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Abstract: In this paper, we investigated the existence of parallel 1-forms on specific Finsler manifolds.
We demonstrated that Landsberg manifolds admitting a parallel 1-form had a mean Berwald curvature
of rank of at most n — 2. As a result, Landsberg surfaces with parallel 1-forms were necessarily
Berwaldian. We further established that the metrizability freedom of the geodesic spray for Landsberg
metrics with parallel 1-forms was at least 2. We figured out that some special Finsler metrics did
not admit a parallel 1-form. Specifically, no parallel 1-form was admitted for any Finsler metrics
of nonvanishing scalar curvature, among them the projectively flat metrics with nonvanishing scalar
curvature. Furthermore, neither the general Berwald’s metric nor the non-Riemannian spherically
symmetric metrics admited a parallel 1-form. Consequently, we observed that certain (a, 8)-metrics
and generalized (a, §)-metrics did not admit parallel 1-forms.
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1. Introduction

Parallel 1-forms find diverse applications in both Finsler (or Riemannian) geometry and physics,
particularly in general relativity. In Finsler geometry, parallel 1-forms play a significant role. For
instance, within the class of («, 8)-metrics, if the 1-form g is parallel with respect to the Levi-Civita
connection of the Riemannian metric @, then the Riemannian metric @ and the (a, §)-metric share the
same geodesic spray. Consequently, the (a, 8)-metric becomes a Berwald metric. Additionally, if § is
parallel, the Levi-Civita connection and the Cartan connection of the («, 8)-metric coincide (see [1,2]).
From an application standpoint, in general relativity, if a metric g admits a parallel vector field and
satisfies the Einstein equations, then the energy-momentum tensor vanishes (see [3]).

In Riemannian geometry, a vector field is parallel if and only if its associated 1-form is parallel. This
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equivalence stems from the metricity of the Levi-Civita connection, which implies that the covariant
derivative of the metric tensor vanishes. However, in Finsler geometry, the situation is more complex,
especially when Finsler connection is not metrical.

In [4], Kozma and Elgendi delved into the concept of parallel 1-forms on Finsler manifolds.
Specifically, considering a Berwald connection attached to a Finsler space (M, F), a 1-form 8 = b;(x)y'
is termed horizontally parallel (or simply, parallel) if, and only if, the Berwald horizontal covariant
derivative of b; vanishes, i.e., by; = 0. For a Finsler space (M, F), they explored the connection
between the metrizability freedom of the geodesic spray of the Finsler structure F' and the existence
of parallel 1-forms on (M, F). Furthermore, they employed Finslerian tools to discuss the presence of
parallel 1-forms on both Riemannian and Finslerian manifolds.

In this paper, we investigate the existence of parallel 1-forms on certain special Finsler spaces.
First, we consider the Landsberg spaces admitting parallel 1-forms. If (M, F) is a Landsberg metric
and provides a parallel 1-form, then the rank of the mean Berwald curvature is at most n — 2. As
by-product, a Landsberg surface that admits a parallel 1-form is Berwaldian. Moreover, if (M, F) is a
Landsberg manifold whose geodesic spray is S, then the metrizability freedom of § is at least 2.

The Finsler metrics with scalar curvature are the second type of special Finsler manifolds that we
address in the present study. We prove that there is no parallel 1-form existing on Finsler manifolds with
nonvanishing scalar curvature. We consequently infer that no parallel 1-form can be admitted for any
projectively flat Finsler metrics of nonvanishing scalar curvature. It is not enough for a Finsler metric
F to provide a parallel 1-form merely to have a vanishing scalar curvature. Consider the following
projectively flat metric with zero flag curvature, which is investigated and provided by Shen [5]

(a,y) — IxPa,y) }
VIR = [Py + (e y)? + (x, )
(VDP = PDP + & 32 + (3

(1= 1x2)* VP = PP + (x.0)?

This metric admits no parallel 1-forms, where | - | (resp., {:,-)) refers to the standard Euclidean
norm (resp., inner product) on R". By the way, since this metric generalizes Berwald’s metric [6],
then we call it the general Berwald’s metric.

Finally, we turn our attention to one of the most significant and diverse classes in Finsler geometry:
The class of spherically symmetric metrics. This class has several applications in both Finsler geometry
and physics. Now, let F' = u¢(r, s) be a spherically symmetric Finsler metric admitting a parallel 1-
form, then we consider its geodesic spray is characterized by the following special formulae of the
functions P and Q:

F(x,y) :{1 +{a, x) +

X

2 £
P = P(r.s). Q:sf(r) sP 1

2 f(r) 2
where b; = f(r)x;, [ = fl—’:, and f(r) is a smooth function of r. Then, a question arises, precisely,
is this spray metrizable? We show that this spray is only Riemann metrizable. That is, there is no
non-Riemannian spherically symmetric metric that provides a parallel 1-form.

The class of spherically symmetric metrics is an example of generalized (a, 8)-metrics, while the
general Berwald metric is an example of («,8)-metrics. In conclusion, we demonstrate the existence
of (a, B)-metrics and generalized (a, 8)-metrics that do not admit parallel 1-forms.
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2. Preliminaries

Let M be a smooth manifold of n dimensions, let its tangent bundle be (T'M,my, M), and
let (7M, , M) be a sub-bundle of nonzero tangent vectors. We use (x',y) to represent the induced
coordinates of TM, where (x) is the local coordinate of a base point x € M and (y') represents the
tangent vectors y € T, M, where T,M is tangent space at x. The tangent structure Jof TM is a
vector 1-form defined locally by J = % ® dx’, where ® is the tensor product of and dx!. The
Liouville or canonical vector field C is a Vector field on T M and is defined by C = y g

A spray is a vector field § given on the tangent bundle 7M with the properties JS = C, and
[C,S]=S. It can be written locally as in the following expression:

-0 0
S = _ 202G/ — 2.1
Y £ F (2.1)

where the functions G/ = G/(x,y) are called the spray coefficients. These functions are smooth and
2-homogeneous in y.

A nonlinear connection is defined by an n-dimensional distribution H on 7 M, which is the
complement of the vertical distribution V7 M. So, for each z € 7 M, we have the following direct sum

T.(TM)=H,(TM)eV(TM).

Each spray S can be associated by a canonical nonlinear connection with a horizontal and vertical
projectors given as follows

h= %(Id +[LS], v= %(Id - [/ SD. (2.2)

The horizontal projector # and the vertical projector v are expressed, locally, by the formulae

9 0

h= gt v=ggedt
o _ 9 i k k| gk ; " oG"
Sk Oxk N(X)’) -, 0y =dy" + Nf(x,y)dx', Ni(x’y)za_yi’

where N¥ are the components of the nonlinear connection.
Let K be a vector k-form on M, that is, K : (¥(M))* — ¥(M). Each vector k-form K induces
graded derivations of the Grassmann algebra of M, namely, ix and dx as follows:

iK(,D = 0, le()O = d()O ] K,

dg = lig,d] = ix o d — (=1)""'dig,

where ¢ € C*(M), dy represents the differential of ¢ € C*(M). As a special case, for a vector field
& € X(M), we have the Lie derivative L with respect to & and the interior product ig by &.
The Jacobi endomorphism (or, Riemann curvature) [7] is defined by
.0 oG’ 0
®=volS,h]= a ®dx = 28——5(1\7') N’N")E@)dxf
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The curvature R of S is defined by

h h
B 1 B 1, o0 ; B 5Gj 6Gk
One can see that R = Rijj . For more details, refer to [8].
We adopt the notations
0 0 o 0 ; 0
0ii=—, 0;:=—, 6 :=—=—-Gl(x,y)—.
ox' 0y oxt  ox i y)ayJ
oG"

The Berwald connection’s coeflicients Gi’j [9] are given by Gf?j =

0y
Definition 2.1. A pair (M, F) is termed a Finsler manifold (or, Finsler space), wherein M denotes a
smooth n-dimensional manifold and F : TM — R with the properties:

(a) F is strictly positive and smooth on T M.

(b) F is positively 1-homogeneous in y.

(¢) The metric tensor g;; = %3,-3 i % has rank n.

The function F is known as a Finsler function (or structure, or metric).

The Berwald curvature tensor G and the Landsberg curvature tensor £ are defined, respectively, by

G=G"dx®dy®dxFed, (2.3)

ijk
L= Ljdx' @ dx’ ® dx*, (2.4)

where L = —3F G?jkahF , G?jk = BkGf].; see [10]. The mean Berwald curvature Ej of a spray S is

defined by [9, Definition 6.1.2] as follows:

1, 1 &G
Ejk = _G;'k = -
2 Y% 20ydyiayk
Definition 2.2. A Berwald space is a Finsler space (M, F) where the components Gﬁ’jk of Berwald
curvature tensor vanishes identically. Similarly, a Landsberg space is a Finsler space (M, F) in which
the components Ly, of the Landsberg curvature tensor vanishes identically.

3. Parallel 1-forms on Landsberg manifolds

In [4], Kozma and the author of this article investigated and studied the concept of parallel 1-
forms on Riemannian and Finsler manifolds. They characterized the existence of parallel 1-forms in
general. Here, in this section, we begin to study the presence of parallel 1-forms on some specific
Finsler spaces of interest. Precisely, we start with Landsberg metrics. Let us provide the definition of
a parallel 1-form.
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Definition 3.1. [4] Let B = bi(x)y' be a I-form on a Finsler space (M, F). Then, f is said to be a
horizontally parallel (or simply parallel) 1-form with respect to the attached Berwald connection to F
if bjj = 0, where the symbol | denotes the Berwald horizontal covariant derivative.

Considering a parallel 1-form 8 = b;(x)y', according to [11], we observe that 3 is a holonomy-
invariant function on the slit tangent bundle 7 M, meaning d,8 = 0. As a compatibility condition,
B must satisfy the property dgS = 0. Furthermore, considering that 8 is a function on 7 M and
homogeneous of degree 1 in y, we have dc8 = B. Summarizing these facts, we conclude that the
existence of a parallel 1-form 8 = b;(x)y' on a Finsler space (M, F) can be characterized by the system

dyB =0, def=p5,
and additionally, the compatibility condition dg8 = 0, where d;,8(X) = hX(B) for all X € X(T M),
drB = R(p), and dcf = C(B).

The following lemma is required for subsequent use.

Lemma 3.2. Consider a I-form B = bj(x)y' on a Finsler space (M, F), then the covector defined by

B

m.,- = bj - ffj,

where {; := 0;F, is nonvanishing on T M, that is, m i #0.

Proof. The proof is proceeded by contradiction. Let m; = 0, then we have

Efj = 0

by~

Taking the derivative with respect to y*, we get

1 B B
—Fbkfj - Ffjk + ﬁfjfk =0.

Substituting by b; = %f ; implies

—%fkfj - l[%[jk + %fjfk = 0.

Therefore, we conclude the angular metric h;; = F{;; = 0, where {;; = 3]-3,-F . Contracting h;; =
gij — tit; = 0 by the components of the inverse metric tensor yields g h;; = g'(g;; — €i¢;) =n—1=0,
that is, n = 1, which is a contradiction. ]

Theorem 3.3. Let (M, F) be a Landsberg space providing a parallel 1-form, then the rank of the mean
Berwald curvature is at most n — 2.

Proof. Let (M, F) be a Landsberg space providing a parallel 1-form 8 = b;y". Then, by [4], we have

Gl =0, byGly = 0.

1y
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Since for a Landsberg manifold the Berwald curvature satisfies the property that G jx := ggthjk is
completely symmetric, the property thf‘jk = 0 implies that

e
b'Giy = 0.

As the mean Berwald curvature is E;; = %GZU, we get
biEij =0.

Now, we show that y’ and b’ are independent. Assume the combination
wy' + b =0,
for some functions ¢ and A on 7 M. By contracting the above equation by #;;, we have

/l(bj - %fj) =0.

By making use of Lemma 3.2, we obtain that 1 = 0 and hence u = 0. That is, y' and b' are independent
and, thus, the rank of Ej; is at most n — 2. O
By utilizing the above theorem together with [12, Theorem A], we get the following result.
Theorem 3.4. A Landsberg surface that admits a parallel 1-form is Berwaldian.
The following result is a generalized version of [4, Proposition 3.8].

Proposition 3.5. Consider a 1-form B = bi(x)y' on a Finsler manifold (M, F). Then, the Finsler
functions F and F = Fg(s), s := %’) defined on M, are locally functionally independent where ¢ is an
appropriate nonconstant, positive, and smooth function on R.

Proof. Let F and F = ¢(s)F be two functionally dependent functions. Then, the 2-form dF A dF
vanishes, that is, we have

— op 1
dF NdF = ——=dB ANdF = 0.
os F p
Since ¢ is nonconstant, then ‘;—f # 0, and thus dB A dF = 0. Moreover, we have
0=dB AdF = 8,3 0;F dx' Adx’ + 0,8 ;F dy' Ady' + (8,8 8;F — 6;F 9,8)dx' A dy’.

The above equation holds if and only if each term vanishes. In particular, the combination or the term
B :F dy' A dy’. This combination vanishes if and only if B0 ;F is symmetric in i and j, hence
we have

080, F—0,B0;F =tb;—Lib;=0, ¢ :=0F.

Contracting the above equation by y' implies Fb; —B¢; = 0. Then, taking the derivative with respect to
y* and keeping the fact that ¢;b; = ¢;b; in mind, we get

Fﬁhjk = 0,

where A is the angular metric attached to the Finsler structure F. Since all of the objects hj, F, and
[ are nonvanishing, then a contradiction is attained. O

AIMS Mathematics Volume 9, Issue 12, 34356-34371.



34362

Theorem 3.6. Consider a Landsberg space (M, F) with the geodesic spray S and admitting a
parallel 1-form. Then, S has metrizability freedom at least 2.

Proof. Let (M, F) be a Landsberg space that admits a horizontally parallel 1-form 8 = b;y’. Then
we have
=0,

6,G" =0, b,G"

ijk — ijk —

which reads that
(fh + bh)G k= =0.

One considers
£ =€ +b,.

Contracting the above equation by y” implies F = F + . That is, we get a Randers change for F by the

parallel form 3; moreover, F has the same geodesic spray as F because S is parallel, that s, G, ik = Gljee

So, we get a Randers metric F in which f,G,- i = 0, which means that F is Landsberg. Moreover, by
Proposition 3.5, F and F are functionally independent. Then, by [13], the result follows. O

4. Parallel 1-forms on Finsler metrics of scalar curvature

Flag curvature is an important object in Finsler geometry, analogous to sectional curvature in
Riemannian geometry. Finsler metrics with scalar flag curvature are of particular interest. In this
section, we explore the existence of parallel 1-forms on Finsler metrics of scalar flag curvature. Let’s
present the definition of a Finsler space of scalar flag curvature as follows:

Definition 4.1. [9] A Finsler space (M, F) has scalar curvature if its Riemann curvature tensor is
given by
Rl = K(F?! — yp"), “.1)

where K(x,y) is a smooth function on T M.
Now, we have the following result.
Theorem 4.2. All Finsler spaces of nonvanishing scalar curvature admits no parallel I-forms.

Proof. Let (M, F) be a Finsler space admitting a parallel 1-form g, then we have
dB =0 = R(B) = R},0,8 = Riyby = 0 = y'Rlyb, = R}b), = 0.
Now, by making use of (4.1), we obtain

Rib, = KF*(b; - p ) = KF*m; =0,

7

Since both K and F' are nonzero, then m; = 0. However, by Lemma 3.2, we get a contradiction and
consequently, the Finsler manifold (M, F) does not provide a parallel 1-form. O

Since every projectively flat Finsler metric is of scalar curvature, then we have the following
corollary.
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Corollary 4.3. A projectively flat Finsler metric with nonzero scalar curvature does not admit
parallel 1-forms.

Two examples of projectively flat metrics with vanishing curvature are presented below. While the
second example does not provide a parallel 1-form, the first one does. This illustrates that the presence
of a parallel 1-form does not necessitate the vanishing of the flag curvature.

Example 1. Let |-| and (-, -) denote the Euclidean norm and inner product on R”, respectively. Consider
the Finsler metric F(x,y) on the unit ball B"” defined by:

R \/Mz_2<a,y><x,y>_(1—|x|2)<a,y>2

F(x,y)

(1 +{a, x))? 1+ {a,x) 1+ {a,x)

where y € T,B" = R", a = (ai,a,, ...,a,) € R" is a fixed vector with |a| < 1. The spray coefficients G'
of the geodesic spray of F are
i_ (a,y)
L +{a,x)
By [4], F is a projectively flat metric with zero curvature and admits a parallel one form 8 = b;(x)y’
defined by the component b; as follows:
¢+ cuxt a,by (1 +<a, x))

bu(x) = ~—= -

bi(x) = A+ @0y a;  a(1+{a,x)*

where u =2, ..., n.
Example 2. Consider the class of projectively flat metrics with zero flag curvature studied by Shen [5]
and given by

_ 2
F(x,y) 2{1 +{a, x) + (@) ~ @, y) }

VIVE = PP + (6 )2 + (x, y)
o (WDP=TFDR+ G + (v »)
(1= x2)* VP = (KPP = (x5, 0)?)

with the geodesic spray coeflicients

4.2)

VIV = IXPIyP + (x, y)2 +(x,y)
1= |xP

2

G =Py =

where % is the projective factor given by

VYR = [XPIyR + (x, )2 + (x, )
P = .
1= P

This metric does not provide a parallel 1-form as it is shown below.
Remark 4.4. Since by choosing a = 0 in (4.2), we get the Berwald’s metric [6]
_ (WP = PP + Cx y)? + € y))?

(1= P2 Iy = Iy + x, )2

then we call the class (4.2) the general Berwald’s metric.

F

4.3)
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Proposition 4.5. The Berwald curvature Gf?,.k of the general Berwald’s metric (4.2) is given by

1 1
[EN IS EE —————(yidjx + 0k + Yk )"

I {xy)
. h h
5 00k + YYkl; + Yiyid;) — DY

1 1
Glhjk 1_—|x|2 (6”(52 + (5]'](61}-[ + 6ki5h)
1 1
(- P
1 (xy)? L]
L3(1=1[x)* L - [x?)?
Ly
L3 (1 = |x?)?
3 ) 3 @
L3(1 =[x L1 = [x?)°
3 (x, )’> h
3 @ 1
L3(1 =[x’ L3 - [x)?

(X0 + XjOki + Xi67))y"

) (x,-xjdz + xjxkéf‘ + xkx,-(‘)’?)

(Criyj + xS + Cejye + 190! + (v + xiyi)o') (4.4)

1 h

)X,.XJXky + — L5 ﬁ

) (yixjxk + yjXpXi + ykxixj) yh-
Proof. For simplicity, let’s write the projective factor # in the form

(x, ) P =PIy + (xy)?
L= 1= |xp? '

P=L+

Now, taking the derivative of the projective factor $ with respect to y’, we have

1( Vi (X, ¥)x; )+ X;

i:zai = — .
Pr=0® =\ Y 0o T To e

Similarly, taking the derivative of $; with respect to y/, we get

1
P _(9P __E(

yivj N e )Xy + xy) N (2, Y)Y xx; 1( 6 N XiX;
(1 —|x)? (1 =) (1 = [x?)* L—|x> (1 —-xP)?)

Furthermore, taking the derivative of P;; with respect to y*, we obtain the formula

3 y>

(g Gyt 1

Pij = 4Py =

L(1-xPy L3 (1—[xPy

1 1 I (xy)
———=(yi0jk + Y;Oxi + yr0ij) —

) ()’ixjxk + YjXe Xk + YiXiX j)

(X,'(Sjk + )dek,' + xkél-j)

D (1-1xPy L3 (1~ xP)?
3 ey 3 @y ) o3 1
D O—Py T L= ) T ey

By substitution by the above formulae of #;; and P;j into the Berwald curvature
Gly = Pisy" + Pij6, + Pjibr + Pud)

the result follows. |
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Theorem 4.6. The general Berwald’s metric (4.2) does not provide a parallel 1-form.

Proof. Let 8 = b;y' be a parallel 1-form. Then, we have the condition [4] Gf.’jkbh = 0. By (4.4), we have

0=Glby
L (611 + S b + Suib ) — ! ! (i + V:Ou + Vi0:))B
T L1 — |xf? ijvk JkZi ki L3 (1—|x |2)2 YiOji T YjOki T YiOij
1_ 1 1 (xy)
RVEITESTEE iy b + yjyibi + yiyib;) — JENTEE = (Xi0jk + X0k + Xx0i;)B

s (_ L ey 1

CU-pp'  La- |x|2>2) (i + xjxbi + xixibj)

L (xy)

N - |y|2)4 ((X,-)’j + X;y)bi + (Xjyi + xky)bi + (xiyi + xiyk)bj)
3 {xny 3 (xy) 3 1

( L3 = xP)?* L5 = |x]2)° XiXjXif3 + +5 eI |x|2)3yzy])’kﬁ

3 y>
3 (x, yy? 1 1
+ (E(l _ |x|2)5 - E(l _ |x|2)3)(yl“xj‘xk +ijk~xk + kaixj)ﬁ-

By contracting the above equation by ¢"/ and combining like terms, we get the following:

0=G" b,67

ijkYh

(00 + DAL - A% + PAPL? - P (x,y) = 22, 9)?) by

- A4L3

A5L5( (n + DA LB — 2A(x, bYL*(x, y) + 2A%Bu’ + 6AB(x, y)* + r*B(3(x, y)* — A’L*))y;

A6L5( (n + 2DA’L*B(x,y) + 2A*L¥(x, b) — 2A°L*(x, b){x, y)* — 2A’BL*(x,y)
+3r°B(x, y)} = 3rPA%L*B(x, y) + 3A%Bu*(x,y) + 6AB(x, y)} — 2A3L*B(x, y)) x4,
where we use the notations
A=1-1xP, r=l, u=pl, b=(bi,by--- by
Again, by contracting by x*, we have

0 = Gllybyo"x*

= ((n+ DAL = A% + PAPL? = P(x,y) = 2x,3)) (x, b)

+ ASLS( — (n+ DA’L*B — 2A(x, bYL*(x,y) + 2ABu’ + 6AB(x, y)* + r*B(3(x,y)* — A2 L*)){x,y)

+ A6L5( — (n+2DA’L*B(x,y) + 2A*L*(x, b) — 2A%L*(x, b){x, y)* — 2A*BL*(x,y)
+3r°B(x, y) = 3rPAPL*B(x, y) + 3A%Bu*(x,y) + 6AB(x, )} — 2A3L*B(x, y))r?.
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Then, we have the following algebraic equation:
Ar(x, by + (Ao + Az (o, b, YD), i + Aalx, bY(x, y)* + AsBlx, y)* = 0, (4.5)
where

A= ((n=2r° =3(n—Dr'* +3nr* — (n + 1)),
A = (30 + m+ 3 =2+ Dr* +n+ 2),
Az = (=2nr* +(@n - 1) = 2n-1)),

Ay = ((n+2)r* = (n-2)),

As = Q2r*—(n-2)r* +n-2).

The Eq (4.5) represents a polynomial of degree 4 in the y'. Since this polynomial holds for all values
of the y’, all coefficients must vanish, including the coefficients of y?,y;‘, ... ,yfl, which are listed
respectively, by:

A{x, b)Y + Ayby x| + Asxi(x, by + Ayx((x, b) + Ash,x} =0,
A{x, bY + Asbyxy + Asx5(x, b) + Ayxy(x, b) + Asb,x; =0,

A(x,b) + Asb,x, + A3x>(x,b) + Agx(x,b) + Asb,x’ =0.
Summing the above n equations, we obtain:
nA(x, by + Ax(x, b) + A3r*(x,b) + Ayp*(x,b) + As(x + £,b) = 0,
where & = (x7,x3,- -+, x3) and p = |¢]. Therefore, we can express the above equation as follows
((nA1 + Ay + Asr? + Ayp”® + As)x + Asé, by = 0.

Since the above equation holds for all x, and the case where A5 = 0 and nA| + A, +A; rP+A*+As =0
provides polynomial in x’ that cannot hold for all x/, we conclude that b; = 0, implying that 8 = 0. This
means that there exists no nonzero parallel 1-form, hence the proof is completed. O

5. Parallel 1-forms on spherically symmetric metrics

Spherically symmetric Finsler metrics are important in Finsler geometry and physics. We’re looking
at whether they can have parallel 1-forms. A Finsler structure F on B"(ry) C R”" is spherically

symmetric if it has the form
F(x,y) =u¢(r,s),
where r = |x|, u = [yl, s = £, and ¢ : [0, 7)) X R" — R.
We lower the indices in y' and x' using the Kronecker delta ¢;;, the metric tensor components
attached to the Euclidean norm, as follows:

yi=06uy,  xi= 6y,

AIMS Mathematics Volume 9, Issue 12, 34356-34371.
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That is, y; and x; coincide with y' and x', respectively. Additionally, we have

yjyj =’ xjxj =r?, ijj = xjyj =(x,y).

For further details, refer to, for example, [14-16].

The following derivatives will be used in subsequent calculations.

g N a1 e e e 1 s
axk — rF Hy"_uyk’ axk 7 gyk oxk ~ u o u " W '

The coeflicients G’ of the geodesic spray of the Finsler metric F' = u¢(r, s) are expressed as follows:

G' = uPy + u*Qx', (5.2)
where P and Q are defined by
P:= —9(s¢ + (7 = D) + L(mr +rgy), (5.3)
P It e :
1 —Qr t SOps + TPy
Q:=— ¢ ¢ > f , (5.4)
27’¢—S¢S+(F - )¢ss
where the subscripts s (resp., r) denote the derivative with respect to s (resp., r).
The components G; of the nonlinear connection of F are
. . o1 , . .
G’j = uPé’j + Poxjy' + ;(P - sP)yy +uQx'x; + (20 — sQ,)x'y;. (5.5

Computing the functions P and Q enables us to determine the geodesic sprays generated by the
coefficients G' given in (5.2) for the spherically symmetric metric F = u¢. Conversely, the inverse
problem involves recovering the Finsler metric from specified functions P and Q. For solving the
inverse problem, we have the following lemma obtained in [14].

Lemma 5.1. [14] Given arbitrary functions P(r, s) and Q(r, s), let F = u¢(r, s) be a Finsler structure
whose geodesic spray is determined by P and Q. Then, the function ¢ must satisfy the following two
conditions:

(1+sP—(r* = $)(2Q — 50,)¢, + (sP; — 2P — 520 — sQ,))$ = 0,
1
¢r - (P + Qs(r2 - S2))¢s - (Ps + SQS)¢ = 0.

r

(5.6)

We shall refer to the aforementioned conditions as the ‘metrizability conditions’, as they directly
determine the metrizability of the spray.

Proposition 5.2. Assume that F = u¢(r, s) is spherically symmetric. Then, F admits a parallel 1-form
B = by if. and only if. its geodesic spray is given by the functions

B s’ f'(r)y sP 1

P=Prs). Q=557 "7 T 22

(5.7)

where b; = f(r)x; f' = ? and f(r) is a smooth function of r.

r?
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Proof. Let F be given by F = u¢(r, s) such that F admits a parallel 1-form 8. Then § can be written in
the form 8 = b;(r)y". Since S is parallel, then b; must be gradient, that is, there is a function h(r) such
that b; = %. Therefore, we can write

_Oh _dhdr 1dh

; = (ﬁ = E(@ = ;Ex,- = f(r)xi,

where we set f(r) = }% Moreover, we have

B = by = f(Nxy = fr)x,y) = f(r)su.
Now, the condition d,8 = 0 implies
6B = 0;(by") - Giaiﬁ =0.

Using (5.1) and plugging (5.5) into the above equation, we have

u (sf o sfP, - [P~ fers) Xi+ (f = fsP+ fs'P, = 2fr*Q + fsr°Q,)y; = 0,

r

which implies the equations

sf’

—sfPs— fP=fr’Q,=0, (5.8)
r
f—fsP+ fs*P,—=2fr*Q + fsr*Q, = 0. (5.9)
Adding (5.9) to the mulitple of (5.8) by s, we obtain
Szf, s
+f=2fsP-2fr*Q=0. (5.10)
’
By making use of (5.10), we have
s’ f sP 1
C=25f T
where P is arbitrary and this completes the proof. O

Theorem 5.3. The spray determined by the functions P and Q given in (5.7) is only Riemann
metrizable. Therefore, the non-Riemannian spherically symmetric metrics do not admit parallel 1-
forms.

Proof. By substituting by the formula (5.7) of P and Q into the metrizability conditions (5.6), we have

(1+sP—-(@ -0 - st))% +sP, — 2P — s(20 — sQ;) = 0. (5.11)

Substituting the expressions of P and Q into the above formula, we have
(—sPs(r2 -+ P2 -5+ s) (s% - 1) =0.
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Now, we have two cases either %‘Y =1or

—sP,(r* = s + P2r* — s + s = 0.
If %“ = %, then we get ¢ = c(r)s. Hence, the Finsler structure F takes the form
F =u¢p = c(r)su = c(r){x,y).

As the inner product (x, y) is linear in y, so is the formula for F'. This implies that the metric tensor g;;
is degenerate, consequently, the spray is non-Finsler metrizable.
Now, assume that
—sP,(r* = s + P2r* — s + s = 0.

Rewriting the above equation as follows

212 — §? 1

S =82 s

which can be seen as a linear differential equation with the solution

2
P s N c1(r)s

2o\
where c;(7) is a function of .
To determine the function ¢, let’s rewrite (5.3) as follows

207 = s)Q = Dreys = s¢, + 2r(P + 5Q)¢p = 0. (5.12)
Differentiating both sides of the preceding equation with respect to s yields
Q3" = )0 — Drgys — sprs — ¢, + 2(P + (¥ — s7)Q,)rds + 2r(Ps + Q + sQ,)p = 0.
Rewrite (5.4) as follows:
Q20 = )0 = Drghss = 5¢rs + b, + 2rQ¢ — 2150, = 0.
Subtracting the above two equations, we get
(P + 50+ (P - sz)Qs) r¢s — ¢, + r(Py + sQ;)¢ = 0. (5.13)
By substituting by ¢, from (5.13) into (5.12), we have
(267 = HQ = 1= s(P + 5Q + (7 = $)Q,) rd, + 2rP +2rsQ — rs(Py + 50,)) ¢ = 0.
Substituting P and Q which are given in (5.7), we get
(—2fc1r2s3 + (rszf’ + r2f + 2s2f) ‘/fsz)qﬁs =0.
If —2fcirs® + (rsf + rf + 252f) Vr2 — s2f = 0, then we have
—2fclr2s3 = —(rszf’ + rzf + 2s2f) V2 = 2.
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Squaring both sides of the preceding equation and collecting like terms yields
Gerr* P+ P2+ Arff + 41 = P(rf? + 2f f)s* = arfr*Qrf +3f)s" = r°f* =0,

which is a polynomial of degree 6 in s and satisfied for all values of s. That is, we get f = 0 and, hence,
B = 0, which is the trivial case. If ¢, = 0, then ¢ = /(r). Thus, the Finsler function F is given by

F = ugp = y(ru,

which is Riemannian. O
6. Conclusions

We end this work with the following observations:
e As discussed at the beginning of Section 3, the presence of a parallel 1-form 8 on a Finsler
space (M, F) is characterized by the system:

dhﬁ = O’ dCﬁ :ﬁ’

as well as the compatibility condition dg8 = O Alternatively, we can consider the parallel property
with respect to the horizontal covariant derivative of the Berwald connection. It’s worth noting that we
obtain the same concept even if we use the horizontal covariant derivative with respect to the Cartan,
Chern, or Hashiguchi connections. This is because the fundamental four connections have the same
components Rf’j of h(v)-torsion; see [17, Table 1].

e The class of (a,8)-metrics comprises a Riemannian structure « and a 1-form 8. If § is parallel
with respect to a (the Levi-Civita connection), then any (a,f)-metric F' inherits certain geometric
properties from the background metric @. For example, @ and F share the same geodesic spray and
connection coefficients. Therefore, one can conclude that a parallel 1-form g allows for the construction
of numerous Finsler metrics that share the same geodesic spray.

e The presence of a parallel 1-form 8 on a Riemannian space (M, @) not only preserves certain
geometric properties but also has its own impact on the Finsler space constructed by any («, 8)-metrics.
For instance, Landsberg manifolds admitting a parallel 1-form exhibit a mean Berwald curvature of
rank of at most n—2. As aresult, Landsberg surfaces with parallel 1-forms are necessarily Berwaldian.
Additionally, the metrizability freedom of the geodesic spray for Landsberg metrics with parallel 1-
forms is at least 2.

e We figure out that some special Finsler metrics do not admit a parallel 1-form. Specifically,
no parallel 1-form is admitted for any Finsler metrics of nonvanishing scalar curvature, among
them the projectively flat metrics with nonvanishing scalar curvature. Furthermore, neither the
general Berwald’s metric nor non-Riemannian spherically symmetric metrics admit a parallel 1-form.
Consequently, we observe that certain (a,[)-metrics and generalized (a,f)-metrics do not admit
parallel 1-forms.
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