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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a broad class of metrics on the slit tangent
bundle of Finsler manifolds, termed F-natural metrics. These metrics
parallel the well-established g-natural metrics on the tangent bundles of
Riemannian manifolds and are constructed using six real functions defined
over the domain of positive real numbers. We provide an in-depth charac-
terization of conformal, homothetic, and Killing vector fields derived from
specific lifts of vector fields and tensor sections on the slit tangent bundle,
which is equipped with a general pseudo-Riemannian F-natural metric.
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Introduction

Finsler geometry, characterized by direction-dependent metrics, finds applica-
tions across diverse fields where anisotropic modeling is essential. In physics, it
extends General Relativity by accommodating direction-dependent spacetime
structures, supporting models that address cosmological anisotropies. It also
provides frameworks in quantum mechanics and field theory for path integrals
and Lagrangians with direction-dependent interactions, and models light propa-
gation in optics within anisotropic media like fiber optics and metamaterials. In
robotics and control theory, it optimizes path planning across variable terrains,
aiding navigation in complex environments. In information theory, Finsler met-
rics capture anisotropic noise, improving data compression and transmission.
This versatility positions Finsler geometry as a valuable tool for domains where
directional variability is pivotal.

In Finsler geometry, the tangent bundle enables direction-dependent metrics
by defining the Finsler function on each point’s entire tangent space, allowing
metric variation with both position and direction. This space is essential for
describing geodesics, curvature, and dynamic behavior through the energy func-
tion, acting as a Lagrangian. It also supports fundamental connections (e.g.,
Chern or Berwald) that generalize parallel transport and curvature, making the
tangent bundle central to Finsler geometry’s direction-sensitive structure. This
is why the study of the geometry of the tangent bundle of a Finslerian manifold
as a pseudo-Riemannian manifold could provide insight on the geometry of the
base manifold itself and could approach some aspects of the Finslerian geometry
by means of technics and objects of Riemannian geometry.

Surprisingly, in literature, few works deals with the geometry of tangent
bundles of Finslerian manifolds as a matter of study (cf. [33], [27] and [26]).
In this paper, we try to partially fill this gap by investigating some problems
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related to the pseudo-Riemannian geometry of the tangent bundle of Finslerian
manifolds, focusing on some kinds of infinitesimal symmetries.

Generally speaking, given a smooth manifold M, a symmetry of a tensor
field T on M is defined as a one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms that
leaves T' invariant. Equivalently, a vector field X generates such a group of
diffeomorphisms if it satisfies LxT = 0, where £ denotes the Lie derivative
on M. Within the framework of pseudo-Riemannian geometry, the study of
various symmetries significantly deepens our understanding of the geometric
properties of these spaces. For an extensive treatment of symmetries, we refer
to the monograph [19].

In the context of a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g), the investigation of
conformal vector fields is particularly insightful for understanding the geometric
structure of (M, g), with notable applications in physics. A conformal vector
field X generates a one-parameter group of conformal diffeomorphisms and is
characterized by the existence of a smooth function f on M, known as the
potential function, such that Lxg = 2fg. When f is constant (or zero), X is
called a homothetic (or Killing) vector field.

In Riemannian geometry, there has been extensive research on the infinitesi-
mal symmetries of tangent bundles, spurred by the variety of pseudo-Riemannian
metrics defined on these bundles. The well-known Sasaki metric initially dom-
inated this field, but its rigid association with the base metric led to the ex-
ploration of alternative metrics, such as the Cheeger-Gromoll metric, Oproiu
metrics, and the broader class of g-natural metrics. Significant efforts have
been made to classify conformal and Killing vector fields on tangent bundles,
resulting in numerous classification theorems (see [12], [20], [25], [31] for Sasaki
metric, [3], [I6] for the Cheeger-Gromoll metric, [30] for the complete lift metric
and [1], [T5] for g-natural metrics).

When the base manifold is Finslerian, the situation becomes substantially
different. Any metric constructed from the base Finsler metric can only be de-
fined on the slit tangent bundle, making the study of the Riemannian geometry
of slit tangent bundles particularly compelling. Metrics such as the Sasaki and
Cheeger-Gromoll metrics have been considered on the slit tangent bundles of
Finsler manifolds, and several of their properties have been examined (cf. [33],
[26] and [27]).

In this paper, we introduce the concept of F-natural metrics, which are
analogues of g-natural metrics on the slit tangent bundles of Finsler manifolds.
These metrics are spherically symmetric and depend on six real-valued functions
defined on the set of positive numbers. We provide a detailed characterization
of non-degenerate and Riemannian F-natural metrics and compute their asso-
ciated Levi-Civita connections. As an application, we demonstrate that the
geodesic vector field on the slit tangent bundle, equipped with any Riemannian
F-natural metric, is incompressible (Theorem [I). Moreover, we establish nec-
essary and sufficient conditions for the fibers of the slit tangent bundle to be
totally geodesic (Theorem [2). Specifically, we prove that for Kaluza-Klein type
F-natural metrics (where horizontal and vertical distributions are orthogonal),
the fibers are totally geodesic if and only if the base manifold is a Landsberg
manifold.

The second part of this paper is dedicated to studying conformal, homoth-
etic, and Killing vector fields on the slit tangent bundles of Finsler manifolds
equipped with pseudo-Riemannian F-natural metrics. We provide a compre-



hensive characterization of Killing horizontal lifts of vector fields, proving that
no proper conformal or homothetic horizontal lift vector fields exist. Addition-
ally, we analyze the vertical lift vector fields for Kaluza-Klein type F-natural
metrics and characterize conformal complete lift vector fields on slit tangent
bundles of Finsler manifolds endowed with the Sasaki and Cheeger-Gromoll
metrics. Notably, in the Sasaki metric case, all conformal complete lift vec-
tor fields are Killing, whereas no Killing complete lift vector fields exist in the
Cheeger-Gromoll metric case. We also investigate vertical vector fields on the
slit tangent bundle derived from the ”skew symmetric transvections” of (1,1)-
tensor fields on the base manifold, characterizing those that are conformal when
the F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle is the Sasaki or Cheeger-Gromoll
metric. Specifically, we demonstrate that such homothetic vector fields must be
Killing. As an application, we classify all the pseudo-Riemannian F-natural
metrics on the slit tangent bundle of a Finsler manifold for which the Liouville
vector field is conformal, homothetic, or Killing, and prove that the geodesic
vector field cannot be conformal.

In our paper, we adopt the pullback formalism developed in the works of
Grifone ([I7], [18]), Lovas [23], Szilasi and Téth [29], along with the general the-
ory of connections on vector bundles, to revisit Finsler geometry, leading to an
elegant presentation of the relevant formulas (with free-coordinate expressions).

1 Finsler geometry revisited

Let M be a connected C'*°-manifold, and let TM denote its tangent bundle.
The natural projection @ : TM — M is given by associating each tangent
vector with its base point. We define the slit tangent bundle of M, denoted by
TM, by -

TM:=TM\ {0} ={uveT,Mlu+#0,x€ M}

The slit tangent bundle TM is the tangent bundle with the zero section removed,
and its natural projection mg : TM — M is simply the restriction of m to T'M.

The pullback bundle 7;T'M

The pullback bundle w3T M is the vector bundle obtained by pulling back T'M
to TM, with projection map 7 : 7t TM — TM defined by (z,u,v) — (z,u).
The fiber of njTM at any point (z,u) € TM is a copy of T, M, that is,
(M5 T M )(,u) = T M. Hence, 75T M is called the pullback tangent bundle.

For every local vector field X on M, we can naturally induce a local section
moX of miT'M, defined by:

mp X (z,u) = (x,u, X,), forall (z,u)e TM.

Moreover, the differential of the projection map my induces a bundle map p :
X(TM) — T'(mgTM), given by

p(X)(u) = (u, (dmo)u(Xy)), forall ueTM.

Given a coordinate system (U;x%,i = 1,...,n) on M the induced coordinate
system on TM is (7= Y(U);2%,u,i = 1,...,n), and similarly on TM, we have



coordinates (z°,u’,i = 1,...,n)) on 7y ' (U). The vector fields z2; on U induce
sections WS(%) on 7y H(U), denoted by 9;. Specifically

O0i(z,u) = (z,u, for all (z,u) € my ' (U).

0
% }m)’
This gives us a local frame {0;,i = 1,...,n} for the pullback tangent bundle
oM.

Similarly, we define the pull-back cotangent bundle w§T* M, where the fiber
at any point (z,u) is a copy of the cotangent space T M. Hence, the pullback
cotangent bundle is the dual of the pullback tangent bundle, with a local frame
{0f,i=1,...,n}, where

Of (z,u) = (z,u,dz'(x)), forall (z,u)e€ ;' (U).

Tensor sections on 73T’ M

For k,l € N?  we define the tensor product bundle (WSTM)®)€ ® (ﬂST*M)®l,
whose sections are known as (k, 1)-tensor sections on wTM. In particular, the
canonical section U of T M is defined by U(z,u) := (x,u,u), for all (z,u) €
TM.

A pseudo-Riemannian fiber-metric (resp. Riemannian fiber metric) on w3 T M
is a (0, 2)-tensor section on 73T M whose restriction to each fiber of niT M is
non-degenerate (resp. positive definite). Locally, any (k,l)-tensor section T can
be expressed as

n

T = Z T“’ ’Zka .00, @0 @...0 0

..... J1 I
W10tk =1j1,...,51=1

where T*""'* are smooth functions on 7, ' (U). In particular, we have

VARTEREV
n
U= E u'0;.
i=1

The vertical distribution- the vertical lift

In the context of the geometry of tangent bundles, canonical vector fields can be
derived from vector fields on the base manifold. Two such fields are the vertical
lift and the complete lift. For a given vector field X on M, the vertical lift X"
and the complete lift X are defined as follows:

XU(df) = X(f) and X°(df) = d(X(f)), forall feC®(M).

In local coordinates, if X = Y " | X i%, the vertical and complete lifts are
given by:

E za c 7 aXZ 1
:Z:Xw and X ZX aF jauz

1,j=1



The vertical lift of a vector is defined analogously. Given a vector X € T, M,
its vertical lift to TT'M is the vector X" € T{, ) T'M, defined by:

d
Xv=2 X
dt t:O(u +tX),

where u € T, M is the base point.
Moreover, for local coordinate vector fields %, the vertical lift (%)U is

simply %. Hence, the set {%;i =1,...,n} forms a local frame for the vertical
distribution of T7'M.
Since both TT'M and T'riT' M are vector bundles, we can define their respec-

tive vertical subbundles. For each (z,u) € fz\7, the vertical subspace V(g )T M
is defined as the kernel of the projection (dmo)z,u) : T(Lu)m — T, M. Simi-
larly, for (x,u,v) € 75T M, the vertical subspace V(g \ToT M is the kernel of
the projection (dm1)(z,u,v) * T(zu,myToT M — T(z,u)fz\?.

The vertical subbundles VI M and Vri T M are given by

VTAJ\Z/ = U NV(Iyu)m, Vﬂ'STM = U

(z,u)eTM V(z,u,v)ﬂ'o TM.

(z,uv)emyTM

The elements of these subbundles are referred to as vertical vectors.
The vertical lift of a vector X € T, M (resp. a section W € (75T M) (5,4))
at u € T, M \ {0} (resp. v € (7T M)(5,.)) is the unique vertical vector X in

T(m,u)m (resp. W* in T4 4,075 T M) defined by

d d
X' =— tX W= — twW)).
I @rix) resp W= 0wy
In a similar fashion, the vertical lift of a vector field X on M (resp. section o of
mo T M) is the vector field XV on TM (resp. oV on ;T M) whose value at any
point (z,u) € TM (resp. (z,u,v) € mgT M) is the vertical lift of the vector X,
(vesp. o(z,u)) to TTM at u (resp. to T'niTM at v).

It is easy to see that the vertical lift of the vector (resp. local vector field)

9 d_\iq O 1e) 9 -

997 |, At (z,u) (resp. z37) is 5.7 (z.0) (respA./W), so that {57 @ay =1 A,/n}
(resp. {%,i =1,...,n}) is a basis of V,TM (resp. is a local frame of VT'M).
Similarly, the vertical lift of the vector (resp. local section) 0;(z,u) at (x,u,v)
(resp. 0;) is % () (resp. %), so that {% @yt = Lo n} (resp.
{%,i =1,...,n}) is a basis of V; y, ,)7oT'M (resp. is a local frame of VrgT'M).

Finsler metrics

A Finsler manifold is a pair (M, F), where M is a manifold and F : TM —
[0,400) is a function called the Finsler norm, that satisfies the following prop-
erties:

1. Smoothness: F' is smooth on fz\7;

2. Homogeneity: I is positively 1-homogeneous on the fibers of tangent bun-
dle TM, ie. F(Au) = AF(u) for all A > 0 and u € TM;



3. Minkowski norm: For every x € M, the restriction Flpa @ T, M —
[0, +00) is a Minkowski norm on T, M. That is, for each nonzero u € T,, M,
the symmetric bilinear form g, : T, M x T, M — R, defined by

10?F?(u+tv + sw)
) dtds [t1=00.0

gu(v,w) :

is positive definite. In other words g is a Riemannian fiber-metric on
pullback tangent bundle 737" M.

This bilinear form g, induced by the Finsler norm is called the fundamental
tensor of the Finsler structure, and it varies smoothly over the slit tangent
bundle TM. The finsler manifold is sometimes denoted by (M, F, g).

A Finsler metric also induces a (0, 3)-tensor section C' on 75T M, known as
the Cartan tensor, which is defined as

1PF?(u+tv+ sw +12)
Cu(’l), w, Z) = 1 IMOsOr |(t,s,r):(0,0,0)’

for all u € T, M \ {0} and v,w,z € T, M.
Locally, the fundamental tensor g and the Cartan tensor C' can be expressed
as:

n n
9=y g0, ®0; and C= Y Ciud;®0; 20,
i,j=1 i,5,k=1
where
1 0%F? i C 1 03F?
i1 = T an ik — T~ o~ o~ -

%5 = 3 guigut 9k L uiouiou®
By contracting the Cartan tensor with respect to the fundamental tensor g, we
obtain another (2,1)-tensor section C, also referred to as the Cartan tensor,
whose components are given by:

C_'ikj = gklclija
where (g*!) denotes the inverse matrix of (g).

The Chern connection

There is a unique connection V on the pullback tangent bundle 757" M, which
satisfies the following properties:

1. almost compatibility with g: For all vector fields X € %(va) and sections
s1,82 € T(n{TM), we have

X(g(s1,82)) = g(Vxs1,82) + g(s1, VxS2) + 2C(s1, s2, VxU),
where U is the canonical section of w1 M;

2. Torsion-free: The torsion of the connection, defined by:
T(X,Y) = Vxp(Y) = Vyp(X) — p([X,Y]),

for all X,Y € f{(m), is identically zero.



Let F’fj, I=1,..,2n, j,k =1,...,n, be the Christoffel symbols of the Chern
connection V defined by the following identities

V.ad;= > Thok, Voo 0= > T 0k
k=1

dx?
k=1
Due to the torsion-free property of the Chern connection, we have:

Fk

ve;=0 and If =T% forall ij k=1 .n.

36

The horizontal distribution- the horizontal lift

With respect to the Chern connection V on the pullback tangent bundle 7§71 M,
we can define the horizontal distribution HriT M = U(z u U)EWSTMH(QE,%U)WSTM,
which allows the following decomposition of the pullback tangent bundle:

T u,) 0 TM = Vg o) T TM & H (g u,0)To T M.

There is a natural isomorphism between the horizontal subspace H ;v )™M

and T(M)W given by the map
(dﬂ'l)(x,u,u) : /H(z’uyv)ﬂ'STM — T(zﬁu)m,

where m : 7TM — fz\7, (x,u,v) — (x,u), is the first projection. This
isomorphism enables the definition of the horizontal lift X at (z,u,v) of any
vector X € T(, ) T'M by

X .= (dm) L (X).

(z,u,v)

In local coordinates, if X = Y1 | X2 @y T S X (2.u)» the hori-
zontal lift is expressed as:
XA =) X'~ D G —~ i XIuk — :
; 0z (w,u,v) +i:21 ou' | (z,u,v) ijzk::l L oW (@u,0)

Horizontal lifts of (local) vector fields on TM are defined similarly. Note that

5 H a v 5
(auz‘) = (azz) ~

and, for local vector fields %, the horizontal lift can be denoted as:

o 0.\ 0 2 e 0
Szt (&ﬁ) T ort Z Fjiujm'

k=1

Hence, the set {%, %;i =1,...,n} forms a local frame on 71'0_1(U)7 and we can
decompose: - - -
TwuwyTM =Vie,uyTM & HpuyTM,

where ’H(Lu)m = span{% 1,...,n}.

(zu) b T



Let X be a vector (resp. vector field) on M, expressed in a coordinates
system (U;z',..,2") as X = Y0 X'5%| (resp. X = 37 X'5%). The
horizontal li]i(/)f Xatu=Y1 uz% . EAZIM \ {0} (resp. to TTM) is the
vector in T,,TM (resp. the vector field on T M) given, in the coordinates system
(o H(U), 2t .. 2™, ut, . u™), by

Xh:ZX 50 (resp. Xh:Z(X owo)(sxi).

i=1 (@) i=1

Thus, locally, we have

n

Xhzz axl Zr X]u—

=1

From sections of 5T M, we can define horizontal and vertical vector fields
on TM as follows: let o € D(w§T M), then ho (resp. vo) is the horizontal (resp.
the vertical) vector fields on TM such that ho(u) (resp. vo(u)) is the horizontal
(resp. vertical) lift at u of the vector my(o(u)), for all u € TM. This gives rise
toamap h: D(#n{TM) — X(TM) (resp. v : L(n{TM) — X(TM)). We can also
define h{(x,u,v)} (resp. v{(z,u,v)}), for (x,u,v) € w§TM, as the horizontal
(resp. vertical) lift at (z,u) of (z,v) € M,.

If we denote by p the restriction of p to the subbundle F(HT\J\Z/) of horizontal
vector fields on fz\7, then it is easy to see that

poh=poh=Idr;rm) and hoﬁ:ldr(?—[f]\?)'

If we denote by the same notation X ¢ the restriction to TM of the complete
lift of a vector field X on M, then it is easy to see that

X¢=X"+u{VX},

where ( is the vector field on TM defined locally by ¢ =>"" ul 57

zl'

The curvature

The curvature associated with the Chern connection V is defined by the map
R:T(TTM) x T(TTM) x T'(ngTM) — T'(nyT M), given by

R(W,Z)s :=VwVzs—VzVws — Vw,zs,

for all Z,W € T(TTM) and s € [(xtTM).

If either Z or W is vertical, then R(W,Z) = 0. Thus, the curvature is
entirely determined by its restriction R : T(HTM) x T(HTM) x D(ryTM) —
T(w§T M) to the horizontal vector fields. In local coordinates, let Réj « Tepresent
the components of R in the local frame {%;i =1,.,n}and {0;;1 = 1,....,n}
of F(’vaM) and I'(m3T M), respectively. We have

1)
R((S;L"L 51,]) ZRk'Ljala



with

oT%,  or , ,

(1.1) Rl = &Cff - ST - T T

By contracting the curvature R with respect to the Finsler metric g, we
obtain the Riemannian curvature, denoted also by R, which is defined by R :
T(HTM) x T(HTM) x T(ngTM) x T(nfTM) — C®(TM), R(W, Z,s1,82) =
g(R(VV, Z)Sl, 52).

The (0, 3)-tensor sections C' and L are symmetric in their three arguments
and

R(Z, VV, S1, 82) = —R(VV, Z, S1, 82),

for all (Z, W, s1,s2) € D(HTM) x T(HTM) x T(xTM) x T(x;TM). We have
also the following homogeneity properties:

Irxu = Gu, g(uau):FQ = 7"2, C(uaa):L(uaa):Oa

for all A > 0 and u € TM.

To make a link between the Finsler tools defined here and those defined in
classical references of Finsler Geometry, we shall use the following identifica-
tions:

o Since, for all (z,u) € TM, the fiber H(, ., M of the vector bundle HT M
is isomorphic to the fiber (n§TM), of n{TM, the linear isomorphism
being given by identifying % ., With Oy, i = 1,...,n, it follows that
F(’Hm) is identified to T'(wg T M). With this identification, the curvature
(resp. Riemannian curvature) R, associated to the Chern connection, can
be identified with the (1, 3)-tensor section (resp. (0,4)-tensor section) R
given by

R(O’l,O'Q)O'g = R(hO’l, hO’Q)O’g
(resp. R(o1,09,03,04) = R(hoy, hoa,03,04)),

for all 01,02,03,04 € T(7§TM). Locally, R is expressed as

R(0:,0;)0k = Y Riyor (resp. R(D:,0;,06.0) = Y ginRR)),
A=1

=1
where Rﬁﬂ-j is defined by (TI)).

e Every vector field X on M, given locally as X|y = Y 1 X i%, induces
the section 7§ X of 7T M given locally by nf X |y = Y| X'0;. So, X can
be viewed as a section of m3 1M whose restriction to any T, M, © € M,
is constant. Hereafter, we shall write X for mjX, for any vector field
on M. For example, we shall write ¢(X,Y), ¢(X,U) and R(X,Y)U for
g(my X, mlY), g(mg X, U) and R(#n{ X, n§Y )U, respectively, when X and Y
are vector fields on M.
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Other useful tensor sections

Several additional tensor sections arise from the Finsler metric g and the cur-
vature tensor. For example, the Landsberg tensor L is a (1, 2)-tensor section on
o L(U) that measures the lack of symmetry in the covariant derivative of the
Finsler metric. It is defined locally by:

LG

k 190 .

Lj; = g U auij, i,75,k=1,...,n,
=1

and expressed as:

wll

n
= > LEo®0®J;.
i,5,k=1

The contraction with respect to the Finsler metric gives rise to a (0, 3)-tensor
section, denoted by L and also called the Landsberg tensor, defined by

L(X,Y,Z) = g(L(X,Y),Z), forall X,Y,Z € (xiTM), anducTM.

Locally, we have L;jr, = >, gleéj.
Another useful tensor is the Berwald curvature, a (0,4)-tensor section B on
moT' M, defined by:

B(Ula 02,03, 04) = _0(017 02, R(U37 0’4)“)7

for all o1,02,03,04 € D(nyTM). B induces a (1,2)-tensor section B on 75T M
by

9(B(o1,02),03) := B(o1,02,03,U) = C(o1,02, R(03,U)U),
for all 01,092,053 € T'(n{TM).

Some useful formulas

In this section, we present some useful lemmas that will aid in various calcula-
tions related to Finsler geometry.

Lemma 1. For any vector fields X,Y € X(M), we have the following identities

1. Vx.Y =0;

2. Vxnld =0;

3. Vx U =X;

4. VxY =V xnY, where C is the geodesic vector field on ﬁ\?;
5 Vxd =Ve¢X;

6. [X,Y]=VxrY — Vyr X.

Lemma 2. For any vector field X € X(M), sections s1,s2 € T'(n{TM) and
smooth function f € C*°(]0,+00[), we have

1. XM(for?) = X"(fogUU))=0;
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2. X*(f O7’2) =XY(fogUU,U))=2f" OTQ.g(X,U);

3. XM(g(s1,U)) = g(Vxns1,U);

4. X¥(g(s1,U)) = g(s1,X);

5. X"(g(s1,82)) = g(Vxnsi,sa) + g(s1, Vxnsa);

6. XV(g(s1,82)) = g(Vxvs1,s2) + g(s1, Vxvsa) +2C(X, s1,82).

In particular, X" (g(Y,Z)) = 2C(X,Y, Z), for allY,Z € X(M).
Lemma 3. For all X,Y € X(M), the following hold
1. [Xh XM = [X, Y — o{R(X,Y)U};
2. [XM YV =VxnY +0{L(X,Y)};
3. [XV, Y] =0.

Lemma 4. For all sections 01,02,03,04 € I'(ngT M), the following expressions
for the Riemann curvature hold:

~

. g(R(o1,02)U,U) = 0;
- 9(RU, 1)U, 02) = g(R(U, 02)U, 01);

9(R(o1,02)03,04) + g(R(01,02)04,03) + 2C(02, 01, R(03,04)U) = 0;
R(o1,02)03 + R(02,03)01 + R(03,01)02 = 0;

S R

9(R(01,02)03,04) — g(R(03,04)01,02) =
=C(03,04,R(01,02)U) — C(01,02,R(03,04)U) + C (03,02, R(04,01)U)
+ C(04,01,R(03,02)U) + C(02,04,R(01,03)U) + C(01, 03, R(02,04)U).

The covariant derivative of a (1, 1)-tensor section

The concept of covariant derivatives can be extended to tensor sections of any
type on 3T M. For a (1,1)-tensor section P on niT'M and a vector field
W € X(TM), the covariant derivative Vy P of P is the (1,1)-tensor section on
g T M defined by

(pr)(a’) = VW(P(O’)) — P(VWO'),

for any section o € T'(njTM).

The second covariant derivative

Finally, the notion of covariant derivatives can be extended to second covariant
derivatives with respect to the Chern connection. Let o € I'(ngTM). The

second covariant derivative of o, denoted V2o, is the C>° (m)—bﬂinear mapping
X(TM)x X(TM) — I'(n§TM) defined by

V2o (V,W) = Vi Vyo — Vi{vwp(v)}0;

for all V, W € X(TM).
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Note that by the C*° (1:\]\/4)-bilimearity7 we can define V2o pointwise, i.e. if
(z,u) € TM, then we can define (V20) (zu) : (TM) () X (TM) (3,0) = 75T M.

It is straightforward to verify that the second covariant derivative satisfies
the following identity:

Via(V,W) — V2a(W,V) = R(W,V)a,

for any o € T'(ngTM) and V,W € X(TM).

Conformal vector fields

A vector field £ on a Finsler manifold (M, F, g) is called a conformal vector field
if there exists a smooth function f on T'M such that

Lxeg=2fg,

where £ denotes the Lie derivative (cf. e.g. [29] for the definition and properties

of Lie derivative in the context of Finsler geometry). If f is constant, the vector

field € is said to be homothetic, and if f = 0, it is called a Killing vector field.
The Lie derivative is characterized by the identity:

Eﬁcg(Xa Y) = g(thé-a Y) + g(thgaX) + 2C(Xa Ya vC&)a

for all X,Y € X(M).

2 F-natural metrics on slit tangent bundles of
Finsler manifolds

In this section, we define a family of metrics on the slit tangent bundle TM
of a Finsler manifold (M, F, g), which we refer to as F-natural metrics. These
metrics are analogous to the g-natural metrics on the tangent bundles of Rie-
mannian manifolds (cf. [], [5]).

Definition 1. A metric G on TM is called an F-natural metric if there are six
functions «;, 8; 0, +oo[— R, ¢ = 1,2,3, such that, for all X,Y € X(M), we
have

G(Xh,Yh) = (051 + 053) o TQg(va) + (ﬂl + 53) © r2g(X,L{)g(Y,Z/l),
(21) ¢ GX" YY) =as0r’g(X,Y) + B2 0r?g(X,U)g(Y,U),
G(X", YY) = a1 0r?g(X,Y) + B or?g(X,U)g(Y,U).

In what follows, we denote by ¢;, i = 1,2,3, a and ¢ the functions defined
by:
o &;(t) :== a;(t) +tB:(t), for all ¢ €]0, +o0];

o a:=aj(ar +az) —a?;

o ¢:=¢1(¢1 + P3) — ¢5.
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We now turn our attention to the classification of non-degenerate and Rie-
mannian F-natural metrics. A Finslerian F-natural metric is said to be non-
degenerate if its associated bilinear form is non-degenerate at each point in 7'M,
and it is Riemannian if this bilinear form is positive definite. The characteriza-
tion of such metrics is given by the following proposition, whose proof is similar
to those of Propositions 2.7 and 2.8 in [4]:

Proposition 1. An F-natural metric G given by 21 is
1. non-degenerate if and only if « > 0 and ¢ > 0;
2. Riemannian if and only if ap >0, a >0, ¢1 >0 and ¢ >0

As for the case of g-natural metrics on the tangent bundle of a Riemannian
manifold, the following (subclasses of) F-natural metrics on the tangent bundle
of a Finsler manifold are interesting:

e the Sasaki metric gS is obtained for oy = 1 and as = ag = 1 = P =
B3 = 0; the Cheeger-Gromoll metric is obtained for oy (t) = B1(t) = %th
forallt € Ry, s =2 =0, a1 +az =1, B + f3=0;

e Kaluza—Klein metrics, as commonly defined on principal bundles (see for
example [32]), are obtained for as = 83 = 1 + B3 = 0.

e Metrics of Kaluza—Klein type are defined by the geometric condition of
orthogonality between horizontal and vertical distributions. Thus, a g-
natural metric G is of Kaluza-Klein type if ag = 82 = 0.

2.1 The Levi-Civita Connection of an F-natural metric

Proposition 2. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold, V its Chern connection
and R the corresponding Riemannian curvature. Let G' be a pseudo-Riemannian
F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle TM. Then the Levi-Civita connec-
tion V of (I'M,G) is characterized by

(_ h{(vth)+Phh(X,Y)}+’U{th(X,Y)},
( i)(YXhYU M Pro(X, V) + 0{(Vx1Y) + Qno (X, Y) },
(iii)(?xvyh M Pro (Y, X)} + 0{Qno (Y, X)},
(10)(Vxo YY) = h{Pu (X, V) } + 0{Quu(X,Y)},

(z‘) ?thh;
) =
)

for all XY € X(M), where Pup, Qnh, Phv, Qho, Pow and Q. are the (1,2)-
tensor sections on w5 T M defined by:

Phh(sla 82) = 7%[7@(81,“)52 + R(SQ,Z/{)Sl + 2B(Sl, 52) + QC(SQ,R(Z/[, sl)Z/l)
+2C (51, RU, s2)U)] + 222158 (g (55 U)sy + g(s51,U)s5)]
+O%¢{a2[a1(¢1(ﬁ1 + B3) — ¢p202) + as(Brae — Baar)|R(s1,U, s2,U)
+paa(ar + az)'g(s1, s2) + [aga(B1 + B3)" + (81 + B3)[a2 (252
—$1(B1 + B3)) + (o1 + az)(a1B2 — a2p1)]]g(s1,U)g(s2,U) JU

+Mé(sl, 32) + %gl_/(sla 82)5
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Qun(s1,59) = 2[R(s1,U)sa + Bs1,55) + C(s2, R(U, 51)U) + C(51, RU, 52)U)]
a1(a1+a3)R(Sl 82)2/{ (a1+0¢3)0(‘,5’1+53)[ (82’1/{)81 + g(Sl,U)Sg]
a¢{a2[042(¢252 — $1(B1 + B3)) + (a1 + az)(B201

—B1aa)|R(X, U, Y, U) — a(p1 + ¢3)(a1 + az) g(s1, 52)

+H—ap1 + ¢3)(B1 + B3) + (B1 + B3) (a1 + a3)[(d1 + ¢3)51 — P22]
+as[as(B1 + B3) — (a1 + as)B2]]lg(s1,U)g(s2,U) YU

77(0‘“;0‘3)2 C(s1,82) — 7a2(a;+a3)i(51, 52),

73—01‘[7—\),(52,“)51 4+ B(Sl, 82) 4+ C(Sl, (L{ 82) ) =+ C(SQ,R(Z/[, sl)Z/l)]
— 2B ) g (55, U)s1 + Lo (a1 + as)’ — aa(oh — 22)]g(s1,U)s2
m{al [z (a2 — 04152) + a1(¢1(Br + B) — ¢252)|R(s2, U, 51,U)

+a[¢1 (B1 + B3) + pa(aly — 22 7)]9(s1,52) + [ad1(B1 + B3)’

+laz (a1 B2 — azf) + 041(¢252 — (B1+ B3)d1)][(on + a3) + 515‘33]

Haz(Bi(d1 + ¢3) — Pad2) — a1 (Ba(ar + as3)

—a(Br + B3)](ay — Z2)]g(s1,U)g(s2,U) U

+7al(a;+a3)c(81 s2) + 2122 [ (s1, s2),

Pry(s1,52) =

th(sl, 52) = é{%[R(SQ,u)Sl + B(Sl, 52) + C(Sl,R(u, SQ)U) + C(SQ, (L{, Sl)L{)]

+220555) (51, U) s + [—n(on + as)! + (a1 + ag)(ah — F)]g(s2,U)s1}
a3 1% (a1 + az) (@12 — azf1) + az(p282 — 61(B1 + B3))|R (Sl,u s2,U)

—al2(B1 + B3) + (61 + d3)(ah — 22)]g(s1, 52)

+H[—ap2(B1 + B3) + [(a1 + asz)(a2B1 — a1 52)

+az(d1(Br + B3) — d262)][(a1 + a3) + %]

+[(a1 + az)(Bag2 — Bi(P1 + ¢3)) + aa(B2(cr + as)

—az(Br + Bs)](ay — Z2)]g(s1,U)g(s2,U) U

Ozz(al-i-as)c(s 82) al(a;+a3)L(81, 82)

Pyy(s1,52) = 2[ar(ah + B) — aai]lg(s2,U)s1 + g(s1,U) 5]
+aglaldiB2 — d2(Br — af)]g(s1, 52)
+(20185 — $287) + 20 [ (a2 (B + B3)
—Ba(o + a3)) + a2 (Bi(d1 + ¢3) — fadh2)]
+(2a + B2)[a1(p2P2 — ¢1(B1 + 53))
+az(a1fz — azfi)llg(sy, U)g(s2,U) MU

+922 (51, 52) + S L(s1, 82),

Ll—an(ah + 22) + (a1 + as)ad][g(s2, U)s1 + g(s1,U)s2)]
+agtal(er + 63)(B1 — o) — 62Bag (51, 52)
+Ha((pr + ¢3)B1 — 2¢285) + 2 [ (B2 (a1 + az)
—aa(B1 + B3)) + (a1 + a3) (B2 — Bi(o1 + ¢3))]

20y + B2)[a2(1(B1 + B3) — d202)

(a1 + az)(azfr — arB2)llg(s1,U)g(s2, U)JU

+257 20(517 s9) — H22[ (51, 59),

vi(sla 52)

+ +

where all the functions oy, Bi, ¢i, o and ¢ are taken composed by F2.
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2.2 Incompressibility of the Geodesic flow

The geodesic vector field plays a crucial role in understanding the dynamics
of the manifold, and incompressibility is an important property related to the
conservation of volume along the geodesic flow. In this section, we prove that
the geodesic flow on the slit tangent bundle of a Finsler manifold equipped with
a pseudo-Riemannian F-natural metric is incompressible, generalizing a similar
result when the base manifold is a Riemannian manifold and the tangent bundle
is a g-natural metric (cf. [2]).

Theorem 1. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle T'M. Then the geodesic flow vector
field ¢ on T M is always incompressible with respect to G.

Proof. Using the notations of Proposition 2] we can check easily that the diver-
gence (divg()(q,u) of ¢ at an arbitrary point (z,u) € TM, with respect to G,
is the trace of the endomorphism of M, given by X — Ppp(u, X) + Qpo(u, X).
Now, by simple calculation, for all X € X(M), we have

Pun(U, X) == Qun(U,X)

_ L {~ 10RO UNU + as(B1 + B5) 12X + [~aa(B1 + Bs)

2a
er[(al +az) + (81 + B3) + (b1 + 53)/-7”2]9()(71’[)1”] } ’

Hence (divg()(z,u) = 0, for all (z,u) € TM. We deduce that ( is incompressible

on (TM, Q). O

2.3 When are the fibers of the slit tangent bundle totally
geodesic?

In this section, we address the conditions under which the fibers of the slit
tangent bundle TM of a Finsler manifold (M, F,g) are totally geodesic with
respect to a pseudo-Riemannian F-natural metric. Recall that a submanifold is
said to be totally geodesic if any geodesic that starts tangent to the submanifold
remains within it. In the context of the slit tangent bundle, the fibers correspond
to the punctured tangent spaces T, M \ {0} for each x € M, and we seek
to determine when these fibers are totally geodesic in TAM/\/ This leads to a
classication of pseudo-Riemannian F-natural metrics on T'M which possesses
this property.

Theorem 2. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian
F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle TM. The fibers of (TM,G) are
totally geodesic if and only if the two following assertions hold

1. L=2C;

2. there is a real constant ¢ such that

aalt) = s (taf (1) + o ()
Ba(t) = < (B1(0) — i (1),

:

(2.2)

for all t > 0.
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Proof: Remark first that the fibers of (fz\7, G) are totally geodesic if
and only if Vx.X" is vertical, for all X € X(M) (cf. [7], p.47). Hence, by
virtue of Proposition [ the fibers of (T'M, G) are totally geodesic if and only if
P (X,X) =0, forall X € X(M). Since E is symmetric and linear in the second
and third arguments, the last assertion is equivalent to [Py, (X, X)](z,.) = 0, for
all X € X(M) and (z,u) € TM.

But, if ul X, then we have by virtue of Proposition [2]

P, X)) =5 (016~ 628 — o)) (X X
+ oy, )+ Dk, x,)

Hence, [Py, (X, X)](z,u) = 0, for all (z,u) € TM such that ul X, is equivalent
to
1

o(r?)

(@152 — d2(Br — ) (r*).g(Xa, Xo).u =

_ar(rP)as(r?) A _aj(r?
Ty e

(2.3)

~—

o

L(X,, X.).

Making the scalar product of the last identity with u, we find

1
¢(r?)

(¢182 — P2(Br — 1)) (r*)1? .g( X, Xa) =

a1 (r?)aa(r?) ai(r?) -

=- WQ(C(XMXI%M v 9(L(X,, X2),u)
_aa(r?)as(r?) a3 (r?) B
_WC(XI’XMU) a(r?) L(Xe, Xoyu) = 0.
We deduce that
(2:4) 6182 = 6a(1 — ay),
on RT*. Now, by virtue of ([24), (Z3)) becomes
ay(r?)as(r?) o adr?) .
W@(XI,XI) = a0 Lo(X,, X,),

for all ulX,. For u linear to X, the last identity is obviously satisfied since

Cyu(u,.) = Ly(u,.) = 0.
On the other hand, we have for all (z,u) € TM,

[Poow(w, w)] (2 u) = §{¢1ﬁ2 — $2(B1 — o) + L{2¢[on (o + 2) — aza)]
+al2¢1 85 — ¢281].r% 4 204 .2 [ar(a2(B1 + B3) — Ba(ar + az))
+az(B1(d1 + ¢3) — Bai2)]
+(220/2 + B2).r%[a1(¢2B2 — ¢1(B1 + B3)) + az(a1fz — a21)]} u
= 5{¢182 — d2(B1 — o)) + S{al2¢1 85 — h2 1]
+20) [aa(=¢ + a1 (Br + B3)7% + (¢1 + ¢3) P11 — pafla.r?)
—a(oq + ag)f2.1%]) + (20 + B2) [0 (¢ + (d252
—¢1(B1 + B3)).r%) + as(a1 B — asfr).r?]} Hu,
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where 72 = g(u,u). But

ao(—¢ + ar(Br + B3).1? + (¢1 + ¢3)B1.72 — P2 B2.7%) — (o + ag) a1
@2[(¢3 — ¢2f2.1%) + (61 + ¢3)B1.7% — ¢1(P1 + ¢3)) + (B + B3).r?]
—al(al + a3)ﬁ2.7“2

aaldacs — (1 + ¢3) + aq (B1 + B3).r%] — ar(on + as)Ba.r?

= ag[paa — a1 (a1 + az)] — ai (a1 + az)Pa.r?

= 3¢ — a1 (a1 + az)(az + f2.7%)

70&.(252.

By similar way, we find that

a1(¢ + (282 — ¢1(B1 + B3)).1%) + aa(ar B2 — )1 = .1,

so that, we obtain

[Poy (1, 1)) (0, = S{182 — d2(B1 — o) + (26185 — d237) 17
=220 + ¢1(204 + B2) }u
= Z{261(B2 + 0 + B5.72) — 6o (B1 + o) + B1.r2)bu
= {2010, — 620} Ju.

Hence, [Pyy (1, u)](,u) = 0, for all (z,u) € TM, if and only if 2¢1¢) — ¢ad;, = 0
on RT*. We deduce that the fibers of (va, G) are totally geodesic if and only
if

L= 2o r2C
(2.5) $1P2 = ¢2(B1 — o),

20195 = ¢20,

on Rf. Now, the last identity of (23] is equivalent, by virtue of the second
identity, to

(2.6) as(t) = fa(t) =0 whenever ¢o(t) =0,
' $1 = d.¢3 on each interval where ¢o(t) # 0 everywhere,

where d is a real constant of the same sign as ¢;.

Denote by J the complement of ¢ *(0) in R}. J is an open subset of R .
We claim that, in the conditions of ([2.8]), either J = @) or J = Rf. If not, there
is 0 < a < b such that ]a,b[C J (since J is open) and a € J. Then there is
a constant d > 0 such that ¢1 = d - ¢3 on Ja,b[. When t — a, we have by
continuity of ¢1 and ¢o, ¢1(a) = d - ¢3(a). Since a ¢ J, then ¢;1(a) = 0 and
consequently ¢(a) = ¢1(a)(p1 + ¢3)(a) — ¢3(a) = 0, which contradicts the fact
that G is pseudo-Riemannian (Proposition[). We deduce that either J = () or
J =Rf. Hence, (Z0) is equivalent to

either s =3 =0 on R],
or ¢1 = d.¢3 on Rf.

When d # 0, we have ¢1 # 0, everywhere on R, since otherwise there is

£

to > 0 such that ¢1(tg) = ¢2(to) = 0 and then ¢(tg) = 0, which contradicts
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the fact that G is pseudo-Riemannian. In this case the first equation of {21 is
equivalent to

c
Vil
+1

where ¢ = =——=. Using the fact that as = ¢o — t52, we obtain
Vil g 2= P2 B2

(2.7) B2 = (ﬁl - all)a

(2.8) o = —— (o +ta).

o Vi1l

The case d = 0 gives the same expressions (2.7) and (28] of 82 and ag, respec-
tively, with ¢ = 0. This completes the proof of the theorem. [ ]

Note that ¢ = 0, in the system (2:2), corresponds to the g-natural metrics on
TM of Kaluza-Klein type. This gives the following characterization of Lands-
berg manifolds in terms of geometric properties of their slit tangent bundles:

Corollary 1. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

F-natural metric of Kaluza-Klein type on the slit tangent bundle T M. The fibers
of (TM,G) are totally geodesic if and only if (M, F,g) is a Landsberg manifold.

3 Symmetries on slit tangent bundles of Finsler
manifolds

By symmetry we mean a transformation preserving some natural properties of
a given space. Given a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) and a tensor T of
(M, g), codifying some mathematical or physical quantity, a symmetry of T is a
one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms of (M, g), which leaves T invariant. As
such, it corresponds to a vector field X satisfying £LxT = 0, where £ denotes the
Lie derivative. Among the symmetries of a given manifold (M, g), particularly
relevant examples are given by isometries, homotheties and conformal motions.
A smooth vector field £ on a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be
conformal if there exists a smooth function f on M, such that

Leg=2fg,

that is, the flow of the vector field £ consists of conformal transformations of
the pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g). The function f is called the potential
function of the conformal vector field £. When f is constant (respectively, f =
0), the flow of ¢ is given by homothetic (respectively, isometric) transformations
of (M, g), and ¢ is called an homothetic (respectively, Killing) vector field. The
study of the symmetries of a given pseudo-Riemannian manifold enriches our
understanding of its geometric features. We may refer to the monograph [11]
for a nice and extensive introduction on symmetries, and to [5,6] and references
therein for recent examples of investigations of symmetries in some given classes
of homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian manifolds. .

In this section, we will investigate when some special vector fields on T'M are
conformal, homothetic or Killing with respect to an arbitrary pseudo-Riemannian
F-natural metric of Kaluza-Klein type.
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3.1 Horizontal lift vector fields

Lemma 5. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle TM. Let & be a vector field on M.
The Lie derivative of G along &" is given by:

LanGX" YY) = (a1 +a3)(r?)[g(Vxn€,Y) + g(Vyng, X))
+(61 + Bs)(r Dg(Vxn&,U)g(Y,U) + g(Vyn,U)g(X, U]
—Q2 ( ) [R X U,f,Y) + R(Y,L{,f,X) + 20(55R(U7X)U5Y)
F2C(E, R, YU, X) + 2C(X, R(U, U, )

2

LenGXM YY) = az(r?)[g(Vxn&, Y) = LIX, Y, )] + B2 (r?)g(Vxn &, U)g(Y,U)
+a1(r2)[ (L{ Y. €, X)+B(Y§ U, X)]

ﬁghG(XU, Yv) = *2041(T2)L(Xa Ya 5)

Theorem 3. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

g-natural metric on TM of Kaluza Klein type. Given an arbitrary vector field
& on M, the following statements are equivalent

1. &" is a conformal vector field on (f]\?, G);
2. € is a killing vector field on (TAM, G);
3. the following conditions hold:

(i) g(Vxn&,Y) 4+ g(Vyr&, X) =0, for any X, Y € X(M),
(ZZ) QR(U,Y,E,X) +R(U,X,§,Y) —I—R(U,X, Y,E) =0,
(111) L(¢,.,.) =0.

Proof. Considering in Lemma ] that G is of Kaluza-Klein type (i.e. ay = 2 =
0), then the Lie derivative of G along ¢” is given by the system

LaGXMYM) = (a1 + a3)(r?)[g(Vxn&,Y) 4+ g(Vyn&, X)),
£§hG(Xh,YU) = al(TQ)[R(U,Y,f,X) + B(Y,f,U,X)],
LanG(X,Y") = —200 () L(X, Y, €).

If we suppose that ¢ is conformal on (f}\? , ), with potential function 6,
then the preceding system becomes

20(a1 + a3)(r?)g(X,Y) = (1 + a3)(r?)[9(Vxn&, V) + g(Vyn &, X)),
0=RU,Y,&X)+ B(Y,&,U, X),
260[cn (r*)g(X, Y) + Br(r?)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = =201 (r*) L(X, Y, §).

Let (z,u) € TM. If we take X and Y such that X, = Y, = u, then the
preceding system yields
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{ 0z, u)r?(ar + a3)(r?) = (o1 + az)(r*)g(Vyn, )
2r2¢1 (r?)0(x,u) = 0

Since ¢1 and (aq + a3) don’t vanish, we deduce that 6(x,u) = 0. Since (z,u)
is arbitrary, then 6 vanishes identically. Hence ¢ is Killing and the equivalence
1. <= 2. is proved. To prove the equivalence 2. <= 3., it suffice to remark
that &" is Killing if and only if

0= (0[1 + QB)(TQ)[Q(Vthvy) + g(thgaX)]a
=RU,Y,{,X)+ B(Y,{,U,X),
0= —201(r?)L(X, Y, ).

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

3.2 Vertical lifts of vector fields

Lemma 6. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle TM. Let & be a vector field on M.
The Lie derivative of G along ¥ is given by:

LeoG(XMYM) = an(r?)(g(Vxn€,Y) + g(Vyr&, X) +2L(X,Y,€))
+B2(r)[g(Vxn & U)g(Y.U) 4 g(Vyn&,U)g(X, U))]
+2(B1 + B3) (r*)g(X, U)g(Y,U)g(&,U)
+2(an + 043)’(7’2)g(X, Y)g(&,U) + 2(ag + C)ég)(TQ)C(X, Y, )
(9(X,§)g(Y,U) + g(Y,€)g(X,U))
¢

+(B1 + B3)(r?)

+ar () (2B(X, Y, U, €) — B(X,£,Y,U) — B(Y, €, X,U))
LenG(XM YY) = ar(r?)(g(Vxn€,Y) + L(X,Y,€)) + B1(r*)g(V xn&,U)g (Y, U)

+2a4(r*)g(X, Y)g(&, U)+ﬁz(7‘2)(g( 8g(X,U) + g(X,&)g(Y,U)

+200(r?)C (X Y,€) +285(r)g( X, U)g(Y,U)g(E,U)

Lo G(X,Y") = 204 (r?)g(X ) (&U) +201(r?)C(X, Y )
610 (g(X, (YU)+9(Y§) (X, U))
+261(r*)g (X, U)g(Y,U)g(&,U).

Theorem 4. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

g-natural metric on TM of Kaluza Klein type. Given an_arbitrary vector field
& on M, its vertical lift ¥ is a conformal vector field on (TM,G) if and only if
the following conditions hold:

(i) 81 =0 and there is a constant X\ # 0 such that a1 + ag = Aoy ;
(i) C(&,.,.)=0
(iii) g(Vxr&,Y)+ L(X,Y,8) =0, for all X,Y € X(M);
(iv) 2B(X,Y,U,€) — B(X,&,Y,U) — B(Y,&, X,U) = 0, for all X,Y € X(M).
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Proof. Since G be of Kaluza-Klein type, then by virtue of Lemma [6] the Lie
derivative of G along &£V is given by

Eva(Xh,Yh) = al(TQ)(QB(X, YU, &) — B(X,&,Y,U)— B(Y,¢, X, U))
+2(a1 + a3)' (r)g(X, Y)g(&,U) + 2(a1 + a3)(r?)C(X, Y, €)

LoGXM YY) = ai1(r?)(g(Vxng, V) + L(X,Y,€)) + Bu(r?)g(Y.U)g(V xn &, U)

LeoGXY, YY) = 204 (r2)g(X,Y)g(€,U) + 201 (r2)C (X, Y, €)
+261(r*)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(&,U)
+B1(r2) (9(X, )g(Y.U) + g(Y,€)g(X, U))

If we suppose that £V is conformal on (T'M, G), with potential function 6,
then the preceding system becomes

20(a1 + a3)(r?)g(X,Y) = a1 (r?)(2B(X,Y,U,€) — B(X,&,Y,U) — B(Y, &, X, U))
+2(041 +043) ( Q)Q(X,Y)g(é,Z/l) +2(041 +043)(T2)C(X, Y, )

0=01(r?)(g(Vxn&Y) + L(X,Y,€)) + Bu(r*)g(Y,U)g(V xn&,U)

200 (r)g(X,Y) + B1(r?)g(X,U)g (Y, U)] = 204 (r?)g ( Y)g(&,U) + 201 (r?)C(X, Y, €)
+261(r*)g(X,U)g (Y, U)g(&,U) + Br1(r*)(g(X, )g(Y,U) + g(Y, £)g(X,U))

Fix (x,u) € TM. If we takeY such that Y, = u, then second equation of the
preceding system yields g(V xn§ ,u) = 0 and, since (x,u) is arbitrary, we have
g(Vxr&,U) = 0. Replacing again into the second equation and using the fact
that a; doesn’t vanish, we get

Now, by taking X, =Y, = u in the first equation, we get
(b/ oy +a3 !
e L]

On the other hand, if we choose X and Y such that w =Y, 1 X, then from
the third equation of the preceding system we get 31(r?) = 0 and, since (z,u)
is arbitrary, we have 81 = 0 everywhere. We deduce then from (B.J)) that

(3.1) O(z,u) =

Oé_/l - (041 4+ 043)/
a1 - (041 + Oég) ’
which yields oy + ag = Ao, for some constant .

Now, taking X = Y such that X, | wu and taking into account that
O(x,u) = z—i(r2)g(§z,u) and that a; doesn’t vanish, then the third equation
of the preceding system yields C(X,,X,,&:) = 0. Since (z,u) is arbitrary,
we obtain C(X,X,£) = 0 and, by symmetry of C, C(X,Y,{) = 0, for all
X,Y € X(M). Finally, taking into account that 6(x,u) = ((illiiz) (r?)g(&x, ),
the first equation of the preceding system gives

QB(XaKuag) - B(Xagaxu) - B(Y563X7u) = Oa

for all X,Y € X(M).
The converse part of the theorem is trivial. [l
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Remark 1. In Theorem [4] the potential function f of a conformal vector field
&Y is given by

/

0= or?g(e,U).

aq
We deduce that € is constant if and only it vanishes identically if and only if
either £ = 0 or « is constant. We have then the following corollary:

Corollary 2. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

g-natural metric on TM of Kaluza Klein type. Given an arbitrary vector field
& on M, the following statements are equivalent

1. &Y is a homothetic vector field on (f]\?, G);
2. &Y is a Killing vector field on (f\]\Zf, G);
3. The following conditions hold:

(i) b1 =0 and oy and oy + a3 are non-zero constants,
(i) C(E,...) = 0 and g(Vx&,Y) + L(X,Y,€) = 0, for all X,Y € X(M),

(Z”) QB(X,Y,U,f) - B(Xagaxu) - B(KgaXau) =0, f07“ all XaY €
X(M).

3.3 Complete lifts of vector fields

Lemma 7. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle TM. Let & be a vector field on M.
The Lie derivative of G along £° is given by:

LeeGXM YY) = (01 +a3)(r?)[g(Vxn&,Y) 4+ g(Vyr&, X) + 2C(X,Y, V8]
+(B1 + B3) (r)[g(Vxn&,U)g (Y, U) + g(Vyn&,U)g (X, U)
+9(X, V&g (Y, U) + g(Y, Ve&)g(X,U))
+as (r?) [RU, X,6,Y) + RU, Y, £ X)
+2B(Y, £,U, X) + 2B(X,£,U,Y) + 2B(X,Y, U, )|

+a(r?)[g(VZE(C, XM),Y) + g(V2E((, Y ), X) + 2L(X, Y, V€))]

+ﬂ2 (7’2)[g(X, u)g(v2§(Ca Yh)a U) + g(Y,Z/l)g(V2§((, Xh)vu)]

o1 (FP)[2B(X,Y,U, V) — B(X,VeE, Y, U) — B(Y, V€, X, U)

+2[(a1 +a3) (r?)g(X,Y) + (B + B3)' (r?) g (X, U)g (Y, U)]g(V & U)

LeeG(XM YY) = aa(r?)[g(Vxn&,Y) + g(Vyn&, X) +2C(X,Y, V€) — L(X, Y, €)]
+B2(r%)[g(V x1 & U)g (Y U) + g(Vyn &, U)g (X, U)
+9(X, V&g (Y, U) + g(Y, Ve&)g(X,U))

o () [RU, Y, &, X) + B(Y,&,U, X) + L(X, Y, V£)
+g(v2§(<a Xh)a Y)] + 61 (TQ)(

€
g(Y,U)g(V2E(C, XT),U)
+2[ah(r?)g(X,Y) + B5(r*)g (X, U)g (Y, U)lg(V &, U)

LeeG(X", YY) = an(r )[ (Vxr&Y) +9(Vyn€, X) +20(X, Y, Veg) = 2L(X, Y, §)]

¢
+81(r?)g (VXh§ U) (KU)+ (Vyh§ U)g(X,U)
+9(X, Vcﬁ)( +9(Y,Ve&)g(X,U)]
+2[e] (r?)g(X, Y)+ﬂ (r*)g(X, U)g(Y,U)]g(V &, U).
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It turns out that the investigation of general pseudo-Riemannian F-natural
metrics of Kaluza-Klein type on the slit tangnet bundle of a Finslerian manifold
is very hard. So we will restrict ourselves to some particular metrics, e.g. the
Sasaki metric and the Cheeger-Gromoll metric.

Theorem 5. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G be the Sasaki metric

on TM. Given an arbitrary vector field & on M, the following statements are
equivalent:

1. £° is a conformal vector field on (f\]\Zf, G);
2. £° is a Killing vector field on (f]\?, G);
3. The following identities hold:

(i) € is a Killing vector field on (M, F,g),

(i) L(§,.,.) =0,
(Z”) 2B(X5 Yauv (Vué)) - B(X7 (Vug)vyvu) - B(Ya (VZ/{f),X,u) = 07
(i) RU,Y,& X))+ B(Y,&,U, X) +g(VEWU, X),Y) + L(X,Y, Vi) = 0.

Proof. Let G be the Sasaki metric, and we suppse £¢ is a conformal vector field
of potential function 0, then we have

+QB(X5 Yau7v46) - B(Xa ngaYau) - B(K ngvau)a

0=RMU,Y,{X)+B(Y,§,U,X)+g(VZU, X),Y) + L(X,Y,V8),

Combining the first and the third equations of the system, we get

2B(Xa Yauv VC&) - B(Xa vCév Yvu) - B(Ya v(f, Xa u) = 72L(X7 Yv 5)
Since the right and left sides of the last equation are homogeneous of degree 0

and 2, respectively then both sides are 0. It follows that the system is rewritten
in the form

L(§5 3 ) = 07
2B(X7 Y.u, (VC§>> - B(Xa (Vcé)v Y,Z/f) - B(Ya (Vcé)vau) =0,

RU,Y,§,X) + B(Y,{,U, X) +g(V2U, X),Y) + L(X,Y, V) =0,

Note that the last equation of the preceding system is equivalent to the fact
that ¢ is a conformal vector field on (M, F, g) with potential function . On the
other hand, Fixing (z,u) € TM and taking X and Y such that X, =Y, = u,
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we get 0(x,u) = S g(Vc&, u). Since (z,u) is arbitrary and the right hand side
of the last expression depends only on (x,u), then we have

1
0= 9(Ve&U).
The converse part of the theorem is straightforward. (|

From Theorem [ there is no conformal or homothetic non-Killing complete
lift vector field, when the slit tangent bundle is endowed with the Sasaki metric.
This result is no longer true in the case of the Cheeger-Gromoll metric:

Theorem 6. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G be the Cheeger-Gromoll

metric on T'M . Given an arbitrary vector field § on M, then its complete lift £
to TM s a conformal vector field on (TM,G) with potential function 6 if and
only if the following identities hold:

(i) 0= %g(Ve&U):

(ii) € is a conformal vector field on (M, F,g) with potential function 0;
(iii) 2B(X,Y,U, (V€)) — B(X, (V€),Y,U) — B(Y, (Ve€), X, U) = 0;
(i) RU,Y. & X) + B(Y,&,U, X) + g(VZE(C, X"),Y) + L(X,Y, V&) = 0;
(v) g(VZE(CXM),U) = 0;

(vi) (9(Vx&U) +9(X,V&))g(Y.U) + (9(Vy&U) + g(Y, V€))g(X,U)
—%g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(Vgg,Z/[) =0y

Proof. Let G be of the Cheeger-Gromoll metric and suppose that £¢ is a con-
formal vector field with potential function 6, then we have

+152 (2B(X, Y, U, V) — B(X, V&, Y,U) — B(Y, Vi, X, U))

0= R(Z/[,Y,&,X) +B(Y,§,U,X) +g(v2§(u7X)5Y) +L(X7 Y7 VU&)
+9(Y,U)g(VZEWU, X),U)

20[9(X,Y) + g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = g(Vxr&,Y) + g(Vyn, X) — 2L(X, Y, €)
+20(X,Y, V&) + (9(Vxn&U) + g(X, V) g(Y, U)
+(g(Vyr&U) +g(Y, VE))g(X, U)
— 229X, YV)g(Ve&,U) — 229(X, U)g (Y, U)g (Ve U)

By homogeneity arguments, as in the proof of Theorem [B] the second equa-
tion of the preceding system yields

g(VQE(U,X),U) =0,

RWU,Y,8,X)+B(Y,6U, X) +g(VXU, X),Y) + L(X,Y,VE) = 0.
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Fix (z,u) € TM. Choosing X and Y such that X, = Y, = u, the first
equation of the system yields 0(x, u) = T%g(Vuh ¢, u) and since (z, u) is arbitrary,
we get

1
With the obtained conditions, we get

Z9(Ve&U)g(X,Y) = g(Vxn&,Y) + g(Vyn, X) +2C(X, Y, Ve€) — 2L(X, Y, €)
— 29X V)g(Ve&, U) + (9(Vaen& U) + 9(X, Ve€))g (Y, U)
H(g(Vyn&,U) + g(Y, Ve&)g(X,U) — 2o g(X, U)g(V,U)g(Ve&, U)

Fixing (z,u) € TM and taking the value of the first equation of the preceding
system at tu, t > 0, we get by arguments of homogeneity

T%g(Vgg,Z/l)g(;X, Y)=g(Vxn&,Y) + g(Vyr&, X) +2C(X,Y, V&)
+1.|.1§§—27~2(2B(X7 Y,Z/[, ch) - B(Xa VC§,Y,U) - B(Y7 VC&aXau))

Comparing this equation with the first equation of the preceding system, we get

1—¢2
(1+7r2)(1 + 272)

(2B(Xa Yauv VC&) - B(Xv VC&v Yvu) - B(Ya v(f, Xa u)) = Oa
for any t > 0, and consequently
2B(X,Y,U,V:£) — B(X,V&,Y,U)— B(Y, V€, X, U) =0.
We deduce again from the first equation of the preceding system that
2

Taking into account the last equation, the second equation of the preceding
system becomes

+H(g(Vyn&,U) + g(Y, Ve&)g(X,U) — Bt g (X, U)g (Y, U)g (V& U).

Using the same technique as for the first equation of the system, we get

0= (9(Vxn&U) + g(X,VE))g(Y,U) + (g(Vyn&,U) + g(Y, VeE))g(X,U)
—59(X, U)g(Y,U)g(V & U),

The converse part of the theorem is straightforward. (|
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3.4 Vertical vector fields of the form (P

For any (1,1)-tensor section P on 73T M, we can define a vertical vector field
P onTM, by oP=v{PU)}.

Lemma 8. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

F-natural metric on the slit tangent bundle TM. Let P be a (1,1)-tensor section
on myT'M. The Lie derivative of G along P is given by:

LpGX"Y") = az(r?)[g(Vxr P)U),Y) + g(Vyn P)U), X) + 2L(X,Y, P(U))]
+82(r*)[9(X,U)g(Vyn PU),U) + g (V. U)g(V xn P(U), U)]
+2(B1 + B3) (r?)g (X, U)g(Y,U)g(P(U), U)
+a1(r?)[2B(X, YZ/{ P(Z/{)) ( L PU), Y, U) — (Y PU), X, U))
+2(on + as)'(r?)g(X, Y)g(PU) )+2(0< +a3)(r?)C(X, Y, P(U))
+(B1 + B3)(r?) [9(X, ( g (Y, )+9(Y7 (U))g(X,U)]

LpGX"Y") = a1 (r?)[g((Vxn P)U),Y) + L(X,Y, P(U))]
+61(r*)g(Y,U)g(V xn P(U),U) + 2a4(r?)g(X,Y)g(PU),U)
+ﬂz(r2)[g(X U{g(Y, P(U)) +g(P(Y),U)} + g(X, PU))g(Y,U)]
+as(r?)[20 (X YP(U))+9(P( ), X)]
+285(r*) g (X, U)g(YV,U)g(P(U),U)

LpG(X", YY) =20, (r*)g(X,Y)g(PU),U) + 251 (r*)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(PU),U)
+ai(r?)[2C (X YP(U)) g(P(X),Y) +g(P(Y), X)]
+61(r%)[{g ( PU)) +g(P(X),U)}g(Y,U)
oY, P(U)) + g(P(Y),U) }g(X,U)].

Theorem 7. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G be the Sasaki metric

or the Cheeger-Gromoll on TM. Given an arbitrary (1,1)-tensor section P on
mo T M, then the following statements are equivalent

1. P is a conformal vector field on (f\]\Zf, G);

2. 1P is a Killing vector field on (f]\?, G);

3. the following conditions hold

(i) P is skew-symmetric with respect to g, i.e. g(P(X),Y)+g(P(Y), X)
0, for all X, Y € X(M),

(i) 2B(X,Y,U,P(U)) — B(X,PU),Y, U) B(Y,PU),X,U) =0,
(iii) g(VxnP)U),Y) + L(X,Y, PU)) =
(iv) C(PU),.,.) =0.
Proof. The proof in the case when G is the Sasaki metric is straightforward.

We suppose that G is the Cheeger-Gromoll metric and that P is a conformal
vector field on (T'M, G). Then we have
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20(x,U)g(X,Y) = 11 (2B(X,Y,U, PU)) — B(X, PU), Y. U)
—B(Y,P(U),X,U)) +2C(X,Y, PUU)),

0= 7= lg((Vxn P)U),Y) + L(X,Y, PU)) + (Y, U)g((Vxr P)(U),U)],

20(2,U)[g(X,Y) + g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = 175 9(X,Y)g(PU), U)
—1529(X,U)g (Y, U)g(P(U),U) + 2C(X,Y, P(U))
+9(P(X),Y) +g(P(Y), X)
+{9(X, P(U)) + g(P(X),U) }g(Y,U)
+g(Y, PU)) + g(P(Y),U)}g(X,U).

Fixing (z,u) € TM. Choosing X and Y such that X, = Y, = u, then
the first equation of the preceding system yields 6(x,u) = 0. Since (z,u) is
arbitrary, then 6 is identically zero and hence ¢ P is a Killing vector field. Using
arguments of homogeneity of the tensor sections g, C, L and B, the preceding
system is equivalent to

c(pPU),.,.) =0,

2B(X,Y,U, P(U)) — B(X, P(U),Y,U) — B(Y, P(U), X,U)) = 0,
9(VxrP)(U),U) =0,

9(Vxn P)U),Y) + L(X,Y, P(U)) =0,

229(X,Y)g(P(U),U) — 2=9(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P(U),U)

+9(P(X),Y) +g(P(Y),X) + {g9(X, PU)) + g(P(X),U) }g(Y,U)
+{g(Y, P(U)) + g(P(Y),U)}g(X,U) = 0.

Fixing (z,u) € TM and taking the value of the last equation of the preceding
system at tu, t > 0, we get by arguments of homogeneity

A= 9(X, Y)g(PU).U) = 129 (X, U)g (Y. U) g (PU),U)
+9(P(X),Y) +g(P(Y), X) + t*{g(X, PU)) + g(P(X),U) }g(Y.U)
+t2{g(Y, PU)) + g(P(Y),U)}g(X.U) = 0.

Comparing the last equation with the third equation of the preceding system,

we get

%9“’ U)g(Y.U)g(PU),U) + g(P(X),Y) + g(P(Y), X) = 0.

Fixing again (z,u) € TM and taking the value of the last equation of the
preceding system at tu, t > 0, we get by arguments of homogeneity

26
14 t4r2 g

Comparing the two last equations, we obtain

9(P(X),Y) +g(P(Y), X) =0.

(X, U)g(Y,U)g(PU),U) + g(P(X),Y) +g(P(Y),X) =0.

The converse part of the theorem is straightforward. (|
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3.5 The Liouville vector field

As a corollary of the previous theorem, the Liouville vector field V, which cor-
responds by ¢ to the identity (1,1)-tensor section P on wgT M, can not be
conformal with respect to the Sasaki metric or the Cheeger-Gromoll metric,
since the identity is not skew-symmetric with respect to g. We prove that if we
endow the slit tangent bundle with some pseudo-Riemannian g-natural metrics
on T'M, the geodesic vector field on T'M becomes conformal.

Theorem 8. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian
g-natural metric on T M of Kaluza Klein type. Then we have
1. The Liouville vector fieldV on TM is a conformal vector field on (f\]\Zf, Q)
if and only if there is a function X :]0,+oo[— R which is everywhere non
zero, such that
a1 =a1), az=axv/t\, a1 +az = ast),
Br=b1%, fa= b2%7 B1 + B3 = b3,
where ajaz — a3 # 0 and (a1 + b1)(as + b3) — (ag + b2)? # 0.

Furthermore, the potential function is given by 0(u) =1 + TQ/\/\(;(QT;) , for all

u e f]\7
2. The Liouville vector fieldV on TM is a homothetic vector field on (f\]\Zf, Q)

with constant potential 0y if and only if there is a function X :]0,+oo[— R
which is everywhere non zero, such that

(3.2)

1
T= alteoil, g = a2t607§, a1+ oz = agte",

6o—2 6o—% 6o—1
ﬂlzbltU ) /82:b2t0 2, ﬂl+ﬂ3:b3t0 )

where ajaz — a3 # 0 and (a1 + by)(as + b3) — (ag + b2)? # 0.

(3.3)

3. The Liouville vector field V on TM is a Killing vector field on (TAM, G)
if and only if there is a function X :]0, +oo[— R which is everywhere non
zero, such that

ar=ait™l, ax=axt"%, o1+ as=as,
3
ﬁl = blt_Qa 62 = b2t_§a ﬁl + ﬁ3 = b3t_1a
where ajaz — a3 # 0 and (a1 + b1)(az + b3) — (a2 + b2)? # 0.

Proof. The Liouville vector field V corresponds by ¢ to the identity (1, 1)-tensor
section P on 3T M and, in this case by Lemma[8 V is a conformal vector field

on (TM , G) with potential function @ if and only if
Ol(ar + a3)(r?)g(X,Y) + (B1 + B3) (r*)g (X, U)g(Y,U)] =
= 72(B1 + B3)' (r?)g (X, U)g(Y.U) + 1% (a1 + a3)' (r?)g(X,Y)
+(B1 + B3)(r*)g(X,U)g (Y, U),

(3.4)

29[@2(7’2)9(X,Y)+52( )g(X,U)g (YU)]
:2T2 ( ) ( 9 )+3ﬂ2( ) (X,L{)g(Y,Z/l)
+aa(r?)g(Y, X) + 2r2B5(r?) g (X, U)g (Y. U),

Olan (r*)g(X, Y)+ﬂ1( *)9(X.U)g (YU)]:
Zoq (r?)g(X, Y)+T25’( 2)g(X, U)g(Y,U)

77"0&/(

+a1(r?)g(X,Y) +2B1(r?) g (X, U)g(Y,U)




29

Fixing (z,u) € TM and taking X and Y such that X, = Y, L u (resp.
X, =Y, =u), we get

0(x, u)(ar + 043)(7"2) (a1 + ag)'(1?),
20(x, u)ozg( %) = 212l (7’2) + ag(r?),
0(x,u)aq(r?) =r° (7"2) + (1),

(3:5) O, u)(0n + 9a)(%) = (61 + ) (),
20z, u)da (1) = 270, (v )+ 62(r%)
Bz, )1 (r2) = r26)(r2) + 61 (r?).

Since (x,u) is arbitrary then the system holds for any (z,u) € TM and V is
a conformal vector field on (ﬁ\?, G) with potential function @ if and only if the
system (Z3]) holds.

It follows from (B.I) that 6 is spherically symmetric in the sense that it
depends only on the norm of vectors of TM. From the regularity of G, oy and
ag don’t vanish simultaneously. Put I; = {t €]0, +o00[, a;(t) # 0}, i = 1,2. Each
I; is an open subset of R}, only one of them can be empty.

From the second and third equations of (.1]), we have
(3.6) 0z, u) = { 1+ T2Z—i(7“2), whenever 12 € I,

7
1, 20502 2
3 +r°52(r?), whenever r° € I,

We claim that either I; = R} or I} = (). We have to discuss two cases:
e Iy NIy # (). Then we have from (3.6)

1 o ol
—+ —(t)=—(t f h tel NI
2t+ al() 042( )a or eac. ST 2,

whose integration gives
(3.7) ao(t) = av'tay (t), foreach te&I; NIy,

where a is a constant. Since I; N I3 is an open proper subset of R}, then
its frontier is not empty. Let ¢y be in the frontier so that ¢ty ¢ I; N Iy and
there is (tn)nen~ C I3 N Iz such that lim, o t, = tg. Then aq(ty) = 0
or as(tp) = 0 and, by BI), a1(to) = aa(tg) = 0 which contradicts the
regularity of G.

e I) NI, = (). Remark that we have always I U I = RF. Indeed, suppose
thereis t € Iy UIy, then a;(t) = as(t) = 0 which contradicts the regularity
of G. We deduce that R} is a disjoint union of two open sets. We deduce
that either I; = R} or I; = ) since R} is connected.

So, either oy doesn’t vanish and as = avtaq on R, or a; vanishes identically
on R} and as doesn’t vanish on R}. In both cases, either I = R} or Iy = 0.
Suppose that a7 doesn’t vanish and as = avtaq on R and let I3 = {t €
10, 4+o00[, (o1 + a3)(t) # 0}. Then from the first equation of the system (B.3),
either Is = (0, i.e. aj + ag vanishes identically on R; or I3 # () and, in this
case, we claim that I3 = R}. Indeed, otherwise there is to the frontier of the
open set I3. In other words, to ¢ I3 and there is (t,)nen+ C I3 such that
lim,, o0 tn, = to. Combining the first and third equation of (B3] and solving
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the obtained differential equation on I3, we get a; + a3 = btay, where b is a
constant. Applying the last equation to t,, and making the limit when n — oo,
we get 0 = (aq + ag)(to) = btoas(to) # 0, which is a contradiction. We deduce
that either Is = ) or I3 = R}. In all the cases, we have a1 + as = bta; on R},
where b is constant.

Suppose that oy vanishes identically. Then as doesn’t vanish on R. From
the second equation of (BX), we have 6 = 1 + TQz—/z(TQ) on Rf. the same
arguments as before show that «y + a3 either vanishes identically or doesn’t
vanish on R} and a; + a3 = cv/tas.

Summing up the preceding discussion, we have

e cither a; doesn’t vanish on R}, ap = avtaq and o + ag = btay,
e or o vanishes identically on R} and a; + a3 = cv/tas.

Using the same arguments as for the three first equations of ([B.H) for the
three last equations, we find that

e cither ¢, doesn’t vanish on R}, ¢y = a’v/tp1 and ¢y + ¢3 = 'ty
e or ¢, vanishes identically on R} and ¢ + ¢35 = ¢/ V1.

Taking into account all the cases discussed, we have the four following situ-
ations:

Case 1: a1 and ¢; doesn’t vanish identically on R, ap = a\/fal, ay + asz = btag,
9 = a’Vtp and ¢1 + ¢3 = V'tp;. Then the same arguments as before
applied to the third and sixth equations of ([BH) yields that ¢1 = day on

R}, where d is a constant. We deduce that

ﬁﬂl = ¢1 — Q1 = (d — 1)0(1;
By = ¢ — g = Vi(a' 1 — acy) = Vt(a'd — a)ay;

t(B1 + P3) = o1 + 3 — (a1 + az) = (b'd — b)tay.

Case 2: a1 doesn’t vanish and ¢; vanishes identically on R, as = a\/fozl, a1 +
az = btag and ¢1 + g3 = c’\/fgbg. Then the same arguments as before
applied to the second, fifth and sixth equations of (1)) yields that ¢, =
diavp and g = do Vial on R}, where d; and dy are constant. We deduce
that

o =¢1 — a1 = (di — 1)ay;
thy = ¢p2 — a2 = (a — d2)V/tau;

t(B1 + B3) = 1 + ¢3 — (a1 + a3) = Vs — btay = (/dy — b)ta.

Case 3: a1 vanishes and ¢; doesn’t vanish identically on R}, a1 + as = c\/fag,
¢o = a'\/tpr and ¢y + 3 = U'té,. Then the same arguments as before
applied to the second, fifth and sixth equations of (1)) yields that ¢, =
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d&%ag and ¢o = dyap on R, where d} and d} are constant. We deduce
that

th=¢1 —a1 =¢1 = di%az;
ﬁﬁg = ¢2 — g = (dé — 1)(12
t(B1+4 Bs) = ¢1 + ¢35 — (o1 + ag) = b'tdr — ev/tag = (V'dy — c)Vtas.

Case 4: a1 and ¢1 vanish identically on R}, a3 + a3z = eVtas and o1+ P3 =
\/t¢y. Then the same arguments as before applied to the second and
fifth equations of ([3.3]) yields that ¢o = d’ay on R}, where d’ is a constant.
We deduce that

th1 =¢1 — a1 =0;
tha = o —ag = (d —1)as
t(B1+ B3) = 1 + ¢z — (1 + a3) = (¢ — e)Vtao.

To complete the proof of the first assertion of the theorem, it suffices to take
A = o« in the two first cases and \ = %042 in the last two cases. In all cases,
the potential function is given by

7,2 )\/ (TQ)

W for allu e TM.

(3.8) O(u) =1+

Homothetic (resp. Killing) Liouville vector field corresponds to 6 is a con-
stant 0y (resp. 0) which gives, by solving the differential equation 1 + % = 0,
A = rt%~1 (resp. A = wt™1), where & is a constant. O

3.6 The Geodesic vector field

Like the vertical transvection ¢, we can define a horizontal transvection 7 on
(1, 1)-tensor sections by the following: Let P be a (1, 1)-tensor section on ;T M.

7P is the horizontal vector field on TM defined by 7P = h{P(U)}.

Lemma 9. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold and G a pseudo-Riemannian
F-natural metric on TM. Let P be a (1,1)—tensor section on T M. The Lie
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derivative of G along TP s given by

LpGX" YT = (a1 +a3)(r*)[g(Vxn P)U),Y) + g(Vyr P)(U), X))

+(B1 + B3)(r*) g (VXhP)(L{, )g(Y,U)
+9((Vyr P)(U),U)g(X,U)]
70[2( )[ (X ) (U’Y> (YZ/[P(Z/[), )
+2C(PU), R(U, X)U,Y) +2C(PU), RU, YU, X)
+2C(X, R(U, PUNU,Y))
LrpG(XM YY) = ao(r )[9((V nP)U),Y) = L(X,Y, P(U))]
+52( ) (Vxn P)(U),U)g(Y.U)
+aq (r)[RU,Y, PU), X) + B(Y,P(U),U, X)]
+(a1 +a3)(r?)g(X, P(Y))
(B1 + B3)(r*)g(P(Y),U)g(P(X,U)

LpG(XY YY) = aa(r )[ (P(X),Y) +g(X, P(Y))] — 201 (r?)L(X, Y, P(U))
+B2(r?)[g(P(X),U)g(P(Y,U) + g(P(Y),U)g(P(X),U)]
Theorem 9. Let (M, F,g) be a Finsler manifold, G be a Kaluza-Klein metric

on TM and P be a non-zero tensor section on wisT'M. Then 7P can not be a
conformal vector field.

Proof. The proof can easily be achieved from Lemma [ by supposing that 7P a
conformal vector field and substituting s and @ and (81 + 83) by 0 (Kaluza-
Klein metric) to get

209(X,Y) = [g(Vxn P)U),Y) + g((Vyr P)(U), X)],
0= al(TQ)[R(u,Y,P(Z/[),X) + B(Y,P(Z/[),U,X)] + (al + QB)(T2>9(XaP(Y))7
9[041(7“2)g(X, Y) —l—ﬁl(TQ)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = _al(TQ)L(Xa Y,P(U))

Fixing (x,u) € TM and taking Y such that Y, = u, the second equation of
the preceding system yields (a1 + a3)(r?)g(X., P(u)) = 0, i.e. g(X,, P(u)) =0
(since a1 + as dosn’t vanish). Since (z,u) and X are arbitrary, then P(u) = 0,
for all (x,u) € f]\?, which is a contradiction. O

The geodesic vector field ¢ on T™ corresponds to 71, where I is the identity
(1,1)—tensor section on m5T M. We have the following:

Theorem 10. Let (M, F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G be a pseudo-Riemannian

F-natural metric on TM. Then the geodesic vector field ¢ can not be a confor-
mal vector field on (TM,G).

Proof. Using Lemmal[d] it is easy to see that the Lie derivative of G with respect
to ( is characterized by the three identities

LpGXMYh) = —2a9 (r2) R(X,UU,Y),

LpGX"Y") = (a1 +a3)(r?)g(X,Y) + (B + B3)(r?)g (X, U)g (Y. U),
o (FP)RU, Y, U, X)

LnGX YY) = 20(r*)g(X,Y) +282(r*)g(X, U)g (Y, U).
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We suppose that ¢ is conformal with potential fynction 8, then we have by the
preceding system

9[(0&1 + QB)(TQ)Q(Xa Y) + (ﬂl + ﬂg)(T2)g(X,Z/f)g(Y, U)] = —2 (7’2) R(Xvuauv Y)v

29[042(7‘2)9()(, Y) +ﬁ2(7‘2)g(X,U)g(Y,U) =
= a1 (r)RU, Y, U, X) + (a1 + a3)(r?)g(X,Y) + (B1 + B3) (r*)g(X,U)g(Y,U),

9[041(T2)g(X, Y) + ﬂl (7’2)g(X, L{)g(Y,Z/l)] = O‘Q(TQ)Q(Xa Y) + ﬂQ(T2)g(X, L{)g(Y,Z/l)

Fixing (z,u) € TM and taking X and Y such that X, = Y, = u, we get

Oz, u)(¢1 + ¢3)(r?) =0,
20(x, u)$a(r?) = (¢1 + 63)(r?),
9($,U)¢1 (TQ) = ¢2(7’2),

which contradicts the fact that ¢ = ¢1(¢1 + ¢3) — ¢3 doesn’t vanish. O



34

A  Proofs of technical results

Proof of Proposition [A: We calculate V y»Y™", calculations for the other quan-
tities being similar. Using Koszul formula, we have by virtue of Lemmas [I}4]

2G(VxnYh zM = XMah zM) +YhGz", x") - zMG(xh, vhy)
+G (X" ", z") -G ([y", z"] ,x") + G ([z", X"] . Y")
= (1 +a3)(r)[g(Vx1Y, Z) + g(Y,Vxn Z) + g(Vyn X, Z)
+9(X,VynZ) — g(V X,Y) — g(X,VY)
g(VxrY, Z) — g(Vyn X, Z) — g(Vyn Z, X)
+ (V nY, X) + g(VZhX, Y) — g(thZ,Y)]
+(B1 + B3)(r*)[g(Vxn Y, U)g(Z,U) + g(Y,U)g(V xn Z,U)
Vyr X,U)g(Z,U) + g(X,U)g(VyrZ,U)
U) — g(X,U)g(VznY,U)
Z,U) — g(Vyr X,U)g(Z,U)
X, U)+ g(Vu Y, U)g(X,U)
+9(Vn X, U)g(Y,U) — g(Vxn Z,U)g(Y,U)]
o (r?)[—g(R(X, YU, Z) 4+ g(R(Y, Z)U, X) — g(R(Z, X)U,Y)]
= 2(on +a3)(r*)g(VxnY, Z) + 2(B1 + B3)(r ) (VXhY U)g(Z,U)
+as(r?)[—g(R(X, Y)U, Z) + g(R(U, X)Y,
—C(Y, Z,R(U, X U) + C(X,Y,R(U, Z)u)
+C(Z, X, R(Y,UU) 4+ g(RWU,Y)X, Z)
—CO(X, Z,RU,YU) + C(Y, X, R(U, Z)U)
+C(Z,)Y, R(X, U)U)]
= 2o +a3)(r*)g(VxrY, Z) + 281 + 83) () g(Vxn Y, U)g(Z,U)
—2a5(r*)[g(R(X,U)Y, Z) — g(B(X,Y), Z)
—g9(C(Y, R(X,U)U), Z) — g(C(X,R(Y,U)U), Z)].

+

We deduce that G(V x»Y", Z") = g(P1(X,Y), Z), where Py is the (1, 2)-tensor
section on w37 M defined by

Pi(01,02) =(a1 4 a3)(1*)Vae, 02 + (B1 + B3)(r*)9(V e, 02, UU
- 052(7"2)[72(01,“)02 *?(017 02)
— C(O’Q,R(O’l,U)U) — C(Ul,R(Uz,U)U)].

On the other hand, using the same arguments as before, we get G(V x»n Y", Z?) =
9(P(X,Y), Z), where P» is the (1,2)-tensor section on 75T M defined by

Py(01,02) = (r?) Vo, 02 — L(o1,02)] + B2(r*)g(Vie, 02, UU

— (v + 043)(7’2)0(01702) - ng)(r)[g(ﬁ,u)@ +g(o2, U)o ]
— (1 + a3) (%) g(o1, 020U — (B + B3) () g(o1,U)g(o2, UU
B ai(r?)

B R(O’l,dg)u.
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According to the decomposition into horizontal and vertical parts, we put
VY =V Y + h{ P (X, Y)} +0{Qun(X,Y)},

where Py, and Qpp, are (2, 1)-tensor sections on w7 M. It follows that

G(VxnY" ZM) = (a1 4+ a3)(r?)g(VxrY + Pun(X,Y), Z)
(B + B3)(r)g(VxnY + Pun(X,Y),U)g(Z,U)
+aa(r?)g(Qua(X,Y), Z) + B2(r*)g(Qua (X, Y),U)g(Z,U),

G(Vx Y™, Z%) = as(r®)g(VxnY + Pan(X,Y), Z) + Ba(r)g(VxnY + Pun(X,Y),U)g(Z,U)
+a1(r?)g(Qun(X,Y), Z) + Br(r*)g(Qui(X,Y),U)g(Z,U).

Comparing the two preceding identities with the identities

G(VxnY", ZM) = g(P(X,Y), Z), G(VxnY", Z") = g(P(X,Y), Z),
we have the following

PX,Y) = (o1 +as3)(r )(VXhY+Phh(X Y))
+(B1 + B3)(r?)g (Vth+Phh( YY), U
+a2(r?)Qun(X,Y) + B2(r?)g (th(X, Y), U,

Py(X,Y) = ax(r?)(VxnY + Pun(X,Y))
+62(T2)g(thY —+ Phh(X, Y),L{)L{
+a1(r?)Qrn(X,Y) + 1(r?)g(Qrn(X, Y ), U)U.

Substituting P;(X,Y) and P»(X,Y) into the preceding equations, we find

(a1 + a3)(r?) Pun(X,Y) + (B1 + B3)(r?)g(Pun (X, Y), UU
+a2(r*)Quu(X, Y) + Ba(r?)g(Qnn (X, Y), U)U

= *042(7’2)[7?’()(5 U)Y - B(Xv Y)
—C(Y, R(X,U)U) — C(X, R(Y,U)UU)],

(A1) 3(r2) Pun (X, Y) + Ba(r2)g(Pun (X, Y), UNU
+a1(r*)Qnn(X,Y) + B1(r?)g(Qnn(X,Y),UU

= —QQ(TQ)L(X,Y) —(an + Oég)(TQ)C(X,Y)
—(a1 4+ ag) (r)g(X, YU — (B1 + B3)' (r*)g(X, U)g(YV,U)U
BB 10X UYY 4 g(V,U)X] — 2EDR(X, YU

Making the scalar product of the preceding two equations in (AJ]) by U, we find

(@1 + 03)(1°)g(Pun (X, Y),U) + ¢2(r%)g(Qnin(X,Y),U)
= _O‘Q(TQ)Q(R(Xa U)Y, U),

b2(r*)g(Prn(X, Y) U) + ¢ (r ) (Qnn(X, Y)vu)
= —r*(a1+a3)(r?)g (va) (81 + B3) (r*)g(X,U)g(Y,U)
—(B1 + B3)(r*)g(X,U)g (Y, U),

which yields
9(Pun(X,Y),U) = 3{=a1(r?)d2(r?)g(R(X,U)Y,U) +12(c1 + a3)' (r?) g2 (r°)g(X, )
+[r?(B1 + 53)/(7’ )+ (B + B3) ()] (r?) g (X, U)g(Y,U),

9(Qnn(X,Y),U) = ¢{a2( 2)p2(r*)g(R(X, U)Y,U) — 1 (ar + az)' () (d1 + b3)(r*)g(X, Y)
—[r?(Br + B3)' (%) + (B1 + B3) (r*)] (o1 + ¢3)(r?)g(X,U)g (Y, U).
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Substituting from the two last identities into (AJ]) and solving the system
with Py, (X,Y) and Qpn(X,Y) as indeterminate, we find the desired expressions
of Ppp(X,Y) and Qpp(X,Y) in the proposition. [ ]

Proof of Lemmald: We shall prove the second identity, the proof of the two
other identities being similar. We have

LnGXM YY) =G(Vxn" YY)+ G(Vyo", XM).
Using Proposition 2] we get

GV Y") = aa(r?)g(Vxn&,Y) + Bo(r?)g(Y.U)g(V x € U)
e g (06, V00 - (on s (O, Y-
~(B1 + B3) (P)g (X, U)g (Y. U)g(&,U)
*@%%&J@@AUMX$D+MXJQM§UD
~PHR(X EUY) — ax(r?)L(X, Y, )

and

G(Vyu" XM = (a1 +a3) (r2)g(&, X)g(YiU) + (a1 + a3)(r?)C(X, Y, )
88 (12) (g(Y,€)g(X,U) + g(X,Y)g(€,U))
wuw@@wxwm,><>
+ D (RWU, Y, 6, X) — BY, 6, X, U)

—C(Y,R(U, g)u X) - C(ERU, YU, X))

Summing up the two preceding formulas, we find the required identity. H

Proof of Lemma [@: We shall prove the first identity, the proof of the two
other identities being similar. We have

LeGXM YN = G(Vxn€, YM) + G(Vyr&”, XM).

Using Proposition 2 we get

G(Vxn€", YM) = aa(r?)(g(Vxr&,Y) + L(X,Y,8)) + Ba(r?)g(Y,U)g(V xn &, U)
+ 210 (R E X, Y) — B(X,€,Y.U) — C(X,Y,RU, E)U)
—C (&Y, RU, X)U)) + (o1 + a3) (1) g(X, Y )g(&,U)
+(aq + 0432)(7"2)C(X, Y, &)+ (81 + B3) (r?)g(X, U
+BEBI0D) (g(X, €)g(Y,U) + g(Y, €)g(X,U)).

Taking the symmetric version in X and Y of the preceding identity and
summing up, we get the desired identity. [ |

Proof of Lemmal[7: We shall prove the first identity, the proof of the two other
identities being similar. Since the complete lift is defined by £¢ = & +0{V £},
then the Lie derivative of G(X” Y") along £¢ is given by

LeeGX"Y") = LanGX"Y") + Lypv ey GX", YT

= LaGX"Y") +G(Vxn(0{Ve&D)", Y") + G(Vyn (v{VE})Y, X

)g(Y,U)g (&, U)

h).
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But

G(Vxn(Ve€)® ZwG <vxh < (ai)h§>v,yh) > W XFri,G ((Vdjlf :

oz

N

We have, on one hand, using Proposition 2]

h| _
Z UG(VXh (V((M )hf) ,Y ) =
=a(r?)[9(Vxn(V¢), Y) + g(Vyn(V€), X) + 2L(X, Y, VE)]
+B2(r*) [9(X,U) g (Vyn (V&) U) + g(YV.U)g(Vxn (V) U]
+2(B1 + B5)(r*)g (X, U)g (Y, U)g(V &, U)
+O¢1(T2)[2 (X Y.U, ng) _B(X’ VC&Y)L{) _B(KVC&X)U)]
+2(a1 + a3)'(r*)9(X, Y)g(Ve&,U) + 2(an + a3)(r?)C(X, Y, V€)
+(B1 + B3)(r?)[g(X, Vcé) (Y.U) +g(Y, V&)g(X, U],

and, on the other hand,
E ik W Xkrz G((V( o )hf) ):
Sk X a0l o €7) 4 Bar 05V o €10
=—a(r*)g(Vaiv & Y) = B2(r?)g(Y,U) g (Vo oy & U))]

Then, summing up the two last identities and using the definition of the
second covariant derivative and using again Proposition [] for the expression
Len G(X",Y"), we obtain the required expression of L¢G(X", Y). |

Proof of Lemma[8: We will prove the first identity, the proof of the two
others being similar. We have, on one hand,

L,pG(X" Y _umép @) ywG(XMYM) + X (u)G((P(;))Y, Y™
G((P(c’%))”,Xh)

and on the other hand, using Proposition 2], we get

XMu)G((P(9)), Y ") ==l X 5, [aa(r®)g (P (O )Y)+ﬂz( 2)g(P(0:),U)g(Y,U)]
=—as(r )( (Vxnll),Y) = Ba(r?)g(P(Vxnld), U)g (Y, U).

Then

LpG(XMY") =as(r?)[g(Vx P(U),Y) = g(P(VxilUd),Y)
vh )+ 2L(X,

+9(Vyn PU), X) — g(P(Vynld), X) + 2L( YP( )]
+62(r%) (9(X,U)g (thP(u)au) g(P(Vynld),U)g(X,U)
+9(Y,U)g (Vth( ),U) — g(P(Vxrld),U)g(Y,,U))
+2(51+ﬂ3)( 2)g( X, U)g(Y, . U)g(PU),U)

B(X,PU),Y,U) — B(Y,P(U), X,U))

+2(aq + ag)( )9(X,Y)g

(
+an(r)(2B(X, Yu PU)
(
+(B1 + Bs)(r?) (9(X, PU))g(Y,U) + g(Y, PU))g(X, U)) .

) — );
PU),U) +2(on +a )( 2)C(X,Y, PU))
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Proof of Lemma[9: We prove the first expression of the above system, the
proof of the other two expressions being similar. We have, on one hand,

L pG(X" YT :G(VXhU(P( )Y+ G(Vynu! (P53:))", X7
=u'L (P(2. (X Yh) XIukTh G((P(3%)", ™)
—qukrz G((P(Z)h, XM

—’LL,CP(B h (X )

(041+043)(7’2)[g( (Vxrlh),Y) + g(P(Vyrld), X))
=B+ B3) (r)[g(P(Vxnlh), U)g (Y, U) + g(P(Vynld), U)g(X,U))|

and, on the other hand, we have by Proposition 2l

WL (p( o) GXM YY) =(0a + 03)(r)[g(Vxr PQU), Y) + 9(Vyn PU), X)]
e 2)[g(V 1 PU).U)g (V. U)

+9(Vyr PU),U)g(X,U)]

*042( 2) [R(X,Z/{, (Z/l),Y)JrR(Y,L{,P(L{),X)

+20(PU), R(U, ) Y)

+2C(PU), R(U, YU, X) + 2C(X, R(U, PU))U,Y)].
Substituting, we get the desired expression. [ ]
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