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Abstract

We propose a generalization of the Minkowski average of two subsets of a Riemannian
manifold, in which geodesics are replaced by an arbitrary family of parametrized curves.
Under certain assumptions, we characterize families of curves on a Riemannian surface for
which a Brunn-Minkowski inequality holds with respect to a given volume form. In particu-
lar, we prove that under these assumptions, a family of constant-speed curves on a Rieman-
nian surface satisfies the Brunn-Minkowski inequality with respect to the Riemannian area
form if and only if the geodesic curvature of its members is determined by a function κ on
the surface, and κ satisfies the inequality

K + κ2 − |∇κ| ≥ 0

where K is the Gauss curvature.

1 Introduction
The Brunn-Minkowski inequality asserts that for every A,B ⊆ Rn, Borel measurable and
nonempty, and for every 0 < λ < 1,

Voln((1− λ)A+ λB)1/n ≥ (1− λ) · Voln(A)1/n + λ · Voln(B)1/n. (1)

Here, Voln denotes the Lebesgue measure, and

(1− λ)A+ λB = {(1− λ)a+ λb | a ∈ A, b ∈ B}.

For background on the classical Brunn-Minkowski inequality, see Schneider [17, Section 7.1].
The Brunn-Minkowski inequality admits a generalization to Riemannian manifolds, first proved
in its stronger, functional version (the Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality) by Cordero-Erausquin,
McCann and Schmuckenschläger [6]. It states that if M is a complete, n-dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature, then (1) holds true, with Voln replaced by
Riemannian volume, and with the set (1 − λ)A + λB naturally replaced by the set of points of
the form γ(λ), where γ : [0, 1] → M is a constant-speed minimizing geodesic joining the set A
to the set B (for example, if λ = 1/2 then this equals the set of midpoints of geodesic segments
joining the two sets). The Riemannian Brunn-Minkowski inequality in this formulation first ap-
peared in Sturm [20]. The validity of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality for all A,B and λ is in
fact equivalent to nonnegative Ricci curvature, see [13].
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The Brunn-Minkowski inequality combines two elements: volume and Minkowski summa-
tion. There is an extensive body of research in which the Riemannian volume form is replaced
by an arbitrary measure µ with a smooth density, see [2, 12]. The Brunn-Minkowski inequality,
with the exponent 1/n replaced by 1/N for some N ∈ (−∞, 0] ∪ (n,∞], then follows from
nonnegativity of the generalized Ricci tensor Ricg,µ,N , see [20, 15, 16].

In the present paper, we focus on the second element of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality:
Minkowski summation. Instead of interpolating between two sets using geodesics, we propose
to use an arbitrary family of curves. Restricting to the two-dimensional case, we seek to charac-
terize families of curves for which a Brunn-Minkowski inequality analogous to (1) holds.

Let (M, g) be a two-dimensional oriented Riemannian manifold. Fix a family Γ of smooth
unit-speed curves on M , with the property that for any unit vector v ∈ SM , there is a unique
curve γ ∈ Γ with γ̇(0) = v. Here SM is the unit tangent bundle of M . Equivalently, fix a
function k : SM → R and let Γ be the family of solutions to the ordinary differential equation

∇γ̇ γ̇ = k(γ̇)γ̇⊥,

where ⊥ denotes rotation by π/2 in the positive direction. Thus k prescribes the geodesic cur-
vature of a curve γ ∈ Γ. Include in the family also all constant-speed orientation-preserving
reparametrizations of the unit-speed curves above. Such a family of curves is uniquely deter-
mined by a vector field on TM , called a spray, which we shall also denote by Γ. The curves are
then called Γ-geodesics. The precise definition of a spray, as well as definitions of the technical
assumptions on Γ appearing in the formulation of Theorem 1.1 below, are given in Section 2.

For two subsets A,B ⊆ M , denote by MΓ(A,B;λ) the set of points of the form γ(λ),
where γ is a Γ-geodesic satisfying γ(0) ∈ A and γ(1) ∈ B. This is a generalization of the
Minkowski average (1 − λ)A + λB of two sets A,B ⊆ R2, since we can take our family to be
all constant-speed lines on the Euclidean plane. We prove the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let Γ be a simple, proper metric spray on M . The following are equivalent:

1. The function k is independent of the direction, i.e. there exists a smooth function κ :M →
R such that k = κ ◦ π where π : SM →M is the bundle projection, and moreover

K + κ2 − |∇κ| ≥ 0, (2)

where K :M → R is the Gauss curvature of g.

2. For every pair of Borel, nonempty subsets A,B ⊆M and every 0 < λ < 1,

Area(MΓ(A,B;λ))1/2 ≥ (1− λ) · Area(A)1/2 + λ · Area(B)1/2,

where Area denotes Riemannian area.

Theorem 1.1 is a special case of Corollary 4.8, in which the Riemannian area form is replaced
by an arbitrary volume form on M .
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Theorem 1.1 generalizes the horocyclic Brunn-Minkowski inequality in the hyperbolic plane
which was proved in [1], as well as the classical Brunn-Minkowski in R2. Moreover, by setting
κ ≡ 0, we recover the equivalence between the (geodesic) Brunn-Minkowski inequality and the
nonnegativity of the Gauss curvature (at least in the case where the geodesic spray is simple and
proper). More examples are given in Section 5.

The main tool in the proof of the (harder) direction 1 =⇒ 2 in Theorem 1.1 is the needle
decomposition technique, suggested and developed in the Riemannian setting by Klartag [11].
For our purposes we use a needle decomposition theorem for geodesically-convex Finsler sur-
faces whose proof can be found in [1] and is based on the proofs found in Klartag [11], Ohta
[16] and Cavalletti and Mondino [7]. The idea behind the needle decomposition technique is to
decompose the space into Γ-geodesic arcs, localize the desired inequality into a one-dimensional
inequality on each arc, and integrate the localized inequality. The technique employs L1-mass
transport, and requires the Γ-geodesics to be minimizing geodesics of some Finsler metric, pos-
sibly after reparametrization. Fortunately, simple, proper metric sprays satisfying the Brunn-
Minkowski inequality with respect to some volume form do have this property. Simplicity and
properness are used mainly in this step; they can probably be replaced by other, possibly weaker,
topological assumptions on the spray.

The fact that dimM = 2 is used in several places. Firstly, our local analysis of the spray
and derivation of condition (2) is two-dimensional, but we believe that such a computation can
be carried out in higher dimensions, at least for some classes of sprays. In a forthcoming paper
we analyze magnetic sprays on manifolds of arbitrary dimensions, i.e. solutions to ODEs of the
form ∇γ̇ γ̇ = |γ̇|Yγ̇, where Y is linear. Secondly, and most significantly, we rely on projective
Finsler-metrizability of the spray. In dimension two, Brunn-Minkowski implies that the spray
is magnetic, which in turn enables us to Finsler-metrize it. We do not know what the situation
is in this regard in higher dimensions. Of course, there might be an approach to proving the
Brunn-Minkowski inequality for sprays which does not require projective Finsler-metrizability.
Finally, the needle decomposition theorem 4.4 was proved in [1] in dimension two. But most of
the steps in the proof presented in [1] were already carried out in [11, 16] in general dimension,
so we believe that it doesn’t take much to extend it to arbitrary dimension.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first recall some basic facts about Rieman-
nian geometry of surfaces and about sprays. We then prove Proposition 2.15 regarding projective
Finsler-metrizability of magnetic sprays. Finally, we give the necessary background and relevant
results on needle decomposition. In Section 3 we introduce the notion of a nonnegatively curved
weighted spray space, and give a characterization of such spaces in the case of a metric spray on
a Riemannian surface. We also mention an analogue of the curvature-dimension condition from
the theory of metric measure spaces [20, 12] in the setting of sprays on surfaces. In Section 4 we
prove the equivalence between the nonnegative curvature condition and the Brunn-Minkowski
inequality in the case of simple, proper metric sprays (and, more generally, in the case of pro-
jectively Finsler-metrizable sprays on surfaces). In Section 5 we provide some examples of
weighted spray spaces satisfying the Brunn-Minkowski inequality.
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2 Preliminaries
By a Riemannian surface we mean a two-dimensional oriented Riemannian manifold. For a
tangent vector v ∈ TM we denote by v⊥ the vector v rotated by π/2 in the positive direction,
so that v and v⊥ have the same norm and (v, v⊥) is an oriented orthogonal basis of the tangent
space. We will occasionally use the Hodge star ⋆, which for one-forms on a Riemannian surface
is simply the operator

⋆η = ((η♯)⊥)♭,

where ♯ and ♭ are the musical isomorphisms.

We shall use the letter π to denote both the bundle projection from TM to M and the bundle
projection from TTM to TM . Thus from TTM to TM we have two canonical maps: the bundle
projection π, and the differential dπ of the bundle projection π : TM →M .

We recall some basic facts about Riemannian surfaces which can be found in [19]. The unit
tangent bundle SM of a Riemannian surface is the subbundle of TM consisting of unit vectors,

SM := {v ∈ TM | |v|g = 1}.

The unit tangent bundle admits a natural global frame (E1, E2, V ). The flow of the vector
field E1 is the geodesic flow on SM , the flow of V restricts to rotation of each tangent circle
(chosen according to the orientation of M ), and we have the commutation relations

[V,E1] = E2, [V,E2] = −E1, [E1, E2] = KV. (3)

The dual coframe (θ1, θ2, ψ) satisfies the relations

dπ(ξ) = θ1(ξ)π(ξ) + θ2(ξ)π(ξ)
⊥, ξ ∈ TSM, (4)

and the structure equations

dθ1 = ψ ∧ θ2, dθ2 = −ψ ∧ θ1, dψ = −K θ1 ∧ θ2. (5)

Here K is the Gauss curvature of the surface, which we view as a function on SM which is
constant on each fiber. The Riemannian volume form, denoted by ωg, satisfies

π∗ωg = θ1 ∧ θ2. (6)
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It is useful for us to consider the extensions of these objects to the full tangent bundle TM .
On TM we have the canonical radial vector fieldR (sometimes called the Liouville vector field),
which is the infinitesimal generator of the flow v 7→ etv. Alternatively, for v ∈ TxM , if by abuse
of notation we identify TxM with a subspace of TvTM via translation, then

R|v = v.

We again denote by E1 the infinitesimal generator of the geodesic flow on TM , and by V the
infinitesimal generator of rotation in the positive direction on each fiber of TM . Using (3), (5)
and the homogeneity of E1 and V , one can easily prove that on the full tangent bundle we have
the commutation relations

[V,E1] = E2, [V,E2] = −E1, [E1, E2] = KV,

[R,E1] = E1, [R,E2] = E2, [R, V ] = 0,

and the dual coframe (θ1, θ2, ψ, ρ) satisfies (4) as well as the structure equations

dθ1 = θ1 ∧ ρ+ ψ ∧ θ2,
dθ2 = θ2 ∧ ρ− ψ ∧ θ1,
dψ = −K θ1 ∧ θ2,
dρ = 0.

(7)

Here (and from now on) we extend the Gauss curvature K to a 2-homogeneous function on TM
whose value on SM coincides with the usual Gauss curvature.

Since the metric g, viewed as a function on TM , v 7→ g(v, v), is fiberwise 2-homogeneous
and is invariant under the flows of E1, E2 and V , we have

dg = 2gρ.

The following lemma is proved easily using the formula relating the Christoffel symbols of
conformal metrics. Observe that two conformal metrics have the same vector field V .

Lemma 2.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface and let g̃ = e2fg be a metric conformal to g.
Then the geodesic sprays of g, g̃ are related by

Ẽ1 = E1 − ⋆df V − df R.

2.1 Sprays
A spray on a manifold M is a vector field Γ : TM → TTM satisfying

1. The semispray condition: dπ ◦ Γ = id, where id is the identity on TM , and

2. Homogeneity: [R,Γ] = Γ.
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The semispray condition means that the integral curves of Γ are canonical lifts of curves on
M , i.e. if γ̃ is an integral curve of Γ and γ := π ◦ γ̃ is the projection of γ̃ to M , then γ̇ = γ̃.
The homogeneity condition means that if γ̃ is an integral curve of Γ, then so is the dilated curve
t 7→ λγ̃(λt) for every λ > 0. A curve of the form γ = π ◦ γ̃, where γ̃ is an integral curve of Γ, is
called a Γ-geodesic.

Example 2.2. The flat spray on Rn is the spray whose geodesics are straight lines, parametrized
by constant speed. In a coordinate chart (xi, yi) on TRn, the flat spray is given by Γ = yi∂xi .

Example 2.3. More generally, the geodesic spray Γg of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is the vec-
tor field generating the geodesic flow on TM . The Γg-geodesics are the constant-speed geodesics
of the metric g. If xi are local coordinates on M , and (xi, yi) are the induced local coordinates
on TM , the geodesic spray is given in this local chart by Γg = yi∂xi −

(
Γk
ijy

iyj
)
∂yk , where Γk

ij

are the Christoffel symbols of g in this chart. In case of a Riemannian surface, the geodesic spray
is the vector field E1.

We recall some definitions and facts about sprays. For more details see [18]. For each
v ∈ TM there exists a unique Γ-geodesic γv satisfying γ̇v(0) = v, defined on a maximal open
interval Iv ⊆ R. If v = 0 then γv ≡ π(v) and Iv = R. Let

U := {v ∈ TM | 1 ∈ Iv}.

Define the exponential map of Γ by

expΓ(v) := γv(1), v ∈ U .

By the homogeneity of Γ, for every v ∈ U and every t ∈ Iv,

expΓ(tv) = γv(t). (8)

For every x ∈M we set Ux := U ∩ TxM and define

expΓ
x := expΓ |TxM .

Theorem 2.4 (Whitehead [21], see also [18, Theorem 14.1.1]). The exponential map expΓ is C1

on U , and smooth away from the zero section. For every x ∈ M , the differential of expΓ
x at 0 is

the identity (under the identification T0TxM ∼= TxM ).

As a consequence, expΓ
x is a C1 diffeomorphism from a neighborhood of 0 to a neighborhood

of x. We also define the backwards exponential map by

←−expΓ(v) := γv(−1)

on the open set
←−
U := {v ∈ TM | −1 ∈ Iv}, and define

←−
U x and←−expΓ

x similarly for all x ∈M .

Definition 2.5 (Simple spray). A spray Γ will be called simple if for every x ∈M the maps expΓ
x

and←−expΓ
x are both C1 diffeomorphisms from Ux to M and from

←−
U x to M , respectively.

6



Example 2.6 (Simple sprays). The flat spray in Rn is simple. More generally, the geodesic spray
of any Cartan-Hadamard manifold (i.e. complete, simply connected Riemannian manifold with
nonpositive sectional curvature) is simple.

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface and let Γ be a spray on M . The semispray condition,
together with (4), imply that θ1(Γ) = 1 and θ2(Γ) = 0. Thus every spray has the form

Γ = E1 + k V + hR, (9)

for some smooth functions k, h on TM .

In terms of covariant derivatives, if Γ is given by (9), the Γ-geodesics are exactly the solutions
to the second-order ordinary differential equation

∇γ̇ γ̇ = h(γ̇) γ̇ + k(γ̇) γ̇⊥. (10)

Thus, if γ is a Γ-geodesic, then the (signed) geodesic curvature of γ with respect to g is given
by
〈
∇γ̇ γ̇, γ̇

⊥〉 /|γ̇|3 = k(γ̇)/|γ̇|.
Definition 2.7 (Metric spray). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface and let Γ be a spray on M .
We say that Γ is metric if the geodesics of Γ are constant-speed with respect to g, or equivalently
if Γg = 0. In terms of the representation (9), the spray Γ is metric if and only if h ≡ 0.

Definition 2.8 (Magnetic spray). A spray Γ on a Riemannian surface (M, g) will be called mag-
netic with respect g if the function k defined above is independent of the direction, i.e. V k = 0;
equivalently, there exists a function κ : M → R such that k(v) = |v| · κ(π(v)) for all v ∈ TM .
In this case we call κ the geodesic curvature function of Γ (with respect to g).

If Γ is metric and simple then for every x ∈ M we may define a vector field Vx on M \ {x}
as the pushforward of the vector field R/|R|g on TxM via the exponential map:

Vx :=
(
expΓ

x

)
∗ (R/|R|g).

The integral curves of R/|R|g are lines through the origin in TxM ; by (8), such lines are mapped
by expΓ

x to unit-speed Γ-geodesics. It follows that the vector field Vx is smooth on M \ {x} and
satisfies |Vx|g = 1, and the integral curves of Vx are unit-speed Γ-geodesics emanating from x.
Thus by (10) we have

∇VxVx = k(Vx)V
⊥
x

on M \ {x}. We also consider
ηx := V ♭

x . (11)
The one-form ηx is defined and smooth on M \ {x} and |ηx|g = |Vx|g = 1. Moreover

dηx(Vx, V
⊥
x ) = Vxηx(V

⊥
x )− V ⊥

x ηx(Vx)− ηx([Vx, V ⊥
x ])

= −ηx([Vx, V ⊥
x ])

= −
〈
Vx,∇VxV

⊥
x −∇V ⊥

x
Vx
〉

= −
〈
Vx,∇VxV

⊥
x

〉
=
〈
∇VxVx, V

⊥
x

〉
= k(Vx).
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Figure 1: An improper spray

In particular, if Γ is magnetic with respect to g and κ is its geodesic curvature function, then

dηx = κωg on M \ {x}. (12)

Definition 2.9 (Convexity). Let Γ be a spray on a manifold M and let A ⊆M . The set A is said
to be Γ-convex if for every Γ-geodesic γ, if γ(0) ∈ A and γ(1) ∈ A then also γ(t) ∈ A for every
t ∈ (0, 1). The Γ-convex hull of a subset A ⊆M is the smallest Γ-convex set containing A.

We shall say that a spray Γ is proper if the Γ-convex hull of every precompact set is precom-
pact. This condition is not satisfied by all sprays, see Example 2.11 below.

Remark 2.10. If Γ is simple, then the interior A◦ of a Γ-convex set A is also Γ-convex. Indeed,
the image of A◦ ×A◦ × (0, 1) under the map (x, y, t) 7→ expΓ

x(t(exp
Γ
x)

−1(y)) is open (since Γ is
simple), contains A◦ by Theorem 2.4, and is contained in A since A is Γ-convex, hence it equals
A◦.

Example 2.11 (Improper spray). Consider a spray on R2 with the following property: for every
n ≥ 0, the curve γn(t) := (t,− cos(3nt) + 2n), t ∈ [−3−n · 2π, 3−n · 2π], is a Γ-geodesic, as
well as the line ℓn(t) := (−t, 2n + 1), t ∈ R, see Figure 1. Note that since γn and ℓn move in
opposite directions, there is no contradiction to the uniqueness of Γ-geodesics with given initial
conditions. One can even take Γ to be a simple spray. The Γ-convex hull of the curve γ0 contains
all of the curves γn, and is therefore not compact.

2.2 Jacobi Fields
Let Γ be a spray on a manifold M and denote its flow on TM by Φt. Let γ be a Γ-geodesic.
A vector field S along γ is called a Γ-Jacobi field if it satisfies one of the following equivalent
conditions:

8



1. S(t) = dπ(dΦt(ξ)) where ξ ∈ TTM satisfies π(ξ) = γ̇(0) and dπ(ξ) = S(0).

2. There exists a variation F (s, t) through Γ-geodesics such that S = dF (∂s|s=0).

Here, by a variation through Γ-geodesics we mean that F is smooth and F (s, ·) is a Γ-geodesic
for every s. Let us prove the equivalence of 1 and 2. Suppose first that such F exists. Recall that
Γ-geodesics are curves of the form π ◦ γ̃ where γ̃ is an integral curve of Γ. Thus by (8) we can
write

F (s, t) = expΓ(tc(s)) = π(Φt(c(s))), (13)

where c is a curve on TM with c(0) = γ̇(0). Write ξ = ċ(0). Then π(ξ) = π(ċ(0)) = c(0) =
γ̇(0). By differentiating with respect to s we get S(t) = dF (∂s(t, 0)) = d(π ◦ Φt)(ċ(0)) =
dπ(dΦt(ξ)), and by setting t = 0 we see that S(0) = dπ(ξ). In the other direction, if S =
dπ(dΦt(ξ)), then we can take any curve c on TM with c(0) = γ̇(0) and dπ(ċ(0)) = S(0) and
define F by (13).

Definition 2.12 (Transversal Jacobi field). Let Γ be a spray on a two-dimensional oriented man-
ifold M . We shall say that a Γ-Jacobi field S along a Γ-geodesic γ is transversal if ω(γ̇, S) > 0,
where ω is any volume form on M .

2.3 Projective Finsler metrizability
A Finsler metric on a manifold M is a function F : TM → [0,∞), positive and smooth away
from the zero section, which satisfies the following requirements:

• positive homogeneity: F(λv) = λF(v) for all v ∈ TM and λ > 0.

• strong convexity: Fix x ∈ M . Then the function F2 is convex in the linear space TxM ,
and moreover its Hessian at any point 0 ̸= v ∈ TxM is positive definite.

A manifold endowed with a Finsler metric is called a Finsler manifold. A Finsler metric induces
a metric on M by setting

d(x, y) = inf
γ
Length(γ),

where

Length(γ) :=

∫ 1

0

F(γ̇(t))dt,

and where the infimum is taken over all C1 curves joining x to y.

A minimizing geodesic of a Finsler metric is a constant-speed curve γ : [a, b]→M satisfying
Length(γ) = d(γ(a), γ(b)). A geodesic is a curve γ : [a, b] → M that is locally a minimizing
geodesic, i.e., for any t0 ∈ [a, b] there exists δ > 0 such that the restriction of γ to the interval
[a, b] ∩ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) is a minimizing geodesic. Equivalently, a geodesic is a solution to the
Euler-Lagrange equation associated with the Lagrangian F2/2. The geodesic spray of F is the
spray on TM whose geodesics are the constant-speed geodesics of the metric F . We say that
(M,F) is geodesically convex if any two points x, y ∈ M are joined by a minimizing geodesic.
We refer the reader to [3] for more background on Finsler metrics.
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Definition 2.13 (Projectively equivalent sprays). Two sprays Γ, Γ̃ are said to be projectively
equivalent if there exists a scalar function f : TM → R such that Γ − Γ̃ = fR. Equivalently,
the geodesics of Γ and Γ̃ coincide up to orientation-preserving reparametrization.

Definition 2.14 (Projectively Finsler-metrizable spray). A spray Γ on a manifold M is said to be
projectively Finsler-metrizable (pFm) if there exists a geodesically convex Finsler metric F on
M such that Γ is projectively equivalent to the geodesic spray of F , that is, if the geodesics of the
Finsler metricF coincide with the geodesics of Γ up to orientation-preserving reparametrization.
We remark that the usual definition of projective Finsler metrizability does not include geodesic
convexity of F . See [4] and references therein for more information on projective Finsler metriz-
ability. See Darboux [8] and Matsumoto [14] for a local resolution of the projective metrizabilty
problem in two dimensions (here ‘local’ refers to locality also in the tangent space).

Proposition 2.15. Let M be a two-dimensional manifold and let Γ be a simple proper spray on
M . Suppose that there exists a Riemannian metric g on M such that Γ is magnetic with respect
to g. Then for every compact set A ⊆ M there exists an open Γ-convex set U ⊇ A such that the
restriction of Γ to U is projectively Finsler-metrizable.

Proof. Let g be a Riemannian metric such that Γ is magnetic with respect to g, and let κ :
M → R be the corresponding geodesic curvature function. By replacing Γ with a projectively
equivalent spray we may assume that Γ is metric with repsect to g. Since Γ is proper, there exists
a precompact open set U containing A which is Γ-convex (see Remark 2.10).

Lemma 2.16. There exists a 1-form η on U such that |η|g < 1 and dη = κωg on U .

Let us first finish the proof assuming Lemma 2.16. Let η be the 1-form from Lemma 2.16
and define a Finsler metric F on U by

F :=
√
g − η.

Since |η|g < 1, this is indeed a Finsler metric, of Randers type (see e.g. [3]). Since Γ is simple
and U is Γ convex, every pair of points in U is joined by a Γ-geodesic. We shall prove that this
Γ-geodesic is uniquely length-minimizing with respect to F . It will then follow that Γ-geodesics
coincide with the geodesics of F up to orientation-preserving reparametrization, and that F is
geodesically convex. Let p, q ∈ U , let γ be a C1 curve in U joining p to q and let γ0 : [0, 1]→ U
be the Γ-geodesic joining p to q (which lies inside U since U is Γ-convex).

Since Γ is simple, the Γ-geodesic γ0 can be extended to a geodesic γ̄ : I → M , for some
interval I containing [0, 1], so that γ̄|[0,1] = γ0, and there exists some t < 0 such that γ and γ0 are
homotopic in M \ {γ̄(−t)}. Set x = γ̄(−t), and let ηx be defined by (11). See Figure 2. By (12)
we have dηx = κωg = dη on M \ {x}, and therefore

∫
γ0
(η − ηx) =

∫
γ
(η − ηx). Hence, in order

to prove that γ0 is shorter than γ with respect to F , it suffices to prove that∫
γ0

(
√
g − ηx) ≤

∫
γ

(
√
g − ηx). (14)

Since γ0 is part of the Γ-geodesic joining x to q, its tangent is proportional to Vx and therefore
ηx(γ̇0) = |γ̇0|. Thus the left hand side vanishes, while the right hand side is nonnegative since

10



Figure 2: Proof of Proposition 2.15

|ηx|g = 1. Moreover, equality implies that γ̇ is proportional to Vx, whence γ coincides with γ0
up to orientation-preserving reparametrization.

Proof of Lemma 2.16. Choose x, y, z ∈M\U which do not lie on a common Γ-geodesic. Define
η = 1

3
(ηx + ηy + ηz), with ηx, ηy, ηz defined as in (11). Since x, y, z /∈ U , the 1-form η is smooth

on U , and by (12) we have dη = κωg. Finally, since x, y, z do not lie on the same Γ-geodesic,
the one-forms ηx, ηy, ηz do not all coincide at any point, and therefore |η| < 1.

Remark 2.17. In the last proof we constructed a solution to the linear equation dη = κωg,
under the constraint |η| ≤ 1. If we set X := (η♯)⊥, then this is equivalent to the equation
divX = κ subject to the constraint |X| ≤ 1. There are several ways to solve this equation, such
as stipulating X = ∇f and solving the Poisson equation ∆f = κ. However, in order to satisfy
the requirement |X| ≤ 1, rather than using linear methods, we instead solved the nonlinear
equation ∇V V = κV ⊥ under the constraint |V | = 1, where we set V := −X⊥ = η♯. Note that
indeed divX = divV ⊥ = κ.

3 Weighted spray spaces
A triple (M,Γ, ω) where M is a manifold, Γ is a spray and ω is a volume form will be called
a weighted spray space. We shall only deal with the two-dimensional case. We denote the Lie
derivative with respect to a vector field X by LX , and write L2

X := LXLX . The interior product
is denoted by ι.

Proposition 3.1. Let (M,Γ, ω) be a weighted spray space, dimM = 2. Then the following are
equivalent:

11



1. For every Γ-geodesic γ and every transversal Γ-Jacobi field S along γ, the function
J(t) := ω(γ̇(t), S(t)) is concave.

2. There exists a nonnegative smooth function Q on TM such that

L2
Γ(ιΓπ

∗ω) = −Q · ιΓπ∗ω. (15)

Definition 3.2 (Nonnegatively curved weighted spray space). If any of the equivalent conditions
in Proposition 3.1 holds we shall say that the weighted spray space (M,Γ, ω) is nonnegatively
curved.

Proof. It suffices to prove that condition 2 is equivalent to

1’. for every Γ-geodesic γ and every transversal Γ-Jacobi field S along γ we have J ′′(0) ≤ 0.

Indeed, the function J is always smooth for a transversal Jacobi field, so this condition is clearly
weaker than condition 1, and on the other hand, if condition 1 does not hold for some Γ-Jacobi
field, then by time translation we can find a Γ-Jacobi field for which J ′′(0) > 0.

Let γ be a Γ-geodesic and let S be a Jacobi field along γ. Let ξ ∈ TTM satisfy π(ξ) = γ̇(0)
and dπ(ξ) = S(0), so that S(t) = dπ(dΦt(ξ)). Note also that by the semispray condition γ̇(t) =
π
(
Γ|γ̇(t)

)
= dπ

(
Γ|γ̇(t)

)
. Thus

J(t) = ω(γ̇(t), S(t))

= ω(dπ(Γ|γ̇(t)), dπ(dΦt(ξ)))

= π∗ω(Γ|γ̇(t), dΦt(ξ))

= ιΓπ
∗ω(dΦt(ξ))

= Φ∗
t (ιΓπ

∗ω) (ξ).

Since Φt is the flow of Γ, it follows that

J(0) = ιΓπ
∗ω(ξ) and J ′′(0) = L2

Γ(ιΓπ
∗ω)(ξ).

Note that if S is transversal then ιΓπ∗ω(ξ) > 0. Indeed, by setting t = 0 in the above calculation
we see that ω(γ̇(0), S(0)) = ιΓπ

∗ω(ξ). Thus condition 1’ is equivalent to the assertion that for
every ξ ∈ TTM such that ιΓπ∗ω(ξ) > 0, it also holds that L2

Γ(ιΓπ
∗ω)(ξ) ≤ 0. Since both

expressions are linear in ξ, this is equivalent to condition 2.

Lemma 3.3. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface, let Γ = E1 + kV + hR be a spray on TM ,
and let ω = e−φωg be a volume form on M . Then

L2
Γ (ιΓπ

∗ω) = −Q · ιΓπ∗ω + α (16)

where
α := (V k − 2dφ− h)e−φ(ψ − kθ1)

and
Q := K + k2 − h2 + Γ(dφ)− (dφ)2 + Γh− E2k − 2hdφ. (17)
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Remark 3.4. In (16), and in similar formulae below, the one-form dφ is regarded as a function
on TM , and the term Γ(dφ) denotes its derivative with respect to the vector field Γ.

Proof. By (6) we have
π∗ω = e−φπ∗ωg = e−φθ1 ∧ θ2.

Since θ1(Γ) = 1 and θ2(Γ) = 0, it follows that

ιΓπ
∗ω = e−φθ2.

From (7) and Cartan’s formula for a Lie derivative LX = ιXd+ dιX we get

LΓθ1 = ρ− hθ1 + kθ2, LΓθ2 = −hθ2 + ψ − kθ1, LΓρ = dh, (18)
and

LΓψ = dk −Kθ2
= (E1k)θ1 + (E2k −K)θ2 + (V k)ψ + (Rk)ρ.

Observe that

Rk = Rψ(Γ) = dψ(R,Γ) + Γψ(R) + ψ([R,Γ]) = ψ(Γ) = k, (19)

where in the third passage we have used (7) and the fact that (θ1, θ2, ψ, ρ) is dual to (E1, E2, V, R)
to show that the first two terms vanish, and then used the homogeneity [R,Γ] = Γ. Thus

LΓψ = (E1k)θ1 + (E2k −K)θ2 + (V k)ψ + kρ. (20)

By (18), (20), (9) and (19) we have

L2
Γθ2 =− (Γh)θ2 − hLΓθ2 + LΓψ − (Γk)θ1 − kLΓθ1

=− (Γh)θ2 + h2θ2 − hψ + hkθ1 + (E1k)θ1 + (E2k −K)θ2 + (V k)ψ + kρ

− (E1k + k(V k) + h(Rk))θ1 − kρ+ khθ1 − k2θ2
=(−Γh+ h2 + E2k −K − k2)θ2 + (V k − h)(ψ − kθ1).

If we view φ as a function on TM which is constant on each fiber, then we have Γφ = dφ on
TM . Thus

L2
Γ(ιΓπ

∗ω) = L2
Γ(e

−φθ2)

=(Γ2e−φ)θ2 + 2(Γe−φ)LΓθ2 + e−φL2
Γθ2

=
(
Γ2e−φ + e−φ(−Γh+ h2 + E2k −K − k2)− 2hΓe−φ

)
θ2

+ (2Γe−φ + e−φ(V k − h))(ψ − kθ1)
=
(
−Γ(dφ) + (dφ)2 − Γh+ h2 + E2k −K − k2 + 2hdφ

)
· e−φθ2

+ (−2dφ+ V k − h) e−φ(ψ − kθ1)
= −Q · ιΓπ∗ω + α

as claimed.
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Corollary 3.5. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface, let Γ = E1 + kV be a metric spray on
(M, g) and let ω = e−φωg be a volume form on M . Then the following are equivalent:

1. The weighted spray space (M,Γ, ω) is nonnegatively curved.

2. The spray Γ is magnetic with respect to the metric e−4φg, and

K + k2 + Γ(dφ)− (dφ)2 − E2k ≥ 0. (21)

In particular, the weighted spray space (M,Γ, ωg) is nonnegatively curved if and only if Γ is
magnetic with respect to g and

K + κ2 − |∇κ| ≥ 0,

where κ is the geodesic curvature function of Γ.

Remark 3.6. In the case φ ≡ 0, the quantityK+k2−E2k on the left hand side of (21) coincides
with the Ricci scalar of the spray Γ as defined in e.g. [18].

Proof. Since Γ is metric, h ≡ 0. By Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.3, the weighted spray space
(M,Γ, ω) is nonnegatively curved if and only if V k − 2dφ = 0 and inequality (21) holds. By
Lemma 2.1,

Γ = E1 + kV = Ẽ1 + (k − 2 ⋆ dφ)V − 2dφR,

where Ẽ1 is the geodesic spray of g̃ = e−4φg. Thus Γ is magnetic with respect to g̃ if and only if

0 = V (k − 2 ⋆ dφ) = V k − 2dφ,

as desired. Here the second equality holds true because, if (x, y) are normal coordinates at p ∈M
and (x, y, u, v) are the corresponding canonical local coordinates on TM , then at p we have

V (⋆dφ) = (−v∂u + u∂v)(−φyu+ φxv) = vφy + uφx = dφ.

Suppose that φ ≡ 0. Then (M,Γ, ω = ωg) is nonnegatively curved if and only if Γ is
magnetic with respect to g, and K + k2−E2k ≥ 0. If Γ is magnetic then V k = 0, and therefore,
writing k =

√
g · κ ◦ π for a function κ :M → R, we have E2k = [V,E1]k = V E1k−E1V k =

V (dκ) = − ⋆ dκ. It follows that (M,Γ, ωg) is nonnegatively curved if and only if M is magnetic
and the function κ satisfies 0 ≤ K + κ2 − | ⋆ dκ| = K + κ2 − |∇κ|.

Remark 3.7. In the spirit of curvature-dimension theory of Bakry-Emery [2] and Lott-Sturm-
Villani [12, 20], one can extend the notion of a nonnegatively curved weighted spray space on
a surface to that of a CD(r,N) weighted spray space for any r ∈ R and N ̸= 1, in which the
requirement J ′′ ≤ 0 (with J defined as in Proposition 3.1) is replaced by the condition

J ′′

J
−
(
N − 2

N − 1

)(
J ′

J

)2

+ r ≤ 0 (22)
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(see Theorem 4.6 below for the motivation for this definition in the case r = 0). Let Γ be a spray
on a Riemannian surface (M, g) and suppose for simplicity that Γ is metric. Let ω = e−φωg

be a volume form on M . Let TTM+ := {ξ ∈ TTM | θ2(ξ) > 0} and define a function
z : TTM+ → R by

z(ξ) :=
ψ(ξ)− kθ1(ξ)

θ2(ξ)
.

A straightforward modification of Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.3 and their proofs shows that
(22) holds for every transversal Γ-Jacobi field if and only if

−Q+Bz − N − 2

N − 1
(z − dφ)2 + r ≤ 0 on TTM+, (23)

where
Q := K + k2 + Γ(dφ)− (dφ)2 − E2k and B := V k − 2dφ.

Note thatQ andB are functions on TM . Since, by linear independence of the one forms ψ−kθ1
and θ2, the function z can attain any value on each fiber of TTM+, the expression on the left
hand side of (23), viewed as a polynomial in z whose coefficients are functions on TM , must be
nonnegative for all values of z. For N /∈ [1, 2] this is equivalent to

Q− dφ ·B − N − 1

N − 2
· B

2

4
≥ r on TM,

or

K + k2 + Γ(dφ)− E2k −
((N − 1)V k − 2 dφ)2

4(N − 1)(N − 2)
− (dφ)2

N − 1
≥ r on TM.

We remark that when Γ is the geodesic spray, i.e. k = 0, the expression on the left hand side
equals the generalized Ricci curvature of the weighted Riemannian manifold (M, g, ω).

4 Brunn-Minkowski for sprays
Fix a two-dimensional weighted spray space (M,Γ, ω). Given two subsets A,B ⊆ M and
0 < λ < 1, we define

MΓ(A,B;λ) := {γ(λ) | γ is a Γ-geodesic , γ(0) ∈ A, γ(1) ∈ B} .

For example, if M = R2 and Γ is the flat spray, thenMΓ(A,B;λ) = (1− λ)A+ λB, where
+ denotes Minkowski summation. IfM is a Riemannian surface and Γ is its geodesic spray, then
MΓ(A,B;λ) is similar to the operation defined in [6, 20], except that in our definition we do not
require the geodesics in the definition ofMΓ(A,B;λ) to be minimizing.

Denote by µ the unique Borel measure on M which satisfies

µ(A) =

∫
A

ω
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for every open setA ⊆M . In this section we characterize, under some assumptions on the spray,
two-dimensional weighted spray spaces (M,Γ, ω) satisfying the Brunn-Minkowski inequality

µ(MΓ(A,B;λ))1/2 ≥ (1− λ) · µ(A)1/2 + λ · µ(B)1/2 (BM)

for every nonempty Borel subsets A,B ⊆M .

Theorem 4.1. Let (M,Γ, ω) be a simple, nonnegatively curved, two-dimensional weighted spray
space. Suppose that Γ is projectively Finsler-metrizable. Then (BM) holds for every nonempty
Borel subsets A,B ⊆M of positive measure and every 0 < λ < 1.

The central tool in the proof of Theorem 4.1 is Theorem 4.4 below, which is a needle decom-
position theorem for sprays, similar to (and generalizing) the horocyclic needle decomposition
theorem [1, Theorem 3.1].

Definition 4.2 (Jacobi needle). Let M be a two-dimensional oriented manifold, let Γ be a spray
on M and let ω be a volume form on M . Let γ = γ(t) be a Γ-geodesic. A measure µ on M
will be called a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle along γ if there exists a transversal Γ-Jacobi field S along
γ such that

µ = γ# (J(t)dt) , (24)

where
J(t) := ω(γ̇(t), S(t))

and # denotes pushforward. A Dirac mass (i.e. a measure supported on a single point) is also
considered a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle.

Intuitively, a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle should be thought of as the restriction of ω to an infinites-
imally thin strip made out of Γ-geodesics. It is intuitively clear that the notion of a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi
needle depends only on the projective class of Γ. Let us prove this fact, which will be useful for
us.

Lemma 4.3. Let ω be a volume form on a two-dimensional manifold M and let Γ and Γ̃ be
projectively-equivalent sprays on TM . Then every (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle is also a (Γ̃, ω)-Jacobi
needle.

Proof. Suppose that µ is a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle. We may assume that µ is not a Dirac mass
(because then the statement is trivial), whence it takes the form (24), with γ, S, J as in Definition
4.2. Let F (s, t) be a variation through Γ-geodesics such that S = F∗(∂s|s=0). Since Γ and Γ̃
are projectively-equivalent, their geodesics differ by an orientation-preserving reparametrization.
Thus there exists a smooth function t = t(s, τ), strictly increasing in τ , such that the following
holds: if we set

F̃ (s, τ) = F (s, t(s, τ)) (25)

then the curve
τ 7→ F̃ (s, τ)
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is a Γ̃-geodesic for every s. In particular,

γ̃(τ) = F̃ (0, τ) = F (0, t(0, τ)) = γ(t(0, τ))

is a Γ̃-geodesic, and the vector field

S̃ = F̃∗(∂s|s=0)

along γ̃ is a Γ̃-Jacobi field induced by the variation F̃ . By the chain rule,

S̃ = F∗(∂s|s=0) +
∂t

∂s
· F∗(∂t|s=0) = S +

∂t

∂s
· γ̇.

Thus
ω( ˙̃γ, S̃) = ω((∂t/∂τ)γ̇, S + (∂t/∂s)γ̇) = (∂t/∂τ)ω(γ̇, S)

and therefore

µ = γ#(ω(γ̇, S)dt) = γ̃#((∂t/∂τ)ω(γ̇, S)dτ) = γ̃#(ω( ˙̃γ, S̃)dτ).

It follows that µ is a (Γ̃, ω)-Jacobi needle.

Theorem 4.4 (Needle decomposition for pFm sprays). Let M be a two-dimensional manifold,
let Γ be a projectively Finsler-metrizable spray on M and let ω be a volume form on M . Let
ρ1, ρ2 :M → [0,∞) be compactly-supported measurable functions with∫

M

ρ1ω =

∫
M

ρ2ω <∞.

Then there is a collection Λ of disjoint Γ-geodesics, a measure ν on Λ and a family {µγ}γ∈Λ of
Borel measures on M such that the following hold:

(i) For ν-almost every γ ∈ Λ, the measure µγ is a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle along γ.

(ii) (“disintegration of measure”) For any measurable set S ⊆M ,∫
S

ω =

∫
Λ

µγ(S)dν(γ). (26)

(iii) (“mass balance”) For ν-almost any γ ∈ Λ,∫
M

ρ1dµγ =

∫
M

ρ2dµγ, (27)

and moreover ∫
M

ρ1dµγ+ ≤
∫
M

ρ2dµγ+ (28)

whenever γ+ is a positive end of γ. Here a curve γ+ is said to be a positive end of γ if it
is a restriction of γ to a subinterval with the same upper endpoint, and the measure µγ+ is
the restriction of µγ to the image of γ+.
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Proof. If M is a geodesically-convex Finsler manifold and Γ is its geodesic spray, then the
conclusion follows directly from [1, Theorem 4.7], except that the notion of a Jacobi needle is
not discussed there, but we shall deal with this point below.

By assumption, there exists a geodesically convex Finsler metric F on M such that Γ is
projectively equivalent to the geodesic spray of F . Since the geodesics of F coincide with Γ-
geodesics as oriented curves, we immediately obtain conclusions (ii),(iii) of Theorem 4.4 for our
spray Γ. It remains to prove conclusion (i), namely, that µγ is a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle for ν-almost
every γ. To this end we recall some facts and notations from the proof of [1, Theorem 4.7].

For ν-almost every measure µγ , either µγ is a Dirac mass, in which case it is trivially a
(Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle, or else it takes the following form. There exist

1. a Borel set B ⊆ R2 of the form

B =
{
(y, t) ∈ R2 ; y ∈ Y, ay < t < by

}
, (29)

where Y ⊆ R is a Borel set and ay, by are measurable in y with ay < by, and

2. a locally-Lipschitz function F : B → M such that F (y, ·) is a constant-speed geodesic of
F for almost every y ∈ Y ,

and µγ is given by
µγ := γ# (c · | det dF (y0, t)|dt)

for some y0 ∈ Y and some c > 0. In particular F is differentiable in (y0, t) for all t ∈ (ay0 , by0).
The determinant here is defined by det dF = (F ∗ω)(∂y, ∂t). It is also proved in Lemma 4.9 in
[1] that the function t 7→ det dF (y0, t) does not change sign. By precomposing F with a map of
the form (y, t) 7→ (ℓ(y), t) where ℓ is affine, we may assume that y0 = 0, det dF (y0, t) > 0 for
all t, and c = 1. It is also not hard to replace F (which is only known to be locally-Lipschitz) by
a smooth variation through geodesics of F which has the same Jacobian determinant at s = 0.
We then immediately see that µγ is a ΓF -Jacobi needle, where ΓF is the geodesic spray of F .
Since Γ is projectively equivalent to ΓF , it follows from Lemma 4.3 that µγ is a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi
needle.

With the needle decomposition theorem at hand, we are now ready to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The proof is practically the same as the proof of [1, Theorem 1.1]. The
idea is to use Theorem 4.4 to decompose the measure µ into a family of (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needles,
prove Brunn-Minkowski on each needle (Lemma 4.5) using the assumption of nonpositive cur-
vature of the spray, and then integrate the one-dimensional inequalities to obtain (BM).

Let A,B ⊆M be nonempty, Borel measurable sets and let 0 < λ < 1. The setMΓ(A,B;λ)
is Lebesgue measurable. Indeed, the set

{(x, y,m) | x, y ∈M, m ∈MΓ({x}, {y};λ)}
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is a closed subset of M2 ×M , and we have

MΓ(A,B;λ) = π2
(
π−1
1 (A×B)

)
,

where π1 : M2 × M → M2 and π2 : M2 × M → M are the projections, which are Borel-
measurable.

We may assume, by a standard approximation argument, that both A and B are compact, and
in particular, µ(A) and µ(B) are finite. Apply Theorem 4.4 with

ρ1 =
χA

µ(A)
and ρ2 =

χB

µ(B)
(30)

to obtain measures {µγ}γ∈Λ and ν with the properties (i)-(iii) in Theorem 4.4. Here χA is the
indicator function of the set A. By (27) and (30), for ν-almost any γ ∈ Λ, if 0 < µγ(A) < ∞
then

µγ(A)

µ(A)
=
µγ(B)

µ(B)
. (31)

Since A has finite measure, by (26) we know that µγ(A) <∞ for ν-almost any γ ∈ Λ.

Lemma 4.5. For ν-almost any γ ∈ Λ, if 0 < µγ(A) <∞ then

µγ(MΓ(A,B;λ))1/2 ≥ (1− λ)µγ(A)
1/2 + λµγ(B)1/2. (32)

Proof. For ν-almost any γ ∈ Λ, the measure µγ is a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle along γ. From the def-
inition of a (Γ, ω)-Jacobi needle and the assumption that Γ is nonnegatively curved with respect
to ω, it follows that there exists an interval I ⊆ R and a measure m on I with a concave density,
such that µγ = γ#m. From the definition ofMΓ(A,B;λ), it suffices to prove that

m(M(Ã, B̃;λ))1/2 ≥ (1− λ) ·m(Ã)1/2 + λ ·m(B̃)1/2,

where Ã := γ−1(A), B̃ := γ−1(B) and

M(Ã, B̃;λ) := {(1− λ)a+ λb | a ∈ Ã, b ∈ B̃, a ≤ b}.

From this point the proof is identical to the proof in [1, Section 3.2], using conclusion (iii) of
Theorem 4.4 together with a variant of the one-dimensional Borell-Brascamp-Lieb inequality.

We now integrate inequality (32) over γ to obtain inequality (BM). By (26), (32) and (31),
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µ(MΓ(A,B;λ))
(26)
=

∫
Λ

µγ (MΓ(A,B;λ)) dν(γ)

(32)
≥
∫
Λ

(
(1− λ)µγ(A)

1/2 + λµγ(B)1/2
)2
dν(γ)

=

∫
Λ

µγ(A)

(
(1− λ) + λ

(
µγ(B)

µγ(A)

)1/2
)2

dν(γ)

(31)
=

∫
Λ

µγ(A)

(
(1− λ) + λ

(
µ(B)

µ(A)

)1/2
)2

dν(γ)

(26)
= µ(A)

(
(1− λ) + λ

(
µ(B)

µ(A)

)1/2
)2

=
(
(1− λ)µ(A)1/2 + λµ(B)1/2

)2
,

(33)

and (BM) is proved.

One can use the same proof to show that for a two-dimensional, pFm weighted spray space,
and for N ∈ [2,∞) the CD(0, N) condition from Remark 3.7 implies the Brunn-Minkowski
inequality with exponent 1/N .

Theorem 4.6. Let (M,Γ, ω) be a two-dimensional weighted spray space satisfying theCD(0, N)
condition from Remark 3.7 for some N ∈ [2,∞). Suppose that Γ is projectively Finsler-
metrizable. Then for every nonempty Borel subsets A,B ⊆ M of positive measure and every
0 < λ < 1,

µ(MΓ(A,B;λ))1/N ≥ (1− λ) · µ(A)1/N + λ · µ(B)1/N (BM)

where µ is the Borel measure induced by the volume form ω.

We now prove a converse to Theorem 4.1. The end of the ensuing proof is similar to the
proof that if a 1/2-concave measure on the real line has a continuous density then this density
is concave; this is an instance of a more general theorem about s-concave measures in Rn, see
Borell [5]. See also [9, Theorem 3.17]. The only difference, which is completely immaterial to
the proof, is that in our case we only know inequality (36) when x0 ≤ x1.

Proposition 4.7. Let (M,Γ, ω) be a two-dimensional simple weighted spray space. Assume that
(BM) holds for every Borel nonempty A,B ⊆ M and every 0 < λ < 1. Then (M,Γ, ω) is
nonnegatively curved.

Proof. Let γ be a Γ-geodesic and let S be a transversal Γ-Jacobi field along γ. Let F (s, t) :
[−δ0, δ0]× I → M be a variation through curves of Γ which induces the Γ-Jacobi field S along
γ. By transversality of S, we may take F to be a diffeomorphism. Denote

S = F∗(∂/∂s), T = F∗(∂/∂t)
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(which, by our choice of F , is consistent with the previous definition of S at s = 0). By the
definition of a nonpositively curved weighted spray, we should prove that the function

J(t) := ω(γ̇(t), S(t)) = ω(T, S)|s=0

is concave. Let [x0, x0 + ℓ0] and [x1, x1 + ℓ1] be subintervals of I with x0 + ℓ0 ≤ x1 and let
0 < λ < 1. Choose 0 < δ < δ0 and set

A := F ([0, δ]× [x0, x0 + ℓ0]), B := F ([0, δ]× [x1, x1 + ℓ1]).

Since F ∗ω = ω(T, S) dt ∧ ds, we have

µ(A) = δ

∫ x0+ℓ0

x0

J(t)dt+ o(δ), and µ(B) = δ

∫ x1+ℓ1

x1

J(t)dt+ o(δ). (34)

Moreover, since Γ is simple, there is a unique Γ-geodesic joining any two points in F ([0, δ] ×
I), which depends smoothly on its endpoints. Uniqueness implies that we can choose δ small
enough thatMΓ(A,B;λ) ⊆ F ([0, δ]×I), because a Γ-geodesic joiningA toB will not intersect
∂F ([0, δ] × I) twice. The smooth dependence of a Γ-geodesic on its endpoints implies that, for
every ε > 0, we may choose δ small enough that

MΓ(A,B;λ) ⊆ F ([0, δ]× [xλ − ε, xλ + ℓλ + ε])

where
xλ = (1− λ)x0 + λx1 and ℓλ = (1− λ)ℓ0 + λℓ1.

Therefore

µ(MΓ(A,B;λ)) ≤ µ(F ([0, δ]× [xλ − ε, xλ + ℓλ + ε])

= δ

∫ xλ+ℓλ+ε

xλ−ε

J(t)dt+ o(δ).
(35)

Combining (34), (35) and (BM), and taking δ, ε→ 0, we get(∫ xλ+ℓλ

xλ

J(t)dt

)1/2

≥ (1− λ) ·
(∫ x0+ℓ0

x0

J(t)dt

)1/2

+ λ ·
(∫ x1+ℓ1

x1

J(t)dt

)1/2

(36)

for all x0, x1 and ℓ0, ℓ1 as above. By considering the first-order Taylor approximations of the
integrals in (36), we see that if ℓ0, ℓ1 are sufficiently small then

(ℓλJ(xλ))
1/2 ≥ (1− λ) (ℓ0J(x0))1/2 + λ (ℓ1J(x1))

1/2 .

But since both sides are homogeneous in the ℓj , the above inequality holds for all ℓ0, ℓ1 ≥ 0. Set
ℓj = J(xj). Then((

(1− λ)J(x0) + λJ(x1)
)
J(xλ)

)1/2
≥ (1− λ)J(x0) + λJ(x1),

whence J(xλ) ≥ (1 − λ)J(x0) + λJ(x1). Since x0, x1 are arbitrary, we conclude that J is
concave.
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Corollary 4.8. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface, let Γ = E1+kV be a simple, proper metric
spray on M and let ω = e−φωg be a volume form on M . The following are equivalent:

1. The spray Γ is magnetic with respect to the metric e−4φg, and

K + k2 + Γ(dφ)− (dφ)2 − E2k ≥ 0. (37)

In particular, if ω = ωg then Γ is magnetic with repect to g and

K + κ2 − |∇κ| ≥ 0, (38)

where κ is the geodesic curvature function of Γ.

2. Inequality (BM) holds for every Borel, nonempty subsets A,B ⊆M and every 0 < λ < 1.

Proof. Assume that 1 holds. By Corollary 3.5, the weighted spray space (M,Γ, ω) is nonneg-
atively curved. Let A,B be Borel, nonempty subsets of M . By an approximation argument,
we may assume that both are compact. Since Γ is proper, there exists a Γ-convex open set U
containing A and B, and by Proposition 2.15, the restriction of Γ to U is Finsler-metrizable; we
may assume without loss of generality that M = U . If A,B have positive measure, inequality
(BM) then follows from Theorem 4.1.

Suppose that one of the sets has zero measure. In the case where µ(A) = µ(B) = 0,
inequality (BM) holds trivially. Suppose that µ(A) = 0 but µ(B) > 0. Since A is non-empty, we
may pick a point a ∈ A. For t > 0 define a map Ht :M →M by

Ht(x) = expa

(
t · exp−1

a (x)
)
, (39)

where exp := expΓ, and observe that

MΓ(A,B;λ) ⊇MΓ({a}, B;λ) = Hλ(B).

Thus, since A has measure zero, in order to prove (BM) it suffices to show that for 0 < λ < 1,

µ(Hλ(B)) ≥ λ2 · µ(B).

Let ω̃ = exp∗
a ω and let µ̃ be the Borel measure on TaM induced by the volume form ω̃. Making

a change of variables via the map expa, which is a C1 diffeomorphism since Γ is simple, and
using (39), the last inequality becomes

µ̃(λB̃) ≥ λ2 · µ̃(B̃),

where B̃ := exp−1
a (B) ⊆ TaM . Introduce polar coordinates (r, θ) on TaM , and write ω̃ =

J(r, θ) dr ∧ dθ for a smooth function J on TaM \ {0}. By Fubini’s theorem, it suffices to prove
that for every θ and every measurable subset S ⊆ R,∫

λS

J(r, θ)dr ≥ λ2
∫
S

J(r, θ)dr.
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If we set T := (expa)∗∂r and S := (expa)∗∂θ then J = ω(T, S), and the vector field S is a
Γ-Jacobi field along each Γ-geodesic of the form r 7→ expa((r cos θ, r sin θ)) whose tangent is
T . Thus the function r 7→ J(r, θ) is concave for every θ since (M,Γ, ω) is nonnegatively curved.
Moreover J → 0 as r → 0 since d expa is the identity at the origin. We therefore have∫

λS

J(r, θ)dr = λ

∫
S

J(λr, θ)dr = λ

∫
S

J((1− λ) · 0 + λ · r, θ)dr ≥ λ2
∫
S

J(r, θ)dr,

as desired. The case µ(B) = 0 and µ(A) > 0 follows by reversing the spray Γ (i.e. replacing it
with the spray whose geodesics are Γ-geodesics traversed backwards) and applying the previous
case. This finishes the proof of the implication 1 =⇒ 2.

The implication 2 =⇒ 1 follows from Proposition 4.7 and Corollary 3.5.

5 Examples
In this section we give some examples of two-dimensional weighted spray spaces satisfying
(BM).

Consider the case of constant curvature K ≡ const, and ω = ωg. By Corollary 4.8, for
a simple, proper metric spray, the Brunn-Minkowski inequality (BM) holds if and only if the
spray is magnetic with respect to the metric of constant curvature gK and the geodesic curvature
function κ satisfies (38). Define

cotK x :=


√
K cot(

√
Kx) K > 0,

1/x K = 0,√
−K coth(

√
−Kx) K < 0.

Then (38) holds if and only if either κ = cotK(f), where f is smooth, 1-Lipschitz function on
M , or K ≤ 0 and κ ≡

√
−K.

Example 5.1 (Horocycles). On the hyperbolic plane we can take κ ≡ 1. The resulting spray
has as its geodesics constant-speed horocycles. Inequality (BM) for this spray was proved in [1].
Since this spray is simple, metric and proper, (BM) for horocycles follows from Corollary 4.8.

Example 5.2 (Norwich Spirals). Take M = R2 \ {0} with the flat metric g0 = dx2 + dy2 and
κ = 1/r where r =

√
x2 + y2. The geodesics of the corresponding spray are either circles

centered at the origin, or so-called Norwich spirals [22] which are curves of the form

γa,b(t) = a(t2 + 1)ei(t−2 arctan t+b), t ∈ R (40)

for a > 0 and b ∈ (−π, π], reparametrized to have constant speed. This spray is not simple (its
geodesics self-intersect), but it is projectively Finsler-metrizable by the Randers metric

F =
√
dx2 + dy2 − rdθ.
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Indeed, d(rdθ) = dr ∧ dθ = (1/r)(r dr ∧ dθ) = (1/r)ωg0 . The parametrization (40) is in
fact proportional to arclength with respect to F , hence completeness (and in particular geodesic
convexity) of the metric follows from completeness of the flow of the spray and the Hopf-Rinow
theorem. Thus by Theorem 4.1, this weighted spray space satisfies (BM). Analogues of the
Norwich spirals exist on the (punctured) sphere and hyperbolic plane and also satisfy (BM).

Example 5.3 (Seiffert Spirals). Take M = S2 ⊆ R3 with the round metric g1. Consider the
magnetic spray on S2 whose geodesic curvature function is κ = z, where z is the third coordinate
in R3. The geodesics of this spray which pass through the poles are known as Seiffert spirals
[10]. If ϕ denotes spherical distance from the north pole, then z = cos(ϕ) = cot(f) where
f = arccot(cos(ϕ)) is a smooth, 1-Lipschitz function on S2. Thus by the discussion above,
(38) is satisfied. If ϕ, θ are spherical coordinates, then the 1-form η = (sin2 ϕ/2)dθ satisfies
dη = cosϕ sinϕ dϕ ∧ dθ = cosϕωg1 , hence the geodesic spray of the Randers metric

√
g1 − η

is projectively equivalent to this spray. This metric is geodesically convex by compactness and
the Hopf-Rinow theorem. It thus follows from Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 3.5 that this spray
satisfies (BM).

Example 5.4 (Circular arcs). Let 0 < r ≤ R, letD ⊆ R2 be an open disc of radius r and consider
the spray on D whose geodesics are arcs of circles of radius R, parametrized proportionally to
Euclidean arclength. This spray is simple, metric and magnetic (with respect to the Euclidean
metric) and inequality (38) holds (with K ≡ 0 and κ ≡ 1/R). Thus this spray satisfies (BM) by
Corollary 4.8.

Example 5.5 (Perturbation). Under the assumptions and notation of Corollary 4.8, if inequality
(37) is strict, then a C1-small perturbation of k and/or a C2-small perturbation of φ will preserve
inequality (BM), as long as the perturbed spray is still simple. For example, a simple metric
spray on a spherical cap which is C1-close to the geodesic spray will satisfy (BM) with respect
to the standard area measure, and the circular spray from Example 5.4 will satisfy (BM) with
respect to a C2-small density on D.
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Fac. Sci., Éditions Jacques Gabay, Sceaux, 1993.

[9] Dharmadhikari, S. & Joag-Dev, K., Unimodality, convexity, and applications. Probab. Math.
Statist. Academic Press, Inc., Boston, MA, 1988.
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