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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 Ric∞ 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 = α+ β, which implies that every Randers (gradient) almost Ricci soliton is

of isotropic SBH -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 SBH -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 ([Ha1]), 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

Ric +
1

2
LV g = ρg, (1.1)
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where ρ = ρ(x) is a scalar function on M , Ric denotes the Ricci curvature of g and LV stands

for the Lie derivative in the direction of V . In the special case when V = ∇f for some function

f on M , we say (M,g, f) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar ρ, where f is said

to be a potential function of the Ricci soliton. In this case, the soliton equation becomes

Ric + Hess(f) = ρg. (1.2)

When ρ is a constant, the corresponding (gradient) almost Ricci soliton is called a (gradient)

Ricci soliton with soliton constant ρ ([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 ([PRRS],

[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 TM0 := TM \ {0} and

F (x, y) = 0 if and only if y = 0; (ii) F (x, λy) = λF (x, y) for all λ > 0; (iii) the matrix

(gij(x, y)) :=
(
1
2(F

2)yiyj
)
is positive definite for any nonzero y ∈ TxM . A Finsler manifold

means a differential manifoldM 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 x ∈ 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) 6= F (x,−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 (x, y)

is an Einstein metric with Einstein scalar κ if its Ricci curvature is isotropic, i.e., for any

(x, y) ∈ TM \ {0},
Ric(x, y) = κF 2(x, y),

where κ = κ(x) is a scalar function on M . Finsler metrics for which Ricci curvatures κ 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]):

∂t(log F ) = −F−2Ric, F |t=0 = F0 (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 Ric∞
introduced by S.Ohta ([Oh1]).

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,F,m) be an n-dimensional compact Finsler measure space. Then (M,F,m)

is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar κ if and only if Ric∞ = κ with respect to m,

where κ = κ(x) is a scalar function on M . In particular, (M,F,m) is a gradient Ricci soliton

with soliton constant κ if and only if Ric∞ = κ 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 ∞-dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature on the weighted Riemannian

manifold (M,g, e−fdVg) 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 = α+ β,

where α =
√
aij(x)yiyj is a Riemannian metric and β = bi(x)y

i is a 1-form with b := ‖β‖α < 1 on

an n-dimensional differential manifoldM . 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 α and use aij to raise and lower the indices of bi, rij,

sij, ri, si and y
i etc., throughout the paper. Let

rij :=
1
2 (bi;j + bj;i), rj := birij, sij :=

1
2(bi;j − bj;i), sij := aikskj,

sj := bis
i
j = bisij , eij = rij + bisj + bjsi, tij := siks

k
j , tij := aiktkj, tj := bitij.

In the following, the index “0” means the contraction with yi, for example, r0 := rjy
j , s0 := sjy

j,

r00 := rijy
iyj and e00 := eijy

iyj etc.. Moreover, we always denote by V a smooth vector field

on M through this paper unless otherwise stated.

Theorem 1.2. Let F = α + β 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

κ if and only if either (M,F, V ) is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar κ, or

there are scalar functions c = c(x) and σ = σ(x) on M such that V is a conformal vector field

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

e00 = 2σ(α2 − β2), (1.4)

αRic = (κ− 2c)(α2 + β2) + ti iα
2 + 2t00 − (n− 1)σ2(3α2 − β2)

+2(n − 1)σ0β − (n− 1)(s20 + s0;0). (1.5)

where αRic is the Ricci curvature of α and σ0 := σxiy
i with

3(n − 1)σ0 = 2cβ − L
V̂
(β), (1.6)

here L
V̂
(β) is the Lie derivative of β with respect to the complete lift V̂ of V given by (2.10)2.



Note that (1.4) is equivalent to that F is of isotropic SBH -curvature σ, i.e., SBH = (n+1)σF ,

where SBH stands for the S-curvature of F with respect to the Busemann-Hausdorff measure

mBH (see Lemma 4.1 below). On the other hand, if (M,F, V ) is a non-Riemannian almost Ricci

soliton, then L
V̂
(α) = 2cα by Theorem 1.2. In this case, if V further satisfies L

V̂
(β) = 2cβ,

then V is a conformal vector field of F with conformal factor c by Proposition 2.2 below.

Consequently, V is homothetic by Theorem 1.1 in [HM] (also see Theorem 1.2, [SX]). Moreover,

σ is constant by (1.6) when n ≥ 2. Thus one obtains

Corollary 1.1. Let F = α+β 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 SBH-curvature and V is a conformal vector field of α.

Further, if V satisfies L
V̂
(β) = 2cβ, then F is of constant SBH -curvature and V is a

homothetic vector field of F .

In particular, when V = 0, which implies that c = 0, almost Ricci solitons are reduced

to Einstein metrics, called trivial Ricci solitons, and (1.6) implies that σ 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 = α+ β be a Randers metric on an n(≥ 2)-dimensional manifold

M . Then (M,F ) is an Einstein metric with Einstein scalar κ if and only if F is of constant

SBH -curvature σ and

αRic = κ(α2 + β2) + ti iα
2 + 2t00 − (n− 1)σ2(3α2 − β2)− (n − 1)(s20 + s0;0). (1.7)

On the other hand, Randers metrics F = α + β are solutions of the navigation problem

([ChS]). Let h =
√
hij(x)yiyj be a Riemannian metric and W = W i(x) ∂

∂xi
be a vector field

with ‖W‖h < 1 on M . Then the solution of navigation problem is a geodesic of the metric F

satisfying

h

(
x,

y

F (x, y)
−Wx

)
= 1.

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

F =

√
λh2 +W 2

0

λ
− W0

λ
, W0 =Wiy

i, (1.8)

where Wi := hijW
j and λ := 1 − ‖W‖2h. Conversely, every Randers metric F = α + β on a

manifold M can be constructed from a Riemann metric h and a vector field W with ‖W‖h < 1

onM ([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) SBH -

curvature σ if and only if W is a conformal (resp. homothetic) vector field of h with conformal

factor −σ ([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 κ if and only if either (M,F, V ) is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton with

soliton scalar κ, or there are scalar functions µ = µ(x) and σ = σ(x) on M such that h is an



Einstein metric with Einstein scalar µ, W is a conformal vector field of h with conformal factor

−σ and V satisfies

L
V̂
(h2) = 2ch2 − 6(n − 1)

{
(σiW

i)h2 + σ0W0

}
, (1.9)

L
V̂
(W0) = cW0 − 3(n − 1)

{
2(σiW

i)W0 − λσ0
}
, (1.10)

where c := κ− µ+ (n− 1)σ2 + 2(n − 1)σiW
i and V̂ is the complete lift of V on TM .

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 σ is constant

by the irreducibility of h2 and hence c = 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 h.

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 κ if and only if h is an Einstein metric with Einstein scalar µ and W is a homothetic

vector field of h with dilation −σ, where µ = κ+(n−1)σ2. In particular, κ, µ 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 SBH-curvature.

Further, if h satisfies L
V̂
(h2) = 2ch2 or W satisfies L

V̂
(W0) = cW0 with ‖W‖2h 6= 1

3 ,

where c is defined as in Theorem 1.3, then h is Einstein, W is a homothetic vector field of h

with dilation −σ and V is a homothetic vector field of F with dilation c
2 . In this case, F is of

constant SBH -curvature.

Corollaries 1.1 and 1.4 respectively give a sufficient condition such that F is of constant

SBH -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

SBH -curvature σ, then (M,F, V ) is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar κ if and only if

one of the following statements holds.

(1) h is Einstein with Einstein scalar µ, W is a homothetic vector field of h with dilation

−σ and V is a homothetic vector field of F with dilation 1
2c, where κ = µ + c − (n − 1)σ2. In

particular, both κ and µ are constants when n ≥ 3.

(2) F is Einstein with Einstein scalar ν and V is a homothetic vector field of F with dilation
1
2c, where κ = ν + c. In particular, both κ and ν 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 measurem on a Randers manifold (M,F ), the volume form dm determined

by m can be written as dm = e−fdmBH for some smooth function f on M , where dmBH is the

volume form on M determined by the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mBH . In this case, f is

called the weighted function of m, here we regard mBH as a standard measure on (M,F ). When

F = g is Riemannian, dm = e−fdVg, which is exactly the weighted measure on (M,g).

Theorem 1.4. Let F = α+ β 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 κ if and only if there is a function σ on M such that

e00 = 2σ(α2 − β2), (1.11)

αRic = κ(α2 + β2) + 2t00 + ti iα
2 − 2nσ0β

−(n− 1)
(
s20 + s0;0 + 3σ2α2 − σ2β2

)
− 2(s0 + σβ)f0 −Hessα(f)(y), (1.12)

with

(2n− 1)(1 − b2)σ0 = σ(1 + b2)f0 + fi(s
i
0 − siβ) + f;0jb

j + (s0 + 2σβ)(fib
i), (1.13)

where fk, f;ij are respectively the first, second order covariant derivatives of f and Hessα(f) is

the Hessian of f with respect to α. In this case, SBH = (n+1)σF . In particular, σ is constant

if f satisfies

σ(1 + b2)f0 + fi(s
i
0 − siβ) + f;0jb

j + (s0 + 2σβ)(fib
i) = 0. (1.14)

When κ 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 σ is constant.

In this case, Ṡ ≡ 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 :=
1

2
(Wi:j +Wj:i), Sij :=

1

2
(Wi:j −Wj:i).

Similarly, we use hij to raise and lower the indices of Wi, Rij , Sij etc. and the index “0” means

the contraction with yi 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 κ if and only if there are scalar functions µ and σ onM such that

(M,h, f) is a Riemannian gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar µ, W is a conformal

vector field of h with conformal factor −σ and f satisfies

(2n − 1)σ0 = σf0 − fkSk0 − f:0jW
j, (1.15)

(σi − σfi)W
i = κ− µ+ (n − 1)σ2. (1.16)



In this case, SBH = (n+ 1)σF . In particular, σ is constant if

σf0 − fkSk0 − f:0jW
j = 0. (1.17)

Recall that F is of constant SBH -curvature σ if and only if W is a homothetic vector field

of h with dilation −σ. Hence, we have

Corollary 1.6. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.5, if F is of constant SBH -

curvature σ, then (M,F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar κ if and only

if (M,h, f) is a Riemannian gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar µ and f satisfies

σf0 − fkSk0 − f:0jW
j = 0, (1.18)

where µ := κ+ (n − 1)σ2 + σfiW
i.

In particular, if df(W ) = 0 (resp. σ = 0), then (M,F,m) is a gradient Ricci soliton with

soliton constant κ if and only if (M,h, f) is a Riemannian gradient Ricci soliton with soliton

constant κ + (n − 1)σ2 (resp. soliton constant κ), and f satisfies (1.18) (resp. f satisfies

fkSk0 + f:0jW
j = 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

Ricci 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, CP2#(−CP
2) 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 SBH -curvature σ 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 σ = 0, then F is Ricci-constant and f is

constant, i.e., m = mBH 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 TM (T ∗M) the tangent (cotangent)

bundle of M . The geodesic coefficients Gi of F are defined by

Gi :=
1

4
gil{[F 2]xmyly

m − [F 2]xl},

where (gij) := (gij)
−1, here gij :=

1
2 [F

2]yiyj are the fundamental tensors of F . Let N i
j :=

∂Gi

∂yj
,

which are called the coefficients of the nonlinear connection. Obviously, N i
j are positively

1-homogeneous functions in y. Thus Gi = 1
2N

i
jy
j.

Let π : TM0 → M be a projection from the slit tangent bundle TM0 := TM \ {0} to

M . Denote by π∗TM the pull-back tangent bundle and π∗T ∗M the pull-back cotangent bundle

over TM0. Then π∗TM 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 Γkij
of D satisfy Γkij = Γkji and

∂gij
∂xk

= gilΓ
l
jk + gljΓ

l
ik + 2CijlN

l
k, equivalently, gij|k = 0, (2.1)

where Cijk := 1
4 [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 γ : [a, b] → M is called a

geodesic on (M,F ) if Dγ̇
γ̇ γ̇ = 0. In local coordinates, the geodesic equation can be rewritten as

γ̈i(t) + 2Gi(γ, γ̇) = 0. (2.2)

For any x ∈M and y ∈ Tx(M) \ {0}, the Riemann curvature Ry = Rik(x, y)
∂
∂xi

⊗ dxk of F

is defined by

Rik = 2
∂Gi

∂xk
− ∂2Gi

∂xj∂yk
yj + 2Gj

∂2Gi

∂yj∂yk
− ∂Gi

∂yj
∂Gj

∂yk
. (2.3)

The Ricci curvature of F is defined by Ric := Rii. F is said to be an Einstein metric with

Einstein scalar κ if there is a scalar function κ = κ(x) on M such that Ric = κF 2. When F = h

is Riemannian on M , h is an Einstein metric with Ricci scalar κ if hRic = κh2. If κ 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 ⊂ M is called a geodesic field if every integral curve

of Y in U is a geodesic of F . For any y ∈ TxM \ {0}, there are an open neighborhood Ux and

a non-vanishing C∞ geodesic field Y on Ux with Yx = y. We also call Y a geodesic extension of

y. In local coordinates, a geodesic field Y = Y i ∂
∂xi

is characterized by

Y j(x)
∂Y i

∂xj
(x) + 2Gi(x, Yx) = 0,

here we identify Yx = Y i(x) ∂
∂xi

|x with (Y 1(x), · · · , Y n(x)). The geodesic field Y on U induces a

Riemannian metric ĝ := gY on U . Then Y is also a geodesic field of ĝ. Moreover, Gi(Y ) = Ĝi(Y )

and Ry = R̂y, where Ĝi and R̂y are respectively the geodesic coefficients and the Riemann

curvature of ĝ. Since the Ricci curvature Ric is the trace of the Riemann curvature Ry, the

Ricci curvatures of F and ĝ coincides, i.e.,

Ric(x, y) = R̂ic(x, y) (2.4)



for any y ∈ TxM \ {0} and the geodesic extension Y of y (see §6.2, [Sh2]).

Given a smooth measure m, write dm = σF (x)dx, where σF is called the density function

of m. The distortion of F is defined by

τ(x, y) := log

{√
det(gij(x, y))

σF (x)

}
. (2.5)

For any y ∈ TxM\{0}, let η(t) be a geodesic with η(0) = x and η̇(0) = y. The S-curvature S is

defined as the change rate of the distortion τ along η, i.e.,

S(x, y) =
d

dt
τ(η(t), η̇(t))|t=0.

By a direct calculation, we have

S(x, y) = τ|i(x, y)y
i =

∂Gi

∂yi
− yi

∂

∂xi
(log σF ) . (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 σ if there exists a function σ = σ(x) on M such that S(x, y) =

(n+1)σF (x, y) for any (x, y) ∈ TM . In particular, if σ is constant, we say that F is of constant

S-curvature σ ([ChS], [CS2]).

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

Hausdorff measure mBH , whose volume form dmBH = σBHdx, where

σBH =
Vol(Bn1 (x))

Vol {y = (yi) ∈ Rn|F (x, y) < 1} ,

where B
n
1 is the unit ball in R

n 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, mBH is reduced to the Riemannian measure of g, equivalently,

dmBH = dVg. If F is of isotropic (resp. constant) S-curvature σ with respect to the Busemann-

Hausdorff measure mBH , denoted by SBH = (n + 1)σF , then we say F has isotropic (resp.

constant) SBH -curvature σ.

Inspired from the weighted Ricci curvature on Riemannian manifolds, S. Ohta in [Oh1]

introduced the weighted Ricci curvature RicN of (M,F,m) in terms of Ricci curvature Ric and

S-curvature. More precisely, we have

Definition 2.1. ([Oh1]) Given a nonzero vector y ∈ TxM , let η : (−ε, ε) → M be the geodesic

with η(0) = x and η̇(0) = y. We set dm = e−ψ(η(t))dVη̇ along η, where dVη̇ is the volume form

of gη̇. Define the weighted Ricci curvature involving a parameter N ∈ (n,∞) by

RicN (x, y) := Ric(x, y) + (ψ ◦ η)′′(0) − (ψ ◦ η)′(0)2
(N − n)

,

where Ric is the Ricci curvature of F . Further, define Ricn := lim
N→n

RicN and Ric∞ := lim
N→∞

RicN .

It is easy to see that (ψ ◦ η)′(0) = S(x, y) and (ψ ◦ η)′′(0) is exactly the change rate of the

S-curvature along the geodesic η, denoted by Ṡ. Thus,

Ric∞ = Ric + Ṡ.



For any N ∈ [n,∞], we say that RicN ≥ K(K ∈ R), if RicN (x, y) ≥ KF 2(x, y) for all (x, y) ∈
TM . Ohta proved in [Oh1] that the bound RicN ≥ 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,∞) and the case when N = ∞. Some important

progress has been made on global analysis and topology on Finsler measure spaces under the

assumption that RicN ≥ K for N ∈ [n,∞)( [Sh1]-[Sh2], [Oh1]-[Oh2], [Xia1]-[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 {ϕt} 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 ϕ̂t a lift of ϕt on TM , i.e., ϕ̂t(x, y) := (ϕt(x), (ϕt)∗(y)). Then

{ϕ̂t} forms a one-parameter transformation group on TM and induces a vector field

V̂ = V i ∂

∂xi
+ yj

∂V i

∂xj
∂

∂yi
(2.7)

on TM . V̂ is said to be a complete lift of V on TM . If ϕ̂∗
t (F ) = e2σtF for some function σt(x)

on M with σ0(x) = 0, then V is called a conformal vector field of F with conformal factor c,

equivalently, V̂ (F ) = 2cF , where c = c(x) = dσt
dt

|t=0. In particular, V is called a homothetic

vector field with dilation c if c is a constant and a Killing vector field if c = 0 ([SX]).

For any vector field V on M , the Lie derivative L of a geometric object Ξ(x, y) on TM

with respect to the complete lift V̂ of V on TM is defined by

(L
V̂
Ξ)(x,y) = lim

t→0

ϕ̂∗
t (Ξ)− Ξ

t
=

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

ϕ̂∗
t (Ξ). (2.8)

It is easy to see that L
V̂
(F ) = V̂ (F ). Using Cijk(y)y

i = 0 and (2.1), we obtain

L
V̂
(F 2(y)) = V̂ (F 2(y)) =

∂

∂xi

(
gkly

kyl
)
V i +

∂

∂yj

(
gily

iyl
) ∂V j

∂xk
yk

=
∂gkl
∂xi

ykylV i + 2gjl
∂V j

∂xk
ykyl

= 2gjlΓ
j
iky

kylV i + 2gjl
∂V j

∂xk
ykyl = 2Vl|ky

lyk, (2.9)

where Vi = gij(y)V
j.

Proposition 2.1. ([SX]) 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)L
V̂
(F ) = 2cF .

(3) In local coordinates, V = V i ∂
∂xi

satisfies

Vi|j + Vj|i + 2CpijVp|qy
q = 4cgij ,



where Cpij = gpqCijq, Vi = gijV
j and “|” is the horizontal covariant derivative with respect to

the Chern connection of F .

In particular, when F = α + β 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) L
V̂
(α) = 2cα, L

V̂
(β) = 2cβ.

(3) L
V̂
(h) = 2ch, L

V̂
(W0) = 2cW0.

A direct calculation gives

L
V̂
(α2) = 2Vi;jy

iyj , L
V̂
(β) = (V kbj;k + bkVk;j)y

j , (2.10)

where Vi = aijV
j in this case. Similarly,

L
V̂
(h2) = 2Vi:jy

iyj , L
V̂
(W0) = (V kWj:k +W kVk:j)y

j, (2.11)

where Vi = hijV
j in this case. Thus (2) and (3) in Proposition 2.2 are respectively rewritten as

Vi;j + Vj;i = 4caij , V jbi;j + bjVj;i = 2cbi, (2.12)

and

Vi:j + Vj:i = 4chij , V jWi:j +W jVj:i = 2cWi. (2.13)

Note that the meanings of Vi 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 κ if there is a complete vector field V on M such that (F, V )

satisfies

2Ric + L
V̂
(F 2) = 2κF 2, (3.1)

for some function κ = κ(x) on M , where V̂ is the complete lift of V on TM . In particular, if

κ is a constant, (M,F, V ) is called a Ricci soliton with soliton constant κ.

An almost Ricci soliton is said to be expanding, steady or shrinking respectively if κ < 0,

κ = 0 or κ > 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,F0) be a compact Finsler manifold. Then there exists a

function ̺ = ̺(t) of the time t and a family of diffeomorphisms ψt on M such that F̂ 2
t :=

̺(t)ψ̂∗
t (F

2
0 ) is a solution of (1.3) if and only if there is a vector field V on M such that (F0, V )

satisfies (3.1) with soliton constant κ, where ψ̂t is a global lift of ψt on TM and V̂ is a complete

lift of V .

Let Y be a non-vanishing C∞-geodesic field on an open subset U ⊂ M and dVgY 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−ψdVgY , where ψ is given by

ψ(x) = log

√
det(gij(x, Yx))

σF (x)
= τ(x, Yx), (3.2)

which is just the distortion along Yx at x ∈ M (see (2.5)). Obviously, ψ ∈ C∞(U). We can

regard ψ as the weight function of m with respect to gY . By definition, the S-curvature of

(M,m) is given by

S(x, Yx) = Yx [τ(·, Y )] = dψx(Yx). (3.3)

Thus,

Ṡ(x, Yx) = Yx [S(·, Y )] = Yx[Y (ψ)] = Hess(ψ)(Yx) = Ĥess(ψ)(Yx), (3.4)

where Ĥess(ψ) is the Hessian of ψ with respect to ĝ = gY .

Let V be a smooth vector field on U . In local coordinates, we write V = V i ∂
∂xi

and

Y = Y i ∂
∂xi

. Note that F 2(Y ) = ĝ2(Y ) and

∂ĝij
∂xk

=
∂gij
∂xk

(Y ) + 2Cijl(Y )
∂Y l

∂xk
.

In the same way as (2.9) and using the above equation, we have

L
V̂
(F 2(Y )) = L

V̂
(ĝ2(Y )) = 2Vj||kY

jY k,

where Vi = gij(Y )V j and “||” means the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita

connection of ĝ. In particular, when V is the gradient field of the function ψ with respect to ĝ,

we have

L
V̂
(F 2(x, Yx)) = L

V̂
(F 2(Y ))|x = 2Ĥess(ψ)(Yx).

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 ⊂M . Assume that V is a smooth vector field on U with the complete

lift V̂ . Then L
V̂
(F 2(x, Yx)) = 2Ṡ(x, Yx).



Let Y be a geodesic field on an open subset U ⊂ M and dm = e−ψdVgY . If there is a

complete vector field V on M such that V |U=gradgY (ψ) (the gradient of ψ with respect to gY )

and (F, V ) satisfies (3.1), then (M,F,m) is called a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton

scalar κ. In particular, it is called a gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant κ if κ is constant.

When F = g is Riemannian and dm = e−ψdVg, 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 ∈ TxM \ {0}, there is always a neighborhood U of x such that

Y is a non-vanishing geodesic field on U with Yx = y. Write dm = e−ψdVgY as above.

Assume that Ric∞ = κ, i.e., Ric+Ṡ = κF 2. Let

V := gradgY ψ,

which is a smooth vector field on U . Choose smaller neighborhoods W1 and W2 of x such that

the closure W 1 is compact and W1 ⊂ W 1 ⊂ W2 ⊂ W 2 ⊂ U and a function f ∈ C∞(M) such

that f ≡ 1 on W 1 and f ≡ 0 outside W2. We define a vector field on M

Ṽ (p) =

{
f(p)V (p), p ∈ U

0, p /∈ U.

Then Ṽ is a smooth vector field on M with Ṽ |W1
= V . Moreover Ṽ is complete since M is

compact. By the assumption, we have

Ric(x, Yx) + Ṡ(x, Yx) = κF 2(x, Yx) (3.5)

on W1. From this, Ṽ |W1
= V and Lemma 3.1, we get

Ric(x, Yx) + L ˆ̃
V
(F 2(x, Yx)) = 2κF 2(x, Yx) (3.6)

on W1. Note that y = Yx. By the arbitrariness of (x, y) ∈ TM , (F, Ṽ ) 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 |U = gradgY (ψ) and (F, V ) satisfies (3.1). In particular, we have (3.6)

in which we use V̂ instead of
ˆ̃
V and hence (3.5) on U by Lemma 3.1. By the arbitrariness of

(x, y) ∈ TM , we have Ric∞ = κ.

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 Ric∞ = κ for some function κ = κ(x) on M .

4 Almost Ricci solitons on Randers manifolds

Let F = α+β be a Randers metric, where α =
√
aij(x)yiyj and β = bi(x)y

i with b := ‖β‖α < 1

are respectively the Riemannian metric and 1-from on M . It is known that the volume form

determined by the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mBH on M is given by dmBH = σBHdx (§5.2,

[ChS]), where

σBH = e(n+1) log
√
1−b2σα, σα =

√
det(aij).



Lemma 4.1. ([ChS], [CS2]) Let (M,F,mBH ) be an n-dimensional Randers manifold equipped

with the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mBH . For any scalar function σ on M , the following

statements are equivalent.

(1) F is of isotropic SBH -curvature σ, i.e., SBH = (n+ 1)σF .

(2) e00 = 2σ(α2 − β2).

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 = α + β be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold M and V be

a vector field on M with the complete lift V̂ on TM . Then

L
V̂
(F 2) =

F

α
L
V̂
(α2) + 2FL

V̂
(β). (4.1)

Lemma 4.3. ([BR], [CS2]) Let F = α+ β be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold

M . Then the Ricci curvatrure of F is given by

Ric = αRic + 2αsi0;i − 2t00 − α2ti i + (n− 1)Ξ, (4.2)

where αRic denotes the Ricci curvature of α and Ξ is defined by

Ξ :=
2α

F
(q00 − αt0) +

3

4F 2
(r00 − 2αs0)

2 − 1

2F
(r00;0 − 2αs0;0), (4.3)

where q00 = qijy
iyj , here qij := riks

k
j.

Note that (b2);j = 2(rj + sj), sib
i = sibi = 0 and bi ;k = rik + sik. It is straightforward to

check the following equalities.

Lemma 4.4. Let F = α + β be a Randers metric on an n-dimensional manifold M . Suppose

that e00 = 2σ(x)(α2 − β2). Then

rij = −sibj − sjbi + 2σ(aij − bibj), rij = −sibj − bisj + 2σ(δij − bibj), rjj = 2σ(n − b2),

rj = −b2sj + 2σ(1 − b2)bj , r = 2σb2(1− b2), ri0 = −βsi − bis0 + 2σ(yi − βbi),

r00 = −2βs0 + 2σ(α2 − β2), rii;0 = 2σ0(n− b2)− 4σ(1− b2)(2σβ + s0),

ri ;i = −2(1− b2)
(
sis

i − σib
i − 2nσ2 + 6σ2b2

)
− b2si ;i, q00 = −(s20 + t0β + 2σβs0),

r00;0 = −2s0;0β + 4s20β + 8σs0β
2 + 2(σ0 − 2σs0 − 4σ2β)(α2 − β2),

where σ0 := σiy
i, σi := σxi.

Based on these lemmas, we can prove the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let F = α+ β 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 κ if

and only if either (M,F, V ) is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar κ or there

are scalar functions c, σ on M such that L
V̂
(α) = 2cα (i.e., V is a conformal vector field of α

with conformal factor c) and

e00 = 2σ(α2 − β2), (4.4)

αRic = κ(α2 + β2) + (ti i − 2c)α2 + 2t00 − (n− 1)σ2(3α2 − β2)

−
(
(n− 1)σ0 + L

V̂
(β)
)
β − (n− 1)(s20 + s0;0), (4.5)

si0;i = (κ− c) β + (n− 1)

(
1

2
σ0 + t0 + 2σs0 + σ2β

)
− 1

2
L
V̂
(β), (4.6)



where V̂ is the complete lift of V and L
V̂
(β) is given by (2.10)2.

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

From this and Lemmas 4.2-4.3, we have

αRic + 2αsi0;i − 2t00 − α2tii + (n− 1)Ξ +
F

2α
L
V̂
(α2) + FL

V̂
(β) = κF 2, (4.7)

where L
V̂
(α2) and L

V̂
(β) are given by (2.10). By (4.3), we have

4F 2Ξ = 8αF (q00 − αt0) + 3(r00 − 2s0α)
2 − 2F (r00;0 − 2αs0;0)

= 3r200 − 2βr00;0 − 2 (6r00s0 − 4βq00 + r00;0 − 2βs0;0)α

+4
(
3s20 + 2q00 − 2βt0 + s0;0

)
α2 − 8t0α

3. (4.8)

Multiplying both sides of (4.7) by 4αF 2 and using (4.8) yield

A0 +A1α+A2α
2 +A3α

3 +A4α
4 +A5α

5 = 0, (4.9)

where Ai(0 ≤ i ≤ 5) are given by

A0 : = 2β3L
V̂
(α2),

A1 : = 4β2(αRic)− 8β2t00 + (n− 1)(3r200 − 2βr00;0) + 6β2L
V̂
(α2) + 4β3L

V̂
(β)− 4κβ4,

A2 : = 8β(αRic) + 8β2si0;i − 16βt00 − 2(n− 1) (6r00s0 − 4βq00 + r00;0 − 2βs0;0)

+6βL
V̂
(α2) + 12β2L

V̂
(β)− 16κβ3,

A3 : = 4(αRic) + 16βsi0;i − 8t00 − 4β2tii + 4(n − 1)
(
3s20 + 2q00 − 2βt0 + s0;0

)

+2L
V̂
(α2) + 12βL

V̂
(β) − 24κβ2,

A4 : = 8si0;i − 8βtii − 8(n− 1)t0 + 4L
V̂
(β) − 16κβ,

A5 : = −4tii − 4κ.

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

A0 +A2α
2 +A4α

4 = 0, (4.10)

A1 +A3α
2 +A5α

4 = 0. (4.11)

(4.11)×α2-(4.10)×β yields

2(α2 − β2)
{
2α2(αRic)− 4α2t00 + 4α2βsi0;i − 2α4tii + 4(n − 1)α2q00 + 2(n − 1)α2s0;0

+(α2 + β2)L
V̂
(α2) + 4α2βL

V̂
(β)− 2κα2(α2 + 3β2) + 6(n− 1)α2s20

}

+3(n − 1)α2(r00 + 2s0β)
2 = 0. (4.12)

Since α2 − β2 is irreducible, there is a function σ on M such that

r00 + 2s0β = 2σ(α2 − β2), (4.13)

that is, (4.4) holds. On the other hand, if β 6= 0 (i.e., F is non-Riemannian), then (4.10) implies

that A0 must be divided by α2. There is a scalar function c on M such that

L
V̂
(α2) = 4cα2, equivalently, Vi;j + Vj;i = 4caij . (4.14)



This means that V is a conformal vector field of α with conformal factor c. Plugging (4.13)-(4.14)

into (4.12) gives

αRic = κ(α2 + 3β2) + 2t00 − 2βsi0;i + α2tii − 2(n− 1)q00 − (n − 1)s0;0

−3(n− 1)s20 − 3(n − 1)σ2(α2 − β2)− 2c(α2 + β2)− 2βL
V̂
(β). (4.15)

From this and Lemma 4.4, we get

A2 = 8κβ(α2 + β2) + 4(α2 − β2)
{
2cβ − 2(n− 1)σ2β − 4(n− 1)σs0 − (n− 1)σ0

}

−8β2si0;i + 8α2βtii + 8(n − 1)t0β
2 − 8cβ3 − 4β2L

V̂
(β).

Moreover, A0 = 8cα2β3 by (4.14). From these and (4.10), one obtains

4(α2 − β2)α2
{
− 2(κ− c)β − (n− 1)

(
2σ2β + 4σs0 + σ0 + 2t0

)
+ 2si0;i + L

V̂
(β)
}
= 0,

which implies (4.6). Putting (4.6) back in (4.15) and using q00 = −s20 − t0β − 2σβs0 yield (4.5).

The proof of sufficiency is straightforward. It is nothing to prove if F is Riemannian.

Otherwise, assume that there are functions c and σ on M such that L
V̂
(α2) = 4cα2 and (4.4)-

(4.5) hold. From (4.3)-(4.4) and Lemma 4.4, one obtains

Ξ = −2α

F

(
s20 + 2σs0β + Ft0

)
+ 3 (s0 − σ(α− β))2

− 1

F

{
−Fs0;0 + 2s20β + 4σs0β

2 + F (σ0 − 2σs0 − 4σ2β)(α− β)
}

= −2(t0 + 2σs0)α+ s20 + s0;0 + σ2(α− β)(3α + β)− σ0(α− β). (4.16)

Plugging this and (4.5)-(4.6) in (4.2) yields

Ric = κF 2 − 2cαF − FL
V̂
(β). (4.17)

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.2 and L
V̂
(α2) = 4cα2, we have L

V̂
(F 2) = 4cαF + 2FL

V̂
(β).

From this and (4.17), we get (3.1), i.e., (M,F, V ) is an almost Ricci soliton with soliton scalar

κ.

To prove Theorem 1.2, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that e00 = 2σ(α2 − β2) for some function σ on M . Then

bjsj;0 = −t0 − 2σs0 + (sjs
j)β, (4.18)

bjs0;j = −t0 + 2σs0 + 2σ0b
2 − 2(σjb

j)β + (sjs
j)β, (4.19)

ri0;i = −si ;iβ + 2t0 − 2σ(n + 1− 2b2)(s0 + 2σβ) + 2σ0(1− b2), (4.20)

ri;i − rijr
j
i − bjrii;j = −2sis

i − b2si ;i − 2(n − 1)(σjb
j)− 4(n − 1)σ2b2. (4.21)

Proof. Since sjb
j = bjs

j = 0, by Lemma 4.4, we have

bjsj;0 = −sjbj;0 = −sj(rj0 + sj0) = −t0 − 2σs0 + (sjs
j)β.

Similarly, by the same calculation as (7.27) in [CS2], we have (4.19). Note that β;j = r0j + s0j,

bi ;i = rii and (b2);j = 2(rj + sj). By Lemma 4.4 and (4.19), we have

ri0;i = −si;iβ − r0is
i + t0 − (s0 + 2σβ)rii − bis0;i + 2σ0 − 2(σib

i)β − 2σ(r0 − s0)

= −si;iβ + 2t0 − 2σ(n + 1− 2b2)(s0 + 2σβ) + 2σ0(1− b2).



Moreover, by Lemma 4.4 again, we get

rijr
j
i = 2b2(sis

i) + 4σ2(n− 2b2 + b4), bjrii;j = 2(n− b2)(σjb
j)− 8σ2b2(1− b2).

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

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

si0;i = (κ− 2c)β + (n − 1)

{
σ2β + t0 + 2σs0 −

3b2 − 4

2
σ0 −

3(1− b2)

2(1 + b2)
(σib

i)β

}

+
2cb2

1 + b2
β − b2

2
L
V̂
(β)− 1− b2

2(1 + b2)

(
V kbj;k + bkVk;j

)
bjβ. (4.22)

Proof. Let αRicij be the Ricci tensor of α. By (7.21) in [CS2], we have

si0;i =
αRic0jb

j + rii;0 − ri0;i, (4.23)

where αRic0j =
αRicijy

i. From this, we have sij;i =
αRicjlb

l + rii;j − rij;i. Thus

si ;i = −(bjsij);i = −(rji + sji)s
i
j − bjsij;i

= −tjj − bjbl(αRicjl) + ri;i − rijr
j
i − bjrii;j. (4.24)

By (4.5), we have

αRic0jb
j =

1

2
[αRic]yiyj y

ibj =
1

2
[αRic]yj b

j

= κ(1 + b2)β + (tii − 2c)β + 2t0 − (n− 1)σ2(3− b2)β − 1

2
b2L

V̂
(β) (4.25)

−1

2
(n− 1)

{
σ0b

2 + (σjb
j)β + bjsj;0 + bjs0;j

}
− 1

2

(
V kbj:k + bkVk;j

)
bjβ,

where we used sjb
j = bjs

j = 0. Plugging (4.18)-(4.19) in (4.25) leads to

αRic0jb
j = κ(1 + b2)β + (tii − 2c)β − (n− 1)

{
σ2(3− b2) + sjs

j − 1

2
(σjb

j)

}
β

−3

2
(n− 1)σ0b

2 + (n+ 1)t0 −
1

2
b2L

V̂
(β)− 1

2

(
V kbj:k + bkVk;j

)
bjβ. (4.26)

Differentiating this equation with respect to yl and then contracting this with bl yield

bjbl(αRicjl) = κ(1 + b2)b2 + b2(tii − 2c)− (n− 1)
{
σ2(3− b2) + sjs

j
}
b2

−(n− 1)(σlb
l)b2 − (n+ 1)sks

k − b2
(
V kbl:k + bkVk;l

)
bl. (4.27)

Since rjis
i
j = ajkrkia

ilslj = ajkrlkslj = −rlkskl, we have rjis
i
j = 0. Inserting (4.21) and (4.27)

in (4.24) gives

si;i = −tii − κb2 + (n− 1)

(
sis

i − σ2b2 +
b2 − 2

1 + b2
(σib

i)

)

+
2cb2

1 + b2
+

b2

1 + b2

(
V kbl;k + bkVk;l

)
bl.

From this and (4.20), one obtains

ri0;i = (κb2 + tii)β + 2t0 − 2σ(n + 1− 2b2)(s0 + 2σβ) + 2σ0(1− b2)− 2cb2

1 + b2
β

+(n− 1)

(
σ2b2 − sis

i +
2− b2

1 + b2
(σib

i)

)
β − b2

1 + b2

(
V kbj;k + bkVk;j

)
bjβ.



Since rii;0 = 2σ0(n− b2)− 4σ(1− b2)(s0 + 2σβ) by Lemma 4.4, we have

rii;0 − ri0;i = −2t0 − (κb2 + tii)β + (n− 1)

(
4σ2 − σ2b2 + sis

i − 2− b2

1 + b2
(σib

i)

)
β

+2(n− 1) (σ0 + σs0) +
2cb2

1 + b2
β +

b2

1 + b2

(
V kbj;k + bkVk;j

)
bjβ.

Plugging this and (4.26) into (4.23) yields (4.22).

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

3(n − 1)σ0 =
2c

1 + b2
β +

3(n − 1)

1 + b2
(σib

i)β − L
V̂
(β) +

1

1 + b2

(
V kbj;k + bkVk;j

)
bjβ. (4.28)

Differentiating this with respect to yi and then contracting this with bi yield

3(n − 1)σib
i = 2cb2 −

(
V kbj;k + bkVk;j

)
bj . (4.29)

Inserting (4.29) into (4.28) gives (1.6).

Conversely, assume that (1.6) holds. Then

3(n− 1)σi = 2cbi −
(
V kbi;k + bkVk;i

)
,

which implies (4.29). Plugging (4.29) and (1.6) into (4.22) leads to (4.6).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. It follows from Theorem 4.1, Lemma 4.7 and substituting L
V̂
(β) in (4.5)

with L
V̂
(β) = 2cβ − 3(n − 1)σ0.

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

aij =
hij
λ

+
WiWj

λ2
, bi = −Wi

λ
, (5.1)

where Wi = hijW
j and λ = 1 − ‖W‖2h. Then the components of inverse matrix (aij)

−1 and

bi = aijbj are respectively given by

aij = λ(hij −W iW j), bi = −λW i. (5.2)

Conversely, given a Riemannian metric α =
√
aij(x)yiyj and a 1-form β = bi(x)y

i, we also have

hij = λ(aij − bibj), W i = −b
i

λ
.

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 SBH -curvature σ if and only if W is a conformal vector

field of h with conformal factor −σ, i.e., W satisfies Wj:k +Wk:j = −4σhjk.



Let ξ := y − F (x, y)W and h̃ :=
√
h(ξ, ξ). Observe that

h2 − 2FW0 = λF 2 (5.3)

from (1.8). Thus

h̃2 = h(ξ, ξ) = h(y − FW, y − FW ) = h2 − 2FW0 + F 2‖W‖2h = F 2, (5.4)

namely, h̃(x, ξ) = F (x, y). For the sake of convenience, we use “ (̃·)0 ” to denote the contraction

with ξ, for example, W̃0 :=Wiξ
i, Ṽ0 := Viξ

i, Ṽ0:0 := Vj:kξ
jξk, f̃0 = fiξ

i, f̃;00 = f:ijξ
iξj etc..

Lemma 5.2. Let V = (V i) be a smooth vector field on M and V̂ be its complete lift on TM .

Then

L
V̂
(h̃2) =

2

h̃+ W̃0

{
h̃Ṽ0:0 + h̃2

(
Vj:kW

k −Wj:kV
k
)
ξj
}
. (5.5)

Proof. By a direct calculation, we have

L
V̂
(h̃2) = V̂ (hijξ

iξj) = V̂ (hij)ξ
iξj + 2hij V̂ (ξi)ξj

= V k ∂hij
∂xk

ξiξj + 2hij

(
yk
∂V i

∂xk
−L

V̂
(F )W i − FV k ∂W

i

∂xk

)
ξj. (5.6)

Denote by hΓlij the Riemannian connection coefficients of h. Then

∂hij
∂xk

= hil
hΓljk + hjl

hΓlik.

Plugging this and yk = ξk + FW k in (5.6) yields

L
V̂
(h̃2) = 2hijV

i
:kξ

jξk + 2Fhij
∂V i

∂xk
W kξj − 2W̃0LV̂ (F )− 2Fhij

∂W i

∂xk
ξjV k

= 2Ṽ0:0 + 2F
(
Vj:kW

k −Wj:kV
k
)
ξj − 2W̃0LV̂ (F ).

Note that F (x, y) = h̃(x, ξ) and L
V̂
(F ) = (2h̃)−1L

V̂
(h̃2). Then we have

(
h̃+ W̃0

)
L
V̂
(h̃2) = 2h̃Ṽ0:0 + 2h̃2

(
Vj:kW

k −Wj:kV
k
)
ξj .

Since h̃ is irrational, we have h̃+ W̃0 6= 0. Thus we obtain (5.5).

Lemma 5.3. ([CS1]) Let F be a Randers metric expressed by (1.8). Suppose that F has isotropic

SBH -curvature σ. Then, for any scalar function µ̃ on M ,

Ric− (n− 1)

(
3σ0
F

+ µ̃− σ2 − 2σiW
i

)
F 2 = R̃ic− (n− 1)µ̃h̃2, (5.7)

where R̃ic = hRicijξ
iξj.

Note that F (x, y) = h̃(x, ξ) and we use κ̃ instead of (n− 1)µ̃. (5.7) is equivalent to

2Ric + L
V̂
(F 2)− 6(n− 1)σ0F − 2

{
κ̃− (n− 1)σ2 − 2(n− 1)σiW

i
}
F 2

= 2R̃ic + L
V̂
(h̃2)− 2κ̃h̃2 (5.8)

for any scalar function κ̃ = κ̃(x) 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 κ.

Then SBH = (n + 1)σF for some function σ on M by Corollary 1.1. Hence W is a conformal

vector field of h with conformal factor −σ by Lemma 5.1. Let κ̃ := κ+(n−1)σ2+2(n−1)σiW
i.

By (5.8) and (3.1), we have

−6(n − 1)σ0F = 2R̃ic + L
V̂
(h̃2)− 2κ̃h̃2. (5.9)

Plugging (5.5) in (5.9) and using σ0 = σiξ
i + h̃σiW

i yield

−3(n− 1)(h̃2 + h̃W̃0)(σiξ
i + h̃σiW

i) = (h̃+ W̃0)
hRicijξ

iξj + h̃Ṽ0:0

+h̃2
(
Vj:kW

k −Wj:kV
k
)
ξj − κ̃h̃2(h̃+ W̃0).

Since h̃ is irrational in ξ, this equation are equivalent to the following two equations:

−3(n− 1)
{
(σiW

i)h̃2 + σ̃0W̃0

}
= hRicijξ

iξj + Ṽ0:0 − κ̃h̃2, (5.10)

−3(n − 1)
{
σ̃0 + (σiW

i)W̃0

}
h̃2 = W̃0

hRicijξ
iξj + h̃2

(
Vj:kW

k −Wj:kV
k
)
ξj − κ̃W̃0h̃

2,(5.11)

where σ̃0 := σiξ
i. If F is Riemannian, i.e., W ≡ 0, we have F = h and hence σ = 0 in this case.

Thus (5.10)- (5.11) are equivalent to

hRicijξ
iξj + Ṽ0:0 − κ̃h̃2 = 0, equivalently, 2hRicij + Vi:j + Vj:i = 2κ̃hij ,

which means that (M,F, V ) is a Riemannian almost Ricci soliton. Otherwise, (5.11) implies that
hRicijξ

iξj is divided by h̃2. There is a function µ on M such that hRicijξ
iξj = µh̃2, namely,

hRicij = µhij , which means that h is Einstein. Differentiating (5.10)-(5.11) in ξ leads to

Vi:j + Vj:i = 2(κ̃ − µ)hij − 3(n− 1)
{
2(σkW

k)hij + σiWj + σjWi

}
, (5.12)

Vj:kW
k −Wj:kV

k = (κ̃− µ)Wj − 3(n− 1)
(
σj + (σkW

k)Wj

)
. (5.13)

From (5.12)-(5.13), one obtains

Wj:kV
k + Vk:jW

k = (κ̃− µ)Wj − 3(n− 1)
{
2(σiW

i)Wj − λσj
}
. (5.14)

It follows from (2.11) that (5.12) and (5.14) are equivalent to

L
V̂
(h2) = 2(κ̃− µ)h2 − 6(n − 1)

{
(σiW

i)h2 + σ0W0

}
,

L
V̂
(W0) = (κ̃− µ)W0 − 3(n − 1)

{
2(σiW

i)W0 − λσ0
}
,

which imply (1.9)-(1.10) since κ̃− µ = κ− µ+ (n− 1)σ2 + 2(n − 1)σiW
i = c.

Conversely, it is nothing to prove if F is Riemannian. Otherwise, assume that hRicij =

µhij , W is a conformal vector field of h with conformal factor σ and (1.9)-(1.10) hold. Then

SBH = (n+1)σF and R̃ic = µh̃2. Differentiating (1.9)-(1.10) twice in y gives (5.12) and (5.14),

where κ̃ := c+ µ = κ+ (n− 1)σ2 + 2(n − 1)σiW
i. From these, we have

Ṽ0:0 = (κ̃− µ)h̃2 − 3(n − 1)
(
σ̃0W̃0 + (σiW

i)h̃2
)
,

(
Vj:kW

k −Wj:kV
k
)
ξj = (κ̃− µ)W̃0 − 3(n − 1)

(
σ̃0 + (σiW

i)W̃0

)
.



Inserting these in (5.5) yields

L
V̂
(h̃2) = 2(κ̃− µ)h̃2 − 6(n − 1)

(
h̃σ̃0 + (σiW

i)h̃2
)
.

Consequently,

2R̃ic + L
V̂
(h̃2) = 2κ̃h̃2 − 6(n− 1)Fσi

(
ξi + FW i

)

= 2κ̃h̃2 − 6(n− 1)σ0F,

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

with soliton scalar κ.

Proof of Corollary 1.4. The first claim follows directly from Theorem 1.3. Now we assume that

L
V̂
(h2) = 2ch2. Then (σiW

i)h2 + σ0W0 = 0 by (1.9), which implies that σ is constant since h2

is irreducible. From (1.10), we have L
V̂
(W0) = cW0.

If L
V̂
(W0) = cW0 with ‖W‖2h 6= 1

3 , then

2(σiW
i)W0 − λσ0 = 0 (5.15)

by (1.10). Differentiating this in yk and then contracting this yield (3‖W‖2h − 1)(σkW
k) = 0

and hence σkW
k = 0. Inserting this back into (5.15) gives σ0 = 0, i.e, σ=constant, which means

that L
V̂
(h2) = 2ch2 by (1.9).

In any case, we have L
V̂
(h2) = 2ch2 and L

V̂
(W0) = cW0. This means that V is a conformal

vector field of F with conformal factor 1
2c by Proposition 2.2. Since F has isotropic SBH -

curvature, by Theorem 1.1 in [HM] (also Theorem 1.2, [SX]), V is a homothetic field of F with

dilation 1
2c. The proof is finished.

6 Gradient almost Ricci solitons on Randers measure spaces

Let (M,F,m) be a Randers measure space equipped with a Randers metric F = α + β and a

smooth measure m. As mentioned in the introduction, the volume form determined by m can

be written as dm = e−fdmBH 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 κ if and only if

Ric∞ = κ, i.e.,

Ric(x, y) + Ṡ(x, y) = κF 2(x, y), (x, y) ∈ TM. (6.1)

If (M,F,m) is a gradient Ricci soliton (i.e., κ is constant), Mo-Zhu-Zhu proved that F must

be of isotropic SBH -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 F = α + β 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 SBH -curvature.



Assume that (M,F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton. Then SBH = (n + 1)σ(x)F for

some function σ on M , equivalently, e00 = 2σ(x)(α2 − β2). In this case, we have (4.16). From

this and (4.2), one obtains

Ric = αRic + 2αsi0;i − 2t00 − α2tii

+(n− 1)
{
s20 − 2t0α− 4σs0α− σ0(α− β) + s0;0 + σ2(3α2 − 2αβ − β2)

}
. (6.2)

On the other hand, the geodesic coefficients Gi of F are given by (see (2.19) in [CS2])

Gi = Giα + Pyi +Qi,

where P := e00
2F −s0 and Qi := αsi0. Note that dm = e−fdmBH . By (2.6), we have S = SBH+f0

and

Ṡ = S;0 − 2(Pyk +Qk)Syk = (SBH);0 + f;00 − 2(Pyk +Qk)Syk . (6.3)

Since SBH = (n+ 1)σF , by Lemma 4.4, we get

(SBH);0 = (n+ 1)(σ0F + σF;0) = (n+ 1)
{
σ0F + 2σ2(α2 − β2)− 2σs0β

}
,

(Pyk +Qk)Syk = (n+ 1)
{
σ2(α2 − β2)− σs0β

}
+ σ(α − β)f0 − s0f0 + (fks

k
0)α,

where we used F;0 = β;0 = r00. Inserting these into (6.3) gives

Ṡ = (n+ 1)σ0F − 2σ(α − β)f0 + 2s0f0 − 2(fks
k
0)α+ f;00. (6.4)

It follows from (6.1), (6.2) and (6.4) that

κ(α2 + 2αβ + β2) = αRic + 2αsi0;i − 2t00 − α2tii + 2σ0α+ 2nσ0β

+(n− 1)
{
s20 + s0;0 − 2t0α− 4σs0α+ σ2(3α2 − 2αβ − β2)

}

−2σ(α− β)f0 + 2s0f0 − 2(fks
k
0)α+ f;00.

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

of this equation yields

si0;i = κβ − σ0 + (n− 1)(t0 + 2σs0 + σ2β) + σf0 + fks
k
0, (6.5)

αRic = κ(α2 + β2) + 2t00 + tiiα
2 − 2nσ0β

−(n− 1)
(
s20 + s0;0 + 3σ2α2 − σ2β2

)
− 2(s0 + σβ)f0 − f;00. (6.6)

Conversely, assume that e00 = 2σ(x)(α2 − β2). 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 = κ(α + β)2 − (n+ 1)σ0F − 2s0f0 + 2σf0(α− β) + 2αfkSk0 − f:00.

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 = α+ β 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 κ if and only if there is a function σ on M such that e00 = 2σ(α2 − β2) and

(6.5)-(6.6) holds.



Remark 6.1. When κ 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 ρ = ln
√
1− b2 − f . By Lemma 4.4, we calculate ρ0 and ρ0;0. Inserting then these

in (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

si0;i = κβ + (n− 1)(t0 + 2σs0 + σ2β) + σ0
{
2(n− 1)− (2n − 1)b2

}

−(2n− 1)(1 − b2)

1 + b2
(σjb

j)β − f;0jb
j − σb2f0 − (fjb

j)s0

+
1

1 + b2
(f;ijb

ibj)β − σ(1− b2)

1 + b2
(fkb

k)β. (6.7)

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

that

αRic0jb
j = κ(1 + b2)β + (n+ 1)t0 − (2n− 1)σ0b

2 − (σkb
k)β + tiiβ

−(n− 1)
{
sks

k + σ2(3− b2)
}
β −

{
f;0jb

j + (s0 + σβ)(fjb
j) + σb2f0

}
, (6.8)

αRicjlb
jbl = κb2(1 + b2)− (n+ 1)sjs

j − 2n(σjb
j)b2 + tiib

2 − (n− 1)(sjs
j)b2

−(n− 1)σ2b2(3− b2)− f;jlb
jbl − 2σb2(fjb

j). (6.9)

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

si ;i = −κb2 − tjj − (n− 1)
(
σ2b2 + 2σjb

j − sjs
j
)

+
2(2n − 1)b2

1 + b2
σjb

j +
1

1 + b2

{
f;jlb

jbl + 2σb2(fjb
j)
}
.

Inserting this in (4.20) gives

ri0;i = κb2β + tjjβ + (n− 1)
(
σ2b2 + 2σjb

j − sjs
j
)
β + 2t0 + 2σ0(1− b2)

−2σ(n+ 1− 2b2)(s0 + 2σβ)− 2(2n − 1)b2

1 + b2
(σjb

j)β − 1

1 + b2

(
f;jlb

jbl + 2σb2(fjb
j)
)
β.

Since rii;0 = 2σ0(n− b2)− 4σ(1− b2)(s0 + 2σβ) by Lemma 4.4, we have

rii;0 − ri0;i = −2t0 − (κb2 + tii)β + (n− 1)
{
4σ2 − σ2b2 + sis

i − 2σib
i
}
β

+2(n− 1) (σ0 + σs0) +
2(2n − 1)b2

1 + b2
(σib

i)β +
1

1 + b2

(
f;jlb

jbl + 2σb2(fjb
j)
)
β.

Plugging this and (6.8) into (4.23) yields (6.7).

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 − b2)σi = σ(1 + b2)fi + fj(s
j
i − sjbi) + f;ijb

j + (si + 2σbi)(fjb
j),

which implies that

(2n − 1)(1 − b2)σib
i = σ(1 + 3b2)fib

i + f;ijb
ibj − (1 + b2)fjs

j. (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 − b2)σ0 = σ(1 + b2)f0 + fjs
j
0 + f;0jb

j + (fjb
j)s0 +

(2n − 1)(1− b2)

1 + b2
(σjb

j)β

− 1

1 + b2
(f;jlb

jbl)β +
σ(1 − b2)

1 + b2
(fjb

j)β. (6.11)

Differentiating this with respect to yi and then contracting this with bi yield (6.10). From this

and (6.11), one obtains (1.13). This finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. It directly follows from Theorem 6.1 and Lemma 6.2.

Next we give a navigation description for Randers gradient almost Ricci solitons. Let

F = α+β be a Randers metric expressed by (1.8) in terms of the navigation data (h,W ), where

α, β are given by (5.1). Let

Rj := W iRij , R :=W jRj , Sj :=W iSij, Sij := hikSkj.

Obviously, SiW i = 0 and λ:k = −2(Rk+Sk). The geodesic coefficients Giα of α are related with

those Gih of h by Giα = Gih + ζ i, where

ζ i :=
1

λ
(R0 + S0)y

i +
1

2
R00W

i +

(
h2

2λ
+
W 2

0

λ2

)(
RW i −Ri − Si

)
+
W0

λ

(
R0W

i + Si0
)
.

From this, we have

rij = −Rij −
(
1

λ
hij +

2

λ2
WiWj

)
R+

1

λ2
(SiWj + SjWi) +

1− λ

λ2
(RiWj +RjWi) ,(6.12)

sij = − 1

λ
Sij +

1

λ2
[(Ri + Si)Wj − (Rj + Sj)Wi] , (6.13)

rj = Rj +
1

λ
RWj −

1− λ

λ
(Rj + Sj), sj = Sj −

1

λ
RWj +

1− λ

λ
(Rj + Sj). (6.14)

These formulae were first given in [BR] and [Ro]. They also can be found in [ChS] and [CS2].

Recall that SBH = (n+ 1)σF if and only if R00 = −2σh2 (Lemma 5.1). In this case, we have

Rij = −2σhij , Rj = −2σWj , R = −2σ(1 − λ) (6.15)

and

ζ i =
1

λ
(S0 − 2σW0)y

i − λh2 + 2W 2
0

2λ2
Si + W0

λ
Si0. (6.16)

Moreover, by (6.13)-(6.15), we get

s0 =
1

λ
S0, sij = −Sij +

1

λ
SiWj. (6.17)

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 SBH = (n+ 1)σF . Then

Ṡ(x, y) = (n+ 1)σ0F − 2σf0F + 2(fkSk0)F + (fkSk)F 2 +Hessh(f)(y),

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



Proof. By the assumption, we have Giα = Gih + ζ i, where ζ i are given by (6.16). Thus

Hessα(f)(y) = f;ijy
iyj = f:ijy

iyj − 2fkζ
k

= Hessh(f)(y)−
2

λ
f0(S0 − 2σW0)−

2W0

λ
fkSk0 +

λh2 + 2W 2
0

λ2
fkSk. (6.18)

From (6.4), (6.17)-(6.18), (5.3) and W0 = −λβ, one obtains that

Ṡ = (n + 1)σ0F − 2σf0(α− β) + 2f0s0 − 2(fks
k
0)α+Hessα(f)(y)

= (n + 1)σ0F − 2σf0(α− β) +
2

λ
f0S0 − 2fk

(
−Sk0 +

1

λ
SkW0

)
α

− 2

λ
f0(S0 + 2λσβ) + 2βfkSk0 +

λh2 + 2W 2
0

λ2
fkSk +Hessh(f)(y)

= (n + 1)σ0F − 2σf0F + 2(fkSk0)F + (fkSk)F 2 +Hessh(f)(y).

This finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Assume that (M,F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton

scalar κ, namely, Ric + Ṡ = κF 2. Then SBH = (n+ 1)σF for some function σ = σ(x) on M by

Proposition 6.1. From Lemma 5.3, we have

−3(n − 1)σ0F = R̃ic + Ṡ − κ̃h̃2, (6.19)

where κ̃ := κ+ (n− 1)σ2 + 2(n− 1)σiW
i. Recall that ξ = y − FW , here F = F (x, y) = h̃(x, ξ)

by (5.4). Then,

σ0 = σ̃0 + h̃σiW
i, f0 = f̃0 + h̃fiW

i, fkSk0 = fkS̃k0 − h̃fkSk,
Hessh(f)(y) = f:ij(ξ

i + FW i)(ξj + FW j) = f̃:00 + 2h̃f̃:0jW
j + h̃2Hessh(f)(W ). (6.20)

From these and Lemma 6.3, (6.19) becomes

R̃ic + f̃:00 + h̃
{
2(2n − 1)σ̃0 − 2σf̃0 + 2fkS̃k0 + 2f̃:0jW

j
}

+h̃2
{
2(2n − 1)σiW

i − 2σfiW
i − fkSk +Hessh(f)(W )− κ̃

}
= 0.

Since h̃ is irrational in ξ, this equation are equivalent to the following two equations:

(2n − 1)σ̃0 − σf̃0 + fkS̃k0 + f̃:0jW
j = 0, (6.21)

R̃ic + f̃:00 + h̃2
{
2(2n − 1)σiW

i − 2σfiW
i − fkSk +Hessh(f)(W )− κ̃

}
= 0. (6.22)

Obviously, (6.21) is equivalent to (1.15) and (6.22) implies that there is a function µ = µ(x) on

M such that

hRicijξ
iξj + f:ijξ

iξj = µh̃2, equivalently hRicij + f:ij = µhij , (6.23)

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

i.e.,

hRic(y) + Hessh(f)(y) = µh2.

Thus (6.22) is reduced to

2(2n − 1)σiW
i − 2σfiW

i − fkSk +Hessh(f)(W ) = κ̃− µ. (6.24)



Differentiating (6.21) in ξi and then contracting this with W i yield

Hessh(f)(W ) = σfiW
i + fiSi − (2n − 1)σiW

i. (6.25)

Plugging this in (6.24) and using κ̃ = κ+ (n− 1)σ2 + 2(n − 1)σiW
i lead to (1.16).

Conversely, assume that (M,h, f) is a Riemannian gradient almost Ricci soliton with soliton

scalar µ, W is a conformal vector field of h with conformal factor −σ, equivalently, SBH =

(n + 1)σF , and f satisfies (1.15)-(1.16). Thus we get (6.23) and (6.25) from (1.15). Moreover,

by (1.15) and yi = ξi + FW i, we have

σf0 − fkSk0 = (2n − 1)σ0 + f:ijξ
iW j + FHessh(f)(W ). (6.26)

From (6.20) and (6.25) we get

Hessh(f)(y) = f:ijξ
iξj + 2Ff:ijξ

iW j + F 2
{
σfiW

i + fiSi − (2n− 1)σiW
i
}
. (6.27)

Thus, it follows from Lemma 6.3, (6.26)-(6.27), (6.23), (6.25) and (1.16) that

R̃ic + Ṡ = R̃ic + (n+ 1)σ0F − 2F
{
(2n− 1)σ0 + f:ijξ

iW j + FHessh(f)(W )
}

+(fiSi)F 2 + f:ijξ
iξj + 2Ff:ijξ

iW j + F 2
{
σfiW

i + fiSi − (2n− 1)σiW
i
}

= µh̃2 − 3(n − 1)σ0F + h̃2
{
− 2Hessh(f)(W ) + σfiW

i + 2fiSi − (2n− 1)σiW
i
}

= µh̃2 − 3(n − 1)σ0F + h̃2
{
− σfiW

i + σiW
i + 2(n − 1)σiW

i
}

= µh̃2 − 3(n − 1)σ0F +
{
κ− µ+ (n− 1)σ2 + 2(n− 1)σiW

i
}
h̃2

= κ̃h̃2 − 3(n − 1)σ0F,

that is, −3(n − 1)σ0F = R̃ic + Ṡ − κ̃h̃2. From this and (5.7), one obtains that Ric + Ṡ = κF 2,

i.e., (M,F,m) is a gradient almost Ricci soliton.

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 (Rn, h) denote a Euclidean space with its standard

metric h = | · |. First, one may take κ = 0 and V = 0, and see (Rn, h, V ) as a steady Ricci soliton

(trivial soliton). However, for any ρ ∈ R, if we take f = ρ
2 |x|2 for any x ∈ R

n, then (Rn, h, f) is

a Riemannian expanding or shrinking gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant ρ depending

on the signs of ρ. The choice of f is unique up to a constant. The soliton (Rn, | · |, e− ρ

2
|x|2) is

called the Gaussian soliton ([CK], [CLN]).

Let m be the measure determined by dm = e−fdmBH on R
n, where f = ρ

2 |x|2. Note that

global conformal vector fields of h on R
n are just Killing fields given by W = Qx + C, where

Q = (qij) is a skew-symmetric matrix and C is a constant vector in R
n ([BRS]). Obviously,

Sij = Sij = qij . If ‖W‖h < 1 for any x ∈ R
n, then Q = 0. Further, if (f,W ) satisfies (1.18),

then C = 0. These mean that there is no non-vanishing global Killing vector field of h on R
n

satisfying ‖W‖h < 1 and (1.18). By Corollary 1.6, the Randers metric F expressed by (1.8)

must be Euclidean, i.e., F (x, y) = h(y) = |y| for any y ∈ R
n. In this case, dmBH = dx. Hence

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



Example 7.2. (Steady Ricci soliton) Let (R2, h) be a complete noncompact Riemannian

manifold with complete metric h = dx2+dy2

1+x2+y2 . In polar coordinates (r, θ), h is rewritten as

h =
dr2 + r2dθ2

1 + r2
. (7.1)

Let t = arcsinh r = log(r +
√
1 + r2). Then

h = dt2 + tanh2 tdθ2, hRic(Y ) =
2

cosh2 t
h2, (7.2)

where h2 = h(Y, Y ) for Y = y1 ∂
∂t

+ y2 ∂
∂θ

∈ T(t,θ)R
2. The Christoffel symbols of h are given by

Γ1
11 = Γ2

11 = Γ1
12 = Γ2

22 = 0, Γ2
12 =

2

sinh(2t)
, Γ1

22 = − tanh t

cosh2 t
. (7.3)

Let

f(t, θ) := −2 log(cosh t). (7.4)

Then

f1 = f ′(t) = −2 tanh t, f2 = f ′(θ) = 0, (7.5)

f:11 = f ′′(t) = − 2
cosh2 t

, f:12 = f:21 = 0, f:22 = −2 tanh2 t
cosh2 t

, (7.6)

which implies that Hessh(f)(Y ) = − 2
cosh2 t

h2. Consequently, hRic(Y )+Hessh(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
2 up to homothety.

Assume that F has constant SBH -curvature σ, i.e., SBH = 3σF , and W = W 1 ∂
∂t

+W 2 ∂
∂θ

is a vector field on R
2. Consider the following PDE system:

Wi:j +Wj:i = −4σhij , σf0 − fkSk0 − f:0jW
j = 0. (7.7)

From (7.1)-(7.6), (7.7)2 can be simplified as

σf1 − f:11W
1 = 0, σf2 − f1S1

2 − f:22W
2 = 0,

which implies that

W 1 =W1 =
1

2
σ sinh(2t), (W1)θ − (W2)t = −2 tanh t

cosh2 t
W 2 = − 4

sinh(2t)
W2, (7.8)

and (7.7)1 is simplified as

(W1)t = −2σ, (W1)θ + (W2)t =
4

sinh(2t)
W2, (W2)θ +

tanh t

cosh2 t
W1 = −2σ tanh2 t. (7.9)

From (7.8)1 and (7.9)1, we get σ = 0 and henceW 1 =W1 = 0. From (7.9)3, we have (W2)θ = 0,

i.e., W2 is only a function of t. Thus (7.8)2 and (7.9)2 are reduced to (logW2)t = 4
sinh(2t) .

Integrating this yields W2 = C tanh2 t for some constant C > 0. Up to a positive constant,

W2 = tanh2 t and hence W 2 = 1. Thus (7.7) has the unique solution W = ∂
∂θ
. In this case,

λ = 1− ‖W‖2h = 1
cosh2 t

> 0 and W0 = (tanh2 t)y2.



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

F (t, θ;Y ) = (cosh t)

√
(y1)2 + sinh2 t(y2)2 − (sinh2 t)y2,

where Y = y1 ∂
∂t

+ y2 ∂
∂θ

∈ R
2, and m be the measure determined by dm = e−fdmBH on (M,F ).

Back to the original coordinate system (x, y), f = −2 log
√

1 + x2 + y2 and

F (x̂, Y ) =

√
(ux+ vy)2 + (1 + x2 + y2)(uy − vx)2

x2 + y2
+ uy − vx. (7.10)

where x̂ = (x, y) ∈ R
2 and Y = (u, v) ∈ Tx̂R

2 ∼= R
2. Observe that the point (x, y) = (0, 0) is

a removable singular point of F . Indeed, lim
x̂→0

F (x̂, Y ) = |Y | =
√
u2 + v2. Thus F is a regular

Randers metric on R
2. By Corollary 1.6, (R2, 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 = 2
cosh2 t

F 2, which

implies that F is of positive flag curvature KF = 2
cosh2 t

. Summing up, one obtains

Proposition 7.1. The Randers cigar soliton (R2, F,m) defined by (7.10) and (7.4) is the unique

gradient Ricci soliton of constant SBH -curvature and positive flag curvature on R
2 up to homo-

thety. In this case, SBH ≡ 0 and KF = 2
cosh2 t

.

Example 7.3. (Shrinking Ricci soliton) Let (S2m−1, ĥ) be a 2m−1(≥ 3)-dimensional sphere

in R
2m equipped with the standard Riemannian metric ĥ of positive constant curvature µ. For

any p ∈ S
2m−1, we identify TpS

2m−1 with R
2m−1 in a natural way. Let S2m−1

+ and S
2m−1
− be the

upper and lower hemisphere of S2m−1 and let

ψ± : TpS
2m−1 ∼= R

2m−1 → S
2m−1
± , ψ±(x) :=

(
x√

1 + µ|x|2
,

±1√
µ(1 + µ|x|2)

)
,

be the stereographic projection from the center respectively. ψ± sends straight lines in R
2m−1 to

great circles on S
2m−1
± . Denote by x = (xi) ∈ S

2m−1, where {xi} are usually called the projective

coordinates on S
2m−1. The metric ĥ on S

2m−1 can be expressed in projective form:

ĥ =

√
(1 + µ|x|2)|y|2 − µ〈x, y〉2

1 + µ|x|2 , y ∈ TxS
2m−1 ∼= R

2m−1. (7.11)

From this, we have

ĥij =
δij

1 + µ|x|2 − µxixj
(1 + µ|x|2)2 , ĥij = (1 + µ|x|2)(δij + µxixj), (7.12)

The Christoffel symbols of ĥ are given by

Γ̂kij = − µ

1 + µ|x|2 (xiδ
k
j + xjδ

k
i )

and ĥRic = 2(m− 1)µĥ2.

Let Q = (qij) be an skew-symmetric matrix and d = (di) be a constant vector in R
2m−1

with |d| < 1, QTQ + µddT = µ|d|2E (E is an identity matrix) and Qd = 0. For example, in

3-dimensional case, we can take

Q =
√
µ




0 p q

−p 0 l

−q −l 0


 , d = ±




l

−q
p


 6= 0, (7.13)



where p, q, l are constants with |d|2 = p2 + q2 + l2 < 1. It is easy to check that Q and d satisfy

QTQ+ µddT = µ|d|2E and Qd = 0. Then

Ŵ := Qx+ µ〈x, d〉x+ d (7.14)

is a globally defined Killing vector field on the open upper hemisphere (S2m−1
+ , ĥ) with ‖Ŵ‖

ĥ
=

|d| < 1. Note that the expression (7.14) should be understood in projective coordinates. Indeed,

a direct calculation shows that ψ+∗(Ŵ ) = Ap+, where

A :=

(
Q

√
µd

−√
µd 0

)
, p+ :=




x√
1+µ|x|2

1√
µ(1+µ|x|2)


 = ψ+(x) ∈ S

2m−1
+ .

The continuity of Ŵ on the closed hemisphere implies that its value at any point p on the

equator is also the matrix product Ap. We extend Ŵ to the open lower hemisphere by insisting

that ψ−∗(Ŵ ) = Ap−, where

p− :=




x√
1+µ|x|2

−1√
µ(1+µ|x|2)


 = ψ−(x) ∈ S

2m−1
− .

It follows that Ŵ = Qx− µ〈x, d〉x− d. Obviously, the points p± goes to the poles (0,± 1√
µ
)T as

x→ 0. We construct Ŵ from the data (Q, d) on the upper hemisphere and from (Q,−d) on the

lower hemisphere. The actual Killing field on S
2m−1 has the value Ap at any point p, including

the equator. Since A is a constant matrix, the constructed Ŵ is globally defined and smooth.

Moreover, ‖Ŵ‖
ĥ
= |d| < 1.

LetM := R×S
2m−1, which is an 2m(m ≥ 2)-dimensional cylinder equipped with a standard

product metric h2 = dt2+ ĥ2, where t ∈ R. For any y = (y1, ŷ) ∈ T(t,x)M = R⊕TxS2m−1, where

(t, x) ∈ R × S
2m−1 and ŷ =

∑2m
i=2 y

i ∂
∂xi

∈ TxS
2m−1. Then h2(y) = (y1)2 + ĥ2(ŷ). By a direct

calculation, the Christoffel symbols of h are given by

Γ1
11 = Γk11 = Γ1

1j = Γk1j = Γ1
ij = 0, Γkij = Γ̂kij = − µ

1 + µ|x|2 (xiδ
k
j + xjδ

k
i ), (7.15)

where 2 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 2m, and hRic = 2(m− 1)µĥ2. Now we choose a function

f(t, x) := (m− 1)µt2

and a vector fieldW := Ŵ onM , i.e., the componentW 1 ofW is zero in t-direction and the rest

components W i coincide with Ŵ i, equivalently, W1 = 0 and Wi = Ŵi =
∑2m

j=2 ĥijW
j, where

2 ≤ i ≤ 2m. In this case, ‖W‖h = ‖Ŵ‖
ĥ
= |d| < 1 and

W0 = Ŵiŷ
i =

〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉
1 + µ|x|2 .

It is easy to check from (7.15) that

f:11 = 2(m− 1)µ, f:1j = f:j1 = f:jk = 0, (7.16)

which mean that Hessh(f)(y) = 2(m− 1)µ(y1)2, and

W1:1 =W1:j =Wj:1 = 0, Wi:j =
qij

1 + µ|x|2 +
µ
(
qjkx

kxi + xidj − qikx
kxj − xjdi

)

(1 + µ|x|2)2 , (7.17)



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

hRic + Hessh(f)(y) = 2(m− 1)µh2,

that is, (M,h, f) is a shrinking gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant 2(m−1)µ. Moreover,

by (7.16)-(7.17), f satisfies fkSk0 + f:0kW
k = 0 (1 ≤ k ≤ 2m).

Let F be defined by (1.8) in terms of (h,W ), i.e.,

F (x, y) =

√
λ(1 + µ|x|2)2((y1)2 + ĥ2) + 〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉2

λ(1 + µ|x|2) − 〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉
λ(1 + µ|x|2) ,

=

√
λ(1 + µ|x|2) {(1 + µ|x|2)(y1)2 + |ŷ|2} − λµ〈x, ŷ〉2 + 〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉2

λ(1 + µ|x|2) − 〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉
λ(1 + µ|x|2)

where λ = 1− |d|2, x ∈ R2m−1 and y = (y1, ŷ) ∈ T(t,x)M , and m be the measure determined by

dm = e−(m−1)µt2dmBH . By Corollary 1.6, (M,F,m) is a shrinking gradient Ricci soliton with

soliton constant 2(m− 1)µ.

Example 7.4. (Expanding Ricci soliton) Let (S2m−1, ĥ) be a 2m − 1(≥ 3)-dimensional

sphere in R
2m equipped with the standard Riemannian metric ĥ of positive constant curvature

µ as in Example 7.3. Also, we choose the vector field Ŵ as in Example 7.3, which induces a

global smooth Killing vector field on S
2m−1.

Let M := (−1, 1)× S
2m−1 be an 2m (m ≥ 2)-dimensional cylinder equipped with a warped

product metric h2 = dt2 + t2ĥ2, where t ∈ (−1, 1). Then h2(y) = (y1)2 + t2ĥ2(ŷ) for any

y = (y1, ŷ) ∈ T(t,x)M = Tt(−1, 1)⊕ TxS
2m−1. By a direct calculation, the Christoffel symbols of

h are given by

Γ1
11 = Γ1

1j = Γk11 = Γ1
1j = 0, Γk1j = t−1δkj , Γ1

ij = −tĥij , Γkij = − µ

1 + µ|x|2 (xiδ
k
j + xjδ

k
i ),

where 2 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 2m, and hRic = 2(m − 1)(µ − 1)ĥ2. In particular, when µ = 1, hRic = 0.

Now we choose a function

f(t, x) := −(m− 1)µt2

and a vector field W := Ŵ on M , i.e., the component W 1 of W is zero in t-direction and

the rest components W i coincide with Ŵ i, equivalently, W1 = 0,Wi = t2Ŵj . In this case,

‖W‖h = |t|‖Ŵ ‖ = |td| < 1 and

W0 = t2Ŵ0 =
t2〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉
1 + µ|x|2 .

It is easy to check that

f:11 = −2(m− 1)µ, f:1j = f:j1 = 0, f:jk = −2(m− 1)µt2ĥjk,

which mean that Hessh(f)(y) = −2(m− 1)µh2, and

W1:1 = 0, W1:j = −Wj:1 = −tŴj, Wi:j =
qij

1 + µ|x|2 +
µt2
(
qjkx

kxi + xidj − qikx
kxj − xjdi

)

(1 + µ|x|2)2 ,

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

hRic + Hessh(f)(y) = −2(m− 1)µh2.



Thus, (M,h, f) is a Riemannian expanding gradient Ricci soliton with soliton constant −2(m−1)

when µ = 1. Note that W 1 = fj = 0, S11 = 0 and S1j = −tŴj (2 ≤ j ≤ 2m). Consequently, f

satisfies

fkSk0 + f:0kW
k =

2m∑

j=2

f1S1jy
j +

2m∑

j=2

f:1jW
jy1 +

2m∑

j,l=2

f:ljW
jyl

= 2(m− 1)µt2
2m∑

j=2

Ŵjy
j − 2(m− 1)µt2

2m∑

j,l=2

ĥljŴ
jyl = 0,

where 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m.

Assume that µ = 1. Let F be defined by (1.8) in terms of (h,W ), i.e.,

F (x, y) =

√
λ(1 + |x|2) {(1 + |x|2)(y1)2 + t2|ŷ|2} − λt2〈x, ŷ〉2 + t4〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉2

λ(1 + |x|2)

− t
2〈Qx+ d, ŷ〉
λ(1 + |x|2)

where λ = 1 − t2|d|2 > 0, |t| < 1, x ∈ R2m−1 and y = (y1, ŷ) ∈ T(t,x)M , and m be the measure

determined by dm = e(m−1)t2dmBH . 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×S
2m because S2m 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×H
n, where H

n is an n-dimensional hyperbolic space of constant

negative curvature.
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