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Abstract. In this paper, we consider the geometric setting of navigation data and
introduce a natural parallel translation using the Riemannian parallelism. The geometry
obtained in this way has some nice and natural features: the natural parallel translation
is homogeneous (but in general nonlinear), preserves the Randers type Finslerian norm
constituted by the navigation data, and the holonomy group is finite-dimensional.

1. Introduction

The parallel translation is one of the most important geometric concept appearing in
different geometric settings, such as Riemannian geometry, Finsler geometry, and relativity
theory. It can be introduced through different objects, such as covariant derivatives [11, 16],
or different types of connections [5, 8]. We also have an associated algebraic structure,
called holonomy group, by considering parallel translations along loops. The holonomy
group can provide important information about the geometry of the manifold, see for
example the de Rham decomposition theorem [4, 7]. In some cases, the holonomy group is
a finite-dimensional group, but in the case of homogeneous (nonlinear) parallel translations
there are examples, where the holonomy group is infinite-dimensional [1, 13]. It turns out
that, in the case of Finsler manifolds, the holonomy group of the the natural parallel
translation is, in general, an infinite-dimensional group [9]. This result motivates the
investigation of homogeneous parallel translations where the holonomy group is finite-
dimensional. As we will see, such a geometric setting can be associated with navigation
data on a manifold.

The navigation data consists of a pair (h,W ), where h is a Riemannian metric, and W
is a smooth vector field on a manifold M . The Zermelo’s navigation problem is to find
the paths of shortest travel time in a Riemannian manifold (M,h), under the influence of
a wind or a current represented by a vector field W . As D. Bao, C. Robles, and Z. Shen
proved in [2] that the Zermelo’s navigation problem is equivalent to considering geodesics
of Randers-type Finsler metrics. The construction of the metric structure associated to
the navigation data is easy to understand (the sets of unit vectors, called indicatrices are
blown away by the wind W ), however, the affine structure (the parallel translation) is not
so easy or natural to understand [15]. Moreover, the holonomy group can be very large
even in cases when the metric structure is relatively simple [10].

For this reason, we consider the geometric setting of navigation data and introduce a
natural parallel translation using the Riemannian parallelism. The geometry obtained in
this way has some nice and natural features: the natural parallel translation is homogeneous
(but in general nonlinear), preserves the Randers type Finslerian norm constituted by the
navigation data, and the holonomy group is finite-dimensional.
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2. Preliminaries

Throughout this article, M denotes a connected differentiable manifold of class C∞,
X(M) is the vector space of smooth vector fields on M . The first and the second tangent
bundles of M are denoted by (TM, π,M) and (TTM, τ, TM), respectively. Local coordi-
nates (xi) on M induce local coordinates (xi, yi) on TM . The vector 1-form J on TM ,
defined locally as J = ∂

∂yi
⊗ dxi, is known as the natural almost-tangent structure of TM .

Additionally, the vertical vector field C = yi ∂
∂yi

on TM is called the Liouville vector field.

2.1. Connections. In this section we recall the differential algebraic presentation of the
connection theory introduced in [8], which we constantly use in the following.

Definition 2.1. A connection on M is a tensor field of type (1-1) Γ on TM ( i.e. Γ ∈
Ψ1(TM)) such that JΓ = J , and ΓJ = −J . The connection is called homogeneous if
[C,Γ] = 0, it is C∞ on TM \ {0} and C0 on TM . In particular, if Γ is C1 on the tangent
manifold TM (including the 0 section), then it is called linear.

If Γ is a connection, then Γ2 = I and the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue −1
is the vertical space. Then, at any nonzero z ∈ TM , we have the splitting

(2.1) TzTM = Hz ⊕ Vz,

where the so-called horizontal space Hz is the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue
+1. The matrix of Γ in the basis

{
∂

∂xα ,
∂

∂yα

}
is

(2.2) Γ =

(
δβα 0

−2Γβ
α −δβα

)
,

where Γβ
α = Γβ

α(x, y) are functions called coefficients of the connection. If the connection is
homogeneous (resp. linear), then the coefficients Γβ

α(x, y) are homogeneous of degree one
(resp. linear) in y. The horizontal and vertical projectors are denoted by

(2.3) h := 1
2(Id+ Γ), ν := 1

2(Id− Γ),

respectively. In terms of local coordinates we have:

h
( ∂

∂xα

)
=

∂

∂xα
− Γβ

α

∂

∂yβ
, h

( ∂

∂yα

)
= 0.

Definition 2.2. Given two manifolds N and M , let w ∈ X(N) and z ∈ XN (M), that
is z : N → TM be smooth vector fields. Using the natural isomorphism ξz : T v

z TM →
Tπ(z)M, the covariant derivative of z with respect to w is defined by:

(2.4) Dw(x)z = ξz(x)(ν◦z∗◦w).

We have the following diagram:

(2.5)

TTM
ν //

��

T vTM

ξzyy
TN

z∗
::

//

π
��

TM

π
��

N

w

OO

π◦z
//

z
::

Dwz

::

M

In particular, for N =M and w, z ∈ X(M), we have

(2.6) Dwz = wα

(
∂zβ

∂xα
+ Γβ

α

(
x, z(x)

)) ∂

∂xβ
.
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If N = [a, b] is an interval of R, w = d
dt and z : [a, b] → TM , z(t) =

(
x(t), y(t)

)
is a vector

field along a curve γ : [a, b] →M (that is γ = π ◦ z), we arrive at:

(2.7) D d
dt
z =

(
dyβ

dt
+ Γβ

α(x(t), y(t))
dxα

dt

)
∂

∂xβ
.

Definition 2.3. A vector field z along a curve γ is called parallel if D d
dt
z = 0. An

autoparallel curve is a curve γ : [a, b] →M such that D d
dt
γ′ = 0.

Remark 2.4. From Definitions 2.2 and 2.3 we get that a vector field z is parallel along a
curve γ if and only if ν ◦ z′ = 0, that is z′ is horizontal, and a curve γ is autoparallel if and
only if ν ◦ γ′′ = 0, that is γ′′ is horizontal.

2.2. Spray and autoparallel curves. A vector field S ∈ X(TM) is called a spray if
JS = C and [C, S] = S. Locally, a spray can be expressed as follows

(2.8) S = yi
∂

∂xi
− 2Gi ∂

∂yi
,

where the spray coefficients Gi = Gi(x, y) are 2-homogeneous functions in the fiber coor-
dinates.

Definition 2.5. Let Γ be a homogeneous connection, and consider its horizontal projector
h. The spray S associated to the connection is defined by S = hS̃, where S̃ is an arbitrary
spray.

Locally, the coefficients of the spray associated to the connection (2.2) are

(2.9) Gα = 1
2y

βΓα
β ,

where the Γα
β(x, y) are the coefficients of the connection. Conversely, we have a homoge-

neous connection Γ := [J, S] associated to a spray S. If the spray has a local expression
(2.8), then the coefficients of the connection are:

Γα
β =

∂Gα

∂yβ
.

The notion of sprays allows us to speak about a system of second order differential
equations in a coordinate free way as follows: a parametrized curve c is called a path of
the spray S if its velocity field ċ is an integral curve of S, that is:

(2.10) S ◦ ċ = c̈.

Using local coordinates, c is a path of the spray (2.8) if and only if it satisfies the system
of second order differential equations:

(2.11)
d2xα

dt2
+ 2Gα

(
x,
dx

dt

)
= 0.

It is easy to verify that the paths of the spray associated to the connection Γ are the
autoparallel curves of Γ.

2.3. Navigation data and the associated Finsler structure.

Definition 2.6. A Finsler manifold of dimension n is a pair (M,F ), where M is a differ-
entiable manifold of dimension n and F : TM → R satisfies:
(a) F is smooth and strictly positive on TM := TM \ { 0 },
(b) F is positively homogeneous of degree 1 in the directional argument y,
(c) the metric tensor gij = 1

2
∂2E

∂yi∂yj
has rank n on TM , where E := 1

2F
2 is the energy

function.
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The pair (h,W ) is called a navigation data on M , if h is a Riemannian metric and W is a
smooth vector field with Riemannian length |W |2 < 1. We denote by ⟨X,Y ⟩ = hx(X,Y )

and |X|2 = hx(X,X) the inner product and the norm defined by the Riemannian metric
h.

The Randers-type Finslerian norm function associated to the navigation data (h,W ) is
defined as

(2.12) F(x, y) =

√
⟨y,W ⟩2 + λ |y|2

λ
− ⟨y,W ⟩

λ

where x ∈M , y ∈ TxM , and λ is the smooth function

(2.13) λ = 1− |W |2 .

Remark 2.7. Let F be the Randers norm associated to the navigation data (h,W ). At
any point p ∈ M a vector V ◦

p has a unit Finsler norm if and only if V ◦
p −Wp has a unit

Riemannian norm, that is

(2.14) F(V ◦
p ) = 1 ⇔

∣∣V ◦
p −Wp

∣∣ = 1.

3. Natural palallel translation associated to navigation data

Definition 3.1. Let c be a curve from p to q, and suppose that V ◦
p a unit vector with

respect to the Randers norm function (2.12) associated to the navigation data (h,W ). We
define the natural parallel translation associated to the navigation data (h,W ) of V ◦

p along
c as

(3.1) P(V ◦
p ) := PRiemann(V

◦
p −Wp) +Wq,

where PRiemann is the Riemannian parallel translation along c. We extend the definition
to any non-zero vector by using the homogeneity property:

(3.2) P(Vp) := F(Vp) · P
(

1
F(Vp)

Vp

)
In order to simplify the notation, we will use PR instead of PRiemann in the sequel. From

Definition 3.1 we have immediately the following

Property 3.2. The natural parallel translation (3.1) is homogeneous but, in general non-
linear, and preserves the Randers norm function F associated to the navigation data
(h,W ).

Proof. The homogeneity of the parallel translation P is guaranteed from the construction,
however it fails to be additive, that is P(Up + Vp) ̸= P(Up) + P(Vp). Therefore P is
nonlinear in general. On the other hand, let c be a curve from p to q, and V ◦

p be a
unit vector with respect to the Randers norm function (2.12). Using the relation (2.14)
between the Finslerian and Riemannian norms, and the fact that the Riemannian parallel
translation preserves the Riemannian norm, we get

(3.3) 1 = F(V ◦
p ) =

∣∣V ◦
p −Wp

∣∣ = ∣∣PR(V
◦
p −Wp)

∣∣ = F
(
(PR(V

◦
p −Wp) +Wq

)
= F

(
P(V ◦

p )
)

showing that P preserves the Finslerian norm of unit vectors. Using the homogeneity
property of the parallel translation P and the norm function F , we can get that the
Finslerian norm of any tangent vector is preserved under the natural parallel translation.

□

We can observe that for a given curve c joining the points p and q, the value of the
parallel translation depends only on the value of W at p and q but does not depend on the
value of W on c between the endpoints.
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Property 3.3. Let (h,W ) be a navigation data on the manifold M . If W is parallel along
the curve c with respect to the Riemannian metric, then the natural and the Riemannian
parallel transports on c coincide.

Proof. Indeed, let c be a curve from p to q and suppose that W to be parallel with respect
to the Riemannian metric h along the curve c. Then PR(Wp) = Wq. Let V ◦

p ∈ TpM be a
Finslerian unit vector at p. Using the linearity of the Riemannian parallel translation PR:

(3.4) P(V ◦
p ) = PR(V

◦
p −Wp) +Wq = PR(V

◦
p )− PR(Wp) +Wq = PR(V

◦
p ),

showing that P and PR coincide on Finslerian unit vectors. The statement follows from
the homogeneity property of the parallel translations P and PR. □

Proposition 3.4. Let (h,W ) be navigation data on the manifold M . The holonomy group
Hol(P) associated to the natural parallel translation is isomorphic to the Riemannian ho-
lonomy group Hol(PR). In particular, the holonomy group of Hol(P) is finite dimensional.

Proof. Taking p = q, a straightforward computation shows the one-to-one correspondence
φ↔ φR between the elements of the holonomy groups, where

φ(Vp) = φR(Vp)−F(Vp) (φR(Wp)−Wp) .

Substituting Vp =Wp,

φR(Wp) =
φ(Wp)−F(Wp)Wp

1−F(Wp)

and the inverse formula is

φR(Vp) = φ(Vp) + F(Vp)

(
φ(Wp)−F(Wp)Wp

1−F(Wp)
−Wp

)
= φ(Vp) + F(Vp)

φ(Wp)−Wp

1−F(Wp)
.

Finally,

ψ ◦ φ(Vp) = ψR(φ(Vp))−F(φ(Vp)) (ψR(Wp)−Wp)

= ψR ◦ φR(Vp)−F(Vp) (ψR ◦ φR(Wp)− ψR(Wp))−F(φ(Vp)) (ψR(Wp)−Wp)

= ψR ◦ φR(Vp)−F(Vp) (ψR ◦ φR(Wp)−Wp)

because of F(φ(Vp)) = F(Vp).
□

Remark 3.5. As shown in [9], the holonomy groups of homogeneous parallel translations
arising from a Finsler metric are generally infinite-dimensional, with finite-dimensional
holonomy groups appearing only in special cases. This makes it particularly interesting to
identify homogeneous (nonlinear) parallel translations with finite-dimensional holonomy
groups. As demonstrated by the previous proposition, natural parallel translations possess
this distinctive property.

4. Geometric quantities associated to the natural parallelism

As presented in Section 2, the notion of connection, covariant differentiation and split-
ting (2.1) are geometric structures related to the parallelism. In this section we derive
these geometric objects associated to the natural parallel translation with respect to the
navigation data (h,W ).
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4.1. Horizontal distribution, connection. As Remark 2.4 shows, parallel translations
correspond to traveling along horizontal curves. Therefore the horizontal distribution as-
sociated to a parallelism can be obtained by differentiation of parallel vector fields: the
possible tangent directions are horizontal. We can use this property to determine the
horizontal distribution.

Let Ak
ij = Ak

ij(x) be the connection coefficients of the Lévi-Civita connection ∇R of the
Riemann metric h:

(4.1) ∇R

∂

∂xi

∂
∂xj = Ak

ij
∂

∂xk .

Consider a curve ct on M and let Pt be the natural parallel translation along ct, and (PR)t
be the Riemann parallel translation with respect to the metric h along the curve ct. Then,
from formula (3.1) we get that for any Finslerian unit vector Vo ∈ TcoM the corresponding
parallel vector field along ct is

(4.2) Pt(V0) = (PR)t(V0 −W0) +W (c(t)),

and its derivative must be horizontal:

(4.3)
d

dt
Pt(V0) ∈ H(ct,Pt(V0)).

If the coordinate expression of the parallel vector field (4.2) in (xk, yk) is (ckt ,Pt(V0)
k),

then its derivative is

(4.4) (ckt ,Pt(V0)
k, ċkt ,

d
dt [Pt(V0)]

k),

where

(4.5)
d

dt
[Pt(V0)]

k=
d

dt

[
(PR)t(V0−W0) +W (ct)

]k
=−Ak

ij ċ
i
t (PR)

j
t (V0 −W0) +

∂W k

∂xi
ċit.

Denoting the connection coefficients of the natural parallelism with Γk
i = Γk

i (x, y), the
horizontal projector associated to the navigation data is

(4.6) h : TTM → H (⊂ TTM),

and the horizontal distribution is generated by the vector fields

(4.7) h
( ∂

∂xi

)
=

∂

∂xi
− Γj

i

∂

∂yj
.

Comparing (4.3), (4.5), and (4.7) we get

(4.8) Γk
i (ct,Pt(V0))ċ

i
t = Ak

ij(ct) · ċit · [(PR)t(V0 −W0)]
j − ċit

∂W k

∂xi

∣∣∣
c(t)
.

The formula holds for any curve c and any parameter t, so for any point ct, and direction
represented by the unit vector ċo ∈ TxM . We also note that for t = 0 we have Po =
(PR)o = id the identity transformation. Therefore at x = co we get

(4.9) Γk
i (x, V0) = Ak

ij(x)(V
j
0 −W j(x))− ∂W k

∂xi

∣∣∣
x

for any Finslerian unit vector V0. Moreover, we can extend it by the homogeneity property
to any, not necessarily unit vector: for any y ∈ TxM we have a Finslerian unit vector
V0 =

1
F(x,y)y. Therefore

(4.10) Γk
i (x,

y
F(x,y)) = Ak

ij(x) · ( 1
F(x,y)y

j −W j(x))− ∂W k

∂xi

∣∣∣
x
,

or equivalently

(4.11) Γk
i (x, y) = Ak

ij(x) · (yj −F(x, y)W j(x))−F(x, y)
∂W k

∂xi

∣∣∣
x
.



NATURAL PARALLELISM ASSOCIATED TO NAVIGATION DATA 7

Using the simplified notation Ak
ij = Ak

ij(x) and F(y) = F(x, y), we have

(4.12) Γk
i (x, y) = Ak

is · ys −Ak
is · F(y) ·W s −F(y) · ∂W

k

∂xi
.

The horizontal distribution can be described as the distribution spanned by the horizontal
lifted vector fields: the horizontal lift l(x,y) : TxM → H(x,y) of X ∈ TxM is

(4.13) l(x,y)(X) = lR(x,y)(X) + F(x, y) ·
(
∇R

XW
)v
,

where lR(x,y) is the Riemannian horizontal lift, and ∇R

XW is the vertical lift of the Riemann-
ian covariant derivative of the wind W .

Definition 4.1. Let (h,W ) be a navigation data on the manifold M , and h be the hori-
zontal projector (4.6) associated to the natural parallelism. The connection

(4.14) Γ := 2h− Id.

is called the natural connection. The coefficients of the natural connection are the functions
given in (4.12).

4.2. Covariant derivative associated with natural paralellism. A vector field Vt
along the curve ct is parallel if its derivative is the horizontal lift of ċ(t) along Vt:

(4.15) V̇t = l(c,Vt)(ċ),

or equivalently, if its covariant derivative is vanishing. From (2.7) one can get the formula
for the covariant derivative

(4.16)
∇Vt
dt

=
(dV k

t

dt
+ Γk

i (c, V )ċi
) ∂

∂xk
.

Formula (4.16) allows us to introduce the (nonlinear) covariant derivative of a vector field
V with respect to X:

(4.17) ∇XV = Xi
(∂V k

∂xi
+ Γk

i (x, V )
) ∂

∂xk
.

The map

(4.18) ∇ : X(M)× X(M) → X(M) (X,Y ) → ∇XY

is C∞(M) linear in its first variable, but only R homogeneous in the second variable.
Indeed, ∇ does not satisfy the additivity property in the second variable. The parallelism
can be formulated in terms of the (nonlinear) covariant derivative as follows.

Property 4.2. The vector field V (t) along the curve c is parallel if and only if ∇ċV = 0.

Property 4.3. The coordinate invariant expression of the non-linear covariant differenti-
ation (4.18) associated to the nonlinear parallelism is

(4.19) ∇XY = ∇R

XY −F(Y )·∇R

XW,

where ∇R is the Levi-Civita connection of the Riemannian metric h.

Remark 4.4. Formula (4.19) shows that if the wind W is parallel along a curve, then the
Riemannian parallel translation PR and the natural parallel translation P along c coincide.
Moreover, W is parallel with respect to the Riemannian metric if and only if ∇ ≡ ∇R.

Investigating the natural parallelism and the associated covariant differentiation we get
the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. The covariant differentiations along the integral curves of the vector
field W coincide if and only if the integral curves of W are Riemannian geodesics.
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Proof. Substituting X =W in formula (4.19) we have the same covariant derivatives along
the integral curves of the vector field W if and only if ∇R

ċ W = 0, that is the integral curves
of W are Riemannian geodesics. □

Proposition 4.6. The integral curves of W are pre-geodesics (resp. geodesics) of ∇ if and
only if they are pre-geodesics (resp. geodesics) of ∇R .

Proof. Substituting X = Y =W in formula (4.19) we have that

(4.20) ∇WW = (1−F(W ))∇R
WW.

Since W is one of the navigation data, it follows that

(4.21) F(W ) =
|W |

1 + |W |
< 1,

and the acceleration vector fields ∇ċW and ∇R
ċ W are proportional to ċ = W ◦ c at the

same time as follows:

(4.22) ∇ċW (t) = φ(t)ċ(t) ⇔ ∇R
ċ W (t) = ρ(t)ċ(t),

with

(4.23) ρ(t) =
φ(t)

1−F(ċ(t))
.

As (4.22) shows, the integral curves of W are pre-geodesics of the natural connection ∇ if
and only if they are pre-geodesics of the connection ∇R and, in case of φ(t) = ρ(t) = 0,
the integral curves of W are geodesics of ∇, if and only if they are geodesics of ∇R.

□

4.3. Torsion. In his paper [8] J. Grifone developed the connection theory in terms of the
Frölichher-Nijenhuis calculus. He introduced the notion of weak, and strong torsions of a
connection denoted by t and T , respectively. If the connection is homogeneous, then t = 0
if and only if T = 0 (see [8, Corollaire 1.56]). Since in the case of natural parallelism the
associated connection is homogeneous, the strong torsion is vanishing if and only if the
weak torsion is zero, and we call simply by torsion the vector valued 2-form defined by

(4.24) t =
1

2
[J,Γ].

Its components are given by

(4.25) tkij =
∂Γk

j

∂yi
− ∂Γk

i

∂yj
.

The torsion of the natural connection is nonzero in general. Indeed, the derivatives of the
connection coefficients with respect to vertical directions are

(4.26)
∂Γk

i

∂yj
(x, y) = Ak

ij −FyjA
k
isW

s −Fyj
∂W k

∂xi
,

where Fyi := ∂yiF . It follows that the torsion

(4.27) tkij = (FyiA
k
js −FyjA

k
is)W

s + Fyi
∂W k

∂xj
−Fyj

∂W k

∂xi
,

or in a coordinate-free way

(4.28) t = dJF ∧∇R
W,

where the right side involves the simplified notation of the vertical lifted vector valued
1-form

(4.29)
[
∇R

W
]
(X) := (∇R

XW )v,
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and the wedge product gives a vector valued 2-form defined as

(4.30)
[
dJF ∧∇R

W
]
(X,Y ) = dJF(X) · ∇R

W (Y )− dJF(Y ) · ∇R
W (X),

or equivalently

(4.31) [dJF ∧∇R
W ](X,Y ) = JX(F ) · (∇R

YW )v − JY (F ) · (∇R

XW )v.

From (4.28) it follows that

(4.32) t ≡ 0 ⇐⇒ dJF ∧∇R
W = 0.

The geometric characterization of (4.32), the vanishing of the torsion, is given by Propo-
sition 4.7 and Theorem 4.9 below.

Proposition 4.7. The torsion of the natural connection is identically zero if and only if
W is parallel with respect to the Riemannian metric, that is ∇R

W = 0.

In order to prove the proposition we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let ρ ∈ Ψ1(M) be a vector valued 1-form on the base manifold M . Then

(4.33) Fyiρ
k
j ◦ π = Fyjρ

k
i ◦ π

is satisfied if and only if ρkj = 0.

Proof. Let us suppose that (4.33) is satisfied. Then, using the homogeneity property of
the Finslerian metric function, the contraction by yi gives that

(4.34) Fρkj ◦ π = Fyjy
iρki ◦ π,

or equivalently

(4.35) ρkj ◦ π =
1

F
Fyjy

iρki ◦ π.

Differentiating by the variable yl we have

0 = − 1

F2
FylFyjy

iρki ◦ π +
1

F
Fyjyly

iρki ◦ π +
1

F
Fyjρ

k
l ◦ π

= − 1

F2
FylFyjy

iρki ◦ π +
1

F
Fyjyly

iρki ◦ π +
1

F
Fyj

(
1

F
Fyly

iρki ◦ π
)

=
1

F
Fyjyly

iρki ◦ π.

Since F·Fyjyl is the component of the angular metric tensor (the restriction of the Riemann-
Finsler metric to the indicatrix bundle), it follows that yiρki ◦π = 0 and, by differentiating
with respect to the variable yj , we have the vanishing ot the components of the one-form.
The converse of the statement is trivial. □

Proof of Proposition 4.7. Using equations (4.25), (4.26), and (4.27), we have the result by
Lemma 4.8 under the choice ρ(X) = ∇R

XW . □

Theorem 4.9. The torsion of the natural connection is identically zero if and only if the
Randers metric F is Berwaldian.

Proof. Let us suppose that the torsion of the natural connection is identically zero. Then,
by Proposition 4.7, the vanishing of the torsion is equivalent to the parallelism of the
vector field W . If W is parallel with respect to the Riemannian metric h, then the natural
parallel translation and the Riemannian parallel translation with respect to the Riemannian
metric h coincide. The natural parallel translation preserves the Finlserian norm function
F . So does the Riemannian parallel translation with respect to the Riemannian metric
h. Therefore F is Berwaldian and its canonical connection is ∇R as a torsion-free linear
connection such that the parallel transport preserves the Finslerian metric function F .
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To prove the converse, let us suppose that the Randers metric F is Berwaldian. We set
the following notations:

(4.36) F(x, y) =
√
αij(x)yiyj + βi(x)y

i,

where

(4.37) αij =
1

λ
hij + βiβj , and βi = − 1

λ
hikW

k.

Using the abbreviation γij = hij/λ, we have

(4.38) αij = γij + βiβj , and βi = −γikW k.

In particular,

(4.39) αij = γij − 1

1 + βsβs
βiβj ,

where βi = γikβk. It is known (see for example [17, Theorem 1]) that F is Berwaldian if
and only if ∇αβ = 0, where ∇α is the Lévi-Civita connecton of the Riemannian metric α.
In terms of local coordinates we have

(4.40) ∂iβj − Γk
ijβk = 0,

where the functions Γk
ij are the Christoffel symbols of ∇α. In particular,

(4.41) ∂iβj = ∂jβi.

Since β is a covariant constant one-form, it follows that its dual vector field is of constant
length with respect to the Riemannian metric αij :

(4.42) const = αijβiβj =

(
γij − 1

1 + βsβs
βiβj

)
βiβj =

βsβs
1 + βsβs

=
|W |2γ

1 + |W |2γ
= |W |2.

Therefore the conformal factor λ between the Riemannian metrics γij and hij is constant
and ∇R = ∇γ . Using that

(4.43) αkmβk =

(
γkm − 1

1 + βsβs
βkβm

)
βk =

1

1 + βsβs
βm =

1

1 + βsβs
γkmβk

we have

0 =∂iβj − Γk
ijβk = ∂iβj − 1

2α
km (∂iαjm + ∂jαim − ∂mαij)βk

=∂iβj − 1
2

1
1+βsβs

γkm (∂iγjm + ∂jγim − ∂mγij)βk

− 1
2

1
1+βsβs

γkm (βm (∂iβj + ∂jβi) + βj (∂iβm − ∂mβi) + βi (∂jβm − ∂mβj))βk
(4.41)
=

=∂iβj − 1
1+βsβs

Ak
ijβk −

βsβs

1+βsβs
∂iβj =

1

1 + βsβs

(
∂iβj −Ak

ijβk

)
.

Therefore the one-form β is parallel with respect to h, that is its dual vector field is
covariant constant: ∇RW = 0 and, according to Proposition 4.7, the torsion is identically
zero. □

Theorem 4.10. The vector field W is of constant length with respect to the Riemannian
metric h if and only if the Randers metric F is Wagnerian.

Proof. Using the notations in the proof of Theorem 4.9, it is known (see for example [17,
Theorem 2]) that F is Wagnerian if and only if the dual vector field of β is of constant
length with respect to the Riemannian metric α. The statement follows immediately by
the computation

αijβiβj =

(
γij − 1

1 + βsβs
βiβj

)
βiβj =

βsβs
1 + βsβs

=
|W |2γ

1 + |W |2γ
= |W |2.
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The parallel transport preserving the Finslerian metric is given by the linear connection

∇XY = ∇α
XY +

α(∇α
Xβ

♯, Y )β♯ − α(Y, β♯)∇α
Xβ

♯

|β♯|2α
,

where ∇α is the Lévi-Civita connection of the Riemannian metric α and the sharp operator
is taken with respect to α. It can be easily seen that ∇α = 0 and ∇β♯ = 0 provided that
the dual vector field is of constant length. Therefore, we have both ∇α = 0 and ∇β = 0,
that is, the Randers metric is invariant under the parallel transports with respect to ∇.

□

5. Autoparallel curves, natural spray

Let (h,W ) be navigation data on the manifold M . The curve c : I →M is autoparallel
with respect to the natural parallelism if the velocity vector field ċ along c is parallel with
respect to the parallelism introduced in Definition 3.1. Using the covariant derivative ∇
introduced in section 4.2 we get that c is an autoparallel curve if and only if

(5.1) ∇ċ ċ = 0.

According to the expression (4.19) of ∇ in terms of the Levi-Civita connection ∇R of the
Riemannian metric h and the vector field W we get that c is autoparallel with respect to
the natural parallel structure if and only if it satisfies

(5.2) ∇R

ċ ċ−F(ċ)·∇R

ċ W = 0

In a local coordinate system we obtain the second order differential equation

(5.3) c̈k + ċi
(
Ak

ij ċ
j −F(ċ)Ak

ijW
j −F(ċ)∂W

k

∂xi

)
= 0,

where Ak
ij are the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection ∇R . The spray

(5.4) S = yk
∂

∂xk
− 2Gk(x, y)

∂

∂yk

corresponding to the system (5.3) has coefficients

(5.5) Gk(x, y) = 1
2

(
Ak

ijy
iyj −F(x, y)yiAk

ijW
j −F(x, y)yi ∂W

k

∂xi

)
.

Definition 5.1. The spray (5.4) with coefficients (5.5) corresponding to the natural par-
allelism will be called the natural spray, and the connection

(5.6) Γ := [J, S]

generated by the natural spray will be called the natural symmetric connection.

Remark 5.2. The natural connection (4.14) and the natural symmetric connection (5.6)
are different in general. Indeed, the torsion of the natural symmetric connection is identi-
cally zero but, in general, the torsion of the natural connection is not.

Lemma 5.3. Equation

(5.7) yiρki ◦ π = φ(x, y)yk

is satisfied for a zero homogeneous function φ on the tangent manifold and a one-form ρ
on the base manifold if and only if φ(x, y) = φ(x) and ρkj (x) = φ(x)δkj .
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Proof. First of all we prove that the zero homogeneous function φ depends only on the
position. Differentiating with respect to the variable yl we have

ρkl ◦ π = φyly
k + δkl φ.

Taking k = l

ρkk ◦ π = φyky
k + δkkφ,

where ykφyk = 0 because φ is zero homogeneous. Therefore

φ =
ρkk ◦ π
n

⇒ φ(x, y) = φ(x)

depends only on the position. Finally,

yiρki ◦ π = φ ◦ πyk ⇒ ρkj (x) = φ(x)δkj

by differentiating with respect to the variable yj . (The converse of the statement is trivial.)
□

Definition 5.4. The vector field W is called a concircular vector field with respect to the
Riemannian metric h if there exist a function φ ∈ C∞(M) such that

(5.8) ∇R
XW = φX,

for all X ∈ X(M), where ∇R denotes the Levi-Civita connection of h. The function φ is
called the potential function of W .

Proposition 5.5. Let (h,W ) be a navigation data. The natural spray S is projectively
related to the quadratic spray SR corresponding to the geodesic equations of the Riemannian
connection ∇R if and only if W is a concircular vector field with respect of h.

Proof. The sprays S and SR are projectively related iff their paths coincide as point sets,
that is they coincide up to reparametrizations. It is well-known that the equivalent condi-
tion is the existence of a positively one-homogeneous function P such that S = SR + PC.
The local expression of the quadratic spray SR of the linear connection ∇R is

(5.9) SR = yk
∂

∂xk
−Ak

ij(x)y
iyj

∂

∂yk
.

Therefore, using equations (5.4), (5.5) and (5.9), the projective equivalence gives that there
exists a positively 1-homogeneous function P (x, y) such that

(5.10) F(x, y)yiρki (x) = P (x, y)yk,

where ρ(X) = ∇R
XW . Applying Lemma 5.3 with φ = P/F , it follows that the sprays are

projectively related if and only if P (x, y) = φ(x)F(x, y), that is the projective factor is
conformally related to the Randers metric F , and ρkj (x) = φ(x)δkj .

□

Example 5.6. Let M be the interior of the Euclidean unit ball in Rn equipped by the
standard Euclidean inner product hij = δij . If

(5.11) W = −xi ∂
∂xi

then we have that ∇R
XW = −X and the natural spray is

(5.12) S = yi
∂

∂xi
−F(x, y)C,

where C is the so-called Liouville vector field and the Randers metric F coincides the Funk
metric [14]. Therefore, the natural spray (5.12) is metrizable as the canonical spray of the
Funk metric.
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Example 5.6 is particularly interesting, since the geodesic structure obtained from the
natural parallelism is metrizable. This is not always the case, as the next example shows.

Example 5.7. Let h be the Euclidean metric on R2, defined by hij = δij , and let the wind
W be given by the infinitesimal rotation

(5.13) W = x1
∂

∂x2
− x2

∂

∂x1
.

One can show that the Lie brackets [δ1, δ2], and
[
[δ1, δ2], δ2

]
of the horizontal vector fields

(4.7) give independent vertical directions, therefore the distribution generated by horizontal
vector fields:

(5.14) DH :=
〈
H
〉
Lie

= Span
{
δi, [δi1 , δi2 ],

[
δi1 , [δi2 , δi3 ]

]
. . .
}
,

called the holonomy distribution, is 4-dimensional: it contains the whole horizontal and
vertical space, that is

(5.15) DH = TTM.

If the associated natural spray were Finsler metrizable, then the corresponding Finsler
norm function F would be a holonomy invariant function [6]. Therefore, for any X ∈ DH
one should have LXF = 0. However, from (5.15), it follows that F must be a constant
function, which leads to a contradiction. This shows that, in this case, the natural spray
is not Finsler metrizable.

It is a natural problem to characterize navigation data (h,W ) for which the geometric
structures — such as the parallel translations or the autoparallel curves and sprays —
associated with the natural parallelism and the Randers-type Finsler metric F coincide.
The simplest situation occurs when the parallel translations coincide. We have the following

Property 5.8. Let (h,W ) be a navigation data on a manifold M . The parallel translations
with respect to the associated Randers metric F and the natural parallel translations (3.1)
coincide if and only if W is parallel with respect to h.

Proof. Let us suppose that the parallel translations coincide. Using Grifone’s terminology,
the torsion of the connection associated with F , and therefore the torsion of the natural
connection (4.25) vanishes. From Proposition 4.7 we get that W is parallel with respect to
the Riemann metric h, and using Property 3.3 we find that all three parallel translations,
that is the natural, the Riemannian, and the Finslerian (which is actually of Berwald type
– see Theorem 4.9) coincide. □

Remark 5.9. It is important to note that the autoparallel curves (resp. sprays) of the
Randers metric F and those arising from the natural parallel translations associated with
navigation data may coincide, even when the parallel translations themselves do not. A
concrete illustration of this phenomenon is given in 5.6, where the navigation data (h,W )
involves a vector field W that is not parallel with respect to h. The two parallel trans-
ports are clearly different since the holonomy group of the natural parallel translation is
finite-dimensional, whereas the holonomy of F , the Funk metric, is known to be infinite-
dimensional [10]. In the proposition below, we characterize the specific cases in which the
natural parallelism and the Randers metric associated with a navigation problem yield the
same geodesic structure.

Proposition 5.10. The natural spray (5.4) and the geodesic spray of the Randers metric
F = α + β associated with the navigation data (h,W ) coincide if and only if W is a
concircular vector field with respect to the Riemannian metric h.
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Proof. First, suppose that W is a concircular vector field with respect to the Riemannian
metric h, and let S̃ denote the geodesic spray of the Randers metric F = α+ β. Using [3,
Formula 2.1], the spray coefficients of S̃ are given by

G̃i = 1
2y

jykAi
kj+R0y

i+
R00

2
W i−F2

2

(
Si+Ri−RW i

)
−F

(
Si
0+

R

2
yi+R0W

i

)
−R00

2F
yi,

where Rij and Sij denote the components of the tensors

R(X,Y ) = 1
2

(
h(∇R

XW,Y )+h(X,∇R
YW )

)
, S(X,Y ) = 1

2

(
h(∇R

XW,Y )−h(X,∇R
YW )

)
,

respectively. For any (0, 2) tensor T with tensor components Tij we use the notation

(5.16a) Tj =W iTij , T =W jTj , T i = hijTj , T i
j = hilTlj ,

(5.16b) T0 = yiTi, T i
0 = yjT i

j , T00 = yiyjTij .

The coefficients (5.5) of the natural spray can be rewritten as

(5.17) Gi =
1

2
yjykAi

kj −
F
2

(
Ri

0 + Si
0

)
.

From (5.8) we obtain

(5.18) Rij = φhij , R00 = φh2, Ri
0 = φyi, Sij = 0.

Therefore, applying [3, Formula 2.4] with c = −φ/2, we obtain

(5.19) G̃i =
1

2
yjykAi

kj −
F
2
φyi =

1

2
yjykAi

kj −
F
2
Ri

0
(5.17)
= Gi.

Thus, the spray coefficients of S and S̃ coincide.
Conversely, suppose that the natural spray S and the geodesic spray S̃ of the Randers

metric coincide. Then

(5.20) Gi = G̃,

and consequently,

(5.21) Gi(v)−Gi(−v) = G̃i(v)− G̃i(−v).
Since the quadratic terms in the variable v clearly cancel, the left side of (5.21) becomes

(5.22) Gi(v)−Gi(−v) = −R
i
0 + Si

0

2
(v) (F(v) + F(−v)) = −α(v)

(
Ri

0 + Si
0

)
(v).

Similarly, the right side of (5.21) is

(5.23) G̃i(v)−G̃i(−v) = A
(
F2(v)−F2(−v)

)
−B (F(v)+F(−v))−C

(
1

F(v)
+

1

F(−v)

)
,

where
(i) A = 1

2

(
Si +Ri −RW i

)
does not depend on y,

(ii) B = Si
0 +

1
2Ry

i +R0W
i is linear in the variable y,

(iii) C = 1
2R00y

i is a cubic term in the variable y.
Since

F2(v)−F2(−v)=4α(v)β(v), F(v)+F(−v)=2α(v),
1

F(v)
+

1

F(−v)
=

2α(v)

α2(v)−β2(v)
,

dividing (5.21) by the common factor α(v), and comparing the remaining terms by using

(5.22) and (5.23) we can obtain that
R00

α2 − β2
yi must be linear in the directional variable.

It follows that the function

(5.24) m :=
R00

α2 − β2
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does not depend on the directional variable. Hence

(5.25) R00 = φh2, Rij = φhij ,

for some function φ ∈ C∞(M). Applying [3, Formula 2.4] with c = −φ/2, the coefficients
of the Randers spray S̃ reduce to

(5.26) G̃i =
1

2
yjykAi

kj −FSi
0 −

1

2
F2Si − 1

2
φFyi.

Using (5.20) together with (5.17) and (5.26), we obtain

(5.27)
1

2

(
Ri

0 + Si
0

)
= Si

0 +
1

2
FSi +

1

2
φyi.

Since F is the only nonlinear term in this equation, it follows that Si = 0, and therefore

(5.28) φyi = Ri
0 − Si

0.

Differentiating with respect to yj yields

(5.29) φδij = Ri
j − Si

j ⇒ φhij = Rij − Sij .

This implies (5.8), and thus W is a concircular vector field with potential function φ. □

Comparing Proposition 5.5 and Proposition 5.10 we obtain the following result.

Corollary 5.11. The geodesics of the natural spray and those of the Randers metric F
associated with the navigation data (h,W ) coincide if and only if they are projectively
equivalent to the geodesics of the Riemann metric h.

Remark 5.12. According to [3], a Randers metric has isotropic S-curvature if and only
if R00 = φh2 with some function φ ∈ C∞(M). It follows the following

Corollary 5.13. If the natural spray and the geodesic spray of the Randers metric asso-
ciated to a navigation data coincide, then the Randers metric has isotropic S-curvature.

Proof. As shown in the proof of Proposition 5.10, if the natural and the Randers sprays
associated to a navigation data coincide, then (5.25) holds. By Remark 5.12, this implies
that the Randers metric has isotropic S-curvature.

□

6. A note on metric correction processes

The purpose of a metric correction process is to adapt a connection to a metric environ-
ment. The problem is closely related to the history of Finsler geometry, the first challenge
of which was the development of a suitable concept of connection. Many attempts to solve
the problem have been made and are being made in certain special cases up to this day (see,
for example, the theory of generalized Berwald spaces). In the words of M. Matsumoto:
“There is a most suitable Finsler connection for every geometrical formulation”. In case of
the parallel transport (3.1) the process is based on the vector field W as one of the initial
data of a navigation problem. Especially, the construction (3.1) can be applied to any
metric linear connection of the Riemannian metric h. Therefore the correction changes
metric linear connections given by the initial data of a navigation problem to Finslerian
non-linear metric connections, where the Finslerian metric function is of Randers type
derived from the navigation problem. Results that are independent of the torsion remain
valid. The following example shows a different metric correction process in a more general
case. The detailed explanation of such a translate-and-normalize process can be found in
[12] using the general context of Finsler vector bundles.
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Example 6.1. Let F be a Finsler metric function and consider a linear connection ∇0 on
the base manifold. The metric correction process

(6.1) Pc : TpM → TqM, Pc(Vp) :=
F (Vp)

F (P0(Vp))
P0(Vp),

where P0 is the parallel translation along c with respect to ∇0, gives a homogeneous
(non-linear) parallel translation between the tangent spaces keeping the Finslerian metric
function invariant. Let Vt := Pc

t (Vp) be a parallel vector field and consider its derivative
at t = 0 to give the induced horizontal distribution in terms of the connection coefficients:

dV k
t

dt
= F (Vp)

(
− 1

F 2(P0
t (Vp))

dF (P0
t (Vp))

dt
[P0

t (Vp)]
k +

1

F (P0
t (Vp))

d[P0
t (Vp)]

k

dt

)
,

where
dF (P0

t (Vp))

dt
=
∂F

∂xl
◦ P0

t (Vp)
(
xl ◦ P0

t (Vp)
)′

+
∂F

∂yl
◦ P0

t (Vp)
(
yl ◦ P0

t (Vp)
)′

= ċl(t)
∂F

∂xl
◦ P0

t (Vp)− ċi(t)V j
t A

l
ij(c(t))

∂F

∂yl
◦ P0

t (Vp) = ċi(t)
(
δ0i F

)
◦ P0

t (Vp),

where the functions Ak
ij are the Christoffel symbols of ∇0 and

δ0i =
∂

∂xi
− V j

t A
l
ij(c(t))

∂

∂yl
.

Therefore
dV k

t

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= −ċi(0)
(
δ0i F

F
(Vp)V

k(p) + V j(p)Ak
ij(c(0))

)
and, consequently, the horizontal distributions are related as

Γk
i =

δ0i F

F
yk + yjAk

ij ⇒ h = h0 −
dh0F

F
⊗ C.

The associated sprays

S = S0 − S0F

F
C

are projectively equivalent.
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