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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.

Keywords:Finsler structure , Killing vector fields, homothetic vector

fields, conformal vector fields, tangent bundle, g-natural metrics.

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 L 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], [16] for the Cheeger-Gromoll metric, [30] for the complete lift metric
and [1], [15] 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 1). 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-
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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 ([17], [18]), Lovas [23], Szilasi and Tóth [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 π : TM → M is given by associating each tangent
vector with its base point. We define the slit tangent bundle of M , denoted by
T̃M , by

T̃M := TM \ {0} = {u ∈ TxM |u 6= 0, x ∈ M}.

The slit tangent bundle T̃M is the tangent bundle with the zero section removed,
and its natural projection π0 : T̃M → M is simply the restriction of π to T̃M .

The pullback bundle π∗

0
TM

The pullback bundle π∗
0TM is the vector bundle obtained by pulling back TM

to T̃M , with projection map π1 : π∗
0TM → T̃M defined by (x, u, v) 7→ (x, u).

The fiber of π∗
0TM at any point (x, u) ∈ T̃M is a copy of TxM , that is,

(π∗
0TM)(x,u) ∼= TxM . Hence, π∗

0TM is called the pullback tangent bundle.
For every local vector field X on M , we can naturally induce a local section

π∗
0X of π∗

0TM , defined by:

π∗
0X(x, u) = (x, u,Xx), for all (x, u) ∈ T̃M.

Moreover, the differential of the projection map π0 induces a bundle map ρ :
X(T̃M) → Γ(π∗

0TM), given by

ρ(X)(u) = (u, (dπ0)u(Xu)), for all u ∈ T̃M.

Given a coordinate system (U ;xi, i = 1, ..., n) on M the induced coordinate

system on TM is (π−1(U);xi, ui, i = 1, ..., n), and similarly on T̃M , we have
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coordinates (xi, ui, i = 1, ..., n)) on π−1
0 (U). The vector fields ∂

∂xi on U induce

sections π∗
0(

∂
∂xi ) on π−1

0 (U), denoted by ∂i. Specifically

∂i(x, u) = (x, u,
∂

∂xi

∣∣
x
), for all (x, u) ∈ π−1

0 (U).

This gives us a local frame {∂i, i = 1, ..., n} for the pullback tangent bundle
π∗
0TM .
Similarly, we define the pull-back cotangent bundle π∗

0T
∗M , where the fiber

at any point (x, u) is a copy of the cotangent space T ∗
xM . Hence, the pullback

cotangent bundle is the dual of the pullback tangent bundle, with a local frame
{∂∗

i , i = 1, ..., n}, where

∂∗
i (x, u) = (x, u, dxi(x)), for all (x, u) ∈ π−1

0 (U).

Tensor sections on π∗

0
TM

For k, l ∈ N
2, we define the tensor product bundle (π∗

0TM)⊗
k ⊗ (π∗

0T
∗M)⊗

l

,
whose sections are known as (k, l)-tensor sections on π∗

0TM . In particular, the
canonical section U of π∗

0TM is defined by U(x, u) := (x, u, u), for all (x, u) ∈
T̃M .

A pseudo-Riemannian fiber-metric (resp. Riemannian fiber metric) on π∗
0TM

is a (0, 2)-tensor section on π∗
0TM whose restriction to each fiber of π∗

0TM is
non-degenerate (resp. positive definite). Locally, any (k, l)-tensor section T can
be expressed as

T =

n∑

i1,...,ik=1

n∑

j1,...,jl=1

T i1,...,ik
j1,...,jl

∂i1 ⊗ ...⊗ ∂ik ⊗ ∂∗
j1
⊗ ...⊗ ∂∗

jl
,

where T i1,...,ik
j1,...,jl

are smooth functions on π−1
0 (U). In particular, we have

U =

n∑

i=1

ui∂i.

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 Xv

and the complete lift Xc are defined as follows:

Xv(df) = X(f) and Xc(df) = d(X(f)), for all f ∈ C∞(M).

In local coordinates, if X =
∑n

i=1 X
i ∂
∂xi , the vertical and complete lifts are

given by:

Xv =

n∑

i=1

X i ∂

∂ui
and Xc =

n∑

i=1

X i ∂

∂xi
+

n∑

i,j=1

∂X i

∂xj
uj ∂

∂ui
.
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The vertical lift of a vector is defined analogously. Given a vector X ∈ TxM ,
its vertical lift to TTM is the vector Xv ∈ T(x,u)TM , defined by:

Xv =
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(u+ tX),

where u ∈ TxM is the base point.
Moreover, for local coordinate vector fields ∂

∂xi , the vertical lift
(

∂
∂xi

)v
is

simply ∂
∂ui . Hence, the set { ∂

∂ui ; i = 1, ..., n} forms a local frame for the vertical
distribution of TTM .

Since both T T̃M and Tπ∗
0TM are vector bundles, we can define their respec-

tive vertical subbundles. For each (x, u) ∈ T̃M , the vertical subspace V(x,u)T̃M

is defined as the kernel of the projection (dπ0)(x,u) : T(x,u)T̃M → TxM . Simi-
larly, for (x, u, v) ∈ π∗

0TM , the vertical subspace V(x,u,v)π
∗
0TM is the kernel of

the projection (dπ1)(x,u,v) : T(x,u,v)π
∗
0TM → T(x,u)T̃M .

The vertical subbundles VT̃M and Vπ∗
0TM are given by

VT̃M =
⋃̇

(x,u)∈T̃M
V(x,u)T̃M, Vπ∗

0TM =
⋃̇

(x,u,v)∈π∗

0
TM

V(x,u,v)π
∗
0TM.

The elements of these subbundles are referred to as vertical vectors.
The vertical lift of a vector X ∈ TxM (resp. a section W ∈ (π∗

0TM)(x,u))
at u ∈ TxM \ {0x} (resp. v ∈ (π∗

0TM)(x,u)) is the unique vertical vector Xv in

T(x,u)T̃M (resp. W v in T(x,u,v)π
∗
0TM) defined by

Xv =
d

dt

∣∣∣
0
(u + tX) (resp. W v =

d

dt

∣∣∣
0
(v + tW )).

In a similar fashion, the vertical lift of a vector field X on M (resp. section σ of

π∗
0TM) is the vector field Xv on T̃M (resp. σv on π∗

0TM) whose value at any

point (x, u) ∈ T̃M (resp. (x, u, v) ∈ π∗
0TM) is the vertical lift of the vector Xx

(resp. σ(x, u)) to T T̃M at u (resp. to Tπ∗
0TM at v).

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

∂xi

∣∣
x
at (x, u) (resp. ∂

∂xi ) is
∂

∂ui

∣∣
(x,u)

(resp. ∂
∂ui ), so that { ∂

∂ui

∣∣
(x,u)

, i = 1, ..., n}
(resp. { ∂

∂ui , i = 1, ..., n}) is a basis of VuT̃M (resp. is a local frame of VT̃M).
Similarly, the vertical lift of the vector (resp. local section) ∂i(x, u) at (x, u, v)
(resp. ∂i) is ∂

∂vi

∣∣
(x,u,v)

(resp. ∂
∂vi ), so that { ∂

∂vi

∣∣
(x,u,v)

, i = 1, ..., n} (resp.

{ ∂
∂vi , i = 1, ..., n}) is a basis of V(x,u,v)π

∗
0TM (resp. is a local frame of Vπ∗

0TM).

Finsler metrics

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

1. Smoothness: F is smooth on T̃M ;

2. Homogeneity: F is positively 1-homogeneous on the fibers of tangent bun-
dle TM , i.e. F (λu) = λF (u) for all λ > 0 and u ∈ TM ;
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3. Minkowski norm: For every x ∈ M , the restriction F |TxM : TxM →
[0,+∞) is aMinkowski norm on TxM . That is, for each nonzero u ∈ TxM ,
the symmetric bilinear form gu : TxM × TxM → R, defined by

gu(v, w) :=
1

2

∂2F 2(u+ tv + sw)

∂t∂s

∣∣
(t,s)=(0,0)

is positive definite. In other words g is a Riemannian fiber-metric on
pullback tangent bundle π∗

0TM .

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

A Finsler metric also induces a (0, 3)-tensor section C on π∗
0TM , known as

the Cartan tensor, which is defined as

Cu(v, w, z) :=
1

4

∂3F 2(u + tv + sw + rz)

∂t∂s∂r

∣∣
(t,s,r)=(0,0,0)

,

for all u ∈ TxM \ {0} and v, w, z ∈ TxM .
Locally, the fundamental tensor g and the Cartan tensor C can be expressed

as:

g =
n∑

i,j=1

gij∂
∗
i ⊗ ∂∗

j and C =
n∑

i,j,k=1

Cijk∂
∗
i ⊗ ∂∗

j ⊗ ∂∗
k ,

where

gij =
1

2

∂2F 2

∂ui∂ui
and Cijk =

1

4

∂3F 2

∂ui∂ui∂uk
.

By contracting the Cartan tensor with respect to the fundamental tensor g, we
obtain another (2, 1)-tensor section C̄, also referred to as the Cartan tensor,
whose components are given by:

C̄k
ij = gklClij ,

where (gkl) denotes the inverse matrix of (gkl).

The Chern connection

There is a unique connection ∇ on the pullback tangent bundle π∗
0TM , which

satisfies the following properties:

1. almost compatibility with g: For all vector fields X ∈ X(T̃M) and sections
s1, s2 ∈ Γ(π∗

0TM), we have

X(g(s1, s2)) = g(∇Xs1, s2) + g(s1,∇XS2) + 2C(s1, s2,∇XU),

where U is the canonical section of π∗
0TM ;

2. Torsion-free: The torsion of the connection, defined by:

T (X,Y ) = ∇Xρ(Y )−∇Y ρ(X)− ρ([X,Y ]),

for all X,Y ∈ X(T̃M), is identically zero.
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Let Γk
Ij , I = 1, ..., 2n, j, k = 1, ..., n, be the Christoffel symbols of the Chern

connection ∇ defined by the following identities

∇ ∂

∂xi
∂j =

n∑

k=1

Γk
ij∂k, ∇ ∂

∂ui
∂j =

n∑

k=1

Γk
n+ij∂k.

Due to the torsion-free property of the Chern connection, we have:

Γk
n+ij = 0 and Γk

ij = Γk
ji, for all i, j, k = 1, ..., n.

The horizontal distribution- the horizontal lift

With respect to the Chern connection ∇ on the pullback tangent bundle π∗
0TM ,

we can define the horizontal distributionHπ∗
0TM =

⋃̇
(x,u,v)∈π∗

0
TMH(x,u,v)π

∗
0TM ,

which allows the following decomposition of the pullback tangent bundle:

T(x,u,v)π
∗
0TM = V(x,u,v)π

∗
0TM ⊕H(x,u,v)π

∗
0TM.

There is a natural isomorphism between the horizontal subspace H(x,u,v)π
∗
0TM

and T(x,u)T̃M given by the map

(dπ1)(x,u,v) : H(x,u,v)π
∗
0TM → T(x,u)T̃M,

where π1 : π∗
0TM → T̃M , (x, u, v) 7→ (x, u), is the first projection. This

isomorphism enables the definition of the horizontal lift XH at (x, u, v) of any

vector X ∈ T(x,u)T̃M by

XH := (dπ1)
−1
(x,u,v)(X).

In local coordinates, if X =
∑n

i=1 X
i ∂
∂xi

∣∣
(x,u)

+
∑n

i=1 X
n+i ∂

∂ui

∣∣
(x,u)

, the hori-

zontal lift is expressed as:

XH =

n∑

i=1

X i ∂

∂xi

∣∣∣
(x,u,v)

+

n∑

i=1

Xn+i ∂

∂ui

∣∣∣
(x,u,v)

−
n∑

i,j,k=1

Γi
jkX

juk ∂

∂vi

∣∣∣
(x,u,v)

.

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

( ∂

∂ui

)H
=

( ∂

∂xi

)v
=

∂

∂ui

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

δ

δxi
:=

( ∂

∂xi

)H
=

∂

∂xi
−

n∑

j,k=1

Γk
jiu

j ∂

∂vk
.

Hence, the set { ∂
∂ui ,

δ
δxi ; i = 1, ..., n} forms a local frame on π−1

0 (U), and we can
decompose:

T(x,u)T̃M = V(x,u)T̃M ⊕H(x,u)T̃M,

where H(x,u)T̃M := span{ δ
δxi

∣∣
(x,u)

; i = 1, ..., n}.
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Let X be a vector (resp. vector field) on M , expressed in a coordinates
system (U ;x1, ..., xn) as X =

∑n
i=1 X

i ∂
∂xi

∣∣
x
(resp. X =

∑n
i=1 X

i ∂
∂xi ). The

horizontal lift of X at u =
∑n

i=1 u
i ∂
∂xi

∣∣
x
∈ TxM \ {0x} (resp. to T T̃M) is the

vector in TuT̃M (resp. the vector field on T̃M) given, in the coordinates system
(π−1

0 (U), x1, ..., xn, u1, ..., un), by

Xh =

n∑

i=1

X i δ

δxi

∣∣∣
(x,u)

(resp. Xh =

n∑

i=1

(X i ◦ π0)
δ

δxi
).

Thus, locally, we have

Xh =
n∑

i=1

X i ∂

∂xi
−

n∑

i=1

Γi
kjX

juk ∂

∂ui
.

From sections of π∗
0TM , we can define horizontal and vertical vector fields

on T̃M as follows: let σ ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM), then hσ (resp. vσ) is the horizontal (resp.

the vertical) vector fields on T̃M such that hσ(u) (resp. vσ(u)) is the horizontal

(resp. vertical) lift at u of the vector π2(σ(u)), for all u ∈ T̃M . This gives rise

to a map h : Γ(π∗
0TM) → X(T̃M) (resp. v : Γ(π∗

0TM) → X(T̃M)). We can also
define h{(x, u, v)} (resp. v{(x, u, v)}), for (x, u, v) ∈ π∗

0TM , as the horizontal
(resp. vertical) lift at (x, u) of (x, v) ∈ Mx.

If we denote by ρ̃ the restriction of ρ to the subbundle Γ(HT̃M) of horizontal

vector fields on T̃M , then it is easy to see that

ρ̃ ◦ h = ρ ◦ h = IdΓ(π∗

0
TM) and h ◦ ρ̃ = Id

Γ(HT̃M)
.

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

Xc = Xh + v {∇ζX} ,

where ζ is the vector field on T̃M defined locally by ζ =
∑n

i=1 u
i δ
δxi .

The curvature

The curvature associated with the Chern connection ∇ is defined by the map
R : Γ(T T̃M)× Γ(T T̃M)× Γ(π∗

0TM) → Γ(π∗
0TM), given by

R(W,Z)s := ∇W∇Zs−∇Z∇W s−∇[W,Z]s,

for all Z,W ∈ Γ(T T̃M) and s ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM).

If either Z or W is vertical, then R(W,Z) = 0. Thus, the curvature is

entirely determined by its restriction R : Γ(HT̃M) × Γ(HT̃M) × Γ(π∗
0TM) →

Γ(π∗
0TM) to the horizontal vector fields. In local coordinates, let Rl

ijk represent

the components of R in the local frame { δ
δxi ; i = 1, ..., n} and {∂i; i = 1, ..., n}

of Γ(HT̃M) and Γ(π∗
0TM), respectively. We have

R

(
δ

δxi
,

δ

δxj

)
∂k =

n∑

l=1

Rl
kij∂l,
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with

(1.1) Rl
kij =

δΓl
jk

δxi
− δΓl

ik

δxj
+ Γl

isΓ
s
jl − Γl

jsΓ
s
il.

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 :
Γ(HT̃M) × Γ(HT̃M) × Γ(π∗

0TM) × Γ(π∗
0TM) → C∞(T̃M), R(W,Z, s1, s2) =

g(R(W,Z)s1, s2).
The (0, 3)-tensor sections C and L are symmetric in their three arguments

and
R(Z,W, s1, s2) = −R(W,Z, s1, s2),

for all (Z,W, s1, s2) ∈ Γ(HT̃M)× Γ(HT̃M)× Γ(π∗
0TM)× Γ(π∗

0TM). We have
also the following homogeneity properties:

gλu = gu, g(U ,U) = F 2 =: r2, C(U , ., .) = L(U , ., .) = 0,

for all λ > 0 and u ∈ T̃M .
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:

• Since, for all (x, u) ∈ T̃M , the fiber H(x,u)T̃M of the vector bundle HT̃M
is isomorphic to the fiber (π∗

0TM)u of π∗
0TM , the linear isomorphism

being given by identifying δ
δxi

∣∣
u
with ∂i|u, i = 1, ..., n, it follows that

Γ(HT̃M) is identified to Γ(π∗
0TM). 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(σ1, σ2)σ3 = R(hσ1, hσ2)σ3

(resp. R(σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4) = R(hσ1, hσ2, σ3, σ4)),

for all σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4 ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM). Locally, R is expressed as

R(∂i, ∂j)∂k =

n∑

l=1

Rl
kij∂l (resp. R(∂i, ∂j , ∂k, ∂l) =

n∑

λ=1

glλR
λ
kij),

where Rl
kij is defined by (1.1).

• Every vector field X on M , given locally as X |U =
∑n

i=1 X
i ∂
∂xi , induces

the section π∗
0X of π∗

0TM given locally by π∗
0X |U =

∑n
i=1 X

i∂i. So, X can
be viewed as a section of π∗

0TM whose restriction to any TxM , x ∈ M ,
is constant. Hereafter, we shall write X for π∗

0X , for any vector field
on M . For example, we shall write g(X,Y ), g(X,U) and R(X,Y )U for
g(π∗

0X, π∗
0Y ), g(π∗

0X,U) and R(π∗
0X, π∗

0Y )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 L̄ is a (1, 2)-tensor section on
π−1
0 (U) that measures the lack of symmetry in the covariant derivative of the

Finsler metric. It is defined locally by:

Lk
ij :=

n∑

l=1

ul
∂Γk

lj

∂ui
, i, j, k = 1, ..., n,

and expressed as:

L̄ =
n∑

i,j,k=1

Lk
ij∂k ⊗ ∂∗

i ⊗ ∂∗
j .

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(L̄(X,Y ), Z), for all X,Y, Z ∈ (π∗
0TM)u and u ∈ T̃M.

Locally, we have Lijk =
∑n

l=1 gklL
l
ij .

Another useful tensor is the Berwald curvature, a (0, 4)-tensor section B on
π∗
0TM , defined by:

B(σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4) := −C(σ1, σ2,R(σ3, σ4)U),

for all σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4 ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM). B induces a (1, 2)-tensor section B̄ on π∗

0TM
by

g(B̄(σ1, σ2), σ3) := B(σ1, σ2, σ3,U) = C(σ1, σ2,R(σ3,U)U),
for all σ1, σ2, σ3 ∈ Γ(π∗

0TM).

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. ∇XvY = 0;

2. ∇XhU = 0;

3. ∇XvU = X;

4. ∇XcY = ∇XhY , where ζ is the geodesic vector field on T̃M ;

5. ∇XcU = ∇ζX;

6. [X,Y ] = ∇XhY −∇Y hX.

Lemma 2. For any vector field X ∈ X(M), sections s1, s2 ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM) and

smooth function f ∈ C∞(]0,+∞[), we have

1. Xh(f ◦ r2) = Xh(f ◦ g(U ,U)) = 0;
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2. Xv(f ◦ r2) = Xv(f ◦ g(U ,U)) = 2f ′ ◦ r2.g(X,U);

3. Xh(g(s1,U)) = g(∇Xhs1,U);

4. Xv(g(s1,U)) = g(s1, X);

5. Xh(g(s1, s2)) = g(∇Xhs1, s2) + g(s1,∇Xhs2);

6. Xv(g(s1, s2)) = g(∇Xvs1, s2) + g(s1,∇Xvs2) + 2C(X, s1, s2).
In particular, Xv(g(Y, Z)) = 2C(X,Y, Z), for all Y, Z ∈ X(M).

Lemma 3. For all X,Y ∈ X(M), the following hold

1. [Xh, Xh] = [X,Y ]h − v{R(X,Y )U};

2. [Xh, Y v] = ∇XhY + v{L̄(X,Y )};

3. [Xv, Y v] = 0.

Lemma 4. For all sections σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4 ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM), the following expressions

for the Riemann curvature hold:

1. g(R(σ1, σ2)U ,U) = 0;

2. g(R(U , σ1)U , σ2) = g(R(U , σ2)U , σ1);

3. g(R(σ1, σ2)σ3, σ4) + g(R(σ1, σ2)σ4, σ3) + 2C(σ2, σ1,R(σ3, σ4)U) = 0;

4. R(σ1, σ2)σ3 +R(σ2, σ3)σ1 +R(σ3, σ1)σ2 = 0;

5. g(R(σ1, σ2)σ3, σ4)− g(R(σ3, σ4)σ1, σ2) =

=C(σ3, σ4,R(σ1, σ2)U)− C(σ1, σ2,R(σ3, σ4)U) + C(σ3, σ2,R(σ4, σ1)U)
+ C(σ4, σ1,R(σ3, σ2)U) + C(σ2, σ4,R(σ1, σ3)U) + C(σ1, σ3,R(σ2, σ4)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 π∗

0TM . For a (1, 1)-tensor section P on π∗
0TM and a vector field

W ∈ X(T̃M), the covariant derivative ∇WP of P is the (1, 1)-tensor section on
π∗
0TM defined by

(∇WP )(σ) := ∇W (P (σ)) − P (∇Wσ),

for any section σ ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM).

The second covariant derivative

Finally, the notion of covariant derivatives can be extended to second covariant
derivatives with respect to the Chern connection. Let σ ∈ Γ(π∗

0TM). The

second covariant derivative of σ, denoted∇2σ, is the C∞(T̃M)-bilinear mapping

X(T̃M)× X(T̃M) → Γ(π∗
0TM) defined by

∇2σ(V,W ) = ∇W∇V σ −∇h{∇W ρ(V )}σ,

for all V,W ∈ X(T̃M).
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Note that by the C∞(T̃M)-bilinearity, we can define ∇2σ pointwise, i.e. if

(x, u) ∈ T̃M , then we can define (∇2σ)(x,u) : (T̃M)(x,u) × (T̃M)(x,u) → π∗
0TM .

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

∇2σ(V,W )−∇2σ(W,V ) = R(W,V )σ,

for any σ ∈ Γ(π∗
0TM) and V,W ∈ X(T̃M).

Conformal vector fields

A vector field ξ on a Finsler manifold (M,F, g) is called a conformal vector field

if there exists a smooth function f on T̃M such that

L̃Xcg = 2fg,

where L̃ 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 ξ is said to be homothetic, and if f = 0, it is called a Killing vector field.

The Lie derivative is characterized by the identity:

L̃ξcg(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ),

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 T̃M
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. [4], [5]).

Definition 1. A metric G on T̃M is called an F -natural metric if there are six
functions αi, βi :]0,+∞[→ R, i = 1, 2, 3, such that, for all X,Y ∈ X(M), we
have

(2.1)





G(Xh, Y h) = (α1 + α3) ◦ r2g(X,Y ) + (β1 + β3) ◦ r2g(X,U)g(Y,U),
G(Xh, Y v) = α2 ◦ r2g(X,Y ) + β2 ◦ r2g(X,U)g(Y,U),
G(Xv, Y v) = α1 ◦ r2g(X,Y ) + β1 ◦ r2g(X,U)g(Y,U).

In what follows, we denote by φi, i = 1, 2, 3, α and φ the functions defined
by:

• φi(t) := αi(t) + tβi(t), for all t ∈]0,+∞[;

• α := α1(α1 + α3)− α2;

• φ := φ1(φ1 + φ3)− φ2
2.
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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 T̃M ,
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 (2.1) is

1. non-degenerate if and only if α > 0 and φ > 0;

2. Riemannian if and only if α1 > 0, α > 0, φ1 > 0 and φ > 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:

• the Sasaki metric gS is obtained for α1 = 1 and α2 = α3 = β1 = β2 =
β3 = 0; the Cheeger-Gromoll metric is obtained for α1(t) = β1(t) =

1
1+t

for all t ∈ R+, α2 = β2 = 0, α1 + α3 = 1, β1 + β3 = 0;

• Kaluza–Klein metrics, as commonly defined on principal bundles (see for
example [32]), are obtained for α2 = β2 = β1 + β3 = 0.

• 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 α2 = β2 = 0.

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

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

(i)(∇̄XhY h) = h{(∇XhY ) + Phh(X,Y )} + v{Qhh(X,Y )},
(ii)(∇̄XhY v) = h{Phv(X,Y )} + v{(∇XhY ) +Qhv(X,Y )},
(iii)(∇̄XvY h) = h{Phv(Y,X)}+ v{Qhv(Y,X)},
(iv)(∇̄XvY v) = h{Pvv(X,Y )}+ v{Qvv(X,Y )},

for all X,Y ∈ X(M), where Phh, Qhh, Phv, Qhv, Pvv and Qvv are the (1, 2)-
tensor sections on π∗

0TM defined by:

Phh(s1, s2) = −α1α2

2α [R(s1,U)s2 +R(s2,U)s1 + 2B̄(s1, s2) + 2C̄(s2,R(U , s1)U)
+2C̄(s1,R(U , s2)U)] + α2(β1+β3)

2α [g(s2,U)s1 + g(s1,U)s2]
+ 1

αφ
{α2[α1(φ1(β1 + β3)− φ2β2) + α2(β1α2 − β2α1)]R(s1,U , s2,U)

+φ2α(α1 + α3)
′g(s1, s2) + [αφ2(β1 + β3)

′ + (β1 + β3)[α2(φ2β2

−φ1(β1 + β3)) + (α1 + α3)(α1β2 − α2β1)]]g(s1,U)g(s2,U)}U
+α2(α1+α3)

α
C̄(s1, s2) +

α2

2

α
L̄(s1, s2),
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Qhh(s1, s2) =
α2

2

α
[R(s1,U)s2 + B̄(s1, s2) + C̄(s2,R(U , s1)U) + C̄(s1,R(U , s2)U)]

−α1(α1+α3)
2α R(s1, s2)U − (α1+α3)(β1+β3)

2α [g(s2,U)s1 + g(s1,U)s2]
+ 1

αφ
{α2[α2(φ2β2 − φ1(β1 + β3)) + (α1 + α3)(β2α1

−β1α2)]R(X,U , Y,U) − α(φ1 + φ3)(α1 + α3)
′g(s1, s2)

+[−α(φ1 + φ3)(β1 + β3)
′ + (β1 + β3)[(α1 + α3)[(φ1 + φ3)β1 − φ2β2]

+α2[α2(β1 + β3)− (α1 + α3)β2]]g(s1,U)g(s2,U)}U
− (α1+α3)

2

α
C̄(s1, s2)− α2(α1+α3)

α
L̄(s1, s2),

Phv(s1, s2) = −α2

1

2α [R(s2,U)s1 + B̄(s1, s2) + C̄(s1,R(U , s2)U) + C̄(s2,R(U , s1)U)]
−α1(β1+β3)

2α g(s2,U)s1 + 1
α
[α1(α1 + α3)

′ − α2(α
′
2 − β2

2 )]g(s1,U)s2
+ 1

αφ
{α1

2 [α2(α2β1 − α1β2) + α1(φ1(β1 + β3)− φ2β2)]R(s2,U , s1,U)
+α[φ1

2 (β1 + β3) + φ2(α
′
2 − β2

2 )]g(s1, s2) + [αφ1(β1 + β3)
′

+[α2(α1β2 − α2β1) + α1(φ2β2 − (β1 + β3)φ1)][(α1 + α3)
′ + β1+β3

2 ]
+[α2(β1(φ1 + φ3)− β2φ2)− α1(β2(α1 + α3)

−α2(β1 + β3)](α
′
2 − β2

2 )]g(s1,U)g(s2,U)}U
+α1(α1+α3)

α
C̄(s1, s2) +

α1α2

α
L̄(s1, s2),

Qhv(s1, s2) =
1
α
{α1α2

2 [R(s2,U)s1 + B̄(s1, s2) + C̄(s1,R(U , s2)U) + C̄(s2,R(U , s1)U)]
+α2(β1+β3)

2 g(s1,U)s2 + [−α2(α1 + α3)
′ + (α1 + α3)(α

′
2 − β2

2 )]g(s2,U)s1}
+ 1

αφ
{α1

2 [(α1 + α3)(α1β2 − α2β1) + α2(φ2β2 − φ1(β1 + β3))]R(s1,U , s2,U)
−α[φ2

2 (β1 + β3) + (φ1 + φ3)(α
′
2 − β2

2 )]g(s1, s2)
+[−αφ2(β1 + β3)

′ + [(α1 + α3)(α2β1 − α1β2)

+α2(φ1(β1 + β3)− φ2β2)][(α1 + α3)
′ + β1+β3

2 ]
+[(α1 + α3)(β2φ2 − β1(φ1 + φ3)) + α2(β2(α1 + α3)

−α2(β1 + β3)](α
′
2 − β2

2 )]g(s1,U)g(s2,U)}U
−α2(α1+α3)

α
C̄(s1, s2)− α1(α1+α3)

α
L̄(s1, s2),

Pvv(s1, s2) =
1
α
[α1(α

′
2 +

β2

2 )− α2α
′
1][g(s2,U)s1 + g(s1,U)s2]

+ 1
αφ

{α[φ1β2 − φ2(β1 − α′
1)]g(s1, s2)

+[α(2φ1β
′
2 − φ2β

′
1) + 2α′

1[α1(α2(β1 + β3)
−β2(α1 + α3)) + α2(β1(φ1 + φ3)− β2φ2)]
+(2α′

2 + β2)[α1(φ2β2 − φ1(β1 + β3))
+α2(α1β2 − α2β1)]]g(s1,U)g(s2,U)}U
+α1α2

α
C̄(s1, s2) +

α2

1

α
L̄(s1, s2),

Qvv(s1, s2) =
1
α
[−α2(α

′
2 +

β2

2 ) + (α1 + α3)α
′
1][g(s2,U)s1 + g(s1,U)s2]

+ 1
αφ

{α[(φ1 + φ3)(β1 − α′
1)− φ2β2]g(s1, s2)

+[α((φ1 + φ3)β
′
1 − 2φ2β

′
2) + 2α′

1[α2(β2(α1 + α3)
−α2(β1 + β3)) + (α1 + α3)(β2φ2 − β1(φ1 + φ3))]
+(2α′

2 + β2)[α2(φ1(β1 + β3)− φ2β2)
+(α1 + α3)(α2β1 − α1β2)]]g(s1,U)g(s2,U)}U
+

α−α2

2

α
C̄(s1, s2)− α1α2

α
L̄(s1, s2),

where all the functions αi, βi, φi, α and φ are taken composed by F 2.
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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 T̃M. Then the geodesic flow vector
field ζ on T̃M is always incompressible with respect to G.

Proof. Using the notations of Proposition 2, we can check easily that the diver-
gence (divGζ)(x,u) of ζ at an arbitrary point (x, u) ∈ T̃M , with respect to G,
is the trace of the endomorphism of Mx given by X → Phh(u,X) +Qhv(u,X).
Now, by simple calculation, for all X ∈ X(M), we have

Phh(U , X) =−Qhv(U , X)

=
1

2α

{
−α1α2R(X,U)U + α2(β1 + β3).r

2X +
[
−α2(β1 + β3)

+
2α(β1 + β3)φ2

φ
[(α1 + α3)

′ + (β1 + β3) + (β1 + β3)
′.r2]g(X,U)U

]}
,

Hence (divGζ)(x,u) = 0, for all (x, u) ∈ T̃M . We deduce that ζ is incompressible

on (T̃M,G).

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 T̃M 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 TxM \ {0} for each x ∈ M , and we seek

to determine when these fibers are totally geodesic in T̃M . This leads to a
classication of pseudo-Riemannian F -natural metrics on T̃M 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 T̃M. The fibers of (T̃M,G) are
totally geodesic if and only if the two following assertions hold

1. L̃ = α2

α1

C̃;

2. there is a real constant c such that

(2.2)





α2(t) =
c√

|φ1(t)|
(t.α′

1(t) + α1(t)),

β2(t) =
c√

|φ1(t)|
(β1(t)− α′

1(t)),

for all t > 0.
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Proof: Remark first that the fibers of (T̃M,G) are totally geodesic if
and only if ∇̄XvXv is vertical, for all X ∈ X(M) (cf. [7], p.47). Hence, by
virtue of Proposition 2, the fibers of (TM,G) are totally geodesic if and only if
Pvv(X,X) = 0, for allX ∈ X(M). Since E is symmetric and linear in the second
and third arguments, the last assertion is equivalent to [Pvv(X,X)](x,u) = 0, for

all X ∈ X(M) and (x, u) ∈ T̃M .
But, if u⊥Xx then we have by virtue of Proposition 2,

[Pvv(X,X)](x,u) =
1

φ(r2)
(φ1β2 − φ2(β1 − α′

1))(r
2).g(Xx, Xx).u

+
α1(r

2)α2(r
2)

α(r2)
C̄(Xx, Xx) +

α2
1(r

2)

α(r2)
L̄(Xx, Xx).

Hence, [Pvv(X,X)](x,u) = 0, for all (x, u) ∈ T̃M such that u⊥Xx, is equivalent
to

1

φ(r2)
(φ1β2 − φ2(β1 − α′

1))(r
2).g(Xx, Xx).u =

= −α1(r
2)α2(r

2)

α(r2)
C̄(Xx, Xx)−

α2
1(r

2)

α(r2)
L̄(Xx, Xx).

(2.3)

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

1

φ(r2)
(φ1β2 − φ2(β1 − α′

1))(r
2)r2.g(Xx, Xx) =

=− α1(r
2)α2(r

2)

α(r2)
g(C̄(Xx, Xx), u)−

α2
1(r

2)

α(r2)
g(L̄(Xx, Xx), u)

=
α1(r

2)α2(r
2)

α(r2)
C(Xx, Xx, u)−

α2
1(r

2)

α(r2)
L(Xx, Xx, u) = 0.

We deduce that

(2.4) φ1β2 = φ2(β1 − α′
1),

on R
+∗. Now, by virtue of (2.4), (2.3) becomes

α1(r
2)α2(r

2)

α(r2)
C̄u(Xx, Xx) = −α2

1(r
2)

α(r2)
L̄u(Xx, Xx),

for all u⊥Xx. For u linear to Xx, the last identity is obviously satisfied since
C̄u(u, .) = L̄u(u, .) = 0.

On the other hand, we have for all (x, u) ∈ T̃M ,

[Pvv(u, u)](x,u) =
r2

φ
{φ1β2 − φ2(β1 − α′

1) +
1
α
{2φ[α1(α

′
2 +

β2

2 )− α2α
′
1]

+α[2φ1β
′
2 − φ2β

′
1].r

2 + 2α′
1.r

2[α1(α2(β1 + β3)− β2(α1 + α3))
+α2(β1(φ1 + φ3)− β2φ2)]
+(2α′

2 + β2).r
2[α1(φ2β2 − φ1(β1 + β3)) + α2(α1β2 − α2β1)]}}u

= r2

φ
{φ1β2 − φ2(β1 − α′

1) +
1
α
{α[2φ1β

′
2 − φ2β

′
1].r

2

+2α′
1[α2(−φ+ α1(β1 + β3).r

2 + (φ1 + φ3)β1.r
2 − φ2β2.r

2)
−α1(α1 + α3)β2.r

2] + (2α′
2 + β2)[α1(φ + (φ2β2

−φ1(β1 + β3)).r
2) + α2(α1β2 − α2β1).r

2]}}u,
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where r2 = g(u, u). But

α2(−φ+ α1(β1 + β3).r
2 + (φ1 + φ3)β1.r

2 − φ2β2.r
2)− α1(α1 + α3)β2.r

2

= α2[(φ
2
2 − φ2β2.r

2) + ((φ1 + φ3)β1.r
2 − φ1(φ1 + φ3)) + α1(β1 + β3).r

2]
−α1(α1 + α3)β2.r

2

= α2[φ2α2 − α1(φ1 + φ3) + α1(β1 + β3).r
2]− α1(α1 + α3)β2.r

2

= α2[φ2α2 − α1(α1 + α3)]− α1(α1 + α3)β2.r
2

= α2
2φ2 − α1(α1 + α3)(α2 + β2.r

2)
= −α.φ2.

By similar way, we find that

α1(φ + (φ2β2 − φ1(β1 + β3)).r
2) + α2(α1β2 − α2β1).r

2 = α.φ1,

so that, we obtain

[Pvv(u, u)](x,u) =
r2

φ
{φ1β2 − φ2(β1 − α′

1) + (2φ1β
′
2 − φ2β

′
1).r

2

−2φ2α
′
1 + φ1(2α

′
2 + β2)}u

= r2

φ
{2φ1(β2 + α′

2 + β′
2.r

2)− φ2(β1 + α′
1 + β′

1.r
2)}u

= r2

φ
{2φ1φ

′
2 − φ2φ

′
1}u.

Hence, [Pvv(u, u)](x,u) = 0, for all (x, u) ∈ T̃M , if and only if 2φ1φ
′
2 − φ2φ

′
1 = 0

on R
+∗. We deduce that the fibers of (T̃M,G) are totally geodesic if and only

if

(2.5)





L̃ = α2

α1

◦ r2C̃
φ1β2 = φ2(β1 − α′

1),
2φ1φ

′
2 = φ2φ

′
1,

on R
+
∗ . Now, the last identity of (2.5) is equivalent, by virtue of the second

identity, to

(2.6)

{
α2(t) = β2(t) = 0 whenever φ2(t) = 0,
φ1 = d.φ2

2 on each interval where φ2(t) 6= 0 everywhere,

where d is a real constant of the same sign as φ1.
Denote by J the complement of φ−1

2 (0) in R
+
∗ . J is an open subset of R+

∗ .
We claim that, in the conditions of (2.6), either J = ∅ or J = R

+
∗ . If not, there

is 0 < a < b such that ]a, b[⊂ J (since J is open) and a 6∈ J . Then there is
a constant d > 0 such that φ1 = d · φ2

2 on ]a, b[. When t → a, we have by
continuity of φ1 and φ2, φ1(a) = d · φ2

2(a). Since a 6∈ J , then φ1(a) = 0 and
consequently φ(a) = φ1(a)(φ1 + φ3)(a) − φ2

2(a) = 0, which contradicts the fact
that G is pseudo-Riemannian (Proposition 1). We deduce that either J = ∅ or
J = R

+
∗ . Hence, (2.6) is equivalent to

{
either α2 = β2 = 0 on R

+
∗ ,

or φ1 = d.φ2
2 on R

+
∗ .

When d 6= 0, we have φ1 6= 0, everywhere on R
+
∗ , since otherwise there is

t0 > 0 such that φ1(t0) = φ2(t0) = 0 and then φ(t0) = 0, which contradicts
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the fact that G is pseudo-Riemannian. In this case the first equation of (2.5) is
equivalent to

(2.7) β2 =
c√
|φ1|

(β1 − α′
1),

where c = ±1√
|d|

. Using the fact that α2 = φ2 − tβ2, we obtain

(2.8) α2 =
c√
|φ1|

(α1 + tα′
1).

The case d = 0 gives the same expressions (2.7) and (2.8) of β2 and α2, respec-
tively, with c = 0. This completes the proof of the theorem.

Note that c = 0, in the system (2.2), corresponds to the g-natural metrics on

T̃M 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 T̃M . The fibers
of (T̃M,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 L 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 ξ on a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be
conformal if there exists a smooth function f on M , such that

Lξg = 2fg,

that is, the flow of the vector field ξ consists of conformal transformations of
the pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g). The function f is called the potential
function of the conformal vector field ξ. When f is constant (respectively, f =
0), the flow of ξ is given by homothetic (respectively, isometric) transformations
of (M, g), and ξ 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 T̃M are
conformal, homothetic or Killing with respect to an arbitrary pseudo-Riemannian
F -natural metric of Kaluza-Klein type.



19

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 T̃M . Let ξ be a vector field on M .
The Lie derivative of G along ξh is given by:

LξhG(Xh, Y h) = (α1 + α3)(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X)]

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ,U)g(Y,U) + g(∇Y hξ,U)g(X,U)]

−α2

(
r2
)
[R(X,U , ξ, Y ) +R(Y,U , ξ,X) + 2C(ξ,R(U , X)U , Y )

+2C(ξ,R(U , Y )U , X) + 2C(X,R(U , ξ)U , Y )]

LξhG(Xh, Y v) = α2(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y )− L(X,Y, ξ)] + β2(r

2)g(∇Xhξ,U)g(Y,U)
+α1(r

2)[R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X)]

LξhG(Xv, Y v) = −2α1(r
2)L(X,Y, ξ)

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

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

1. ξh is a conformal vector field on (T̃M,G);

2. ξh is a killing vector field on (T̃M,G);

3. the following conditions hold:

(i) g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) = 0, for any X,Y ∈ X(M),

(ii) 2R(U , Y, ξ,X) +R(U , X, ξ, Y ) +R(U , X, Y, ξ) = 0,

(iii) L(ξ, ., .) = 0.

Proof. Considering in Lemma 5 that G is of Kaluza-Klein type (i.e. α2 = β2 =
0), then the Lie derivative of G along ξh is given by the system





LξhG(Xh, Y h) = (α1 + α3)(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X)],

LξhG(Xh, Y v) = α1(r
2)[R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X)],

LξhG(Xv, Y v) = −2α1(r
2)L(X,Y, ξ).

If we suppose that ξh is conformal on (T̃M,G), with potential function θ,
then the preceding system becomes





2θ(α1 + α3)(r
2)g(X,Y ) = (α1 + α3)(r

2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X)],

0 = R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X),

2θ[α1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = −2α1(r
2)L(X,Y, ξ).

Let (x, u) ∈ T̃M . If we take X and Y such that Xx = Yx = u, then the
preceding system yields
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



θ(x, u)r2(α1 + α3)(r
2) = (α1 + α3)(r

2)g(∇uhξ, u)

2r2φ1(r
2)θ(x, u) = 0

Since φ1 and (α1+α3) don’t vanish, we deduce that θ(x, u) = 0. Since (x, u)
is arbitrary, then θ vanishes identically. Hence ξh is Killing and the equivalence
1. ⇐⇒ 2. is proved. To prove the equivalence 2. ⇐⇒ 3., it suffice to remark
that ξh is Killing if and only if





0 = (α1 + α3)(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X)],

0 = R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X),

0 = −2α1(r
2)L(X,Y, ξ).

This completes the proof of the theorem.

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 T̃M . Let ξ be a vector field on M .
The Lie derivative of G along ξv is given by:

LξvG(Xh, Y h) = α2(r
2)(g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2L(X,Y, ξ))

+β2(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ,U)g(Y,U) + g(∇Y hξ,U)g(X,U)]

+2(β1 + β3)
′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U)

+2(α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U) + 2(α1 + α3)(r

2)C(X,Y, ξ)
+(β1 + β3)(r

2) (g(X, ξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y, ξ)g(X,U))
+α1(r

2)(2B(X,Y,U , ξ)−B(X, ξ, Y,U)−B(Y, ξ,X,U))

LξvG(Xh, Y v) = α1(r
2)(g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + L(X,Y, ξ)) + β1(r

2)g(∇Xhξ,U)g(Y,U)
+2α′

2(r
2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U) + β2(r

2)(g(Y, ξ)g(X,U) + g(X, ξ)g(Y,U)
+2α2(r

2)C(X,Y, ξ) + 2β′
2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U)

LξvG(Xv, Y v) = 2α′
1(r

2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U) + 2α1(r
2)C(X,Y, ξ)

+β1(r
2)(g(X, ξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y, ξ)g(X,U))

+2β′
1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U).

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

g-natural metric on T̃M of Kaluza Klein type. Given an arbitrary vector field
ξ on M , its vertical lift ξv is a conformal vector field on (T̃M,G) if and only if
the following conditions hold:

(i) β1 = 0 and there is a constant λ 6= 0 such that α1 + α3 = λα1;

(ii) C(ξ, ., .) = 0;

(iii) g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + L(X,Y, ξ) = 0, for all X,Y ∈ X(M);

(iv) 2B(X,Y,U , ξ)−B(X, ξ, Y,U)− B(Y, ξ,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 ξv is given by





LξvG(Xh, Y h) = α1(r
2)(2B(X,Y,U , ξ)−B(X, ξ, Y,U)−B(Y, ξ,X,U))

+2(α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U) + 2(α1 + α3)(r

2)C(X,Y, ξ)

LξvG(Xh, Y v) = α1(r
2)(g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + L(X,Y, ξ)) + β1(r

2)g(Y,U)g(∇Xhξ,U)

LξvG(Xv, Y v) = 2α′
1(r

2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U) + 2α1(r
2)C(X,Y, ξ)

+2β′
1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U)
+β1(r

2)(g(X, ξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y, ξ)g(X,U))
If we suppose that ξv is conformal on (TM,G), with potential function θ,

then the preceding system becomes





2θ(α1 + α3)(r
2)g(X,Y ) = α1(r

2)(2B(X,Y,U , ξ)−B(X, ξ, Y,U)−B(Y, ξ,X,U))
+2(α1 + α3)

′(r2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U) + 2(α1 + α3)(r
2)C(X,Y, ξ)

0 = α1(r
2)(g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + L(X,Y, ξ)) + β1(r

2)g(Y,U)g(∇Xhξ,U)

2θ[α1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = 2α′
1(r

2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U) + 2α1(r
2)C(X,Y, ξ)

+2β′
1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U) + β1(r
2)(g(X, ξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y, ξ)g(X,U))

Fix (x, u) ∈ T̃M . If we takeY such that Yx = u, then second equation of the
preceding system yields g(∇Xh

u
ξ, u) = 0 and, since (x, u) is arbitrary, we have

g(∇Xhξ,U) = 0. Replacing again into the second equation and using the fact
that α1 doesn’t vanish, we get

g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + L(X,Y, ξ) = 0.

Now, by taking Xx = Yx = u in the first equation, we get

(3.1) θ(x, u) =
φ′
1

φ1
(r2)g(ξx, u) =

(α1 + α3)
′

(α1 + α3)
(r2)g(ξx, u).

On the other hand, if we choose X and Y such that u = Yx ⊥ Xx, then from
the third equation of the preceding system we get β1(r

2) = 0 and, since (x, u)
is arbitrary, we have β1 = 0 everywhere. We deduce then from (3.1) that

α′
1

α1
=

(α1 + α3)
′

(α1 + α3)
,

which yields α1 + α3 = λα1, for some constant λ.
Now, taking X = Y such that Xx ⊥ u and taking into account that

θ(x, u) =
α′

1

α1

(r2)g(ξx, u) and that α1 doesn’t vanish, then the third equation
of the preceding system yields C(Xx, Xx, ξx) = 0. Since (x, u) is arbitrary,
we obtain C(X,X, ξ) = 0 and, by symmetry of C, C(X,Y, ξ) = 0, for all

X,Y ∈ X(M). Finally, taking into account that θ(x, u) = (α1+α3)
′

(α1+α3)
(r2)g(ξx, u),

the first equation of the preceding system gives

2B(X,Y,U , ξ)−B(X, ξ, Y,U)−B(Y, ξ,X,U) = 0,

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

θ =
α′
1

α1
◦ r2.g(ξ,U).

We deduce that θ is constant if and only it vanishes identically if and only if
either ξ = 0 or α1 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 T̃M of Kaluza Klein type. Given an arbitrary vector field
ξ on M , the following statements are equivalent

1. ξv is a homothetic vector field on (T̃M,G);

2. ξv is a Killing vector field on (T̃M,G);

3. The following conditions hold:

(i) β1 = 0 and α1 and α1 + α3 are non-zero constants,

(ii) C(ξ, ., .) = 0 and g(∇Xξ, Y ) + L(X,Y, ξ) = 0, for all X,Y ∈ X(M),

(iii) 2B(X,Y,U , ξ) − B(X, ξ, Y,U) − B(Y, ξ,X,U) = 0, for all X,Y ∈
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 T̃M . Let ξ be a vector field on M .
The Lie derivative of G along ξc is given by:

LξcG(Xh, Y h) = (α1 + α3)(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)]

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ,U)g(Y,U) + g(∇Y hξ,U)g(X,U)

+g(X,∇ζξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ)g(X,U)]
+α2

(
r2
)
[R(U , X, ξ, Y ) +R(U , Y, ξ,X)

+2B(Y, ξ,U , X) + 2B(X, ξ,U , Y ) + 2B(X,Y,U , ξ)]
+α2(r

2)[g(∇2ξ(ζ,Xh), Y ) + g(∇2ξ(ζ, Y h), X) + 2L(X,Y,∇ζξ)]
+β2(r

2)[g(X,U)g(∇2ξ(ζ, Y h),U) + g(Y,U)g(∇2ξ(ζ,Xh),U)]
+α1(r

2)[2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)−B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U)]
+2[(α1 + α3)

′(r2)g(X,Y ) + (β1 + β3)
′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)]g(∇ζξ,U)

LξcG(Xh, Y v) = α2(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)− L(X,Y, ξ)]

+β2(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ,U)g(Y,U) + g(∇Y hξ,U)g(X,U)

+g(X,∇ζξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ)g(X,U)]
+α1(r

2)[R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X) + L(X,Y,∇ζξ)
+g(∇2ξ(ζ,Xh), Y )] + β1(r

2)g(Y,U)g(∇2ξ(ζ,Xh),U)
+2[α′

2(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β′

2(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)]g(∇ζξ,U)

LξcG(Xv, Y v) = α1(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)− 2L(X,Y, ξ)]

+β1(r
2)[g(∇Xhξ,U)g(Y,U) + g(∇Y hξ,U)g(X,U)

+g(X,∇ζξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ)g(X,U)]
+2[α′

1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β′

1(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)]g(∇ζξ,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 T̃M . Given an arbitrary vector field ξ on M , the following statements are
equivalent:

1. ξc is a conformal vector field on (T̃M,G);

2. ξc is a Killing vector field on (T̃M,G);

3. The following identities hold:

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

(ii) L(ξ, ., .) = 0,

(iii) 2B(X,Y,U , (∇Uξ))−B(X, (∇Uξ), Y,U)−B(Y, (∇Uξ), X,U) = 0,

(iv) R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X) + g(∇2ξ(U , X), Y ) +L(X,Y,∇Uξ) = 0.

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





2θg(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)
+2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)−B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U),

0 = R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X) + g(∇2ξ(U , X), Y ) + L(X,Y,∇ζξ),

2θg(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)− 2L(X,Y, ξ).

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

2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)− B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U) = −2L(X,Y, ξ)

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(ξ, ., .) = 0,

2B(X,Y,U , (∇ζξ))−B(X, (∇ζξ), Y,U)−B(Y, (∇ζξ), X,U) = 0,

R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X) + g(∇2ξ(U , X), Y ) + L(X,Y,∇ζξ) = 0,

2θg(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ).

Note that the last equation of the preceding system is equivalent to the fact
that ξ is a conformal vector field on (M,F, g) with potential function θ. On the

other hand, Fixing (x, u) ∈ T̃M and taking X and Y such that Xx = Yx = u,
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we get θ(x, u) = 1
r2
g(∇ζξ, u). Since (x, u) is arbitrary and the right hand side

of the last expression depends only on (x, u), then we have

θ =
1

r2
g(∇ζξ,U).

The converse part of the theorem is straightforward.

From Theorem 5, 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 T̃M . Given an arbitrary vector field ξ on M , then its complete lift ξc

to T̃M is a conformal vector field on (T̃M,G) with potential function θ if and
only if the following identities hold:

(i) θ = 1
r2
g(∇ζξ,U);

(ii) ξ is a conformal vector field on (M,F, g) with potential function θ;

(iii) 2B(X,Y,U , (∇ζξ))−B(X, (∇ζξ), Y,U)−B(Y, (∇ζξ), X,U) = 0;

(iv) R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X) + g(∇2ξ(ζ,Xh), Y ) + L(X,Y,∇ζξ) = 0;

(v) g(∇2ξ(ζ,Xh),U) = 0;

(vi) (g(∇Xξ,U) + g(X,∇ζξ))g(Y,U) + (g(∇Y ξ,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ))g(X,U)
− 4

r2
g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(∇ζξ,U) = 0;

(vii) −2L(X,Y, ξ)− [ 2
1+r2

g(X,Y )− 2
r2(1+r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)]g(∇ζξ,U) = 0.

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





2θg(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)
+ 1

1+r2
(2B(X,Y,U ,∇Uξ)−B(X,∇Uξ, Y,U)−B(Y,∇Uξ,X,U))

0 = R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X) + g(∇2ξ(U , X), Y ) + L(X,Y,∇Uξ)
+g(Y,U)g(∇2ξ(U , X),U)

2θ[g(X,Y ) + g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X)− 2L(X,Y, ξ)
+2C(X,Y,∇ζξ) + (g(∇Xhξ,U) + g(X,∇ζξ))g(Y,U)
+(g(∇Y hξ,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ))g(X,U)
− 2

1+r2
g(X,Y )g(∇ζξ,U)− 2

1+r2
g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(∇ζξ,U)

By homogeneity arguments, as in the proof of Theorem 5, the second equa-
tion of the preceding system yields





g(∇2ξ(U , X),U) = 0,

R(U , Y, ξ,X) +B(Y, ξ,U , X) + g(∇2ξ(U , X), Y ) + L(X,Y,∇ζξ) = 0.
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Fix (x, u) ∈ T̃M . Choosing X and Y such that Xx = Yx = u, the first
equation of the system yields θ(x, u) = 1

r2
g(∇uhξ, u) and since (x, u) is arbitrary,

we get

θ =
1

r2
g(∇ζξ,U).

With the obtained conditions, we get





2
r2
g(∇ζξ,U)g(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)

+ 1
1+r2

(2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)−B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U))

2
r2
g(∇ζξ,U)g(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)− 2L(X,Y, ξ)

− 2
1+r2

g(X,Y )g(∇ζξ,U) + (g(∇Xhξ,U) + g(X,∇ζξ))g(Y,U)
+(g(∇Y hξ,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ))g(X,U)− 2(2r2+1)

r2(1+r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(∇ζξ,U)

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

2
r2
g(∇ζξ,U)g(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ)

+ t2

1+t2r2
(2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)−B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U)).

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

1− t2

(1 + r2)(1 + t2r2)
(2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)−B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U)) = 0,

for any t > 0, and consequently

2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)− B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U) = 0.

We deduce again from the first equation of the preceding system that

2

r2
g(∇ζξ,U)g(X,Y ) = g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + g(∇Y hξ,X) + 2C(X,Y,∇ζξ).

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

0 = −2L(X,Y, ξ)− 2
1+r2

g(X,Y )g(∇ζξ,U) + (g(∇Xhξ,U) + g(X,∇ζξ))g(Y,U)
+(g(∇Y hξ,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ))g(X,U)− 2(2r2+1)

r2(1+r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(∇ζξ,U).

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





0 = (g(∇Xhξ,U) + g(X,∇ζξ))g(Y,U) + (g(∇Y hξ,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ))g(X,U)
− 4

r2
g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(∇ζξ,U),

0 = −2L(X,Y, ξ)− 2
1+r2

g(X,Y )g(∇ζξ,U) + 2
r2(1+r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(∇ζξ,U).

The converse part of the theorem is straightforward.
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3.4 Vertical vector fields of the form ιP

For any (1, 1)-tensor section P on π∗
0TM , we can define a vertical vector field

ιP on T̃M , by ιP = v{P (U)}.

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

F -natural metric on the slit tangent bundle T̃M . Let P be a (1, 1)-tensor section
on π∗

0TM . The Lie derivative of G along ιP is given by:

LιPG(Xh, Y h) = α2(r
2)[g((∇XhP )(U), Y ) + g((∇Y hP )(U), X) + 2L(X,Y, P (U))]

+β2(r
2)[g(X,U)g(∇Y hP (U),U) + g(Y,U)g(∇XhP (U),U)]

+2(β1 + β3)
′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P (U),U)

+α1(r
2)[2B(X,Y,U , P (U))−B(X,P (U), Y,U)−B(Y, P (U), X,U)]

+2(α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(X,Y )g(P (U),U) + 2(α1 + α3)(r

2)C(X,Y, P (U))
+(β1 + β3)(r

2) [g(X,P (U))g(Y,U) + g(Y, P (U))g(X,U)]

LιPG(Xh, Y v) = α1(r
2)[g((∇XhP )(U), Y ) + L(X,Y, P (U))]

+β1(r
2)g(Y,U)g(∇XhP (U),U) + 2α′

2(r
2)g(X,Y )g(P (U),U)

+β2(r
2)[g(X,U){g(Y, P (U)) + g(P (Y ),U)} + g(X,P (U))g(Y,U)]

+α2(r
2)[2C(X,Y, P (U)) + g(P (Y ), X)]

+2β′
2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P (U),U)

LιPG(Xv, Y v) = 2α′
1(r

2)g(X,Y )g(P (U),U) + 2β′
1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P (U),U)
+α1(r

2)[2C(X,Y, P (U)) + g(P (X), Y ) + g(P (Y ), X)]
+β1(r

2)[{g(X,P (U)) + g(P (X),U)}g(Y,U)
+{g(Y, 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 T̃M . Given an arbitrary (1, 1)-tensor section P on
π∗
0TM , then the following statements are equivalent

1. ιP is a conformal vector field on (T̃M,G);

2. ιP is a Killing vector field on (T̃M,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),

(ii) 2B(X,Y,U , P (U))−B(X,P (U), Y,U)−B(Y, P (U), X,U) = 0,

(iii) g((∇XhP )(U), Y ) + L(X,Y, P (U)) = 0,

(iv) C(P (U), ., .) = 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 ιP is a conformal
vector field on (T̃M,G). Then we have
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



2θ(x,U)g(X,Y ) = 1
1+r2

(2B(X,Y,U , P (U))−B(X,P (U), Y,U)
−B(Y, P (U), X,U)) + 2C(X,Y, P (U)),

0 = 1
1+r2

[g((∇XhP )(U), Y ) + L(X,Y, P (U)) + g(Y,U)g((∇XhP )(U),U)],

2θ(x,U)[g(X,Y ) + g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = −2
1+r2

g(X,Y )g(P (U),U)
− 2

1+r2
g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P (U),U) + 2C(X,Y, P (U))

+g(P (X), Y ) + g(P (Y ), X)
+{g(X,P (U)) + g(P (X),U)}g(Y,U)
+{g(Y, P (U)) + g(P (Y ),U)}g(X,U).

Fixing (x, u) ∈ T̃M . Choosing X and Y such that Xx = Yx = u, then
the first equation of the preceding system yields θ(x, u) = 0. Since (x, u) is
arbitrary, then θ is identically zero and hence ιP 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(P (U), ., .) = 0,

2B(X,Y,U , P (U))−B(X,P (U), Y,U)−B(Y, P (U), X,U)) = 0,

g((∇XhP )(U),U) = 0,

g((∇XhP )(U), Y ) + L(X,Y, P (U)) = 0,

−2
1+r2

g(X,Y )g(P (U),U)− 2
1+r2

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

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

−2t2

1+t2r2
g(X,Y )g(P (U),U)− 2t4

1+t2r2
g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P (U),U)

+g(P (X), Y ) + g(P (Y ), X) + t2{g(X,P (U)) + g(P (X),U)}g(Y,U)
+t2{g(Y, P (U)) + g(P (Y ),U)}g(X,U) = 0.

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

2t2

1 + t2r2
g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P (U),U) + g(P (X), Y ) + g(P (Y ), X) = 0.

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

2t6

1 + t4r2
g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(P (U),U) + g(P (X), Y ) + g(P (Y ), X) = 0.

Comparing the two last equations, we obtain

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 ι to the identity (1, 1)-tensor section P on π∗

0TM , 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 T̃M , the geodesic vector field on T̃M becomes conformal.

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

g-natural metric on T̃M of Kaluza Klein type. Then we have

1. The Liouville vector field V on T̃M is a conformal vector field on (T̃M,G)
if and only if there is a function λ :]0,+∞[→ R which is everywhere non
zero, such that

(3.2)
α1 = a1λ, α2 = a2

√
tλ, α1 + α3 = a3tλ,

β1 = b1
λ
t
, β2 = b2

λ√
t
, β1 + β3 = b3λ,

where a1a3 − a22 6= 0 and (a1 + b1)(a3 + b3)− (a2 + b2)
2 6= 0.

Furthermore, the potential function is given by θ(u) = 1 + r2λ′(r2)
λ(r2) , for all

u ∈ T̃M.

2. The Liouville vector field V on T̃M is a homothetic vector field on (T̃M,G)
with constant potential θ0 if and only if there is a function λ :]0,+∞[→ R

which is everywhere non zero, such that

(3.3)
α1 = a1t

θ0−1, α2 = a2t
θ0− 1

2 , α1 + α3 = a3t
θ0 ,

β1 = b1t
θ0−2, β2 = b2t

θ0− 3

2 , β1 + β3 = b3t
θ0−1,

where a1a3 − a22 6= 0 and (a1 + b1)(a3 + b3)− (a2 + b2)
2 6= 0.

3. The Liouville vector field V on T̃M is a Killing vector field on (T̃M,G)
if and only if there is a function λ :]0,+∞[→ R which is everywhere non
zero, such that

(3.4)
α1 = a1t

−1, α2 = a2t
− 1

2 , α1 + α3 = a3,

β1 = b1t
−2, β2 = b2t

− 3

2 , β1 + β3 = b3t
−1,

where a1a3 − a22 6= 0 and (a1 + b1)(a3 + b3)− (a2 + b2)
2 6= 0.

Proof. The Liouville vector field V corresponds by ι to the identity (1, 1)-tensor
section P on π∗

0TM and, in this case by Lemma 8, V is a conformal vector field

on (T̃M,G) with potential function θ if and only if




θ[(α1 + α3)(r
2)g(X,Y ) + (β1 + β3)(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] =
= r2(β1 + β3)

′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U) + r2(α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(X,Y )

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U),

2θ[α2(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] =
= 2r2α′

2(r
2)g(X,Y ) + 3β2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)
+α2(r

2)g(Y,X) + 2r2β′
2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U),

θ[α1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] =
= r2α′

1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + r2β′

1(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)

+α1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + 2β1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)
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Fixing (x, u) ∈ T̃M and taking X and Y such that Xx = Yx ⊥ u (resp.
Xx = Yx = u), we get

(3.5)





θ(x, u)(α1 + α3)(r
2) = r2(α1 + α3)

′(r2),
2θ(x, u)α2(r

2) = 2r2α′
2(r

2) + α2(r
2),

θ(x, u)α1(r
2) = r2α′

1(r
2) + α1(r

2),
θ(x, u)(φ1 + φ3)(r

2) = r2(φ1 + φ3)
′(r2),

2θ(x, u)φ2(r
2) = 2r2φ′

2(r
2) + φ2(r

2),
θ(x, u)φ1(r

2) = r2φ′
1(r

2) + φ1(r
2).

Since (x, u) is arbitrary then the system holds for any (x, u) ∈ T̃M and V is

a conformal vector field on (T̃M,G) with potential function θ if and only if the
system (3.5) holds.

It follows from (3.5) that θ is spherically symmetric in the sense that it

depends only on the norm of vectors of T̃M . From the regularity of G, α1 and
α2 don’t vanish simultaneously. Put Ii = {t ∈]0,+∞[, αi(t) 6= 0}, i = 1, 2. Each
Ii is an open subset of R+

∗ , only one of them can be empty.
From the second and third equations of (3.5), we have

(3.6) θ(x, u) =

{
1 + r2

α′

1

α1
(r2), whenever r2 ∈ I1,

1
2 + r2

α′

2

α2

(r2), whenever r2 ∈ I2.

We claim that either I1 = R
+
∗ or I1 = ∅. We have to discuss two cases:

• I1 ∩ I2 6= ∅. Then we have from (3.6)

1

2t
+

α′
1

α1
(t) =

α′
2

α2
(t), for each t ∈ I1 ∩ I2,

whose integration gives

(3.7) α2(t) = a
√
tα1(t), for each t ∈ I1 ∩ I2,

where a is a constant. Since I1 ∩ I2 is an open proper subset of R+
∗ , then

its frontier is not empty. Let t0 be in the frontier so that t0 /∈ I1 ∩ I2 and
there is (tn)n∈N∗ ⊂ I1 ∩ I2 such that limn→∞ tn = t0. Then α1(t0) = 0
or α2(t0) = 0 and, by (3.7), α1(t0) = α2(t0) = 0 which contradicts the
regularity of G.

• I1 ∩ I2 = ∅. Remark that we have always I1 ∪ I2 = R
+
∗ . Indeed, suppose

there is t ∈ I1∪I2, then α1(t) = α2(t) = 0 which contradicts the regularity
of G. We deduce that R+

∗ is a disjoint union of two open sets. We deduce
that either I1 = R

+
∗ or I1 = ∅ since R

+
∗ is connected.

So, either α1 doesn’t vanish and α2 = a
√
tα1 on R

+
∗ , or α1 vanishes identically

on R
+
∗ and α2 doesn’t vanish on R

+
∗ . In both cases, either I2 = R

+
∗ or I2 = ∅.

Suppose that α1 doesn’t vanish and α2 = a
√
tα1 on R

+
∗ and let I3 = {t ∈

]0,+∞[, (α1 + α3)(t) 6= 0}. Then from the first equation of the system (3.5),
either I3 = ∅, i.e. α1 + α3 vanishes identically on R

+
∗ ; or I3 6= ∅ and, in this

case, we claim that I3 = R
+
∗ . Indeed, otherwise there is t0 the frontier of the

open set I3. In other words, t0 /∈ I3 and there is (tn)n∈N∗ ⊂ I3 such that
limn→∞ tn = t0. Combining the first and third equation of (3.5) and solving
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the obtained differential equation on I3, we get α1 + α3 = btα1, where b is a
constant. Applying the last equation to tn and making the limit when n → ∞,
we get 0 = (α1 + α3)(t0) = bt0α1(t0) 6= 0, which is a contradiction. We deduce
that either I3 = ∅ or I3 = R

+
∗ . In all the cases, we have α1 + α3 = btα1 on R

+
∗ ,

where b is constant.
Suppose that α1 vanishes identically. Then α2 doesn’t vanish on R

+
∗ . From

the second equation of (3.5), we have θ = 1
2 + r2

α′

2

α2
(r2) on R

+
∗ . the same

arguments as before show that α1 + α3 either vanishes identically or doesn’t
vanish on R

+
∗ and α1 + α3 = c

√
tα2.

Summing up the preceding discussion, we have

• either α1 doesn’t vanish on R
+
∗ , α2 = a

√
tα1 and α1 + α3 = btα1,

• or α1 vanishes identically on R
+
∗ and α1 + α3 = c

√
tα2.

Using the same arguments as for the three first equations of (3.5) for the
three last equations, we find that

• either φ1 doesn’t vanish on R
+
∗ , φ2 = a′

√
tφ1 and φ1 + φ3 = b′tφ1,

• or φ1 vanishes identically on R
+
∗ and φ1 + φ3 = c′

√
tφ2.

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

Case 1: α1 and φ1 doesn’t vanish identically on R
+
∗ , α2 = a

√
tα1, α1 +α3 = btα1,

φ2 = a′
√
tφ1 and φ1 + φ3 = b′tφ1. Then the same arguments as before

applied to the third and sixth equations of (3.5) yields that φ1 = dα1 on
R

+
∗ , where d is a constant. We deduce that





tβ1 = φ1 − α1 = (d− 1)α1;

tβ2 = φ2 − α2 =
√
t(a′φ1 − aα1) =

√
t(a′d− a)α1;

t(β1 + β3) = φ1 + φ3 − (α1 + α3) = (b′d− b)tα1.

Case 2: α1 doesn’t vanish and φ1 vanishes identically on R
+
∗ , α2 = a

√
tα1, α1 +

α3 = btα1 and φ1 + φ3 = c′
√
tφ2. Then the same arguments as before

applied to the second, fifth and sixth equations of (3.5) yields that φ1 =
d1α1 and φ2 = d2

√
tα1 on R

+
∗ , where d1 and d2 are constant. We deduce

that




tβ1 = φ1 − α1 = (d1 − 1)α1;

tβ2 = φ2 − α2 = (a− d2)
√
tα1;

t(β1 + β3) = φ1 + φ3 − (α1 + α3) = c′
√
tφ2 − btα1 = (c′d2 − b)tα1.

Case 3: α1 vanishes and φ1 doesn’t vanish identically on R
+
∗ , α1 + α3 = c

√
tα2,

φ2 = a′
√
tφ1 and φ1 + φ3 = b′tφ1. Then the same arguments as before

applied to the second, fifth and sixth equations of (3.5) yields that φ1 =



31

d′1
1√
t
α2 and φ2 = d′2α2 on R

+
∗ , where d′1 and d′2 are constant. We deduce

that




tβ1 = φ1 − α1 = φ1 = d′1
1√
t
α2;

tβ2 = φ2 − α2 = (d′2 − 1)α2

t(β1 + β3) = φ1 + φ3 − (α1 + α3) = b′tφ1 − c
√
tα2 = (b′d′1 − c)

√
tα2.

Case 4: α1 and φ1 vanish identically on R
+
∗ , α1 + α3 = c

√
tα2 and φ1 + φ3 =

c′
√
tφ2. Then the same arguments as before applied to the second and

fifth equations of (3.5) yields that φ2 = d′α2 on R
+
∗ , where d

′ is a constant.
We deduce that





tβ1 = φ1 − α1 = 0;

tβ2 = φ2 − α2 = (d′ − 1)α2

t(β1 + β3) = φ1 + φ3 − (α1 + α3) = (c′ − c)
√
tα2.

To complete the proof of the first assertion of the theorem, it suffices to take
λ = α1 in the two first cases and λ = 1√

t
α2 in the last two cases. In all cases,

the potential function is given by

(3.8) θ(u) = 1 +
r2λ′(r2)

λ(r2)
for allu ∈ T̃M.

Homothetic (resp. Killing) Liouville vector field corresponds to θ is a con-

stant θ0 (resp. 0) which gives, by solving the differential equation 1 + tλ′

λ
= θ0,

λ = κtθ0−1 (resp. λ = κt−1), where κ is a constant.

3.6 The Geodesic vector field

Like the vertical transvection ι, we can define a horizontal transvection τ on
(1, 1)-tensor sections by the following: Let P be a (1, 1)-tensor section on π∗

0TM .

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

Lemma 9. Let (M,F, g) be a Finsler manifold and G a pseudo-Riemannian

F -natural metric on T̃M. Let P be a (1, 1)−tensor section on π∗
0TM. The Lie
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derivative of G along τP is given by

LτPG(Xh, Y h) = (α1 + α3)(r
2)[g((∇XhP )(U), Y ) + g((∇Y hP )(U), X)]

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)[g(∇XhP )(U),U)g(Y,U)

+g((∇Y hP )(U),U)g(X,U)]
−α2

(
r2
)
[R(X,U , P (U), Y ) +R(Y,U , P (U), X)

+2C(P (U),R(U , X)U , Y ) + 2C(P (U),R(U , Y )U , X)
+2C(X,R(U , P (U))U , Y )]

LτPG(Xh, Y v) = α2(r
2)[g((∇XhP )(U), Y )− L(X,Y, P (U))]

+β2(r
2)g((∇XhP )(U),U)g(Y,U)

+α1(r
2)[R(U , Y, P (U), X) +B(Y, P (U),U , X)]

+(α1 + α3)(r
2)g(X,P (Y ))

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)g(P (Y ),U)g(P (X,U)

LτPG(Xv, Y v) = α2(r
2)[g(P (X), Y ) + g(X,P (Y ))]− 2α1(r

2)L(X,Y, P (U))
+β2(r

2)[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 π∗

0TM . Then τP can not be a
conformal vector field.

Proof. The proof can easily be achieved from Lemma 9 by supposing that τP a
conformal vector field and substituting α2 and α2 and (β1 + β3) by 0 (Kaluza-
Klein metric) to get




2θg(X,Y ) = [g((∇XhP )(U), Y ) + g((∇Y hP )(U), X)],

0 = α1(r
2)[R(U , Y, P (U), X) +B(Y, P (U),U , X)] + (α1 + α3)(r

2)g(X,P (Y )),

θ[α1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = −α1(r
2)L(X,Y, P (U)).

Fixing (x, u) ∈ T̃M and taking Y such that Yx = u, the second equation of
the preceding system yields (α1 +α3)(r

2)g(Xx, P (u)) = 0, i.e. g(Xx, P (u)) = 0
(since α1 + α3 dosn’t vanish). Since (x, u) and X are arbitrary, then P (u) = 0,

for all (x, u) ∈ T̃M , which is a contradiction.

The geodesic vector field ζ on T̃M corresponds to τI, where I is the identity
(1, 1)−tensor section on π∗

0TM . We have the following:

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

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

Proof. Using Lemma 9, it is easy to see that the Lie derivative of G with respect
to ζ is characterized by the three identities

LuhG(Xh, Y h) = −2α2

(
r2
)
R(X,U ,U , Y ),

LuhG(Xh, Y v) = (α1 + α3)(r
2)g(X,Y ) + (β1 + β3)(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U),
+α1(r

2)R(U , Y,U , X)

LuhG(Xv, Y v) = 2α2(r
2)g(X,Y ) + 2β2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U).
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We suppose that ζ is conformal with potential fynction θ, then we have by the
preceding system





θ[(α1 + α3)(r
2)g(X,Y ) + (β1 + β3)(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = −α2

(
r2
)
R(X,U ,U , Y ),

2θ[α2(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] =
= α1(r

2)R(U , Y,U , X) + (α1 + α3)(r
2)g(X,Y ) + (β1 + β3)(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U),

θ[α1(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β1(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)] = α2(r
2)g(X,Y ) + β2(r

2)g(X,U)g(Y,U).

Fixing (x, u) ∈ T̃M and taking X and Y such that Xx = Yx = u, we get





θ(x, u)(φ1 + φ3)(r
2) = 0,

2θ(x, u)φ2(r
2) = (φ1 + φ3)(r

2),
θ(x, u)φ1(r

2) = φ2(r
2),

which contradicts the fact that φ = φ1(φ1 + φ3)− φ2
2 doesn’t vanish.
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A Proofs of technical results

Proof of Proposition 2: We calculate ∇̄XhY h, calculations for the other quan-
tities being similar. Using Koszul formula, we have by virtue of Lemmas 1-4,

2G(∇̄XhY h, Zh) = Xh(G(Y h, Zh)) + Y h(G(Zh, Xh))− Zh(G(Xh, Y h))

+G
([
Xh, Y h

]
, Zh

)
−G

([
Y h, Zh

]
, Xh

)
+G

([
Zh, Xh

]
, Y h

)

= (α1 + α3)(r
2)[g(∇XhY, Z) + g(Y,∇XhZ) + g(∇Y hX,Z)

+g(X,∇Y hZ)− g(∇ZhX,Y )− g(X,∇ZhY )

+g(∇XhY, Z)− g(∇Y hX,Z)− g(∇Y hZ,X)

+g(∇ZhY,X) + g(∇ZhX,Y )− g(∇XhZ, Y )]

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)[g(∇XhY,U)g(Z,U) + g(Y,U)g(∇XhZ,U)

+g(∇Y hX,U)g(Z,U) + g(X,U)g(∇Y hZ,U)
−g(∇ZhY,U)g(X,U)− g(X,U)g(∇ZhY,U)
+g(∇XhY,U)g(Z,U)− g(∇Y hX,U)g(Z,U)
−g(∇Y hZ,U)g(X,U) + g(∇ZhY,U)g(X,U)
+g(∇ZhX,U)g(Y,U)− g(∇XhZ,U)g(Y,U)]
+α2(r

2)[−g(R(X,Y )U , Z) + g(R(Y, Z)U , X)− g(R(Z,X)U , Y )]

= 2(α1 + α3)(r
2)g(∇XhY, Z) + 2(β1 + β3)(r

2)g(∇XhY,U)g(Z,U)
+α2(r

2)[−g(R(X,Y )U , Z) + g(R(U , X)Y, Z)

−C(Y, Z,R(U , X)U) + C(X,Y,R(U , Z)U)
+C(Z,X,R(Y,U)U) + g(R(U , Y )X,Z)

−C(X,Z,R(U , Y )U) + C(Y,X,R(U , Z)U)
+C(Z, Y,R(X,U)U)]

= 2(α1 + α3)(r
2)g(∇XhY, Z) + 2(β1 + β3)(r

2)g(∇XhY,U)g(Z,U)
−2α2(r

2)[g(R(X,U)Y, Z)− g(B̄(X,Y ), Z)

−g(C̄(Y,R(X,U)U), Z)− g(C̄(X,R(Y,U)U), Z)].

We deduce that G(∇̄XhY h, Zh) = g(P1(X,Y ), Z), where P1 is the (1, 2)-tensor
section on π∗

0TM defined by

P1(σ1, σ2) =(α1 + α3)(r
2)∇hσ1

σ2 + (β1 + β3)(r
2)g(∇hσ1

σ2,U)U
− α2(r

2)[R(σ1,U)σ2 − B̄(σ1, σ2)

− C̄(σ2,R(σ1,U)U)− C̄(σ1,R(σ2,U)U)].

On the other hand, using the same arguments as before, we getG(∇̄XhY h, Zv) =
g(P2(X,Y ), Z), where P2 is the (1, 2)-tensor section on π∗

0TM defined by

P2(σ1, σ2) =α2(r
2)[∇hσ1

σ2 − L̄(σ1, σ2)] + β2(r
2)g(∇hσ1

σ2,U)U

− (α1 + α3)(r
2)C̄(σ1, σ2)−

(β1 + β3)(r
2)

2
[g(σ1,U)σ2 + g(σ2,U)σ1]

− (α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(σ1, σ2)U − (β1 + β3)

′(r2)g(σ1,U)g(σ2,U)U

− α1(r
2)

2
R(σ1, σ2)U .
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According to the decomposition into horizontal and vertical parts, we put

∇̄XhY h = ∇XhY + h{Phh(X,Y )} + v{Qhh(X,Y )},
where Phh and Qhh are (2, 1)-tensor sections on π∗

0TM . It follows that

G(∇̄XhY h, Zh) = (α1 + α3)(r
2)g(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ), Z)

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)g(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ),U)g(Z,U)

+α2(r
2)g(Qhh(X,Y ), Z) + β2(r

2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)g(Z,U),
G(∇̄XhY h, Zv) = α2(r

2)g(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ), Z) + β2(r
2)g(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ),U)g(Z,U)

+α1(r
2)g(Qhh(X,Y ), Z) + β1(r

2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)g(Z,U).
Comparing the two preceding identities with the identities

G(∇̄XhY h, Zh) = g(P1(X,Y ), Z), G(∇̄XhY h, Zv) = g(P2(X,Y ), Z),

we have the following




P1(X,Y ) = (α1 + α3)(r
2)(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ))

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)g(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ),U)U

+α2(r
2)Qhh(X,Y ) + β2(r

2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)U ,

P2(X,Y ) = α2(r
2)(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ))

+β2(r
2)g(∇XhY + Phh(X,Y ),U)U

+α1(r
2)Qhh(X,Y ) + β1(r

2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)U .
Substituting P1(X,Y ) and P2(X,Y ) into the preceding equations, we find

(A.1)





(α1 + α3)(r
2)Phh(X,Y ) + (β1 + β3)(r

2)g(Phh(X,Y ),U)U
+α2(r

2)Qhh(X,Y ) + β2(r
2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)U

= −α2(r
2)[R(X,U)Y − B̄(X,Y )

−C̄(Y,R(X,U)U) − C̄(X,R(Y,U)U)],

α2(r
2)Phh(X,Y ) + β2(r

2)g(Phh(X,Y ),U)U
+α1(r

2)Qhh(X,Y ) + β1(r
2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)U

= −α2(r
2)L̄(X,Y )− (α1 + α3)(r

2)C̄(X,Y )
−(α1 + α3)

′(r2)g(X,Y )U − (β1 + β3)
′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)U

− (β1+β3)(r
2)

2 [g(X,U)Y + g(Y,U)X ]− α1(r
2)

2 R(X,Y )U .
Making the scalar product of the preceding two equations in (A.1) by U , we find





(φ1 + φ3)(r
2)g(Phh(X,Y ),U) + φ2(r

2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)
= −α2(r

2)g(R(X,U)Y,U),

φ2(r
2)g(Phh(X,Y ),U) + φ1(r

2)g(Qhh(X,Y ),U)
= −r2(α1 + α3)

′(r2)g(X,Y )− r2(β1 + β3)
′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)

−(β1 + β3)(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U),

which yields




g(Phh(X,Y ),U) = 1
φ
{−α1(r

2)φ2(r
2)g(R(X,U)Y,U) + r2(α1 + α3)

′(r2)φ2(r
2)g(X,Y )

+[r2(β1 + β3)
′(r2) + (β1 + β3)(r

2)]φ2(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U),

g(Qhh(X,Y ),U) = 1
φ
{α2(r

2)φ2(r
2)g(R(X,U)Y,U)− r2(α1 + α3)

′(r2)(φ1 + φ3)(r
2)g(X,Y )

−[r2(β1 + β3)
′(r2) + (β1 + β3)(r

2)](φ1 + φ3)(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U).
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Substituting from the two last identities into (A.1) and solving the system
with Phh(X,Y ) and Qhh(X,Y ) as indeterminate, we find the desired expressions
of Phh(X,Y ) and Qhh(X,Y ) in the proposition.

Proof of Lemma 5: We shall prove the second identity, the proof of the two
other identities being similar. We have

LξhG(Xh, Y v) = G(∇̄Xhξh, Y v) +G(∇̄Y vξh, Xh).

Using Proposition 2, we get

G(∇̄Xhξh, Y v) = α2(r
2)g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + β2(r

2)g(Y,U)g(∇Xhξ,U)
−(α1 + α3)

′(r2)g(X, ξ)g(Y,U)− (α1 + α3)(r
2)C(X,Y, ξ)

−(β1 + β3)
′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U)

− (β1+β3)(r
2)

2 (g(ξ, Y )g(X,U) + g(X,Y )g(ξ,U))
−α1(r

2)
2 R(X, ξ,U , Y )− α2(r

2)L(X,Y, ξ)

and

G(∇̄Y vξh, Xh) = (α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(ξ,X)g(Y,U) + (α1 + α3)(r

2)C(X,Y, ξ)

+ (β1+β3)
2 (r2) (g(Y, ξ)g(X,U) + g(X,Y )g(ξ,U))

+(β1 + β3)
′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U)

+α1(r
2)

2 (R(U , Y, ξ,X)−B(Y, ξ,X,U)
−C(Y,R(U , ξ)U , X)− C(ξ,R(U , Y )U , X))

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

Proof of Lemma 6: We shall prove the first identity, the proof of the two
other identities being similar. We have

LξvG(Xh, Y h) = G(∇̄Xhξv, Y h) +G(∇̄Y hξv, Xh).

Using Proposition 2, we get

G(∇̄Xhξv, Y h) = α2(r
2)(g(∇Xhξ, Y ) + L(X,Y, ξ)) + β2(r

2)g(Y,U)g(∇Xhξ,U)
+α1(r

2)
2 (R(U , ξ,X, Y )−B(X, ξ, Y,U)− C(X,Y,R(U , ξ)U)

−C(ξ, Y,R(U , X)U)) + (α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(X,Y )g(ξ,U)

+(α1 + α3)(r
2)C(X,Y, ξ) + (β1 + β3)

′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(ξ,U)
+ (β1+β3)(r

2)
2 (g(X, ξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y, ξ)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 Lemma 7: We shall prove the first identity, the proof of the two other
identities being similar. Since the complete lift is defined by ξc = ξh + v{∇ζξ},
then the Lie derivative of G(Xh, Y h) along ξc is given by

LξcG(Xh, Y h) = LξhG(Xh, Y h) + Lv{∇ζξ}G(Xh, Y h)

= LξhG(Xh, Y h) +G(∇Xh (v{∇ζξ})v, Y h) +G(∇Y h(v{∇ζξ})v, Xh).
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But

G(∇Xh(∇ζξ)
v, Y h) =

∑

i

uiG

(
∇Xh

(
∇
( ∂

∂xi )
hξ

)v

, Y h

)
−
∑

i,j,k

ujXkΓi
jkG

((
∇ ∂

∂xi
ξ
)v

, Y h
)
.

We have, on one hand, using Proposition 2

∑
i u

iG

(
∇Xh

(
∇
( ∂

∂xi )
hξ

)v

, Y h

)
=

=α2(r
2)[g(∇Xh(∇ζξ), Y ) + g(∇Y h(∇ζξ), X) + 2L(X,Y,∇ζξ)]

+β2(r
2)[g(X,U)g(∇Y h(∇ζξ),U) + g(Y,U)g(∇Xh(∇ζξ),U)]

+2(β′
1 + β′

3)(r
2)g(X,U)g(Y,U)g(∇ζξ,U)

+α1(r
2)[2B(X,Y,U ,∇ζξ)−B(X,∇ζξ, Y,U)−B(Y,∇ζξ,X,U)]

+2(α1 + α3)
′(r2)g(X,Y )g(∇ζξ,U) + 2(α1 + α3)(r

2)C(X,Y,∇ζξ)
+(β1 + β3)(r

2)[g(X,∇ζξ)g(Y,U) + g(Y,∇ζξ)g(X,U)],

and, on the other hand,

−∑
i,j,k u

jXkΓi
jkG((∇

( ∂

∂xi )
hξ)v, Y h) =

=−∑
i,j,k u

jXkΓi
jk[α2(r

2)g(∇
( ∂

∂xi )
hξ, Y ) + β2(r

2)g(Y,U)g(∇
( ∂

∂xi )
hξ,U)]

=−α2(r
2)g(∇h{∇

XhU}ξ, Y )− β2(r
2)g(Y,U)g(∇h{∇

XhU}ξ,U)]

Then, summing up the two last identities and using the definition of the
second covariant derivative and using again Proposition 2 for the expression
LξhG(Xh, Y h), we obtain the required expression of LξcG(Xh, Y h).

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

LιPG(Xh, Y h) =uiL(P (∂i))vG(Xh, Y h) +Xh(ui)G((P (∂i))
v, Y h)

+Y h(ui)G((P (∂i))
v, Xh)

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

Xh(ui)G((P (∂i))
v, Y h) =−ujXkΓi

jk[α2(r
2)g(P (∂i), Y ) + β2(r

2)g(P (∂i),U)g(Y,U)]
=−α2(r

2)g(P (∇XhU), Y )− β2(r
2)g(P (∇XhU),U)g(Y,U).

Then

LιPG(Xh, Y h) =α2(r
2)[g(∇XP (U), Y )− g(P (∇XhU), Y )

+g(∇Y hP (U), X)− g(P (∇Y hU), X) + 2L(X,Y, P (U))]
+β2(r

2)(g(X,U)g(∇Y hP (U),U) − g(P (∇Y hU),U)g(X,U)
+g(Y,U)g(∇XhP (U),U)− g(P (∇XhU),U)g(Y, ,U))
+2(β1 + β3)

′(r2)g(X,U)g(Y, ,U)g(P (U),U)
+α1(r

2)(2B(X,Y,U , P (U))−B(X,P (U), Y,U)−B(Y, P (U), X,U))
+2(α′

1 + α′
3)(r

2)g(X,Y )g(P (U),U) + 2(α1 + α3)(r
2)C(X,Y, P (U))

+(β1 + β3)(r
2) (g(X,P (U))g(Y,U) + g(Y, P (U))g(X,U)) .
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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,

LτPG(Xh, Y h) =G(∇Xhui(P ( ∂
∂xi ))

h, Y h) +G(∇Y hui(P ( ∂
∂xi ))

h, Xh)
=uiL(P ( ∂

∂xi ))
hG(Xh, Y h)−XjukΓi

jkG((P ( ∂
∂xi ))

h, Y h)

−Y jukΓi
jkG((P ( ∂

∂xi ))
h, Xh)

=uiL(P ( ∂

∂xi ))
hG(Xh, Y h)

−(α1 + α3)(r
2)[g(P (∇XhU), Y ) + g(P (∇Y hU), X)]

−(β1 + β3)(r
2)[g(P (∇XhU),U)g(Y,U) + g(P (∇Y hU),U)g(X,U)]

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

uiL(P ( ∂

∂xi ))
hG(Xh, Y h) =(α1 + α3)(r

2)[g(∇XhP (U), Y ) + g(∇Y hP (U), X)]

+(β1 + β3)(r
2)[g(∇XhP (U),U)g(Y,U)

+g(∇Y hP (U),U)g(X,U)]
−α2

(
r2
)
[R(X,U , P (U), Y ) +R(Y,U , P (U), X)

+2C(P (U),R(U , X)U , Y )
+2C(P (U),R(U , Y )U , X) + 2C(X,R(U , P (U))U , Y )].

Substituting, we get the desired expression.
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