6.5).
Conversely, assume that (6.5) holds. By Lemma 6.1, the right hand sides of (6.5) and (6.7)

are equal, which means that

(2n — 1)(1 — b?)

@n—1)(1=8)o0 = o(1+6)fo+ 55+ fost + (Fi17)s0 + R (o;6))8
(s + T (1) (6.11)

1+ b2 7! 12 ‘
Differentiating this with respect to y* and then contracting this with b° yield (6.10). From this
and (6.11), one obtains (1.13). This finishes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem 1.4. It directly follows from Theorem 6.1 and Lemma 6.2. O

Next we give a navigation description for Randers gradient almost Ricci solitons. Let
F = a+ ( be a Randers metric expressed by (1.8) in terms of the navigation data (h, W), where
a, (3 are given by (5.1). Let

Rj=WRyj, R:=WIR; 8 :=W'S;, §;:=hn"S,.

Obviously, S;W? = 0 and A\.x = —2(Ri +Sk). The geodesic coefficients G, of a are related with
those G}; of h by G, = Gﬁl + ¢*, where

i 1 i, 1 i hr Wy i i i Wo i i
¢ =1 (Ro+So)y' + 5 RooW" + <2)\ + V) (RW'=R' = 8") + By (RoW" + %) -
From this, we have
1 1—A
rij = —Rij — th + )\2WW R+ — 2 (S W —|—S W) )\2 (Rin —l—RjWZ‘) (6.12)
1—A 1—A
ri = Rj+ XRWj —~ T(Rj +38)), s;=38j— )\RW +——(R; +8)). (6.14)

These formulae were first given in [BR] and [Ro]. They also can be found in [ChS] and [CS2].
Recall that Sy = (n + 1)oF if and only if Rog = —20h? (Lemma 5.1). In this case, we have

Rij = —20'}17;]', Rj = —20’Wj, R = —20’(1 - )\) (615)
and
-1 DY 2VV02 - Wo
t=— -2 -8+ —=8. 1
C )\(S(] UWO) I\2 S+ N 50 (6 6)
Moreover, by (6.13)-(6.15), we get
1 i i L i

Lemma 6.3. Let F' be a Randers metric with the navigation data (h, W) on a measure space
(M, m) and f be the weighted function of m. Assume that Spg = (n+ 1)oF. Then

S(z,y) = (n+1)ooF — 20 foF + 2(f1S™)F + (f£S")F? + Hessy,(f)(y),

where Hessy (f) stands for the Hessian of f with respect to h.



Proof. By the assumption, we have G?, = G’,'L + (*, where ¢* are given by (6.16). Thus
Hesso(/)(y) = fay'y’ = f'ijyiyj —2frCF
2Wy

= Hessy(f)(y) — —fo(So —20Wy) — —kak Mfkgk

2 . (6.18)

From (6.4), (6.17)-(6.18), (5.3) and Wy = —A/3, one obtains that
S = (n+1)ooF —20fo(a— B) + 2foso — 2(frs"y)a + Hessq (f)(y)
= (n+1)ooF — 20 fola — ) + ;foso —2f <—5ko + l5kWo> o

A

2 Ah2 + 22
-3 fo(So + 2X08) + 2Bf,Sk, + TO fuS* + Hessy, (f)(y)

(
= (n+1)00F — 20 foF + 2(fuS)F + (f1S")F? + Hessu(f)(y)-
This finishes the proof. U

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Assume that (M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton
scalar x, namely, Ric + S = kF2. Then Sy = (n + 1)oF for some function o = o(z) on M by

Proposition 6.1. From Lemma 5.3, we have
—3(n — 1)ooF = Ric + S — &h?, (6.19)

where & := k4 (n — 1)0? + 2(n — 1)o;W*. Recall that &€ = y — FW, here F = F(z,y) = h(z,€)
by (5.4). Then,

00 =Go+hoiW',  fo=fot+ hfiW',  fiSh = fiS — hfiS,
Hessy, (f)(y) = f.j (€1 + FW)(& + FWY) = fioo + 2hf.o;W7 + h*Hessy, (f)(W).  (6.20)
From these and Lemma 6.3, (6.19) becomes
Ric + fioo + B {2(2n —1)50 — 20 fo + 218 + 2f:0jo}
+h? {2(2n — D)oW' — 20 fiW? — f.S* + Hessy, (f) (W) — /%} = 0.
Since h is irrational in &, this equation are equivalent to the following two equations:

(2n — 1)60 — o fo+ S + fo; W7 =0, (6.21)
Ric + foo + ﬁ2{2(2n — Do Wt =20 f;W" — frS* 4+ Hessy, (f)(W) — /%} =0. (6.22)

Obviously, (6.21) is equivalent to (1.15) and (6.22) implies that there is a function p = u(x) on
M such that

hRicijﬁiﬁj + f;ijﬁiﬁj = uh?,  equivalently hRicij + fij = phij, (6.23)

which means that (M, h, f) is a Riemannian gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar p,

ie.,
"Ric(y) + Hess, (f)(y) = uh?.
Thus (6.22) is reduced to

22n — 1)o; W' — 20 ;W' — £.8% 4 Hessy, (f)(W) = & — p. (6.24)



Differentiating (6.21) in ¢ and then contracting this with W yield
Hessy, (f)(W) = o fiW' + £;8" — (2n — 1)o;W'. (6.25)

Plugging this in (6.24) and using & = £ + (n — 1)o? + 2(n — 1)o;W* lead to (1.16).

Conversely, assume that (M, h, f) is a Riemannian gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton
scalar p, W is a conformal vector field of h with conformal factor —o, equivalently, Spy =
(n+1)oF, and f satisfies (1.15)-(1.16). Thus we get (6.23) and (6.25) from (1.15). Moreover,
by (1.15) and y' = £ + FW?, we have

ofo— fSY = (20— Voo + £a;61W + FHess,(£)(W). (6.26)
From (6.20) and (6.25) we get
Hess), (f)(y) = fu;€'60 + 2F ;6 W + F2{0 W+ £:8T— (2n — 1)0iW’}. (6.27)
Thus, it follows from Lemma 6.3, (6.26)-(6.27), (6.23), (6.25) and (1.16) that
Ric+$ = Ric+ (n+1)opF — 2F{(2n — 1o + fiy €W + FHessh(f)(W)}
+(fiS)F? + f4;6'€ + 2F f.56' W + F2{inWi + fi8' — (2n — 1)02'Wi}
= uh® —3(n — DogF + f?{ — Hessy (f)(W) + o fiW' + 2£:8" — (2n — 1)0,-W’}
— uh? —3(n—1)ooF + B2{ ;Wi oW 4 2(n — 1)0'Z-Wi}
= uh® —3(n — DooF + {n it (n—1)0% +2(n— 1)aiwi}ﬁ2
= &h%—3(n—1)oyF,

that is, —=3(n — 1)ooF = Ric + S — #h2. From this and (5.7), one obtains that Ric + S = xF?2,

ie., (M, F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton. O

7 Examples for nontrivial gradient Ricci solitons

In this section, we give some examples of nontrivial shrinking, steady and expanding gradient

Ricci solitons in Finsler geometry based on Corollary 1.6.

Example 7.1. (Gaussian solitons) Let (R™, h) denote a Euclidean space with its standard
metric h = |-|. First, one may take x = 0 and V' = 0, and see (R™, h, V') as a steady Ricci soliton
(trivial soliton). However, for any p € R, if we take f = §|3:|2 for any x € R™, then (R", h, f) is
a Riemannian expanding or shrinking gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant p depending
on the signs of p. The choice of f is unique up to a constant. The soliton (R™,] - |, e_§|x|2) is
called the Gaussian soliton ([CIK], [CLN]).

Let m be the measure determined by dm = e /dmpy on R”, where f = §|x|2. Note that
global conformal vector fields of h on R™ are just Killing fields given by W = Qz + C, where
Q = (qij) is a skew-symmetric matrix and C' is a constant vector in R"™ ([BRS]). Obviously,
S =8 = qij. I [[W]p <1 for any z € R", then @ = 0. Further, if (f,W) satisfies (1.18),
then C' = 0. These mean that there is no non-vanishing global Killing vector field of A on R"
satisfying |[W]|;, < 1 and (1.18). By Corollary 1.6, the Randers metric F' expressed by (1.8)
must be Euclidean, i.e., F(z,y) = h(y) = |y| for any y € R". In this case, dmpy = dx. Hence

there is no non-Riemannian Randers gradient Ricci soliton in R”™.



Example 7.2. (Steady Ricci soliton) Let (R? h) be a complete noncompact Riemannian

manifold with complete metric h = %. In polar coordinates (r,0), h is rewritten as

. dr? + 7‘2d62‘

7.1
1472 (7.1)
Let t = arcsinh r = log(r + /1 + r2). Then
2
h = dt* + tanh®tdf?,  "Ric(Y) = ——-h? (7.2)
cosh” ¢

where h? = h(Y,Y) for Y = ylg + y2% € T(tﬂ)R? The Christoffel symbols of h are given by

Ify =T =T =T% =0, F%2:@a F%zz—%}gi- (7.3)
Let
f(t,0) := —2log(cosht). (7.4)
Then
fi=f'(t) = —2tanht, fo= f'(0)=0, (7.5)
fun=f"t) = ——22, fi2=fa=0, for= —2;(;?1}%2;, (7.6)
which implies that Hessy, (f)(Y) = —Cos2h2 th2. Consequently, "Ric(Y)+Hess, (f)(Y) = 0, namely,

(R2,h, f) is a Riemannian gradient steady Ricci soliton, called the Hamilton’s cigar soliton
([Ha3]). By Lemma 2.7 in [CK], (R2 h, f) defined by (7.1) and (7.4) is the unique rotationally
symmetric gradient Ricci soliton and positive sectional curvature on R? up to homothety.

Assume that F' has constant Sppy-curvature o, i.e., Spg = 30cF, and W = ng + W2%
is a vector field on R?. Consider the following PDE system:

Wi;j + Wj;i = —40’hij, O'f() — fksko — f;Ojo =0. (77)
From (7.1)-(7.6), (7.7)2 can be simplified as
O-fl_f:IIWl:Ov 0f2_f1812_f:22W2:07

which implies that

1 2tanht 4
V=W, = —osinh(2t), (Wi)g— (Wa); = — P W ,
w 1= 5osin (2t), (Wi)g — (Wa), cosh? 1 w Snhz) (7.8)
and (7.7); is simplified as
4 tanh ¢
(W1)e = =20, (Wi)g+ (Wa) = W, (Wg)@ + an Wi =—20 tanh? t. (7.9)

sinh(2t) cosh?t

From (7.8); and (7.9)1, we get 0 = 0 and hence W' = Wy = 0. From (7.9)3, we have (W3)y = 0,
i.e., Wy is only a function of ¢. Thus (7.8)2 and (7.9)2 are reduced to (log Wa); = m.
Integrating this yields Wy = C'tanh?t for some constant C' > 0. Up to a positive constant,
Wy = tanh?t and hence W2 = 1. Thus (7.7) has the unique solution W = %. In this case,

A=1—||W[?=—L- > 0and Wy = (tanh? t)y2.

cosh?t



Let F be expressed by (1.8), that is,

F(t,0;Y) = (cosht) \/(y1)2 + sinh? t(y2)2? — (sinh? t)y?,

where Y = y1% +y2% € R?, and m be the measure determined by dm = e~/dmpg on (M, F).
Back to the original coordinate system (z,y), f = —2log /1 + 22 + y? and

+ uy — vz (7.10)

. (uz +vy)? + (1 + 22 + y?)(uy — vz)?
F(a;,Y) - \/ ) 2
Tty

where & = (z,y) € R? and Y = (u,v) € T;R? = R2. Observe that the point (z,y) = (0,0) is

a removable singular point of F. Indeed, 1imo F(z,Y) = |Y| = Vu? +v%. Thus F is a regular
&

Randers metric on R?. By Corollary 1.6, (R?, F,m) is a Randers gradient steady Ricci soliton,

called a Randers cigar Ricci soliton. By Lemma 5.3 and (7.2), we have Ric = Coithz, which

th. Summing up, one obtains

implies that F' is of positive flag curvature Kp = g

Proposition 7.1. The Randers cigar soliton (R?, F,m) defined by (7.10) and (7.4) is the unique

gradient Ricci soliton of constant Spp-curvature and positive flag curvature on R? up to homo-

_2
cosh?t”

Example 7.3. (Shrinking Ricci soliton) Let (S?™~!, ) be a 2m —1(> 3)-dimensional sphere
in R?™ equipped with the standard Riemannian metric h of positive constant curvature p. For
any p € S*™~ 1 we identify T,S*"~1 with R*"~! in a natural way. Let Sim_l and S?™~! be the

upper and lower hemisphere of S~ ! and let

thety. In this case, Spg =0 and Kp =

x +1
Pt TSP 2 R 5 §EL hy(2) = : :
: I+ plal?’ /u(l+ pla]?)

be the stereographic projection from the center respectively. ¥+ sends straight lines in R*™~! to

great circles on Sim_l. Denote by z = (2%) € S?™~1, where {2'} are usually called the projective

S2m—1 S?m=1 can be expressed in projective form:

coordinates on . The metric h on

i VO ulaP)lyP — pla,y)?

, € T,8*m1 =~ R2m—1, 7.11
1+ plxf? Y& ta (7.11)
From this, we have
A 0i4 U5 as Iy o
iy = bR = (1 plef)(8 + patad), (7.12)
YO pla? (14 plaf?)?
The Christoffel symbols of h are given by
: p
I = ————(2:0F + x;6f)

YL pfaf?

and "Ric = 2(m — 1)ph?.
Let @ = (gij) be an skew-symmetric matrix and d = (d') be a constant vector in R*"~1
with |d| < 1, QTQ + pdd” = p|d|?E (E is an identity matrix) and Qd = 0. For example, in

3-dimensional case, we can take

0 p ¢ l
Q= \//7 -p 0 I , d== —q # 0, (713)
—q -1 0 p



where p, ¢, are constants with |d|? = p? + ¢® + 1> < 1. It is easy to check that @ and d satisfy
QTQ + pdd” = p|d|?E and Qd = 0. Then

W = Qx + p(z, d)z + d (7.14)
is a globally defined Killing vector field on the open upper hemisphere (Sﬁ_m_l, il) with ||/I/T7|| =
|d| < 1. Note that the expression (7.14) should be understood in projective coordinates. Indeed,
a direct calculation shows that 1/1+*(W) = Ap., where

d V/ y 2|2 _
A= < _\/C;d \/ﬁo > s P+ = 1+u1\ | = ¢+(x) S Sim 1.

p(1+plz]?)

The continuity of W on the closed hemisphere implies that its value at any point p on the
equator is also the matrix product Ap. We extend W to the open lower hemisphere by insisting
that w_*(W) = Ap_, where

T

p_ = V 1+’i|f|2 =_(r) € §2m—1,
v r(1+plz)?)

It follows that W = Qx — p{x,d)x — d. Obviously, the points p1 goes to the poles (0, j:ﬁ)T as

z — 0. We construct W from the data (Q,d) on the upper hemisphere and from (@, —d) on the
lower hemisphere. The actual Killing field on S?”~! has the value Ap at any point p, including
the equator. Since A is a constant matrix, the constructed W is globally defined and smooth.
Moreover, ||/I/I7||h =|d| < 1.

Let M := RxS?"~! which is an 2m(m > 2)-dimensional cylinder equipped with a standard
product metric h2 = dt2+ h?, where ¢t € R. For any y = (y,9) € TyoyM = R @ T,S*™~!, where
(t,x) € R x S?™ 1 and §j = 377 yf 8‘32- € T,S*"1. Then h%(y) = (y')? + h2(9). By a direct
calculation, the Christoffel symbols of h are given by

F%lzrlflzr%jzrlszrzljzoa F?j:f‘k'_ a

where 2 < 4,7,k < 2m, and "Ric = 2(m — 1)uﬁ2. Now we choose a function

f(t ) = (m —1)ut?

and a vector field W := W on M , i.e., the component W' of W is zero in t-direction and the rest
components W* coincide with W*, equivalently, W; = 0 and W; = W; = Z?;nz ﬁijo , where
2 <i < 2m. In this case, |[W|, = [[W]|; = |d| <1 and

= (Qr+dj)
Wo = Wif = .
R T
It is easy to check from (7.15) that
fun=2(m—-Dp, faj=Ffjn=/Ff;=0, (7.16)

which mean that Hess, (f)(y) = 2(m — 1)u(y')?, and

¢j 1 (gjerta’ + 2'dl — gqyaad — 23 d)
5 T 2)2 ’
1+ plz] (1 + plf?)

Wii=Wi;=W;q1=0, W= (7.17)



which mean that W is a Killing vector field of h on M, where 2 <1, j, k < 2m. Thus,
"Ric + Hessy(f)(y) = 2(m — 1)uh?,

that is, (M, h, f) is a shrinking gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant 2(m —1)u. Moreover,
by (7.16)-(7.17), f satisfies frS% + foxW* =0 (1 < k < 2m).
Let F' be defined by (1.8) in terms of (h, W), i.e.,

o AP P B 4 Qe+ AP (Qr+dg)
) = N+ o) A )’

VAQ + pl2?) {0+ pla?) (") + 192} — Afe,9)? + Qe+ d,§)°  (Qz +d,§)

AL+ plf?) AL+ plf?)

where A =1 — |d|?, z € R*" ! and y = (y',9) € T(¢,2yM, and m be the measure determined by

(m—1)ut?

dm = e~ dmpg. By Corollary 1.6, (M, F,m) is a shrinking gradient Ricci soliton with

soliton constant 2(m — 1)pu.

Example 7.4. (Expanding Ricci soliton) Let (S2"~! h) be a 2m — 1(> 3)-dimensional
sphere in R?™ equipped with the standard Riemannian metric h of positive constant curvature
w1 as in Example 7.3. Also, we choose the vector field W as in Example 7.3, which induces a
global smooth Killing vector field on S?"~1,

Let M := (—1,1) x S?™~! be an 2m (m > 2)-dimensional cylinder equipped with a warped
product metric h2 = dt?> + t2h%, where t € (—1,1). Then h%(y) = (y")? + t2h%(9) for any
y=(y',9) € TyoyM =Ti(-1,1) @ T,S*™1. By a direct calculation, the Christoffel symbols of
h are given by

1 _pl _pk _pl k _ ,—1gk 1 4 ko H sk sk
Fll —Flj—FH —Flj—O, Flj_t 5)’ Fij__thlj’ FU_—W(IBZ&] +$]5i),
where 2 < 4,7,k < 2m, and "Ric = 2(m — 1)(u — 1)?12. In particular, when p = 1, "Ric = 0.

Now we choose a function
F(t,2) = —(m — Dut?

and a vector field W := W on M , i.e., the component W' of W is zero in t-direction and
the rest components W' coincide with W*, equivalently, W, = 0,W; = t2Wj. In this case,
[Wlin = [tlIW]| = |td] <1 and

t(Qu +d,g)

Wo = 2W, =
’ O 1 pfaf?

It is easy to check that
far==2(m—Dp, faj=Ffj0=0, fjr=—2(m—1)ut’hj,
which mean that Hess, (f)(y) = —2(m — 1)uh?, and

¢ij pt? (gjpaba’ + 2'd? — gatal — 21 dY)

Wia =0, Wiy = =Wia = —tWj, Wiy = 7 rs (1+ pl]?)? ’

which mean that W is a Killing vector field of h on M, where 2 <1, j, k < 2m. Thus

"Ric + Hess (f)(y) = —2(m — 1)uh?.



Thus, (M, h, f) is a Riemannian expanding gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant —2(m—1)
when p = 1. Note that W! = f; =0, S;; =0 and Sy; = —t/Wj (2 < j < 2m). Consequently, f
satisfies

S+ forWE = Y Sy + ) fa Wiyt + Y fa Wy
7=2 J=2 j,=2

2m 2m
= 2(m — 1)ut? Z Wiyl — 2(m — 1) ut? Z hi; Wiy =0,

where 1 < k < 2m.
Assume that u = 1. Let F' be defined by (1.8) in terms of (h, W), i.e.,

VAL [2?) {( + [2?) ()2 + 21517} — A (x,9) + t1(Qx + d, §)”
AL+ |z[?)

F($7y) =

2(Qx+d,j)
AL+ [2P?)

where A =1 —#2|d|?> > 0, |t| < 1, z € R?" L and y = (y},9) € T(4,2)M, and m be the measure
determined by dm = M= g p . By Corollary 1.6, (M, F,m) is an expanding gradient Ricci

soliton with soliton constant —2(m — 1).

It is worth mentioning that the constructions in Examples 7.3-7.4 do not work on M =
R x S?™ because S does not admit a globally defined Killing vector field by Berger’s Theorem
(Theorem 38, [Pet]). Note that any Riemannian space with negative Ricci curvature does not
admit a globally defined Killing vector field of constant length ([BN]). The above construction
can not be applied to M = R x H", where H" is an n-dimensional hyperbolic space of constant

negative curvature.
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