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Abstract

In this work, we consider a class of Finsler metrics using the warped
product notion introduced by Chen, S. and Zhao in [6], with another
“warping”, one that is consistent with static spacetimes. We will give
the PDE characterization for the proposed metrics to be Ricci-flat and
explicitly construct two non-Riemannian examples.
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1 Introduction

If (M,ds21), (N, ds
2
2) are Riemannian manifolds, then a warped product is the

manifold M ×N endowed with a Riemannian metric of the form

ds2 = ds21 + f2ds22 , (1)

where f is a smooth function depending on the coordinates of M only; said
a warping function. This notion, called by warped product, must be credited
to Bishop and O’Neill [5]. However, years earlier, metrics in the form of (1)
were being studied with different names; in [9], for instance, they were called
semi-reducible Riemannian spaces.

The class of warped product manifolds has shown itself to be rich, both
wide and diverse, playing important roles in differential geometry as well as in
physics. To illustrate, Bishop and O’Neill introduced warped products in [5] as
means to construct a large class of complete Riemannian manifolds with negative
curvature. For this reason, it seems valuable to study notions of warped product
metrics without the quadratic restriction, in the setting of Finsler geometry.
Notably, progress in this direction has been stimulated by efforts to expand
general relativity, such as the work of Asanov (e.g. [1], [2], [3]), which later
motivated Kozma, Peter and Varga to study product manifoldsM×N endowed
with a Finsler metric

F =
√
F 2
1 + f2F 2

2 , (2)

called warped product, where (M,F1), (N,F2) are Finsler manifolds and f is a
smooth function on M (see [8]). Following the definition of Beem [4], one may
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take L = F 2 to consider pseudo-Finsler metrics. For example, if (M,F1) is a
3-dimensional Finsler manifold and (R, F2) is a Minkowski space, then

L = f2F 2
2 − F 2

1 (3)

is a Finsler metric with Lorentz signature, and (R×M,L) may be regarded as
a Finsler static spacetime. This is the case for [11], where Li and Chang studied
metrics in the form of (3), given on coordinates ((t, r, θ, ϕ), (yt, yr, yθ, yϕ)) of
the tangent bundle by

L = f2(yt)2 −
[
g2(yr)2 + r2F

2
]
,

with F a Finsler metric on coordinates (θ, ϕ, yθ, yϕ) and f, g functions of r.
They suggested the vacuum field equation for Finsler spacetime is equivalent to
the vanishing of the Ricci scalar, and obtained a non-Riemannian exact solution
similar to the Schwarzschild metric. Their results display viability to the explict
construction of Ricci-flat Finsler metrics by warped product.

Recently, Chen, S. and Zhao have considered product manifolds R×M with
Finsler metrics arising from warped products in the following way: if (M,α2),
(R, dt2) are Riemannian manifolds, then F 2 = dt2+f2(t)α2 is a warped product,

which may be rewritten as F = α

√(
dt
α

)2
+ f2(t). Letting z = dt

α
, they defined

a class of Finsler metrics by

F = α
√
φ(z, t) , (4)

also called warped product, where φ is a suitable function on R
2, (see [6]).

In the present work, we wish to consider Finsler metrics of similar type as
(4), with another “warping”, one that is consistent with the form of metrics
modeling (Riemannian) static spacetimes and simplified by spherical symme-
try over spatial coordinates, which emerged from the Schwarzschild metric in
isotropic rectangular coordinates (t, x1, x2, x3):

ds2 =

(
1− m

4ρ

)2

(
1 + m

4ρ

)2 c
2dt2 −

(
1 +

m

4ρ

)4 [
(dx1)2 + (dx2)2 + (dx3)2

]
, (5)

where ρ =
√
(x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2 (see for example [7], p. 93). Letting z = dt

α

and α =
√
(dx1)2 + (dx2)2 + (dx3)2, the Schwarzschild metric (5) is written as

ds = α

√√√√√√

(
1− m

4ρ

)2

(
1 + m

4ρ

)2 c
2z2 −

(
1 +

m

4ρ

)4

.

For R, R
n with their Euclidean metrics dt2, α2 (respectively), define a

(positive-definite) Finsler metric on R× R
n by

F = α
√
φ(z, ρ) ,
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where z = dt
α
, ρ = |x| for x ∈ R

n, and φ a suitable function on R
2. We give the

PDE characterization for the proposed metrics to be Ricci-flat:

Theorem 1. For n ≥ 2, F = α
√
φ(z, ρ) is Ricci-flat if and only if P (z, ρ) =

Q(z, ρ) = 0. Furthermore, the Ricci-flat condition is weaker when n = 1;
namely, P (z, ρ) + ρ2Q(z, ρ) = 0.

Here P , Q are functions of φ and its derivatives, described by equations (14).
Next, we construct three examples. The first presents the Riemannian case

to corroborate computations, the second are m-th root metrics, and the third
consists of Randers norm. For n ≥ 3, the non-Riemannian solutions are:

φ(z, ρ) = (Azm +Bρ−2m)
2
m , A,B > 0 (22b)

φ(z, ρ) = (
√
Az2 +Bρ−4 + ε

√
Az)2 , A,B > 0 , 0 < |ε|< 1 , C ∈ R (27b)

Whenever possible, we describe solutions with Lorentz signature, for which the
4-dimensional metrics may also be studied as Finsler static spacetimes satisfying
the vacuum field equation proposed in [11].

2 Geometric Quantities

Set M = R× R
n with coordinates on TM

x = (x0, x), x = (x1, . . . , xn) ,

y = (y0, y), y = (y1, . . . , yn) ;

and consider a Finsler metric

F = α
√
φ(z, ρ) , (6)

where α = |y|, z = y0

|y| and ρ = |x|. Throughout our work, the following

convention for indices is adopted: A, B, ... range from 0 to n; i, j, ... range from
1 to n.

This construction is the same as [6] but for the “warping”. Consequently,
any calculations involving F and its derivatives of any degree with respect to yA

only will be similar in form to the calculations in [6], e.g. the fundamental form.
The effects of the warping only appear when derivatives of F with respect to xA

are involved, e.g. spray coefficients. So the Hessian matrix, gAB = 1
2 [F

2]yAyB ,
is

(gAB) =




1
2φzz

1
2Ωz

yj

α

1
2Ωz

yi

α
1
2Ωδij − 1

2zΩz
yiyj

α2


 , (7)

where
Ω := 2φ− zφz , (8)
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and the same argument as [6] to verify non-degeneracy of F applies. It actually
simplifies, because α is the Euclidean metric here. Thus,

det(gAB) =
1

2n+1
Ωn−1Λ ,

where
Λ := φzz(Ω− zΩz)− Ω2

z = 2φφzz − φ2z , (9)

and:

Proposition 2 (Prop.4.1, [6]). F = α
√
φ(z, ρ) is strongly convex if and only if

Ω,Λ > 0.

Moreover, letting L = α2φ(z, ρ), one has a metric with Lorentz signature
(+,−, . . . ,−) if Ω,Λ < 0, or (−,+, . . . ,+) if Ω > 0 and Λ < 0.

Henceforth, assume F is non-degenerate. In this case, the inverse of (gAB)
is

(gAB) =




2
Λ(Ω− zΩz) − 2

ΛΩz
yj

α

− 2
ΛΩz

yi

α
2
Ωδ

ij + 2φzΩz

ΩΛ
yiyj

α2


 . (10)

The spray coefficients GC = 1
4g

CA
(
[F 2]yAxByB − [F 2]xA

)
are:

G0 = (U + zV )(xmym)α , (11a)

Gi = (V +W )yi(xmym)−Wxiα2 , (11b)

where

U :=
1

2ρΛ
(2φφzρ − φzφρ) , (12a)

V :=
1

2ρΛ
(φρφzz − φzφzρ) , (12b)

W :=
1

2ρΩ
φρ . (12c)

The flag curvature tensor by Berwald’s formula

KC
B = 2[GC ]xB − [GC ]xAyByA + 2GA[GC ]yAyB − [GC ]yA [GA]yB

gives

(13a)

K0
0 =

[
ρ2(U + zV )Wz − (2ρ2W + 1)(Uz + V + zVz)

]
α2

+

[
2(V +W )(Uz + V + zVz)− (Vz +Wz)(U + zV )

+ 2U(Uzz + 2Vz + zVzz)−
1

ρ
(Uzρ + Vρ + zVzρ)

− (Uz + V + zVz)
2 − (U − zUz − z2Vz)Vz

]
(xmym)2
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(13b)

Ki
j = −

[
2W + (2ρ2W + 1)(V +W )

]
α2δij

+

[
(V +W )2 + 2U(Vz +Wz)−

1

ρ
(Vρ +Wρ)

]
(xmym)2δij

+

[
2W (2W − zWz) +Wz(U − zW )− 2

ρ
Wρ

]
α2xixj +

[
(V +W )

+ z(Vz +Wz)(2ρ
2W + 1) + (ρ2(V +W ) + 1)(2W − zWz)

]
yiyj

−
[
2zU(Vzz +Wzz) + (3U − zUz − zV + 5zW )(Vz +Wz)

− z

ρ
(Vzρ +Wzρ)

]
(xmym)2

yiyj

α2

+

[
−(2W − zWz)

2 − 2U(Wz − zWzz) +
1

ρ
(2Wρ − zWzρ)

+Wz(U − zUz + z2Wz)

]
(xmym)xiyj

+

[
−(V +W )2+(Vz+Wz)(U+3zW )+

1

ρ
(Vρ+Wρ)

]
(xmym)xjyi

(13c)

K0
j = z

[
(2ρ2W + 1)(V + Uz + zVz)− ρ2Wz(U + zV )

]
αyj

+

[
z(U + zV )(Vz +Wz)− 2zU(Uzz + 2Vz + zVzz)

+ (U − zUz − z2Vz)(5W − Uz)

− 1

ρ
(Uρ − zUzρ − z2Vzρ)

]
(xmym)2

yj

α

+

[
(U + zV )(Uz − V + zVz − 2W ) + (V − 3W )(U − zUz − z2Vz)

+
1

ρ
(Uρ + zVρ)

]
(xmym)αxj

(13d)

Ki
0 =

[
ρ2Wz(V −W )− (2ρ2W +1)Vz

]
αyi+

[
(2W −V −Uz)(Vz +Wz)

+ 2U(Vzz +Wzz)−
1

ρ
(Vzρ +Wzρ)

]
(xmym)2

yi

α

+

[
(Uz −W )Wz − 2UWzz +

1

ρ
Wzρ

]
(xmym)αxi
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After simplification, the Ricci curvature is:

Ric =
∑

KA
A

=
[
−(2ρ2W +1)(Uz+nV +(n−3)W )−2(nW +ρWρ−ρ2Wz(U −zW ))

]
α2

+

[
2U(Uzz + nVz + (n− 2)Wz)−

1

ρ
(Uzρ + nVρ + (n− 3)Wρ)

+ nV (V + 2W ) +W ((n− 5)W + 2zWz) + Uz(2W − Uz)

]
(xmym)2

Let the Ricci curvature components be

(14a)P (z, ρ) ..= −(2ρ2W + 1)(Uz + nV + (n− 3)W )

− 2(nW + ρWρ − ρ2Wz(U − zW ))

(14b)Q(z, ρ) ..= 2U(Uzz + nVz + (n− 2)Wz)−
1

ρ
(Uzρ + nVρ + (n− 3)Wρ)

+ nV (V + 2W ) +W ((n− 5)W + 2zWz) + Uz(2W − Uz)

So

(15)
Ric = P

(
y0

|y| , |x|
)
〈y, y〉+Q

(
y0

|y| , |x|
)
〈x, y〉2

=

〈
P

(
y0

|y| , |x|
)
y +Q

(
y0

|y| , |x|
)
〈x, y〉x, y

〉

Proof of Theorem 1. Suppose Ric = 0. Let ei denote the n-dimensional
vector with 1 in the ith entry and zeros elsewhere. Take y = ei and x = ρej for
ρ ≥ 0. By equation (15),

P
(
y0, ρ

)
+Q

(
y0, ρ

)
ρ2δij = 0 , ∀i, j .

For n ≥ 2, pick i 6= j to get P (y0, ρ) = 0. Now set i = j to conclude Q(y0, ρ) = 0
for ρ 6= 0. Finally, Q(y0, 0) = 0 by continuity. The remaining assertions are
clear.

The above proof suggests metrics F that are singular on (x0, 0) or metrics
F defined on R× R

n \ {0} should also be considered. This becomes evident on
the examples bellow.

3 Examples

Example 1 (Riemannian metrics). Suppose φ(z, ρ) = ef(ρ) z2 + eg(ρ).
So Ω = 2 eg, Λ = 4 ef+g and F = α

√
φ gives a positive-definite Riemannian

metric.
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The Ricci curvature components are:

P = − 1

4ρ

[
p2 e

f−g z2 + p0
]

Q = − 1

4ρ3
q0

where

p2 = 2ρf ′′ + ρ(f ′)2 + (n− 2)ρf ′g′ + 2(n− 1)f ′

p0 = 2ρg′′ + (n− 2)ρ(g′)2 + ρf ′g′ + 2f ′ + 2(2n− 3)g′

q0 = 2ρf ′′ + 2(n− 2)ρg′′ + ρ(f ′)2 − 2ρf ′g′ − (n− 2)ρ(g′)2 − 2f ′ − 2(n− 2)g′

By independence of z and ρ, the Ricci-flat equations for n ≥ 2 become p2 =
p0 = q0 = 0. Taking q0 − p2 + np0 = 0 yields:

4(n− 1)ρg′′ + (n− 2)(n− 1)ρ(g′)2 + 4(n− 1)2g′ = 0

For n ≥ 3 :
4ρg′′ + (n− 2)ρ(g′)2 + 4(n− 1)g′ = 0 (16)

If g′ = 0, then (16) is trivially satisfied. So g(ρ) = B constant is a solution.
Otherwise, (16) is a Bernoulli differential equation in g′, which can be trans-
formed to a linear ODE by letting u := (g′)−1. The equation reduces to:

4ρu′ − (n− 2)ρ− 4(n− 1)u = 0

Its solution gives g(ρ) = ln(B|ρ2−n + C| 4
n−2 ), for B,C ∈ R constants with

B > 0.
To find f , substitute g in p0 = 0. When g(ρ) = B, f ′ = 0 and f is constant

also, say f(ρ) = A. For g(ρ) = ln(B|ρ2−n + C| 4
n−2 ), equation p0 = 0 gives:

f ′ =
4(n− 2)Cρ1−n

(C − ρ2−n)(C + ρ2−n)

So f(ρ) = ln

[
A
(

C−ρ2−n

C+ρ2−n

)2
]
, for some constant A > 0.

Therefore, when n ≥ 3, solutions are:

φ(z, ρ) = Az2 +B , A,B > 0 (17a)

φ(z, ρ) = A

(
C − ρ2−n

C + ρ2−n

)2

z2 +B|ρ2−n + C| 4
n−2 , A,B > 0, C ∈ R (17b)

For n = 2, equation (16) still holds, but it is already linear:

ρg′′ + g′ = 0

So g(ρ) = ln(B|ρ|C), for B,C ∈ R constants with B > 0. Substitute g in p0 = 0
to get:

(C + 2)f ′ = 0

7



If C 6= −2, then f ′ = 0. So f(ρ) = A. When C = −2, equation p2 = 0 yields:

2ρf ′′ + ρ(f ′)2 + 2f ′ = 0

If f ′ = 0, the above equation is trivially satisfied and then f(ρ) = A. Else, it is
a Bernoulli equation in f ′. As before, let u := (f ′)−1 to get a linear ODE:

2ρu′ − ρ− 2u = 0

It gives f(ρ) = ln(A1 +A2 ln|ρ|)2, for real constants A1, A2.
Thus, for n = 2, solutions are:

φ(z, ρ) = Az2 +B|ρ|C , A,B > 0, C ∈ R \ {−2} (18a)

φ(z, ρ) = (A1 +A2 ln|ρ|)2z2 +Bρ−2 , A1, A2 ∈ R, B > 0 (18b)

For n = 1, the Ricci-flat condition gives p2 = p0 + q0 = 0, by independence
of z and ρ. This gives:

2f ′′ + (f ′)2 − f ′g′ = 0

So either f(ρ) = A and g is an arbitrary smooth function of ρ, or g = ln(f ′)2 +
f +B for any smooth function f of ρ.

Hence, solutions for n = 1 are:

φ(z, ρ) = Az2 + eg(ρ) , A > 0 , g ∈ C∞ (19a)

φ(z, ρ) = ef(ρ)
(
z2 +B[f ′(ρ)]2

)
, f ∈ C∞, B > 0 (19b)

Finally, if φ(z, ρ) = ef(ρ) z2 − eg(ρ), then Ω = −2 eg and Λ = −4 ef+g. So
the associated metric L = α2φ has Lorentz signature (+,−, . . . ,−). In this case,
the Ricci curvature components are:

P =
1

4ρ

[
p2 e

f−g z2 − p0
]

Q = − 1

4ρ3
q0

where p2, p0 and q0 are as before. Thus, by independence of z and ρ, the Ricci-
flat equations reduce to the same system as the positive-definite case.

Example 2 (mth-root metrics). If φ(z, ρ) =
(
ef(ρ) zm + eg(ρ)

) 2
m for an even

integer m > 2, then Ω = 2 eg

(ef zm+eg)1−
2
m

and Λ = 4(m−1) ef+g zm−2

(ef zm+eg)2(1−
2
m

)
. So F = α

√
φ

is a positive-definite mth-root metric.
The Ricci curvature components are:

P = − 1

2m2(m− 1)ρ

[
p2m e2(f−g) z2m + pm ef−g zm + p0

]

Q =
1

4m2(m− 1)2ρ3

[
q2m e2(f−g) z2m − qm ef−g zm − q0

]
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where

p2m = (m− 2)(m+ n− 2)ρ(f ′)2

pm = 2m(m− 1)ρf ′′ +m(m− 1)ρ(f ′)2 + (n− 2)(3m− 4)ρf ′g′

+m[(n− 2)(3m− 4) + 2(m− 1)]f ′

p0 = 2m(m− 1)ρg′′ +2(m− 1)(n− 2)ρ(g′)2 +mρf ′g′ +m2f ′ +2m(m− 1)(2n

− 3)g′

q2m = (m− 2)[2m2 + (n− 2)(3m− 2)]ρ(f ′)2

qm = 2(m−2)[m(m−1)(n−2)ρf ′′−m(m+n−1)ρ(f ′)2+2(n−2)(m−1)ρf ′g′

+m(m− 1)(n− 2)f ′]

q0 = 2m2(m− 1)ρf ′′ + 4m(m− 1)2(n− 2)ρg′′ +m2ρ(f ′)2 − 4m(m− 1)ρf ′g′

− 4(m− 1)2(n− 2)ρ(g′)2 − 2m2(m− 1)f ′ − 4m(m− 1)2(n− 2)g′

By independence of z and ρ, the Ricci-flat equations for n ≥ 2 are p2m =
pm = p0 = q2m = qm = q0 = 0. Since m > 2, p2m = q2m = 0 imply f ′ = 0, and
equations pm = qm = 0 are automatically satisfied. The remaining equations
reduce to:

mρg′′ + (n− 2)ρ(g′)2 + (2n− 3)mg′ = 0 (20)

(n− 2)[mρg′′ − ρ(g′)2 −mg′] = 0 (21)

So f(ρ) = A and g(ρ) must be determined from the above equations.
For n ≥ 3, combine equations (20) and (21) to eliminate g′′. This gives:

g′(ρg′ + 2m) = 0

If g′ = 0, then g(ρ) = B. Otherwise, ρg′ + 2m = 0 and so g(ρ) = ln(Bρ−2m)
for some constant B > 0.

Therefore, when n ≥ 3, solutions are:

φ(z, ρ) = (Azm +B)
2
m , A,B > 0 (22a)

φ(z, ρ) = (Azm +Bρ−2m)
2
m , A,B > 0 (22b)

For n = 2, (21) is vacuous and (20) gives a linear ODE:

ρg′′ + g′ = 0

So g(ρ) = ln(B|ρ|C), for constants B > 0 and C ∈ R.
Hence, solutions for n = 2 are:

φ(z, ρ) = (Azm +B|ρ|C) 2
m , A,B > 0 , C ∈ R (23)

For n = 1, the Ricci-flat equations are 2(m− 1)p2m − q2m = 2(m− 1)pm +
qm = p0 + q0 = 0, by independence of z and ρ. As before, since m > 2,
2(m − 1)p2m − q2m = 0 implies f ′ = 0, and equation 2(m − 1)pm + qm = 0 is
automatically satisfied. The remaining equation gives:

mρg′′ − ρ(g′)2 −mg′ = 0

9



If g′ = 0, the above equation is trivially satisfied; then g(ρ) = B. Otherwise,
this is yet again a Bernoulli equation in g′. Let u := (g′)−1 to obtain a linear
ODE:

mρu′ + ρ+mu = 0

Its solution gives g(ρ) = ln(B|ρ2 + C|−m) for constants B > 0 and C ∈ R.
So, for n = 1, solution are:

φ(z, ρ) = (Azm +B)
2
m , A,B > 0 (24a)

φ(z, ρ) = (Azm +B|ρ2 + C|−m)
2
m , A,B > 0 , C ∈ R (24b)

For an odd integer m > 2, all formulas still hold, but the metric generated
changes signature according to the sign of z, because it determines the sign of
Λ. For m = 2, φ simplifies to give a Riemannian metric; in this case, the
non-trivial Ricci-flat equations are multiples of the previously found equations
for Riemannian metrics.

Finally, taking φ(z, ρ) =
(
ef(ρ) zm − eg(ρ)

) 2
m for some integer m > 2 with

m ≡ 2(mod 4) gives a well-defined metric L = α2φ with Lorentz signature

(+,−, . . . ,−), since Ω = − 2 eg

(ef zm−eg)1−
2
m

and Λ = − 4(m−1) ef+g zm−2

(ef zm−eg)2(1−
2
m

)
.

In this setting, the Ricci components are:

P = − 1

2m2(m− 1)ρ

[
p2m e2(f−g) z2m − p2 e

f−g z2 + p0

]

Q =
1

4m2(m− 1)2ρ3

[
q2m e2(f−g) z2m + qm ef−g zm − q0

]

where pi, qj are as before. Thus, the Ricci-flat equations coincide with the
positive-definite case.

With some thought, one might consider these equations for other values of
m. When m > 2 is divisible by 4, one may take L = αm

(
ef(ρ) zm − eg(ρ)

)
to

consider Finsler spacetimes in the sense of Pfeifer and Wohlfarth [12]. When

m > 2 is odd, F = α
(
ef(ρ) zm − eg(ρ)

) 1
m already makes sense. However, in both

cases, one needs to become concerned with the domain of z and ρ to ensure Ω,
Λ are defined and their sign give the appropriate signature.

Example 3 (Randers metrics). Assume φ(z, ρ) = (
√
ef(ρ) z2 + eg(ρ)+ε e

f(ρ)
2 z)2

with 0 < |ε|< 1, so F = α
√
φ gives a positive-definite Randers metric.

Indeed, Ω = 2

(√
ef z2+eg+ε e

f
2 z√

ef z2+eg

)
eg and Λ = 4

(√
ef z2+eg+ε e

f
2 z√

ef z2+eg

)3

ef+g.

The Ricci curvature components are:

P = − 1

4ρ
√
ef z2 + eg(

√
ef z2 + eg + ε e

f
2 z)

[
p4 e

2f−g z4

+ 2εp3 e
3f
2 −g

√
ef z2 + egz3 + p2 e

f z2 + εp1 e
f
2

√
ef z2 + egz + p0 e

g
]

10



Q =
1

4ρ3(ef z2 + eg)2(
√
ef z2 + eg + ε e

f
2 z)2

[
q6 e

3f z6 + 2εq5 e
5f
2

√
ef z2 + egz5

+ 2q4 e
2f+g z4 + 4εq3e

3f
2 +g

√
ef z2 + egz3 + q2 e

f+2g z2

+ 2εq1 e
f
2+2g

√
ef z2 + egz + q0 e

3g
]

where pi, qj are functions of ρ, f , g and its derivatives of order up to two.
Particularly,

p4 =2(ε2+1)ρf ′′−((n+1)ε2−1)ρ(f ′)2+(n−2)(ε2+1)ρf ′g′+2(n−1)(ε2+1)f ′

p3 = 2ρf ′′ − 1

4
((n+ 2)ε2 + (n− 2))ρ(f ′)2 + (n− 2)ρf ′g′ + 2(n− 1)f ′

For n ≥ 2, the Ricci-flat equations reduce to pi = qj = 0, by independence
of z and ρ. Taking p4 − (ε2 + 1)p3 = 0 reads

(n+ 2)

4
(ε2 − 1)2ρ(f ′)2 = 0 .

So f ′ = 0, and the remaining equations simplify to:

2ρg′′ + (n− 2)ρ(g′)2 + 2(2n− 3)g′ = 0 (25)

(n− 2)[2ρg′′ − ρ(g′)2 − 2g′] = 0 (26)

Hence, f(ρ) = A and g(ρ) must be determined from the above equations.
When n ≥ 3, one may combine equations (25) and (26) to eliminate g′′,

obtaining:
(n− 1)(ρg′ + 4)g′ = 0

If g′ = 0, then g(ρ) = B. Otherwise, ρg′ + 4 = 0 and so g(ρ) = ln(Bρ−4) for
some constant B > 0.

Thus, solutions for n ≥ 3 are:

φ(z, ρ) = (
√
Az2 +B + ε

√
Az)2 , A,B > 0 , 0 < |ε|< 1 (27a)

φ(z, ρ) = (
√
Az2 +Bρ−4 + ε

√
Az)2 , A,B > 0 , 0 < |ε|< 1 , C ∈ R (27b)

For n = 2, (26) is vacuous and (25) becomes a linear ODE:

ρg′′ + g′ = 0

So g(ρ) = ln(B|ρ|C), for constants B > 0 and C ∈ R.
Hence, when n = 2, solutions are:

φ(z, ρ) =

(√
Az2 +B|ρ|C + ε

√
Az

)2

, A,B > 0 , C ∈ R, 0 < |ε|< 1 (28)

Finally, for n = 1, the Ricci-flat condition once again implies f ′ = 0, al-
though the computation is lengthier and will be omitted. All remaining equations
are automatically satisfied.
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Therefore, for n = 1, solutions are:

φ(z, ρ) =
(√

Az2 + eg(ρ) + ε
√
Az

)2

, A > 0 , g ∈ C∞ , 0 < |ε|< 1 (29)

Clearly, one may rewrite solutions as φ(z, ρ) =
(√

Az2 + eg(ρ) +Dz
)2

for

any constant D satisfying D2A−1 < 1. More generally, it is possible to look for

solutions in the form φ(z, ρ) =
(√

ef(ρ) z2 + eg(ρ) ± h(ρ)z
)2

with h2(ρ) < ef(ρ),

but the calculations quickly become cumbersome. In either case, it is uncertain
how to consider Lorentz signature (if possible).

4 Discussion

The Hessian of the Ricci curvature

RicAB =
1

2
[Ric]yAyB

was the first notion for Ricci curvature tensor of Finsler metrics introduced by
Akbar-Zadeh in 1988. Evidently, RicAB = 0 if and only if Ric = 0, and they
imply the vanishing of the scalar curvature R = gAB RicAB. By defining the
modified Einstein tensor

GAB = RicAB −1

2
gABR

in [11], Li an Chang established the equivalence between the vacuum field equa-
tion for Finsler spacetime and the vanishing of the Ricci curvature. However,
the notion of Ricci curvature tensor for Finsler metrics is not unique. If R A

B CD

is the Riemann curvature tensor for Finsler metrics introduced by Berwald in
1926, then

R̃icAB =
1

2

(
R C

A CB +R C
B CA

)

is another notion of Ricci curvature tensor introduced by Li and S. in [10].
Moreover, these Ricci tensors differ by a non-Riemannian quantity; namely,

R̃icAB − RicAB = HAB =
1

2

(
[χB]yA + [χA]yB

)
,

where the χ-curvature tensor is given by

χA =
1

2

[
ΠxByAyB −ΠxA − 2ΠyAyBGB

]

with Π = ∂GC

∂yC . So R̃icAB = 0 if and only if RicAB = 0 and HAB = 0; in words,

the vanishing of R̃icAB is a stronger condition than the vanishing of RicAB. In
particular, if Ric = 0 and χA = 0, then R̃icAB = 0.
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For the proposed metrics F = α
√
φ(z, ρ), we have Π = Ψ(xmym), where

Ψ := Uz + (n+ 2)V + (n− 1)W , (30)

and the χ-curvature is

(31a)χ0 =

[
1

2ρ
Ψzρ − UΨzz −WΨz

]
(xmym)2

α
+

1

2
(2ρ2W + 1)Ψzα

(31b)
χi =

[
zUΨzz −

z

2ρ
Ψzρ + (U + 2zW )Ψz

]
(xmym)2

α2
yi

− z

2
(2ρ2W + 1)Ψzy

i − (U + zW )Ψz(x
mym)xi

Clearly, Ψz = 0 is a sufficient condition for the vanishing of the χ-curvature. By
direct verification, all solutions in previous section satisfy Ψz = 0. Thus, they
are strongly Ricci-flat metrics: R̃icAB = RicAB = 0.

In addition to the examples presented here, it seems to be feasible (al-
though lengthy) to construct other types of (strongly) Ricci-flat metrics in the
proposed form; particularly, one may look for series expansions. The same
type of construction also seems to work well for Ricci-isotropic metrics, Ric =
[(n + 1) − 1]k(x)F 2. At the very least the PDE characterization is similar to
describe; namely, for n ≥ 2, F = α

√
φ(z, ρ) is Ricci isotropic if and only if

P = nkφ and Q = 0. It might be wise, however, to spend such efforts with
a wider class of warped product Finsler metrics, which may allow for global
solutions on R×M ; for instance, a class of Finsler metrics defined by

F = α
√
φ(z, x) , (32)

for α any Riemannian metric onM , z as before and φ some appropriate function
on R×M .

A Derivatives

Derivatives of F 2: [
F 2

]
y0 = αφz

[
F 2

]
yi = Ωyi

[
F 2

]
x0 = 0

[
F 2

]
xi =

1

ρ
φρα

2xi

[
F 2

]
yAx0 = 0

[
F 2

]
y0xi =

1

ρ
φzραx

i

[
F 2

]
yixj =

1

ρ
Ωρx

jyi

13



Derivatives of GA:
[
GA

]
x0 = 0

[
G0

]
xi =

1

ρ
(Uρ + zVρ)x

i(xmym)α+ (U + zV )yiα

[
Gj

]
xi =

1

ρ
(Vρ +Wρ)x

iyj(xmym) + (V +W )yiyj − 1

ρ
Wρx

ixjα2 −Wδ
j
iα

2

[
G0

]
y0 = (Uz + V + zVz)(x

mym)

[
Gj

]
y0 = (Vz +Wz)(x

mym)
yj

α
−Wzx

jα

[
G0

]
yi = (U − zUz − z2Vz)(x

mym)
yi

α
+ (U + zV )xiα

[
Gj

]
yi = (V +W )(xmym)δji − z(Vz +Wz)(x

mym)
yiyj

α2

+ (V +W )xiyj + (zWz − 2W )xjyi[
GB

]
x0yA = 0

[
G0

]
xiy0 =

1

ρ
(Uzρ + Vρ + zVzρ)(x

mym)xi + (Uz + V + zVz)y
i

[
Gj

]
xiy0 =

1

ρ
(Vzρ+Wzρ)(x

mym)
xiyj

α
+(Vz +Wz)

yiyj

α
− 1

ρ
Wzρx

ixjα−Wzδ
j
iα

[
G0

]
xiyj = (U + zV )δijα+ (U − zUz − z2Vz)

yiyj

α

+
1

ρ
(Uρ − zUzρ − z2Vzρ)(x

mym)
xiyj

α
+

1

ρ
(Uρ + zVρ)x

ixjα

[
Gk

]
xiyj = (V +W )(δijy

k + δkj y
i)+ (zWz − 2W )δki y

j +
1

ρ
(Vρ+Wρ)(x

mym)xiδkj

+
1

ρ
(Vρ +Wρ)x

ixjyk +
1

ρ
(zWzρ − 2Wρ)x

ixkyj

− z

ρ
(Vzρ +Wzρ)(x

mym)
xiyjyk

α2
− z(Vz +Wz)

yiyjyk

α2

[
G0

]
y0y0 = (Uzz + 2Vz + zVzz)

(xmym)

α
[
Gk

]
y0y0 = (Vzz +Wzz)(x

mym)
yk

α2
−Wzzx

k

[
G0

]
y0yi = (Uz + V + zVz)x

i − z(Uzz + 2ψz + zVzz)(x
mym)

yi

α2

[
Gk

]
y0yi = (Vz +Wz)

(xmym)

α
δki + (Vz +Wz)

xiyk

α
+ (zWzz −Wz)

xkyi

α

− (Vz + zVzz +Wz + zWzz)
(xmym)

α

yiyk

α2
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[
G0

]
yiyj = (U − zUz − z2Vz)

(xmym)

α
δij + (U − zUz − z2Vz)

[
xiyj

α
+
xjyi

α

]

+ (−U + zUz + z2Uzz + 3z2Vz + z3Vzz)
(xmym)

α

yiyj

α2

[
Gk

]
yiyj = z(3(Vz +Wz) + z(Vzz +Wzz))(x

mym)
yiyjyk

α4

− z(Vz +Wz)

[
xiyjyk

α2
+
xjyiyk

α2

]
− z(zWzz −Wz)

xkyiyj

α2

+ (V +W )(xiδjk + xjδki ) + (zWz − 2W )xkδij

− z(Vz +Wz)(x
mym)

[
δ
j
i y

k

α2
+
yiδ

j
k

α2
+
δki y

j

α2

]

Derivatives of Π:

Πx0 = 0

Πxi = Ψyi +
1

ρ
Ψρ(x

mym)xi

Πy0 = Ψz

(xmym)

α

Πyj = −zΨz

(xmym)

α

yj

α
+Ψxj

Πx0yA = 0

Πxiy0 = Ψz

yi

α
+

1

ρ
Ψzρ

(xmym)

α
xi

Πxiyj = Ψδji − zΨz

yiyj

α2
− z

ρ
Ψzρ

(xmym)

α
xi
yj

α
+

1

ρ
Ψρx

ixj

Πy0y0 = Ψzz

(xmym)

α2

Πy0yj = Ψz

xj

α
− (Ψz + zΨzz)

(xmym)

α2

yj

α

Πyiyj = −zΨz

[
(xmym)

α2
δ
j
i +

xiyj

α2
+
xjyi

α2

]
+ z (3Ψz + zΨzz)

(xmym)

α2

yiyj

α2

Acknowledgement

This project is supported in part by NNSFC (No. 11671352) and CNPq (No.
217974/2014-7).

References

[1] G. S. Asanov. Finsler Geometry, Relativity and Gauge Theories. Reidel,
1985.

15



[2] G. S. Asanov. Finslerian solution for static spherically symmetric gravita-
tional field. Fortschritte der Physik, 39(3):185–210, 1991.

[3] G. S. Asanov. Finslerian metric functions over the product R × M and
their potential applications. Reports on Mathematical Physics, 41:117–132,
1998.

[4] J. K. Beem. Indefinite finsler spaces and timelike spaces. Canadian Journal
of Mathematics, 22(5):1035–1039, 1970.

[5] R. L. Bishop and B. O’Neill. Manifolds of negative curvature. Transactions
of the American Mathematical Society, 145:1–49, 1969.

[6] B. Chen, Z. Shen, and L. Zhao. Constructions of einstein finsler metrics
by warped product. International Journal of Mathematics, 29(11):1850081,
2018.

[7] A. S. Eddington. The mathematical theory of relativity. Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, 1923.

[8] L. Kozma, I. R. Peter, and C. Varga. Warped product of finsler manifolds.
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