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Abstract. In this article, we investigate the focal locus of closed (not necessarily compact) sub-
manifolds in a forward complete Finsler manifold. The main goal is to show that the associated
normal exponential map is regular in the sense of F.W. Warner (Am. J. of Math., 87, 1965). As
a consequence, we show that the normal exponential is non-injective near any tangent focal point.
Extending the ideas of Warner, we study the connected components of the regular focal locus. This
allows us to identify an open and dense subset, on which the focal time maps are smooth, provided
they are finite. We explicitly compute the derivative at a point of differentiability. As an application
of the local form of the normal exponential map, following R.L. Bishop’s work (Proc. Amer. Math.
Soc., 65, 1977), we express the tangent cut locus as the closure of a certain set of points, called the
separating tangent cut points. This strengthens the results from the present authors’ previous work
(J. Geom. Anal., 34, 2024).
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1. Introduction

One of the primary aspects of Riemannian geometry is the study of geodesics, which are locally
distance minimizing curves. A geodesic always arises as the solution to a first-order initial value
problem, which lets us define the exponential map. Given a complete Riemannian manifold, it is a
smooth map from the tangent bundle to the base manifold. The singularities of the exponential map
are of particular interest, as they are related to variations of geodesics. For a given submanifold,
one can define the normal bundle of it, and the restriction of the exponential map is then called the
normal exponential map. The focal locus of the submanifold consists of the critical values of the
normal exponential map. A closely related concept is that of the cut locus, originally introduced by
Henri Poincaré [Poi05]. The cut locus of a submanifold consists of points, beyond which a globally
distance-minimizing geodesic from the submanifold fails to be distance-minimizing. Both the cut
locus and the focal locus have been studied extensively in the literature, see [Mye35, Mye36, Kob67,
Tho72, Buc77, Wol79, Sak96].

Finsler manifolds are a natural generalization of the Riemannian ones, which were first studied by
P. Finsler in his dissertation [Fin51]. A Finsler metric on a manifold is a parametrized collection of
Minkowski norms on each tangent space, which allows us to measure the length of a tangent vector.
With this generality, we encounter certain challenges as well, primarily stemming from the fact that
we cannot measure the angle between two tangent vectors, unlike the case of a Riemannian metric.
Still, most of the results in Riemannian geometry can be translated to Finsler geometry, with suitable
modifications. See [AP94, BCS00, She01, Oht21, BP24] for a survey of results. In particular, the
notions of cut and focal loci have their counterpart in a Finsler manifold.

The study of submanifolds in a Finsler manifold has been sporadic [Run59, Bej00, MS01, Li11,
JS15]. One of the first hurdles to cross is that in the absence of an inner product, the suitable
generalization of a normal bundle of a submanifold is no longer a vector bundle, and it is only a
topological manifold (see Definition 2.7). In [BP24], we have systematically studied the cut locus
of a submanifold in a Finsler manifold, and have shown that most of the well-known results in the
Riemannian context still hold true. In the same spirit, in this article we study the focal locus of a
submanifold in a Finsler manifold.

The primary goal of this article is to show that the normal exponential map associated to a
submanifold in a Finsler manifold is regular in the sense of [War65], which is proved in Theorem 4.2.
Along the way, we obtain Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 4.15, which were stated without proofs in
[Heb81] for submanifolds of a Riemannian manifold. For completeness, we give detailed proofs in
the Finsler setup. As a consequence, in Theorem 4.17, we obtain local normal forms for the normal
exponential map near certain regular tangent focal points (see Definition 4.4). This culminates in
the following interesting result.

Theorem A (Theorem 4.19). The normal exponential map of a submanifold in a (forward) complete
Finsler manifold is not injective in any neighborhood of a tangent focal point.

Let us point out why the above result is quite striking. In general, a smooth map can have
singularities, and yet be globally injective. As an example, consider the map x 7→ x3 on R, which has
a singularity at the origin, and yet is globally injective; indeed, it is a homeomorphism. On the other
hand, by the inverse function theorem, a non-singular map is locally injective. The above theorem
can be thought of as a partial converse to this statement for the normal exponential map. This
was originally proved for the exponential map expp : TpM → M at a point p of an analytic Finsler
manifold in [ML32] and later for C∞ manifold in [Sav43]. Warner proved the same for any smooth
Riemannian or Finsler manifold, using a different method. Warner’s approach led to a detailed study
of the exponential map, which is interesting in itself. In recent years, similar results have been proved
for the sub-Riemannian exponential maps as well [BK23, BK24].

Building upon the ideas of [War65], in Theorem 4.10 we study the connected components of
the regular tangent focal locus. In particular, we assign a pair of integers to each component.
Next, we study the higher order focal time maps (Definition 4.11), which are seen to be continuous
(Corollary 3.9). In [IT01], assuming finiteness, they were also shown to be locally Lipschitz continuous
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in the Riemannian setup, whence such maps are differentiable almost everywhere by Rademacher’s
theorem. We have the following result.

Theorem B (Theorem 4.14). Given a submanifold in a forward complete Finsler manifold, if the
jth-focal time map λj is finite, then λj is smooth on an open and dense subset of the unit normal
bundle.

In Proposition 4.13, we have also computed the derivative of λj explicitly at a point of differentia-
bility as in the above theorem.

Next, we look at the first tangent focal locus in particular, which, as the name suggests, consists
of the first tangent focal locus encountered along a geodesic emanating from a submanifold. It is
well-known that if a point is in the cut locus, then either it is the endpoint of at least two distinct
distance minimizing geodesics, or it is a first focal locus. Furthermore, the points where two or more
distance minimizing geodesic meet, called separating points in this article, are dense in the cut locus
[BP24]. Both the cut points and separating points have their counterparts in the normal bundle,
respectively called the tangent cut points, and the separating tangent cut points. In the same vein
as [Bis77], we prove the following.

Theorem C (Theorem 4.25). Given a compact submanifold of a forward complete Finsler manifold,
the set of tangent cut points is the closure of the set of separating tangent cut points.

As a corollary, we reprove part of [BP24, Theorem 4.8], which states that the separating set is
dense in the cut locus.

Notations and Conventions. Throughout this article, boldface symbols, e.g. u,v,x,y, will always
denote a tangent vector. For any v 6= 0, the unit vector is denoted as v̂ := v

F (v)
, where F is the

Finsler metric. The unique geodesic with initial velocity v is denoted by γv (Equation 4). The normal
exponential map restricted to the complement of the zero section is denoted as E , which is a smooth
map (Equation 6). Given any bundle E, by X ∈ ΓE we shall mean that X is a section of E defined
locally over an unspecified open set of the base.

Organization of the article. In section 2, we recall some necessary concepts from Finsler geometry.
Then, in section 3, we state and prove some useful results about the focal locus of a submanifold,
that are well-known in the Riemannian context. Next, in section 4 we prove the main results of this
article. We have deferred some technical results involving second order tangent vectors needed in
this section to the Appendix A. Finally, in section 5 we pose a few open questions that have arisen
from this work.

2. Preliminaries on Finsler Geometry

In this section, we collect a few definitions and results from Finsler geometry. We refer to [BCS00,
She01, Oht21, Pet06, JS15, BP24] as primary references.

2.1. Finsler Metric.

Definition 2.1. LetM be a smooth manifold, and TM denotes its tangent bundle. A Finsler metric
on M is a continuous function F : TM → R satisfying the following properties.

(1) F is smooth on T̂M := TM \ 0.
(2) For any p ∈ TM , the restriction Fp := F

∣∣
TpM

is a Minkowski norm, i.e.,

• for any λ > 0 and v ∈ TpM \ {0}, we have Fp(λv) = λFp(v), and
• for all v ∈ TpM \ {0}, the symmetric tensor gv on TpM , called the fundamental tensor,
is positive definite, where

gv(v1,v2) :=
1

2

∂2

∂s1∂s2

∣∣∣∣
s1=s2=0

(Fp(v + s1v1 + s2v2))
2 . (1)

F is reversible if F (−v) = F (v) holds for all v ∈ T̂M .
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For v ∈ TpM \ 0, the associated Cartan tensor on TpM is a symmetric 3-tensor defined as

Cv(v1,v2,v3) :=
1

4

∂3

∂s1∂s2∂s3

∣∣∣∣
s1=s2=s3=0

(Fp(v + s1v1 + s2v2 + s3v3))
2 . (2)

For each v ∈ TpM \ 0 and u,w ∈ TpM , we have the following relations

Cv(v,u,w) = Cv(u,v,w) = Cv(u,w,v) = 0. (3)

We extend the definition of the fundamental tensor and the Cartan tensor to vector fields. For any

V ∈ ΓT̂M and X, Y, Z ∈ ΓTM defined near p ∈M , we denote

gV (X, Y )(p) := gVp
(Xp, Yp), CV (X, Y, Z)(p) := CVp

(Xp, Yp, Zp) .

2.1.1. Chern Connection. Unlike the Levi-Civita connection in the Riemannian context, we do not
get a canonical connection that is both torsion free and metric compatible in a suitable sense. In this
article, we consider the Chern connection, which is a family of torsionless connections on a Finsler
manifold.

Definition 2.2. [Rad04, Jav14a] For each V ∈ ΓT̂M , we have a unique affine connection

∇V : ΓTM ⊗ ΓTM → ΓTM,

called the Chern connection, satisfying the following conditions for any X, Y, Z ∈ ΓTM .

• (Torsion freeness) ∇V
XY −∇V

YX = [X, Y ].
• (Almost metric compatibility)X(gV (Y, Z)) = gV (∇V

XY, Z)+gV (Y,∇
V
XZ)+2CV (∇V

XV, Y, Z).

The value of ∇V
XY |p depends on the values of V and X only at p, and consequently ∇v

xY |p is
well-defined for any vector v,x ∈ TpM with v 6= 0, and for any vector field Y defined near p.

Similarly, given a curve γ : [a, b] → M and V ∈ Γγ∗T̂M , one can define ∇V
XY ∈ Γγ∗TM for any

X, Y ∈ Γγ∗TM . This leads to defining a covariant derivative along a γ.

Definition 2.3. [Jav14a] Given a curve γ : [a, b] → M and W ∈ Γγ∗T̂M , the covariant derivative
along γ is defined as

DW
γ : Γγ∗TM → Γγ∗TM,

which satisfies the following.

• For any X, Y ∈ Γγ∗TM and scalars α, β ∈ R we have

DW
γ (αX + βY ) = αDW

γ X + βDW
γ Y.

• For any X ∈ Γγ∗TM and a smooth function f : [a, b] → R, we have

DW
γ (fX) =

df

dt
X + fDW

γ X.

• For any X, Y ∈ Γγ∗TM , we have

d

dt
gW (X, Y ) = gW

(
DW

γ X, Y
)
+ gW

(
X,DW

γ Y
)
+ 2CW

(
DW

γ W,X, Y
)
.

If for some curve γ we have γ̇(t) 6= 0 for all time, then we shall use the notations

Ẋ := Dγ̇
γX, Ẍ := Dġ

γẊ = Dγ̇
γD

γ̇
γX, for any X ∈ Γγ∗TM,

provided the curve γ is understood from the context. A vector field X ∈ Γγ∗TM is said to be parallel
with respect to γ if Ẋ = 0. In particular, γ itself is called parallel if γ̈ = 0, which are precisely the
geodesics.
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2.2. Geodesics and Jacobi Fields. Let us denote the space of piecewise smooth paths γ : [a, b] →
M as P = P([a, b]). We have two functionals defined on this path space, namely the length and the
energy functionals.

L : P −→ R

γ 7−→

∫ b

a

F (γ̇(t))dt
,

E : P −→ R

γ 7−→
1

2

∫ b

a

F (γ̇(t))2dt.

A curve γ ∈ P is a geodesic if it is a critical point of the energy functional with respect to proper
variations. Recall that given a piecewise smooth vector field W ∈ Γγ∗TM , a W -variation of γ is a
piecewise smooth map Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ)× [a, b] →M satisfying

Λ(0, t) = γ(t),
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Λ(s, t) =W (t),

for all (s, t) in the domain. The variation is proper if W (a) = 0 = W (b), or equivalently, if
Λ(s, a) = γ(a) and Λ(s, b) = γ(b) for all s. Geodesics are locally distance minimizing, where we
have the Finsler distance between p, q ∈M defined as

d(p, q) = inf {L(γ) | γ ∈ P, γ(a) = p, γ(b) = q} .

In general, geodesics fail to be globally distance minimizing. We say a geodesic γ is a global distance
minimizer (or simply a minimizer) if γ is unit-speed, and d(γ(a), γ(b)) = b− a = L(γ).

Geodesics are precisely the solutions to an initial value problem known as the geodesic equation
(e.g., [Oht21, Equation 3.15]), which can be written succinctly as γ̈ = 0 with the notation introduced
earlier. As such, geodesics are always smooth, and given a vector v ∈ TpM , we have a unique maximal
geodesic γv : [0, ℓ] →M satisfying

γv(0) = p, γ̇v(0) = v. (4)

Note that, unlike Riemannian geometry, due to the asymmetry of the Finsler metric, the reversed
curve γ̄ : [0, ℓ] →M defined by γ̄(t) = γ(ℓ− t) need not be a geodesic. Nevertheless, γ̄ is a geodesic
with initial velocity −γ̇(ℓ) for the reverse Finsler metric F̄ defined by F̄ (v) = F (−v) for all v ∈ TM
[Oht21, Section 2.5].

A Finsler manifold (M,F ) is said to be forward complete if for all v ∈ TM , the geodesic γv is
defined for all time [0,∞). We say (M,F ) is backward complete if (M, F̄ ) is forward complete. By
the Hopf-Rinow theorem ([Oht21, Theorem 3.21]), if a Finsler manifold (M,F ) is either forward or
backward complete, then given any two points p, q ∈M there exists a minimizer with respect to F ,
and another (possibly distinct) minimizer with respect to F̄ joining p to q. Throughout this article,
we shall assume (M,F ) to be a forward complete Finsler manifold, unless otherwise stated.

Definition 2.4. The exponential map exp : TM → M at a point p ∈ M is defined as expp(v) =
γv(1) for any v ∈ TpM , where γv : [0,∞) → M is the unique geodesic starting at p with initial
velocity v.

It follows from the theory of ordinary differential equation that the exponential map is smooth on

T̂M , but only C1 on the whole tangent bundle, see [BCS00, Section 5.3] for details.

2.2.1. Jacobi Fields. Given a geodesic γ : [a, b] → M , consider a geodesic variation Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ) ×
[a, b] → M of γ, that is, for each −ǫ < s < ǫ we require the curve Λs : [a, b] → M given by
Λs(t) := Λ(s, t) to be a geodesic.

Definition 2.5. Let γ : [a, b] → M be a geodesic. A vector field J ∈ Γγ∗TM along γ is called a
Jacobi field along γ if there exists a geodesic variation Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ)× [a, b] →M of γ satisfying

∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Λ(s, t) = J(t), t ∈ [a, b].
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Given a geodesic γ : [a, b] → M , and for any U,W ∈ Γγ∗TM , one can define a tensor field
Rγ(γ̇, U)W along γ (see [Jav14a, Jav14b]). Then, a vector field J ∈ Γγ∗TM is a Jacobi field if and
only if it satisfies the Jacobi equation

Dγ̇
γD

γ̇
γJ −Rγ(γ̇, J)γ̇ = 0. (5)

Since the Jacobi equation is a second order ODE, given the initial data, u,v ∈ Tγ(a)M , there exists

a unique Jacobi field J along γ satisfying, J(a) = u and J̇(a) = Dγ̇
γJ(a) = v. In particular, the

collection of all Jacobi fields along γ forms a vector space of dimension 2 dimM . Let us make an
important observation regarding the zeros of a Jacobi field.

Lemma 2.6. Given a non-vanishing Jacobi field J along a geodesic γ : [0, ℓ] →M , if J(t0) = 0 for

some 0 ≤ t0 ≤ ℓ, then J̇(t0) 6= 0. Moreover, the zeros of J are isolated.

Proof. Suppose J(t0) = 0 for some 0 ≤ t0 ≤ ℓ. If possible, suppose J̇(t0) = 0. If t0 = 0, then
we must J ≡ 0, by the uniqueness of Jacobi fields. Suppose t0 > 0. We have geodesic variation
Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ) × [0, ℓ] → M such that J(t) = ∂

∂s
|s=0Λ(s, t). Define Λ̄ : (−ǫ, ǫ) × [0, t0] → M by

Λ̄(s, t) = Λ̄(s, t0 − t). Then, Λ̄ is a geodesic variation with respect to the reverse Finsler metric F̄ .
In particular, J̄(t) := ∂

∂s
|s=0Λ̄(s, t) = −J(t) is a Jacobi field along the geodesic γ̄(t) = γ(t0 − t)

defined on [0, t0], with respect to F̄ . By our assumption,

0 =
Dγ

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=t0

J(t) =
∂2

∂t∂s

∣∣∣∣
(t0,0)

Λ(s, t) = −
∂2

∂t∂s

∣∣∣∣
(0,0)

Λ̄(s, t) = −
Dγ̄

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

J̄(t).

But then J̄ ≡ 0 along γ̄, as the initial conditions are J̄(0) = 0 and Dγ̄

dt
|t=0J̄(t) = 0. Consequently,

we have J ≡ 0 along γ, a contradiction. Hence, J(t0) = 0 implies J̇(t0) 6= 0.
Now, let us fix some frame of parallel vector fields {e1(t), . . . , en(t)} along γ, near t0, where

n = dimM . We can write, J =
∑n

i=1 J
i(t)ei(t) near t0. Since ėi = 0, we have 0 6= J̇(t0) =∑

J̇ i(t0)ei(t0). Hence, for some 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n we get J i0(t0) = 0 but J̇ i0(t0) 6= 0. Consequently,
J i0 is locally injective near t0, and in particular, J i0 is non-zero in a deleted neighborhood of t0. It
follows that zeros of J are isolated. �

2.3. Submanifolds in Finsler Manifolds. Given a submanifold N of a Finsler manifold (M,F ),
we consider the normal cone bundle as the natural replacement for normal bundles.

Definition 2.7. Given a submanifold N ⊂M , the set

νp = νp(N) =
{
v ∈ TpM \ {0}

∣∣ gv(v,w) = 0 ∀w ∈ TpN
}
∪ {0}

is called the normal cone of N at p ∈ N . The set ν = ν(N) = ∪p∈Nνp(N) is called the normal
cone bundle of N . The unit normal cone bundle of N is denoted as S(ν) = ∪p∈NS(νp), where
S(νp) := {v ∈ νp | Fp(v) = 1}.

It should be noted that ν(N) is not a vector bundle in general; in fact, it is a cone bundle. That
is to say for any 0 6= v ∈ ν we have λv ∈ ν for all λ ≥ 0. We shall denote ν̂p := νp \ {0},
and ν̂ := ∪p∈N ν̂p is then called the slit cone bundle. It follows that ν̂ (resp. S(ν)) is a smooth
submanifold of TM of dimension dimN + codimN = dimM (resp. dimM − 1), whereas ν is
only a topological submanifold. In Proposition 3.2, we shall see a natural way to identify the tangent
space of ν̂ at some v.

Definition 2.8. Given N ⊂ M , the normal exponential map expν : ν(N) → M is defined as the
restriction of the exponential map to the cone bundle ν(N). We shall denote the restriction to the
smooth submanifold ν̂ ⊂ TM as

E := expν |ν̂ : ν̂ →M, (6)

which is then a smooth map.
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Recall the Legendre transformation L : TM → T ∗M [Oht21, Section 3.2], which is a fiber-wise
homeomorphism, restricting to a C∞-diffeomorphism in the complement of the zero sections. For
any v,w ∈ TM we have

L(v)(w) =

{
gv (v,w) , v 6= 0,

0, v = 0.
(7)

It is easily seen that L maps ν bijectively onto the annihilator bundle of TN . Thus, the cone bundle
ν is fiber-wise (non-linearly) homeomorphic to a vector bundle, and ν̂ is C∞-diffeomorphic to the
complement of the zero section in the annihilator bundle. As a consequence, for any n ∈ ν̂, we can
define a smooth local extension ñ ∈ Γν̂ of n via L.

Given a 0 6= n ∈ νp we have a direct sum decomposition of TpN defined using the fundamental
tensor gn which is nondegenerate. In particular, for any v ∈ TpM with p ∈ N , we can uniquely write

v = v⊤n + v⊥n ∈ TpN ⊕ (TpN)⊥gn . (8)

We then have the second fundamental form of N in the direction of n defined as the symmetric
tensor

Πn : TpN ⊙ TpN −→ (TpN)⊥gn

(x,y) 7−→ −
(
∇ñ

XY |p
)⊥n

,
(9)

where X, Y ∈ ΓTN and ñ ∈ Γν̂ are arbitrary local extensions of x,y,n respectively. The map
is well-defined, as the assignment can be seen to be C∞(N)-linear. Furthermore, as the Chern
connection is torsion-free, we have

Πn (x,y)− Πn (x,y) = (∇n
XY |p −∇n

YX|p)
⊥n = ([X, Y ]p)

⊥n = 0.

In other words, Πn is a symmetric linear map. Taking adjoint with respect to gn, we define the shape
operator An : TpN → TpN of N along n via the equation

gn (Anx,y) = gn (n,Π
n (x,y)) , x,y ∈ TpN. (10)

Lemma 2.9. For any 0 6= n ∈ νp and x ∈ TpN , we have

An(x) =
(
∇ñ

Xñ|p
)⊤n

,

where X ∈ ΓTN, ñ ∈ Γν̂ are arbitrary local extensions of x,n respectively.

Proof. For any y ∈ TpN get an extension Y ∈ ΓTM so that gñ (ñ, Y ) = 0 on points of N . As
X ∈ ΓTN , on points of N we then have

0 = X (gñ (ñ, Y )) = gñ
(
∇ñ

X ñ, Y
)
+ gñ

(
ñ,∇ñ

XY
)
+ 2Cñ

(
∇ñ

Xñ, ñ, Y
)
.

The last term vanishes by Equation 3. Hence, evaluating at p we have

gn (Anx,y) = gn (n,Π
n (x,y))

= gn

(
n,−

(
∇ñ

XY |p
)⊥n

)

= gn
(
n,−∇ñ

XY |p
)
, as gn

(
n,−

(
∇ñ

XY |p
)⊤n

)
= 0

= gn
(
∇ñ

Xñ|p,y
)

= gn

((
∇ñ

Xñ|p
)⊤n

,y
)
, as gn

((
∇ñ

Xñ|p
)⊥n

,y
)
= 0.

Since y ∈ TpN is arbitrary and gn|TpN is nondegenerate, we have the claim. �
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2.4. N-Geodesics and N-Jacobi Fields. Given a submanifold N ⊂ M , we have the subspace of
piecewise smooth paths

PN = PN ([a, b]) = {γ ∈ P([a, b]) | γ(a) ∈ N}

starting at N . For any γ ∈ PN we say γ is a curve joining N to γ(b). Given q ∈ M , the distance
from N to q is then defined as

d(N, q) := inf {L(γ) | γ ∈ PN , γ(b) = q} .

We identify the tangent space of PN at a given γ ∈ PN as the infinite dimensional vector space
consisting of piecewise smooth vector fields W ∈ Γγ∗TM with W (a) ∈ Tγ(a)N . Given W ∈ TγPN ,
a W -variation is then a piecewise smooth map Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ)× [a, b] → M satisfying

Λ(0, t) = γ(t),
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Λ(s, t) =W (t), Λ(s, a) ∈ N,

for all (s, t) in the domain of the definition. The variation is called proper, if furthermore, we have
W (b) = 0, or equivalently if Λ(s, b) = γ(b) for all s.

Definition 2.10. A piecewise C1 curve γ : [a, b] → M in P(N) is called an N -geodesic if γ is a
critical point of the restricted energy functional E|P(N) with respect to proper variations. An N -
geodesic γ is called anN -segment joiningN to γ(b) if γ is unit-speed, and d(N, γ(b)) = b−a = L(γ).

We recall the following useful lemma, which can be compared to [Bus55, Theorem 5.16, pg. 24].

Lemma 2.11. [BP24, Lemma 3.9] Suppose, γi : [0, ℓi] → M are unit-speed minimizers joining
pi = γi(0) to qi = γi(ℓi), where ℓi = d(pi, qi). Suppose ℓi → ℓ. If either

(a) pi → p and F is forward complete, or (b) qi → q and F is backward complete,

then a subsequence of γi converges uniformly to a minimizer γ, which satisfies L(γ) = ℓ.

As an immediate consequence, we get the following.

Proposition 2.12. [BP24, Proposition 3.10] Suppose (M,F ) is a forward complete Finsler manifold,
and N is a closed submanifold of M . Let γi : [0, ℓi] → M be N -segments joining N to qi := γi(ℓi).
Suppose further that either

(a) N is compact, or (b) F is backward complete as well. (H)

If ℓi → ℓ and qi → q, then there exists an N -segment γ : [0, ℓ] → M joining N to q, with a
subsequence γi → γ. In particular, for any q ∈M there exists an N -segment γ joining N to q, with
d(N, q) = L(γ).

We would like to point out that the hypothesis (H) is automatically satisfied for a closed (not
necessarily compact) submanifold of a complete Riemannian manifold, since the notion of forward
and backward completeness coincides there. On the other hand, in a forward but not backward
complete Finsler manifold, the distance from a non-compact closed submanifold to a point may not
even be achieved on the submanifold, see [BP24, Remark 3.11] for an example. Thus, while dealing
with cut locus of a submanifold (Definition 2.17), it is natural to assume the hypothesis (H).

2.4.1. N -Jacobi Fields. Given a unit-speed N -geodesic γ : [a, b] → M , a variation Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ) ×
[a, b] → M is said to be an N -geodesic variation if for each −ǫ < s < ǫ, the curve Λs : [a, b] → M
is an N -geodesic.

Definition 2.13. Let γ : [a, b] → M be a unit-speed N -geodesic. A vector field J ∈ Γγ∗TM is
called an N -Jacobi field of γ if there exists an N -geodesic variation Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ)×[a, b] →M satisfying

∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Λ(s, t) = J(t), t ∈ [a, b].

We have the following characterization of an N -Jacobi field via the Jacobi equation.
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Proposition 2.14. [JS15] Given an N -geodesic γ : [a, b] → M with initial velocity n = γ̇(a), a
vector field J ∈ Γγ∗TM is an N -Jacobi field if and only if it satisfies the following initial value
problem

Dγ̇
γD

γ̇
γJ − Rγ(γ̇, J)γ̇ = 0, J(a) ∈ Tγ(a)N, J̇(a)− An (J(a)) ∈ (TpN)⊥gn . (11)

Example 2.15. Given an N -geodesic γ : [a, b] → M , consider the vector field J(t) = tγ̇(t) along

γ. Then, J̇ = γ̇ + tγ̈ = γ̇ ⇒ J̈ = γ̈ = 0. On the other hand, Rγ(γ̇, J)γ̇ = tRγ(γ̇, γ̇)γ̇ = 0
by the anti-symmetry of the tensor. Thus, J satisfies Equation 5. Also, J(a) = 0 ∈ Tγ(a)N and

J̇(a) = γ̇(a) ∈ νγ(a). Since, Aγ̇(a) (J(a)) = 0, it follows that J satisfies Equation 11, i.e., J is an
N -Jacobi field along γ. Note that J(b) 6= 0.

As an N -Jacobi field is itself a Jacobi field, by Lemma 2.6, zeros of N -Jacobi fields are isolated as
well. We shall need the following result.

Lemma 2.16. Given an N -geodesic γ : [0, ℓ] → M and two N -Jacobi fields J,K along γ, we have

gγ̇(J, K̇) = gγ̇(J̇ , K).

Proof. Since γ is a geodesic, we have Dγ̇
γ γ̇ = 0. Hence, for any two vector fields X, Y ∈ Γγ∗TM

we have
d

dt
gγ̇ (X, Y ) = gγ̇(Ẋ, Y ) + gγ̇(X, Ẏ ) + 2Cγ̇

(
Dγ̇

γ γ̇, X, Y
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

.

Now, for two Jacobi fields J,K along γ we compute

d

dt

[
gγ̇(J, K̇)− gγ̇(J̇ , K)

]

= gγ̇(J, K̈)− gγ̇(J̈ , K)

= gγ̇
(
J,Rγ

γ̇(γ̇, K)γ̇
)
− gγ̇

(
Rγ

γ̇(γ̇, J)γ̇, K
)
, by Equation 11

= gγ̇
(
J,Rγ

γ̇(γ̇, K)γ̇
)
− gγ̇

(
Rγ

γ̇(γ̇, K)γ̇, J
)
, by symmetry of the curvature tensor

= 0.

Now, evaluating at t = 0, from Equation 11 and Lemma 2.9 we get

gv(J(0), K̇(0)) = gv (J(0), Av (K(0))) = gv (v,Π
v (J(0), K(0))) .

Since the second fundamental form Πv is symmetric, we get gγ̇(J(0), K̇(0))− gγ̇(J̇(0), K(0)) = 0.

Consequently, gγ̇(J, K̇) = gγ̇(J̇ , K) holds for all time t. �

2.5. Cut Locus of a Submanifold. The cut locus of a point p ∈M is the set consisting of all q ∈M
such that there exists a minimizer from p to q, any extension of which fails to be distance minimizing.
We denote the cut locus of p by Cu(p). Generalizing this notion to an arbitrary submanifold, we
have the following definition.

Definition 2.17. Given a submanifold N ⊂ M , the cut locus of N , denoted Cu(N), consists of
points q ∈ M such that there exists an N -segment joining N to q, whose extension fails to be an
N -segment. Given v ∈ S(ν), the cut time of v is defined as

ρ(v) := sup {t | d(N, γv(tv)) = t} , (12)

where γv(t) = expν(tv) is the unique N -geodesic with initial velocity v.

Note that we allow ρ to take the value ∞, although if M is compact then ρ(v) < ∞ for any
v ∈ S(ν). The map ρ : S(ν) → [0,∞] is continuous [BP24, Theorem 4.7]. It follows from [AJ19]
that ρ is always strictly positive for any closed N , not necessarily compact. The tangent cut locus
of N is defined as

C̃u(N) := {ρ(v)v | v ∈ S(ν), ρ(v) 6= ∞} ⊂ ν. (13)

It follows from Definition 2.17 that Cu(N) = expν(C̃u(N)), as we have assumed F to be forward
complete.
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In order to characterize the points of Cu(N), we introduce the notion of separating sets, originally
called the several geodesics set in [Wol79]. In the terminology of [Bis77], this is also known as
ordinary cut points, see Definition 4.24.

Definition 2.18. Given a submanifold N ⊂M , a point p ∈M is said to be a separating point of N
if there exist at least two distinct N -segments joining N to p. The collection of all separating points
of N is called the separating set of N , denoted Se(N).

Under hypotheses (H), it follows that Cu(N) = Se(N) [BP24, Theorem 4.8]. In order to describe
the points in Cu(N)\Se(N), we need the notion of focal points of N , introduced in the next section.

3. Focal Locus of a Submanifold

In this section, we recall the focal locus of a submanifold, and the Morse index form of an N -
geodesic. The main result in this section is Proposition 3.8, where we show that the index of
N -geodesics is locally constant. Let us recall the definition.

Definition 3.1. Given a submanifold N ⊂M , a vector v ∈ ν̂ is said to be a tangent focal point of
N if

dv(exp
ν |ν̂) : Tvν̂ → Texpν(v)M

is degenerate, i.e., if v is a critical point of expν |ν̂. The nullity of the map is known as the multiplicity
of the tangent focal point v. The set of tangent focal points, called the tangent focal locus of N ,
will be denoted as F = F(N) ⊂ ν̂.

The focal locus of N is then defined as the image of the tangent focal locus under the expν

map. In other words, the focal locus of N consists of the critical values of the (restricted) normal
exponential map E = expν |ν̂ . The first focal time for v ∈ S(ν) is defined as

λ(v) := inf {t | dtv (exp
ν |ν̂) is degenerate} . (14)

The N -geodesic γv cannot be an N -segment beyond λ(v) [BP24, Lemma 4.4], and in particular we
have

ρ(v) ≤ λ(v), ∀ v ∈ S(ν). (15)

Furthermore, under hypotheses (H), we have a (non-exclusive) dichotomy: a point in Cu(N) is either
a point in Se(N) or it is a first focal locus along some N -segment [BP24, Theorem 4.6].

Focal locus can be naturally characterized via N -Jacobi fields with vanishing endpoint [Zha17,
Prop. 4.5]. For v ∈ ν̂, denote the kernel

Kv := ker dvE = ker
(
dv (exp

ν |ν̂) : Tvν̂ → Texpν(v)M = Tγv(1)M
)
. (16)

On the other hand, consider the space of N -Jacobi fields

Jv := {J | J is an N -Jacobi field along γv} ,

and its subspace

Kv := {J | J is an N -Jacobi field along γv, with J(1) = 0} .

For any x ∈ Tvν̂, consider a curve α : (−ǫ, ǫ) → ν̂ such that α(0) = v and α̇(0) = x. Since ν is a
cone bundle, we then have a family of curves

Λ(s, t) := expν (tα(s)) , 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, −ǫ < s < ǫ,

which is clearly an N -geodesic variation. In particular,

Jx(t) =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Λ(s, t), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,

is an N -Jacobi field along the N -geodesic γv(t) = expν(tv). We thus have the map

Φ : Tvν̂ → Jv

x 7→ Jx.
(17)
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Proposition 3.2. Φ is a well-defined linear isomorphism Tvν̂ ∼= Jv, which restricts to an isomorphism
Kv

∼= Kv.

Proof. Let us denote c(s) = Λ(s, 0) = π ◦ α(s), where π : ν → N is the projection. Clearly, c is a
curve in N passing through p = π(v). Observe that ∂t|t=0Λ(s, t) = α(s), as Λ(s, ) is an N -geodesic
with initial velocity α(s). We compute the following.

Jx(0) =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

expν(0 · α(s)) =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

c(s) = ċ(0) = dπ(α̇(0)) = dπ(x).

Dγ̇
γJx(0) = Dγ̇

γ |t=0∂sΛ(s, t) = Dγ̇
c |s=0∂t|t=0Λ(s, t) = Dγ̇

cα(0).

Now, Dγ̇
cα(0) is determined by the first jet of α at 0, i.e., by x = α̇(0) (see for example, [Jav14a,

Eq (3)]). Hence, Jx is uniquely determined by x, and in particular, Φ is a well-defined map. Note
that for x ∈ Kv = ker dvE , we have

Jx(1) =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

expν(α(s)) = dvE(α̇(0)) = dvE(x) = 0.

Consequently, Φ restricts to a map Kv → Kv.
Let us show that Φ is linear. Clearly,

Jax+by(0) = dπ(ax+ by) = a dπ(x) + b dπ(y) = aJx(0) + bJy(0).

Similarly, it follows from [Jav14a, Eq (3)] that Dγ̇
γJax+by(0) = aDγ̇

γJx(0) + bDγ̇
γJy(0). But then,

from the uniqueness of Jacobi fields, it follows that Jax+by = aJx + bJy. Consequently, Φ is linear.

If x = 0, we have Jx(0) = 0 and J̇x(0) = 0, which shows that Φ is injective. On the other
hand, suppose J ∈ Jv is an N -Jacobi field. Then, J is given by an N -geodesic variation, say,
Ξ : (−ǫ, ǫ) × [0, 1] → M . We have a curve β in ν̂ such that Ξ(s, t) = expν(tβ(s)). The above

computation then shows that J = Jx, where x = β̇(0). If J(1) = 0, we have x ∈ Kv, since
dvE(x) = Jx(1) = 0. Thus, Φ is a linear isomorphism, restricting to an isomorphism Kv

∼= Kv,
concluding the proof. �

Remark 3.3. It is immediate that given a tangent focal point v ∈ ν̂, the focal multiplicity dimKv ≤
dimTvν̂ = dimM . On the other hand, from Example 2.15, we have a Jacobi field J ∈ Jv \ Kv.
Thus, it follows from Proposition 3.2 that dimKv = dimKv � dim Jv = dimM .

Using Proposition 3.2, we get the following useful result, which is analogous to [Sak96, Lemma
4.9] in the Riemannian context.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose for v ∈ S(ν), and let k = dimKℓv for some ℓ > 0. Then, there exists a
frame of N -Jacobi fields {J1, . . . Jn} along γv, where n = dimM , such that the following holds.

(1) The subspaces Span〈J̇1(ℓ), . . . , J̇k(ℓ)〉 and Span〈Jk+1(ℓ), . . . , Jn(ℓ)〉 are gℓv orthogonal.

(2) Tγv(ℓ)M = Span〈J̇1(ℓ), . . . J̇k(ℓ), Jk+1(ℓ), . . . , Jn(ℓ)〉.
(3) {Ji(t)}

n
i=1 is a basis of Tγv(t)M for a deleted neighborhood 0 < |t− ℓ| < ǫ.

In particular, focal points of N along γv are discrete.

Proof. Fix a basisKℓv = ker dℓvE = Span〈x1, . . . ,xk〉, and extend it to a basis Tℓvν̂ = Span〈x1, . . . ,xn〉.
Consider the N -Jacobi fields Ji := Jxi

= Φ(xi) along γv. By Proposition 3.2, {Ji} forms a basis

of Jv, and we have J1(ℓ) = · · · = Jk(ℓ) = 0. Suppose, if possible,
∑k

i=1 a
iJ̇i(ℓ) = 0 for some

scalars ai. Consider the N -Jacobi field J =
∑k

i=1 a
iJi. Then, J̇(ℓ) =

∑k

i=1 a
iJ̇i(ℓ) = 0. By

Lemma 2.6, we have J = 0, which forces a1 = · · · = ak = 0. Thus,
{
J̇1(ℓ), . . . , J̇k(ℓ)

}
are lin-

early independent. Next, suppose
∑n

i=k+1 b
iJi(ℓ) = 0 for some scalars bi. Consider the N -Jacobi

field J̄ =
∑

i>k b
iJi. As Φ in Equation 17 is a linear isomorphism, we have J̄ = Φ(y), where

y =
∑

i>k b
ixi. Now, dℓvE(y) = J̄(ℓ) =

∑
i>k b

iJi(ℓ) = 0 implies y ∈ Kℓv. By our choice of xi,
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we must have bk+1 = · · · = bn = 0. Thus,
{
Jk+1(ℓ), . . . , Jn(ℓ)

}
are linearly independent as well.

Lastly, for some J =
∑k

i=1 a
iJi and some J̄ =

∑
i>k b

iJi, we have from Lemma 2.16

gℓv

(
J̇(ℓ), J̄(ℓ)

)
= gℓv

(
J(ℓ), ˙̄J(ℓ)

)
= 0.

Consequently, Span〈J̇1(ℓ), . . . J̇k(ℓ)〉 and Span〈Jk+1(ℓ), . . . Jn(ℓ)〉 are gℓv orthogonal, which proves

(1). A simple dimension counting then shows that Tγv(ℓ) = Span〈J̇1(ℓ), . . . J̇k(ℓ), Jk+1(ℓ), . . . , J̇n(ℓ)〉,
proving (2).

Now, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have Ji(ℓ) = 0 and J̇i(ℓ) 6= 0, i.e., Ji(t) has a 0 of order 1 at t = ℓ. We
then have an N -Jacobi field

Yi(t) =

{
Ji(t)
t−ℓ

, t 6= ℓ

J̇i(ℓ), t = ℓ.
(18)

Set Yi = Ji for k < i ≤ n. Clearly, Span〈Yi(t)〉 = Span〈Ji(t)〉 for all t 6= ℓ. Now, {Yi(ℓ)} are
linearly independent by (2), and hence, in some neighborhood |t−ℓ| < ǫ, we have {Yi(t)} are linearly
independent as well. But then for the deleted neighborhood 0 < |t − ℓ| < ǫ, we get {Ji(t)} are
linearly independent, which proves (3).

Lastly, suppose t0v is a focal point of N along γv, for some 0 < |t0 − ℓ| < ǫ, where ǫ > 0 as
before. But then there exists some non-vanishing N -Jacobi field J along γv with J(t0) = 0. Write
J =

∑
ciJi for some scalars ci. But then

∑
ciJi(t0) = J(t0) = 0, which implies ci = 0, as t0 6= ℓ.

This is a contradiction, and hence, there are no focal points of N along γv for 0 < |t− ℓ| < ǫ. Thus,
focal points of N along γv are discrete, which concludes the proof. �

3.1. Index Form and the Morse Index Theorem. From the second variation formula of the
restricted energy functional E|PN

, we get the index form.

Definition 3.5. [Jav14a, Zha17] Let γ : [a, b] → M be a unit-speed N -geodesic. Then, the index
form Iγ is defined for X, Y ∈ TγPN as

Iγ(X, Y ) :=

∫ b

a

[
gγ̇(D

γ̇
γX,D

γ̇
γY )− gγ̇ (R

γ(γ̇, X)Y, γ̇)
]
− gγ̇(a)

(
π⊥∇γ̇(a)

X Y, γ̇(a)
)
, (19)

where π⊥ denotes projection in the canonical splitting Tγ(a)M = Tγ(a)N ⊕
(
Tγ(a)N

)⊥gγ̇(a) on to the
second component.

It follows that Iγ is a symmetric 2-form, and the kernel of the index form Iγ consists of precisely
the N -Jacobi fields J along γ, with J(b) = 0. In particular, γ is a nondegenerate critical point
(i.e., an N -geodesic) of the energy functional, precisely when there are no N -Jacobi fields along γ
vanishing at the endpoint. In other words, γ is nondegenerate if and only if γ(b) is not a focal point
of N along γ.

Definition 3.6. The index of an N -geodesic γ is defined as

Ind(γ) := max {dimK | Iγ is negative definite restricted to some K ⊂ TγPN} .

By the Morse index theorem for Finsler submanifolds [Pet06, Lu24], it follows that for the unit-
speed N -geodesic γ : [0, T ] → M given as γ(t) = expν(tv), such that γ(T ) is not a focal point of
N along γ, one has

Ind(γ) =
∑

0<t<T

dimKtv =
∑

0<t<T

dimker (dtv (exp
ν |ν̂)) <∞. (20)

In other words, Ind(γ) equals the number of focal points of N along γ, counted with multiplicities,
excluding the endpoint. Note that by Lemma 3.4, only finitely many non-zero terms can appear in
the sum. For a fixed unit vector v ∈ S(ν), based on the index of γv, we can now define the following.

Definition 3.7. Given N ⊂ M and v ∈ S(ν), the kth focal time in the direction of v is defined as

λk(v) := sup
{
t
∣∣ Ind(γv|[0,t]) ≤ k − 1

}
,
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where γv : [0,∞) →M is the unit speed N -geodesic given by γv(t) = expν(tv). The kth focal locus
of N is defined as the set {expν (λk(v)v) | v ∈ S(ν), λk(v) 6= ∞}.

Clearly, λ1(v) = λ(v) as defined in Equation 14. In general, we have 0 < λ1(v) ≤ λ2(v) ≤ . . . .
If γv(T ) is not a focal point of N along γv, we can immediately see

Ind(γv|[0,T ]) =
∑

dimKλk(v)v, (21)

where the sum runs over the finite set {λk(v) < T}. We now prove a useful result about the index
being locally constant near a non-focal point, analogous to [IT01, Prop. 1.2].

Proposition 3.8. Suppose, for v0 ∈ S(ν), we have γv0(T ) is not a focal point of N along γv0 .
Then, there exists a neighborhood v0 ∈ U ⊂ S(ν) such that,

Ind(γv|[0,T ]) = Ind(γv0 |[0,T ]), for all v ∈ U.

Proof. Let us first show that Ind(γv|[0,T ]) ≥ Ind(γv0|[0,T ]) for v sufficiently near v0. As S(ν) is a
smooth manifold of dimension n− 1, consider a chart v0 ∈ U ⊂ S(ν), where U ∼= Dn−1. Then, we
have a (n− 1)-dimensional N -geodesic variation given as

Λ : U × [0, T ] −→ M

(v, t) 7−→ expν(tv).

Clearly, γv = Λ(v, ). Suppose for some X ∈ Γγ∗v0
TM , we have Iγv0 (X,X) < 0. Since U is

contractible, we can get an extension, say, X̃ ∈ ΓΛ∗TM . Denoting X̃v(t) := X̃(v, t), we see that
X̃v ∈ Γγ∗vTM . Since the index form (Equation 19) is continuous, shrinking U if necessary, we may

assume that Iγv(X̃v, X̃v) < 0 for all v ∈ U . Now, suppose k0 := Ind(γv0 |[0,T ]). Choose a frame
X1, . . . , Xk0 ∈ Γγ∗v0

TM spanning a maximal subspace on which Iγv0 is negative definite, and thus
satisfying

Iγv0 (X
i, X i) < 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k0.

As described above, shrinking U as necessary for finitely many times, we have X̃ i
v ∈ Γγ∗vTM such

that

Iγv

(
X̃ i

v, X̃
i
v

)
< 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k0, v ∈ U.

Since {X i} are linearly independent, possibly shrinking U further, we have
{
X̃ i

v

}
are linearly inde-

pendent for all v ∈ U . But then, Ind(γv|[0,T ]) ≥ k0 = Ind(γv0|[0,T ]) for all v ∈ U . Note that this
inequality is true irrespective of whether γv0(T ) is a focal point of N along γv0 or not.

Since by hypothesis dTv0E is nonsingular, we can assume that dTvE is nonsingular for all v ∈ U
as well. Thus, γv(T ) is not a focal point of N along γv for all v ∈ U . We show that Ind(γv) is
constant on some neighborhood of v0 in U . If not, choose some sequence of distinct vj ∈ U such
that Ind(γvj

|[0,T ]) 6= Ind(γv0|[0,T ]). Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that vj → v0, and

Ind(γvj
|[0,T ]) > Ind(γv0|[0,T ]) ∀j. (∗)

Suppose, for each j, there are precisely rj many distinct focal time of N along γvj
appearing in

(0, T ), and let us rename them as 0 < µ1(vj) < · · · < µrj(vj) < T . Note that for each j we must
have at least the first focal time λ1(vj) appears in (0, T ), as (∗) implies Ind(γvj

|[0,T ]) ≥ 1. Thus,
rj ≥ 1. Denote,

K(j, k) := Kµk(vj)v = ker
(
dµk(vj)vj

E
)
.

By the Morse index theorem, we have

Ind
(
γvj

|[0,T ]

)
=

rj∑

k=1

dimK(j, k), for all j ≥ 1. (∗j)

As dimK(j, 1) ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, we must have dimK(j, 1) is a constant for infinitely values of j.
Thus, passing to a subsequence, we may assume that η1 := dimK(j, 1) for all j. Let us now consider
K(j, 1) as points in the Grassmann bundle Grη1(T ν̂). Since the base-points vj → v0, passing to a
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subsequence, we may assume that K(j, 1) converges to an η1-dimensional subspace, say, Z1 ⊂ Tt1v0 ν̂
for some time t1 > 0. Clearly, µ1(vj)vj → t1v0 ⇒ µ1(vj) → t1, as F (vj) = 1 = F (v0). Since
µ1(vj) < T , it follows that t1 ≤ T in the limit. Now, dµ1(vj)E vanishes on K(j, 1), and hence by
continuity, dt1v0E vanishes on the limit subspace Z1 as well. In particular, t1v0 is a focal point of N
along γv0. Since, by assumption, γv0(T ) is not a focal point, we must have 0 < t1 < T . Also, note
that Ind(γv0|[0,T ]) ≥ dimZ1 = η1. Inductively, passing on to further subsequences as necessary, for
some k ≥ 1, we assume that the following holds for all j ≥ 1.

• The kth-distinct focal time µk(vj) is defined in (0, T ) for infinitely many j.
• For infinitely many j, there is a constant value, say, ηk := dimK(j, k) such that

η1 + · · ·+ ηk ≤ Ind(γv0|[0,T ]).

• K(j, k) → Zk ⊂ Ttkv0 ν̂, where dimZk = ηk, and 0 < tk < T .

Observe that this induction process terminates for some k = r in one of the following two cases.

(a) The (r+1)th distinct focal time µr+1(vj) is defined in (0, T ) only for finitely many values of
j. In this case, we simply discard these values and the induction process stops at step r.

(b) µr+1(vj) is defined for infinitely many j, but for any choice of

ηr+1 ∈ {η | dimK(j, r + 1) = η for infinitely many j} ,

we always have
∑r+1

l=1 ηl > Ind(γv0|[0,T ]).

We shall see later in the proof that the case (b) never appears.
Since µk(vj) < µk+1(vj) holds for all j, in the limit we get tk ≤ tk+1. That is, we have obtained

0 < t1 ≤ · · · ≤ tr < T . For distinct values of tk, each Zk as above are then subspaces of the tangent
spaces at distinct points of ν̂ along the ray Rv0 = {tv0 | t > 0}. If they are not distinct, let us
consider the situation tk1 = · · · = tks = t0 for some s ≥ 2. We show that Zk1 + · · ·+Zks is a direct
sum in the tangent space Tt0v0 ν̂. Clearly,

∑
Zki ⊂ Kt0v0 . Fix some α 6= β ∈ {k1, . . . , ks}. For some

a ∈ Zα and b ∈ Zβ, get sequences aj ∈ K(j, α) and bj ∈ K(j, β) such that aj → a,bj → b.
Consider the N -Jacobi fields Jaj

= Φ(aj), Jbj
= Φ(bj) along γvj

. By Lemma 2.16, we have

gγ̇vj

(
J̇aj

, Jbj

)
= gγ̇vj

(
Jaj

, J̇bj

)
for all time t. As Jaj

(t) = 0 for t = µα(vj), we have

gγ̇vj (µα(vj))

(
J̇aj

(µα(vj)) , Jbj
(µα(vj))

)
= 0, j ≥ 1.

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 2.6, that there is an N -Jacobi field J̄bj
along γvj

satisfying

J̄bj
(t) =





Jbj
(t)

t−µβ(vj)
, t 6= µβ(vj)

J̇bj
(µβ(vj)) , t = µβ(vj).

Then we have,

gγ̇vj (µα(vj))

(
J̇aj

(µα(vj)) , J̄bj
(µα(vj))

)
= 0, j ≥ 1.

Since µα(vj) → tα = t0 and µβ(vj) → tβ = t0 as j → ∞, taking limit we get

gγ̇v0 (t0)

(
J̇a(t0), J̇b(t0)

)
= 0.

Now, it follows from Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.4 that the linear map

Ψ : Kt0v0 −→ Tγv0 (t0)M

x 7−→ J̇x(t0)

is injective. The above discussion then shows that for any α 6= β ∈ {k1, . . . ks}, the subspaces
Ψ(Zα),Ψ(Zβ) are gγ̇v0 (t0)-orthogonal. Consequently,

∑s
i=1Ψ (Zki) is a direct sum. As Ψ is injective,

it follows that
∑s

i=1 Zki is a direct sum as well. Hence, we have obtained that

Ind(γv0|[0,T ]) ≥
r∑

k=1

dimZk =
r∑

k=1

ηk. (∗0)
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It follows from the above inequality that the case (b) does not appear, and the induction process
above always terminates for some r as in case (a). In particular, we can now assume that for each j
there are precisely r-many distinct focal times of N along γvj

appearing in (0, T ). But then for each
j ≥ 1 we get from (∗j) and (∗0) that

Ind(γvj
|[0,T ]) =

r∑

k=1

dimK(j, k) =
r∑

k=1

dimZk ≤ Ind((γv0|[0,T ])),

which is a contradiction to (∗). Hence, we have some neighborhood of v0 in S(ν) on which
Ind(γv|[0,T ]) is constant. This concludes the proof. �

As an immediate corollary, we get the following.

Corollary 3.9. For each k ≥ 1, the functions λk : S(ν) → (0,∞] is continuous.

Proof. Fix some v0 ∈ S(ν). Suppose λk(v0) = T < ∞. Then, for ǫ > 0 small, we have from
Lemma 2.6 that γv0((T +ǫ)) and γv0((T −ǫ)) are not tangent focal points of N along γv0. It follows
from Proposition 3.8 that there exists some neighborhood v0 ∈ U ⊂ S(ν) such that for all v ∈ U
we have

Ind(γv|[0,T−ǫ]) = Ind(γv0 |[0,T−ǫ]) ≤ k − 1, and Ind(γv|[0,T+ǫ]) = Ind(γv0|[0,T+ǫ]) ≥ k.

Consequently, for all v ∈ U we have T − ǫ ≤ λk(v) ≤ T + ǫ. Since ǫ > 0 is arbitrary, we see that
λk is continuous at v0 if λk(v0) <∞.

Now suppose λk(v0) = ∞. Then, for all T large we have Ind(γv0|[0,T ]) ≤ k − 1, and we may also
assume that γv0(T ) is not a focal point of N along γv0. Then, for some v0 ∈ U ⊂ S(ν) we have,
Ind(γv|[0,T ]) = Ind(γv0|[0,T ]) ≤ k − 1, and hence λk(v) ≥ T , for all v ∈ U . Since T is arbitrary, we
have λk is continuous at v0 with λk(v0) = ∞ as well. This concludes the proof. �

4. Warner’s Regularity of the Normal Exponential Map

Suppose N is a closed submanifold of a forward complete Finsler manifold (M,F ). In this section,
we prove that E = expν |ν̂ is regular in the sense of Warner [War65] while modifying the author’s
definition suitably. Then, we introduce the notion of regular tangent focal locus, and deduce a normal
form for E near such points. Firstly, for any v ∈ ν̂, let us denote the ray

Rv = {tv | t > 0} ⊂ ν̂. (22)

We also need the following definition.

Definition 4.1. A subset C ⊂ ν̂ is said to be radially convex if C is connected, and if for each
v ∈ C the subset {t | expν(tv) ∈ C} ⊂ (0,∞) is connected.

We can now prove the following, generalizing [War65, Theorem 4.5 and 5.1] simultaneously.

Theorem 4.2. Given a closed submanifold N of a forward complete Finsler manifold (M,F ), the
restricted normal exponential map E : ν̂ → M satisfies the following three regularity properties at
each v ∈ ν̂.

(R1) The derivative dvE is nonvanishing on TvRv.
(R2) The map

Kv −→ TE(v)M/ Im dvE

x 7−→ J̇x(1)

is a linear isomorphism.
(R3) There exists a radially convex open neighborhood v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂, such that for each u ∈ U , the

number of critical points (counted with multiplicity) of E on Ru∩U is a constant independent
of u, and equals to the dimension of Kv = ker dvE .
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Proof. Consider the curve η(t) = tv, so that η(1) = v and TvRv = Span〈η̇(1)〉. Then,

dvE(η̇(1)) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=1

(E ◦ η) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=1

expν(tv) = v 6= 0,

which proves (R1).
For (R2), pick a basis Kv = Span〈x1, . . . ,xk〉 and extend it to a basis Tvν̂ = Span〈x1, . . .xn〉.

It follows from Proposition 3.2 that dvE(xi) = Jxi
(1). But then (R2) follows immediately from

Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.2.
Lastly, we show (R3). If v is not a focal locus of N along γv̂, then one can easily choose a radially

convex open neighborhood v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ so that duE is nonsingular for each u ∈ U . The claim is
then immediate. Otherwise, suppose v = T v̂ is a focal point, T = F (v). Since by Lemma 3.4 focal
points along γv̂ are discrete, we have some ǫ > 0 so that T v̂ is the only focal point of N along
γv̂ for |T − t| ≤ ǫ. Applying Proposition 3.8 twice for both γv̂(T − ǫ) and γv̂(T + ǫ), we have a

neighborhood v̂ ∈ Û ⊂ S(ν) so that for all û ∈ Û we have

• γû(T ± ǫ) are not focal points of N along γû,
• Ind(γû|[0,T−ǫ]) = Ind(γv̂|[0,T−ǫ]), and
• Ind(γû|[0,T+ǫ]) = Ind(γv̂|[0,T+ǫ])

Consider the radially convex set

U =
{
tû

∣∣∣ T − ǫ < t < T + ǫ, û ∈ Û
}
⊂ ν̂,

which is open by an application of the invariance of domain. For any u ∈ U , we have Ru ∩ U =
{tû | T − ǫ < t < T + ǫ}, where û = u

F (u)
∈ Û . By the Morse index theorem, the number of focal

points counted with multiplicity on Ru ∩ U then equals

Ind(γû|[0,T+ǫ])− Ind(γû|[0,T−ǫ]) = Ind(γv̂|[T+ǫ])− Ind(γv̂|[0,T−ǫ])

= dimKT v̂

= dimKv.

This shows (R3), concluding the proof. �

Remark 4.3. In [War65], the author used the notion of second order tangent vectors to state the
regularity condition (R2). In the Appendix A, we show that our condition (R2) is directly comparable
to (R2’), which appears in [War65] (Proposition A.1). See also [AG11, Section 8.1] for a similar
discussion.

4.1. Regular Tangent Focal Locus. In view of (R3), one can define a certain regularity for tangent
focal points.

Definition 4.4. A tangent focal point v ∈ ν̂ is said to be regular if there exists a radially convex
open neighborhood v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ such that for each u ∈ U , the map E has at most one critical point
on Ru ∩ U , where the multiplicity necessarily equals that of v. The set of regular tangent focal
points, called the regular tangent focal locus, will be denoted as F reg ⊂ F . A tangent focal point
that is not regular is called a singular focal point, and the set of all singular tangent focal points will
be denoted as F sing ⊂ F .

Example 4.5. If v ∈ ν̂ is a tangent focal point of multiplicity 1, then by (R3), we have a radially
convex open set, say v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ such that for each u ∈ U , the number of critical points, counted
with multiplicity, of E on Ru ∩ U equals exactly 1. Thus, there is a unique focal point on Ru ∩ U ,
and hence v ∈ F reg.

Example 4.6. Suppose for some v ∈ S(ν), the focal multiplicity at the kth focal time is locally
constant. That is, we have dimKλk(u)u = k0 for all u ∈ S(ν) near v. Fix some radially convex

neighborhood, say, U ⊂ ν̂ of λk(v)v, as in (R3). Denote, Û =
{
û := u

F (u)

∣∣∣ u ∈ U
}
. By the

continuity of λk (Corollary 3.9), shrinking U and Û if necessary, for all û ∈ Û we may assume that



FOCAL LOCUS OF FINSLER SUBMANIFOLD 17

λk(û)û ∈ U , and also they have focal multiplicity k0. But then clearly λk(v)v is a regular focal
point.

We shall need the following technical result.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose v ∈ ν̂ is a tangent focal point of multiplicity k. Then, there exist coordinate
charts (U, x1, . . . , xn) and (V, y1, . . . , yn) around v and γv(1) = E(v) respectively, satisfying

dtvE

(
∂

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
tv

)
= fi(t)

∂

∂yi

∣∣∣∣
E(tv)

, for t with tv ∈ U ,

where fi(t) are smooth functions satisfying the following.

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the only zeros of fi(t) are at t = 1, and furthermore, ḟi(1) > 0.
• fi(t) 6= 0 for k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Proof. Pick a basis {x1, . . .xk} of Kv = ker dvE , and extend it to a basis {x1, . . .xn} of Tvν̂. Let
us write v = ℓv̂ for v̂ ∈ S(ν) and ℓ = F (v). As in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we get N -Jacobi fields
J1, . . . Jn along the N -geodesic γv̂. In particular, J1(ℓ) = · · · = Jk(ℓ) = 0. Next, as in Equation 18,
we define the N -Jacobi fields Yi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and set Yi = Ji for i > k. Then, {Yi(t)} is basis for
Tγv̂(t)M in some small neighborhood of ℓ.

Consider some αi : (−ǫ, ǫ) → ν̂ such that αi(0) = v and α̇i(0) = xi. Then, we have a vector field
Ai(t) =

∂
∂s

∣∣
s=0

(tαi(s)) along the ray Rv̂ = {tv̂ | t > 0}. It is immediate that

dtv̂E (Ai(t)) =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

E (tαi(s)) = Ji(t).

By construction, {Ai(ℓ)} = {xi} is a basis at Tvν̂ = Tℓv̂ν̂. Also, in a deleted neighborhood of ℓ,
we have {dtv̂E (Ai(t))} = {Ji(t)} is a basis for TE(tv̂)M , and hence, {Ai(t)} is a basis of Ttv̂ν̂ for
a neighborhood of ℓ. Then, by a standard argument (see [War65, Lemma 2.4] for a detailed proof),
we have a coordinate system (U, x1, . . . , xn) around v so that ∂

∂xi

∣∣
tv

= Ai(tℓ). Similarly, we get

coordinate chart (V, y1, . . . , yn) around γv(1) so that ∂
∂yi

∣∣∣
γv(t)

= Yi(tℓ). If we set f̃i(t) = t − ℓ for

1 ≤ i ≤ k and f̃i(t) = 1 for i > k, then Ji = f̃iYi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We get,

dtvE

(
∂

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
tv

)
= dtℓv̂E (Ai(tℓ)) = Ji(tℓ) = f̃i(tℓ)Yi(tℓ) = fi(tℓ)

∂

∂yi

∣∣∣∣
γv(t)

.

Setting fi(t) = f̃i(tℓ) concludes the proof. �

We have the following result, which is a direct generalization of [War65, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 4.8. F reg is open and dense in F . Furthermore, F reg is an embedded codimension 1
submanifold of ν̂, with Tvν̂ = TvF reg ⊕ TvRv for all v ∈ F reg.

Proof. Given any open set U ⊂ ν̂, let us denote F reg
U = F reg∩U and F sing

U = F sing∩U . By definition
of the regular focal locus, given any v ∈ F reg we have some (radially convex) open set p ∈ U ⊂ ν̂
such that every focal point in U is regular. In other words, F reg

U = F ∩U , proving that F reg is open
in F .

Next, let v0 ∈ F sing = F \ F reg be a singular focal point. By (R3), we get an arbitrarily small
radially convex neighborhood v0 ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ such that for each u ∈ U , the number of focal points on
the sub-ray Ru∩U equals the multiplicity of v. Since v is singular, there is some focal point v1 ∈ U
with at least two distinct focal points on Rv1 ∩U . But then the focal multiplicity of v1 is strictly less
than that of v0. If v1 is regular, we are done. Otherwise, we repeat this argument. Eventually, after
some finitely many steps, we either get a regular focal point, or we get a focal point of order 1. But
every order 1 focal point is automatically regular, as observed in Example 4.5. Thus, U ∩ F reg 6= ∅,
proving that F reg is dense in F .

In order to show that F reg is a codimension 1 submanifold of ν̂, we locally realize F reg as the
zero set of some submersion. Fix v ∈ F reg with focal multiplicity, say, k. By Lemma 4.7, we
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get coordinate charts (U,xi) and (V,yj), respectively around v and E(v) = γv(1). With these
coordinates, we have the eigenvalues of dE|U , say, f1, . . . , fn as smooth functions on U . Denote
∆ : U → R as the (n− k+1)th-elementary symmetric polynomial in n many variables, evaluated on
the eigenvalues. Thus,

∆(u) =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik−1≤n

f1(u) . . . f̂i1(u) . . .
̂fik−1

(u) . . . fn(u), u ∈ U. (23)

It follows from Lemma 4.7 that along the ray Rv, we have

f1(v) = · · · = fk(v) = 0, fk+1(v) 6= 0, . . . , fn(v) 6= 0.

Furthermore, denoting the curve σ(t) = tv, we see the radial derivatives,

σ̇(1) (fi) = dfi (σ̇(1)) > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Consequently, a simple computation gives us ∆(v) = 0 and σ̇(1)(∆) > 0. Shrinking U as necessary,
while keeping it radially convex, we may assume that the radial derivative of ∆ along each of the
rays intersecting U is non-vanishing on U . In particular, ∆ is a submersion on U . Clearly, the radial
directions are transverse to ∆−1(0), i.e., we have the decomposition

Tuν̂ = Tu
(
∆−1(0)

)
⊕ TuRu, u ∈ U.

We now show that ∆−1(0) = F reg
U . Indeed, for any u ∈ F reg

U we have the multiplicity equals k, and
thus duE has rank n− k. Consequently, at least one of the eigenvalues vanishes at u in each of the
product terms appearing in the sum of products ∆. Thus, F reg

U ⊂ ∆−1(0). For the converse, suppose
∆(u) = 0 for some u ∈ U . Pick the unique focal point u0 ∈ Ru ∩U . We have ∆(u0) = 0 = ∆(u).
Also, it follows from the radial convexity of U that the radial line joining u and u0 is contained in
U , and moreover, the radial derivative of ∆ is nonvanishing on this line. Then, by the mean value
theorem, we must have u = u0 ∈ F reg

U . Thus, F reg
U = ∆−1(0). The proof then follows. �

4.2. Components of the Regular Tangent Focal Locus. Let us now look at the components of
the regular tangent focal locus in more detail. We introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.9. For each tangent focal point v ∈ F , we associate a tuple of integers (k, i), where

• k = dimKv is the focal multiplicity, and
• i ≥ 1 is the least integer such that v = λi(v̂)v̂.

We say v is a tangent focal point of type (k, i).

It is clear that for v ∈ F of type (k, i) we have F (v) = λi(v̂) = · · · = λi+k−1(v̂), and hence,
v = λj(v̂)v̂ for i ≤ j < i+k. Furthermore, λi+k−1(v̂) � λi+k(v̂), and if i ≥ 2 then λi−1(v̂) � λi(v̂).
We now characterize the connected components of F reg.

Theorem 4.10. For a connected component C ⊂ F reg, the following holds true.

(1) Each v ∈ C has a constant type, say, (k0, i0).

(2) The topological boundary ∂C := C \ C̊ = C \ C consists of singular focal points, where C̊ = C
is the interior of the submanifold, and the closure C is taken in ν̂.

(3) Each v ∈ ∂C is in the boundary of at least one more distinct component. Furthermore, the
set

A := {(k, i) | v ∈ ∂C′, each element in the component C′ has the type (k, i)}

is finite.
(4) The projection map π : ν̂ → S(ν) given by π(v) = v

F (v)
restricts to an embedding on C, and

Ĉ := π(C) is open in S(ν).

Proof. Suppose v0 ∈ C ⊂ F reg has the type (k0, i0). Consider the set

X := {u ∈ F reg | u has type (k0, i0)} .

Clearly X 6= ∅ as v0 ∈ X . Let us show that X is both open and closed in F reg, whence it is a union
of connected components. For any v ∈ X , get a radially convex open set, say, v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ as in (R3).
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As v ∈ F reg, we may assume that for each u ∈ U , there is exactly one focal point on Ru ∩U , which
necessarily has multiplicity k0. Denote Û = {û | u ∈ U} ⊂ S(ν). By the continuity of the focal time

maps (Corollary 3.9), shrinking U and Û if necessary, we see that λj(û)û ∈ U for i0 ≤ j < i0 + k0.
But then each focal point on Ru ∩ U has the type (k0, i0). Thus, v ∈ F reg ∩ U ⊂ X , showing
that X is open in F reg. Next, suppose vi ∈ X is a sequence converging to some v ∈ F reg. As
any neighborhood of v contains some vi of multiplicity k0, it follows by the regularity that v has
multiplicity k0 as well. Also, by the continuity of the focal time maps, we have

λj(v̂) = lim
i
λj(v̂i) = lim

i
F (vi) = F (v), i0 ≤ j < i0 + k0.

In particular, v is of type (k0, i0). Hence, v ∈ X , proving that X is closed in F reg. Thus, X is union
of connected subsets of F reg. Since v0 ∈ C ∩X , we have C ⊂ X , which proves (1).

Note that C ⊂ F ⇒ C ⊂ F = F , since F is closed in ν̂, being the set of critical points of E .
Now, C is closed in F reg, and hence, a limit point in C \ C cannot be regular. Thus, ∂C ⊂ F sing,
proving (2).

Suppose v ∈ ∂C has the type (k′, i′). Choose some neighborhood v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ as in (R3). By the
continuity of λj (Corollary 3.9), shrinking U if necessary, it follows that for each i′ ≤ j < i′ + k′ and
for each ray that intersects U must intersect in a tangent focal point u ∈ U such that u = λj(û)û.
But then by (R3), every tangent focal point in U are precisely of this form. Consequently, every
tangent focal point in U must have a type, say, (κ, ι) satisfying

κ ≤ k′, i′ ≤ ι ≤ ι+ κ− 1 ≤ i′ + k′ − 1.

Since there are only finitely many such tuples, and since by (1) every connected component determines
one such tuple, it follows that the set A as in (3) is finite. Let us now suppose U ∩ F reg = U ∩ C,
i.e., the only regular tangent focal points near v are from C. Since v ∈ F sing, there is some ray that
intersects U in at least 2 distinct tangent focal points, and all of them then have multiplicity strictly
less than that of v. In particular, they cannot all have the same type. Hence, not all of them can be
regular, as the regular ones must belong to C whence they must have the same type by (1). Choose
some singular focal point, say, v1 ∈ U on the ray. But then, after a finitely many steps, we get some
vl ∈ U with multiplicity 1, which is regular (Example 4.5). This is a contradiction. Hence, U must
intersect at least two distinct components. This proves (3).

Next, for the projection map π : ν̂ → S(ν), observe that the kernel dπ is along the rays, i.e.,
ker dvπ = TvRv for all v ∈ ν̂. Then by Theorem 4.8, ker dπ is transverse to the component C at

each point. Consequently, π|C is a submersion, and hence, Ĉ = π(C) is open in S(ν). Now, π|C is
an immersion as well, since dimS(ν) = n − 1 = dim C. Let us show that π is injective. Suppose
v := π(v1) = π(v2) for some v1,v2 ∈ C. Since both vj has type (k, i), we have v1 = F (v)v = v2.
But then, by the implicit function theorem, π|C is an embedding, proving (4). This concludes the
proof. �

Definition 4.11. For j ≥ 1, define the jth-tangent focal locus as

Fj := {λj(v)v | v ∈ S(ν), λj(v) <∞} ,

where λj : S(ν) → (0,∞] is the jth-focal time map. Denote F reg
j := Fj ∩ F reg as the jth regular

tangent focal locus.

It is immediate that if v ∈ F has type (k, i) then v ∈ Fj for i ≤ j < i + k. The next result
generalizes [Bis77, Theorem A].

Theorem 4.12. For j ≥ 1, we have F reg

j is open and closed in F reg, and thus F reg

j is the disjoint

union of connected components of F reg. Moreover, F reg

j is open and dense in Fj, and Fj = F reg

j .

Proof. Suppose v ∈ F reg
j has type (k, i), whence i ≤ j < i+k. Then, for the connected component

C ⊂ F reg through v, each tangent focal point u ∈ C has the type (k, i) by Theorem 4.10 (1). In
particular, u = λj(û)û for all u ∈ C, which implies C ⊂ F reg

j . This shows F reg
j ⊂ F reg is open as C
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is open in F reg. Next, suppose vi ∈ F reg
j converges to some v ∈ F reg. Then,

F (v) = lim
i
F (vi) = lim

i
λj(v̂i) = λj(v̂),

which implies v = λj(v̂)v̂. Thus, v ∈ F reg
j , proving that F reg

j is closed in F reg. Clearly, F reg
j is

union of connected components of F reg.
In order to prove the denseness, let v ∈ F sing

j = Fj \F
reg
j . Suppose v has the type (k′, i′). Choose

some neighborhood v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ as in (R3). By the continuity of λj (Corollary 3.9), shrinking U as
necessary, we may assume that each ray intersects U at a unique tangent focal point u satisfying
u ∈ Fj . As v is singular, some ray must intersect U in at least two distinct tangent focal points,
and exactly one of them, say, v1 is in Fj. Also, the multiplicity of v1 is strictly less than that of v.
If v1 ∈ F reg, then we are done. Otherwise, after finitely many steps, we get some vl ∈ Fj, such
that either vl ∈ F reg, or vl has multiplicity 1, whence, vl ∈ F reg as noted in Example 4.5. Thus,
F reg

j is dense in Fj. If we have vi ∈ Fj converges to some v ∈ ν̂, similarly as above, we have
F (v) = limF (vi) = limλj(v̂i) = λj(v̂), showing that v ∈ Fj. Thus, Fj is closed in ν̂, and hence,

Fj = F reg
j , concluding the proof. �

4.3. Smoothness of the Focal Time Maps. The discussion so far lets us identify an open set of
S(ν) on which jth-focal time map λj : S(ν) → (0,∞] is smooth. First, we observe the following.

Proposition 4.13. Let C be a connected component of F reg. If the tangent focal points in C have the
type (k0, i0), then for each i0 ≤ j < i0 + k0, the focal time map λj is smooth on Ĉ = π(C) ⊂ S(ν).
For any v ∈ C and x ∈ Tv̂S(ν), we have

dv̂λj(x) =
gv (v, Av(dπ(x)))√

λj(v̂)
, (24)

where π : ν̂ → N is the projection map, and Av is the shape operator of N in the direction v.

Proof. By Theorem 4.10 (4), we have π̂ : C → Ĉ is a diffeomorphism, and Ĉ is an open submanifold
of S(ν). It follows that

λj(x) = F (λj(x)x) =
(
F ◦ (π̂|C)

−1) (x), x ∈ Ĉ, i0 ≤ j < i0 + k0.

That is, λj = F ◦ (π̂|C)
−1 on Ĉ for i0 ≤ j < i0 + k0. As F is smooth on ν̂, we see that λj is smooth

on Ĉ for i0 ≤ j < i0 + k0.
In order to compute the derivative, fix some v ∈ C and some x ∈ Tv̂S(ν). We have a curve

σ : (−ǫ, ǫ) → C passing through v, such that ˙̂σ(0) = x, where σ̂(s) = σ(s)
F (σ(s))

. Denote the curve

c = π ◦ σ in N , so that σ ∈ Γc∗ν̂. In particular, ċ(0) = dπ(x). Now, consider the function
τ(s) = F (σ(s))2 = gσ(s) (σ(s), σ(s)). Then, from Definition 2.3 we have

τ̇(0) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
s=0

gσ(σ, σ) = 2gv (v, D
σ
c σ(0)) .

Consider the N -geodesic variation Λ : (−ǫ, ǫ)× [0, 1] →M given by Λ(s, t) = expν(tσ(s)). Denote
the N -Jacobi field J(t) = ∂

∂s
|s=0Λ(s, t). Set γs0(t) = Λ(s, t) and βt0(s) = Λ(s, t0). Note that

γ̇s(0) = σ(s), and β0(s) = c(s). We have the nonvanishing vector field V (s, t) = γ̇s(t). Now, it

follows from [JS15, Eq (3)] that DV
γs
β̇t = DV

βt
γ̇s. Evaluating at s = 0 = t we get

Dσ
c σ(0) = DV

βt
γ̇s|(0,0) = DV

γs
β̇t|(0,0) = J̇(0).

Then, it follows from Equation 11 that,

τ̇ (0) = 2gv

(
v, J̇(0)

)
= 2gv (v, Av(J(0))) = 2gv(v, Av(dπ(x))).

Since λj > 0, we have

dv̂λj(x) =
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

λj(σ̂(s)) =
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F (σ(s)) =
1

2
(τ(0))−

1
2 τ̇(0) =

gv (v, Av(dπ(x)))√
λj(v̂)

.

This concludes the proof. �
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In particular, if for some v ∈ S(ν) we have multiplicity of λj(v)v is constant near v, then v

is regular as observed in Example 4.6, and hence, λj is smooth near v. This was noted in [IT01].
Similarly, λj is differentiable near v if dimKλj(v)v = 1, which makes it regular by Example 4.5. This
fact was used in [IT98]. Let us now identify a more general subset of S(ν) on which λj is smooth.
Denote,

Rj := {v ∈ S(ν) | λj(v) <∞, λj(v)v ∈ F reg} .

Theorem 4.14. The projection π : ν̂ → S(ν) restricts to an embedding on F reg

j with Rj = π(F reg

j ).
Furthermore, Rj is open in S(ν), and λj is smooth on Rj . If λj is finite, then Rj is dense in S(ν)
as well.

Proof. It is clear from the definition that Rj = π(F reg
j ). By Theorem 4.12, we can write F reg

j as
disjoint union of connected components of F reg. For each such component C ⊂ F reg

j , it follows

from Theorem 4.10 that π|C is an embedding, with Ĉ := π(C) open in S(ν). Suppose, for some
v1,v2 ∈ Fj we have, π(v1) = v = π(v2). But then,

v1 = λj(v̂1)v̂1 = λj(v̂)v̂ = λj(v̂2)v̂2 = v2.

Thus, π is injective on Fj, and in particular, π|Freg
j

: F reg
j → S(ν) is then an embedding, with image

Rj . Clearly, Rj is open in S(ν) being the union of open sets Ĉ, and λj is then smooth on Rj . If λj is
assumed to be finite, then it follows that S(ν) = π (Fj). Since F

reg
j is dense in Fj by Theorem 4.12,

it follows that Rj is dense in S(ν). This concludes the proof. �

4.4. Local Form of the Normal Exponential Map. Let us now fix a connected component, say,
C ⊂ F reg. Clearly C is open in F reg, and hence a codimension 1 submanifold of ν̂. Furthermore, the
focal multiplicities of points in C are constant, say, k. At any v ∈ C, we have two subspaces of Tvν̂,
namely, TvC = TvF reg and Kv = ker dvE . Let us denote,

Nv := Kv ∩ TvF
reg, v ∈ C.

We have dimNv is either k − 1 or k, in which case Kv ⊂ TvF
reg. Based on dimNv, we have a

decomposition

C = C(k) ⊔ C(k − 1). (25)

Since rank dE attains its maximum value n − (k − 1) on C(k − 1), we have C(k − 1) is an open
submanifold of C. Also, since the union ∪v∈C(k−1)Nv is precisely the kernel of d

(
E|C(k−1)

)
, it is a

rank (k − 1) involutive distribution on C(k − 1). By a similar argument, the union ∪v∈Int C(k)Nv =
∪v∈Int C(k)Kv is also an involutive distribution of rank k on the open submanifold Int C(k) ⊂ C. We
have the following result, generalizing [War65, Theorem 3.2].

Theorem 4.15. For any v ∈ F reg with focal multiplicity k ≥ 2, we have Kv ⊂ TvF reg, and thus
C(k − 1) = ∅ for the component C ⊂ F reg containing v.

Remark 4.16. For a component C ⊂ F reg consisting of tangent focal points of multiplicity k, each
leaf of the foliation ∪v∈Int C(k)Kv on Int C(k) is by definition tangential to the ker dE . Consequently,
each leaf gets mapped to a single point by the map E . Note that for k ≥ 2, we have Int C(k) = C,
whereas for k = 1 both C(k) and C(k − 1) can have non-empty interiors.

We are now in a position to state the local form of the normal exponential map E near a regular
focal point, similar to [War65, Theorem 3.3]. See also [SU12, Section 3] for a similar discussion.

Theorem 4.17. Suppose v ∈ ν̂ is a regular tangent focal locus of N with multiplicity k. Let C be
the connected component of F reg containing v, and consider the decomposition C = C(k)⊔C(k−1)
(Equation 25). Then, there exist coordinates {x1, . . . xn} and {y1, . . . yn} near v ∈ ν̂ and E(v) ∈M ,
which can be arranged so that E has special forms in the following cases.
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(T1) If v has multiplicity k ≥ 2, then one can arrange so that

yi ◦ E =

{
xn · xi, i = 1, . . . k,

xi, i = k + 1, . . . , n.
(26)

Furthermore, Kv = Span
〈

∂
∂xi

∣∣
v, i = 1, . . . , k

〉
. Locally near v the tangent focal locus is

given as {xn = 0}, and the image under E given as
{
y1 = · · · = yk = 0 = yn

}
.

(T2) If v has multiplicity k = 1 and furthermore, v ∈ Int C(k) then one can arrange so that

yi ◦ E =

{
xn · x1, i = 1,

xi, i = 2, . . . , n.
(27)

Furthermore, Kv = Span
〈

∂
∂x1

∣∣
v

〉
. Locally near v the tangent focal locus is given as {xn = 0},

and the image under E given as {y1 = 0 = yn}.
(T3) If v has multiplicity k = 1 and furthermore, Kv 6⊂ TvF reg (i.e., if v ∈ C(k − 1) = C(0)),

then one can arrange so that

yi ◦ E =

{
x1 · x1, i = 1,

xi, i = 2, . . . , n.
(28)

Furthermore, Kv = Span
〈

∂
∂x1

∣∣
v

〉
. Locally near v the tangent focal locus is given as {x1 = 0},

and the image under E is given as {y1 = 0}.

The proofs of the above two theorems follow in the same vein as [War65, Theorem 3.2 and 3.3],
which uses the notion of higher order tangent vectors. To keep the article self-contained, we have
provided sketches of proofs in the appendix (Appendix A).

Remark 4.18. The only regular tangent focal points v not considered in Theorem 4.17, are of the
form C \ (C(0) ⊔ Int C(1)) = C(1) \ Int C(1), where C is a connected component of F reg consisting
of multiplicity 1 tangent focal points. Clearly, they form a nowhere dense subset of F reg.

We can now prove the following.

Theorem 4.19. Let N be a submanifold of a forward complete Finsler manifold (M,F ). Then the
normal exponential map E = expν |ν̂ is not injective on any neighborhood of a tangent focal point
v ∈ ν̂.

Proof. Since F reg is dense in F , we only proof the statement for v ∈ F reg. Assume C ⊂ F reg is
the connected component containing v, and denote the decomposition C = C(k) ⊔ C(k − 1). If v
has multiplicity k ≥ 2, then by Theorem 4.15, we have a k-dimensional foliation in C, such that E
maps each leaf to a single point. The claim is then immediate. Suppose k = 1. If v ∈ Int C(k),
we again have a one dimensional foliation in C, so that each leaf is mapped to a single point by
E . If v ∈ C(k − 1), then by Theorem 4.17 (T3), we have a coordinate system for which E looks
like Equation 28. Consequently, E is not locally injective in a neighborhood of v. Lastly, suppose
v ∈ C \ (C(k − 1) ⊔ Int C(k)), which is nowhere dense by Remark 4.18. Then in any neighborhood
of v, there exists a v′ ∈ C(k − 1) ⊔ Int C(k) and hence in that neighborhood, the map E fails to be
injective. This concludes the proof. �

Remark 4.20. In [BP24, Theorem 4.8], it was proved that under hypothesis (H), we have Cu(N) =

Se(N). In the course of the proof, we had reached a dichotomy whose case (a) leads to a contra-
diction. We would like to point out that in view of Theorem 4.19, case (a) is immediately ruled out.
We shall see a stronger result in the tangent bundle following the ideas of [Bis77] (see Remark 4.26).

4.5. Decomposition of the Tangent Cut Locus. Let us first observe which tangent focal points
can also be cut points. We prove a more general result about the Hausdorff dimension of a large
class of tangent focal points. Consider the sets

Q :=
⋃

C⊂F1

C(1), T := Q∪
⋃

j≥2

F j, (29)
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where the first union runs over all connected components C ⊂ F1, and we have C = C(0) ⊔ C(1) as
in Equation 25. Note that T ⊂ F consists of all the tangent focal points, except of the type (T3),
which can be called the fold focal points in the terminology of [SU12].

Proposition 4.21. Each F j for j ≥ 2, and Q have (n−1)-Hausdorff measure 0, where n = dimM .
Furthermore, the set expν (T ) has dimension ≤ n− 2.

Proof. Let v ∈ F j for some j ≥ 1. By an application of Lemma 4.7 we get charts U and V
respectively around v and E(v). Since the rank of the map dvE is non-decreasing in a neighborhood,
without loss of generality, we assume that rank duE ≥ rank dvE for u ∈ U , and consequently, for
any u ∈ U ∩ F we have the focal multiplicity of u is ≤ j. As argued in the proof of Theorem 4.15,
we get the function ∆ : U → R, which is the (n − j + 1)th-elementary symmetric polynomial in
n-variables, evaluated on the eigenvalues of dE|U (Equation 23). Clearly, for any u ∈ F j ∩ U , we
have ∆(u) = 0. Since by assumption at most j many eigenvalues of dE|U vanishes, we see that ∆
is a submersion on U , after shrinking U if necessary. Thus, we see that F j ∩ U is contained in the
hypersurface ∆−1(0). We consider the two cases.

• If j ≥ 2, then we have dimKu ≥ 2 for u ∈ F j ∩ U . Consequently, Ku must intersect
Tu (∆

−1(0)). Hence, E|∆−1(0) has singularities on F j ∩∆−1(0).
• If j = 1, for u ∈ Q∩ U we clearly have Ku ⊂ Tu (∆

−1(0)). Again, we see that E|∆−1(0) has
singularities on Q∩∆−1(0).

Then, by an application of the Sard’s theorem [Sar42, Theorem 4.1], we see that Q ∩∆−1(0), and
F j ∩ ∆−1(0) for j ≥ 2, have (n − 1)-Hausdorff measure 0. Clearly, one can cover Q and each
of F j by countably many hypersurfaces ∆−1(0) as above, proving that Q and F j for j ≥ 2 have
(n−1)-Hausdorff measure 0. Since E is singular on these sets, it follows that expν (T ) has dimension
≤ n− 2. �

Remark 4.22. The above result was first proved for a point by Warner in [War67, Lemma 1.1, pg.
194]. In [BL97, Proposition 1], the authors claimed that the whole conjugate locus of a point in the
manifold has (n− 1)-Hausdorff measure 0, and in particular has codimension at least 2. This claim
seems to be incorrect. Indeed, on the ellipsoid, with the standard metric induced from R3, one can
find a point whose conjugate locus has dimension 1 [IK04]. Although this does not affect the rest of
the article [BL97], since they are only using Proposition 1 to show that the cut locus of a point has
codimension 2 in M . This remains valid, as can be seen from the next result.

Proposition 4.23. A tangent focal point of type (T3) cannot be a tangent cut point. Consequently,
the focal cut locus of N has codimension 2 in M .

Proof. Let v ∈ F be a tangent focal locus of multiplicity 1, and furthermore Kv ∩ TvC = {0},

where C is the connected component of F reg containing v. Suppose, if possible, v ∈ C̃u(N) is
a tangent cut point as well. In particular, v is then a first tangent focal point, and furthermore,
ρ(v) = λ1(v) holds by Equation 15. As observed in Example 4.5, we have v is regular and C consists
of multiplicity 1 tangent focal points, which are also the first tangent focal points. As argued in
the proof of Theorem 4.10, we get neighborhoods v̂ ∈ Û ⊂ S(ν) and v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂, such that U is

radially convex as in (R3), and Û =
{
û := u

F (u)
= u

λ1(u)

∣∣∣ u ∈ U
}

is a diffeomorphic image of U .

Furthermore, assume Ku ∩ TuC = {0} for u ∈ U ∩ C. Now, get a curve σ : (−ǫ, ǫ) → C satisfying
σ(0) = v. By construction, we have σ̇(s) 6∈ Kσ(s). Denote the curves,

σ̂(s) :=
σ(s)

λ1(σ(s))
∈ S(ν), η(s) := expν(σ(s)) = γσ̂(s) (λ1(σ̂(s))) .

As λ1 is smooth on Û by Theorem 4.14, we compute

η̇(s) = γ̇σ̂(s) (λ1(σ̂(s))) (λ1 ◦ σ̂)
′ (s).

On the other hand, η̇(s) = dE(σ̇(s)) 6= 0 as σ̇(s) 6∈ Kσ(s). Hence, we must have (λ1 ◦ σ̂)
′ (s) 6= 0.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that (λ1 ◦ σ̂)
′ (s) > 0. Now, for some 0 < δ < ǫ, we
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compute

L(η|[−δ,0]) =

∫ 0

−δ

F (η̇(s))ds =

∫ 0

−δ

(λ1 ◦ σ̂)
′ (s)F

(
γ̇σ̂(s)(λ1(σ̂(s)))

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

ds = λ1(σ̂(0))− λ1(σ̂(−δ)).

Set w = σ(−δ), so that L
(
η|[−δ,0]

)
= λ1(v̂)−λ1(ŵ). We have the N -geodesics γv, γw : [0, 1] →M

joining N to the points p := γv(1) = expν(v), and q := γw(1) = expν(w) respectively. As

v ∈ C̃u(N), we have d(N, p) = L(γv) = ρ(v̂) = λ1(v̂). On the other hand, for w we get
d(N, q) ≤ L(γw) ≤ ρ(ŵ) ≤ λ1(ŵ). It follows that

λ1 (v̂) = d(N, p) ≤ d(N, q) + d(q, p) ≤ L(γw) + L
(
η|[−δ,0]

)
≤ λ1 (ŵ) + L

(
η|[−δ,0]

)
= λ1 (v̂) .

Consequently, all the inequalities above are, in fact, equalities. In particular, γw, followed by η|[−δ,0]

is then an N -segment, and thus q cannot be a cut point of N . This forces,

λ1 (ŵ) = L (γw) < ρ (ŵ) ,

which is a contradiction to Equation 15. Hence, v 6∈ C̃u(N). We conclude the proof by applying
Proposition 4.21 �

The above result has also been proved in the Riemannian context in [Heb83, Proposition 3.2],
and in [IT98, Lemma 2]. Now, as mentioned earlier, the cut locus Cu(N) consists of points that
are either a first focal locus along an N -geodesic, or points admitting at least two N -segments, i.e.,

points of Se(N). In the normal bundle ν, we have the set of tangent cut points C̃u(N), which maps
to Cu(N) under the normal exponential map.

Definition 4.24. A vector v ∈ C̃u(N) is called a separating (or ordinary ) tangent cut point if there

exists some w ∈ C̃u(N) with w 6= v such that expν(v) = expν(w). Otherwise, v is called a singular

tangent cut point. We denote the set of all separating tangent cut points of N by S̃e(N).

It is clear that S̃e(N) is mapped to Se(N) under the normal exponential map. Then, it follows
that

C̃u(N) \ S̃e(N) ⊂ F1(N), (30)

where F1 is the first tangent focal locus. Generalizing the main theorem of [Bis77], we now prove
the following.

Theorem 4.25. Let N be a closed submanifold of a forward complete Finsler manifold (M,F ), and

suppose hypothesis (H) holds. Then, C̃u(N) = S̃e(N).

Proof. Since every non-focal tangent cut point is necessarily separating (Equation 30), we consider

some v ∈ C̃u(N) ∩ F = C̃u(N) ∩ F1. We have the following cases to consider

(1) Suppose v is a regular focal locus, and of type (T1) or (T2) in Theorem 4.17. Then, by
Remark 4.16, we have an involutive distribution on F reg, defined near v, such that each leaf
is mapped to a single point by expν . In particular, the leaf passing through v, say, L is
mapped to q := expν(v). Consider a sequence vi ∈ L \ {v} with vi → u. We have the
tangent cut points wi := ρ(v̂i)v̂i, and the tangent focal points λ1(v̂i)v̂i = vi. Now, ρ ≤ λ1
by Equation 15. If ρ(v̂i) = λ1(v̂i) for some i, we get vi ∈ C̃u(N). But then v ∈ S̃e(N),
as expν(v) = expν(vi) and v 6= vi. Otherwise, assume that ρ(v̂i) < λ1(v̂i) holds for all i.
As the cut time map ρ is continuous, we get wi → v. As vi is a first tangent focal locus,

we must have wi ∈ S̃e(N). But then in any neighborhood of v we have some element of

S̃e(N), proving v ∈ S̃e(N).
(2) If v is a regular focal locus of type (T3) as in Theorem 4.17, then by Proposition 4.23, v

cannot be a tangent cut point.
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(3) Lastly, assume that v is a focal point not covered in Theorem 4.17. Since v ∈ F1, by
Theorem 4.12, we have v is the limit point of vi ∈ F reg

1 . Also, in view of Remark 4.18,
we may assume that each vi is of type (T1), (T2) or (T3) as in Theorem 4.17. Denote
wi := ρ(v̂i)v̂i, and note that wi → v as in case (1). If ρ(v̂i) = λ1(v̂i) holds for some i, we

have vi ∈ C̃u(N), and hence by the previous two cases, wi = vi is a limit point of S̃e(N).

If ρ(v̂i) < λ1(v̂i), then wi ∈ C̃u(N) \ F1 = S̃e(N). By a standard Cantor’s diagonalization

argument, we then get a sequence in S̃e(N) converging to v, again showing that v ∈ S̃e(N)

Thus, we have obtained C̃u(N) ⊂ S̃e(N).

To show the equality, let us consider some v ∈ S̃e(N) \ S̃e(N). Then, we have a sequence

vi ∈ S̃e(N) such that vi → v. Furthermore, we have wi 6= vi such that qi := expν(wi) = expν(vi).
Clearly, qi → q := expν(v). Also, passing to a subsequence, we have wi → w. Since q = expν(v) =

limi exp
ν(vi) = limi exp

ν(wi) = expν(w), we must have w = v, as v 6∈ S̃e(N). But then in
any neighborhood of v, the map expν fails to be injective. By the inverse function theorem, we
must have dv exp

ν |ν̂ is singular, i.e., v ∈ F . Also, by Lemma 2.11, we see that γv̂ being a limit of
N -segments γv̂i

, is an N -segment itself. But then q = γv(1) is a first focal locus of N along γv
[BP24, Lemma 4.4]. In particular, q is then a cut point, and consequently v ∈ C̃u(N). Hence, we

have C̃u(N) = S̃e(N), concluding the proof. �

Remark 4.26. Since expν is continuous, we immediately get

Cu(N) = expν
(
C̃u(N)

)
= expν

(
S̃e(N)

)
⊂ expν

(
S̃e(N)

)
= Se(N).

Consequently, Se(N) is dense in Cu(N). In fact, Cu(N) = Se(N) holds as well [BP24, Theorem
4.8].

5. Open Questions

In this section, we pose some open questions for further research. The first question is related to
Theorem 4.10

Question 5.1. Given a connected component C ⊂ F reg, what can be deduced about ∂C?

Let us make some easy observations. If C ⊂ F reg
j for some j, then it follows from Theorem 4.10 and

Theorem 4.12 that ∂C ⊂ F sing
j . Let v ∈ ∂C have the type (k0, i0). Suppose, we have a neighborhood

v ∈ U ⊂ ν̂ satisfying U∩F reg
j = U∩C, which is the case if v is isolated in F sing. Then one can easily

conclude that U ∩ F reg
i = U ∩ C for all i0 ≤ i < i0 + k0. On the other hand, suppose a sufficiently

small neighborhood U intersects a finite list of components, say, C1, . . . , Cr0 from F reg
j , with r0 ≥ 2.

Shrinking U suitably, and applying Theorem 4.10, one can see that U ∩F sing = U ∩F sing
j is mapped

homeomorphically to a set which is the topological boundary of finitely many open charts. This begs
the question of whether the boundary is rectifiable.

Next, as mentioned earlier, in [IT01] it is proved that if the focal time map λj : S(ν) → (0,∞] of
a submanifold in a Riemannian manifold is finite at v, then λj locally Lipschitz near v. It appears
that their argument can be generalized to the Finsler setup, albeit with some effort. Then, assuming
λj <∞, an application of Rademacher’s theorem implies that λj is differentiable almost everywhere.
In Theorem 4.14, we identified an open dense subset Rj ⊂ S(ν) on which λj is smooth, provided
λj <∞.

Question 5.2. On which points of S(ν) \ Rj is the map λj non-differentiable?

Lastly, we repeat a question originally posed by Bishop in [Bis77], to the best of our knowledge,
which is still unsolved, even for a point in a Riemannian manifold.

Question 5.3. Is S̃e(N) open in C̃u(N)? Is Se(N) open in Cu(N)?
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One can readily observe the following.

• For any v ∈ C̃u(N) \ F1 ⊂ S̃e(N), we have ρ(v̂) < λ1(v̂). Since both ρ and λ1 are contin-
uous, it follows that in a neighborhood of v̂ we have ρ < λ1. But then, in a neighborhood of

v, every cut point is non-focal, and hence belongs to S̃e(N). Thus, non-focal cut points lie

in the interior of S̃e(N).
• If v ∈ Cu(N) is a regular tangent focal point, then by Proposition 4.23 it must be of type (T1)
or (T2). Now, in a neighborhood of v, F reg is foliated in such a way that every leaf is mapped

to the same point under expν . In particular, for any u ∈ C̃u(N) near v, if u ∈ F1, which is

the case for v itself, then we must have u ∈ S̃e(N). Otherwise, u ∈ C̃u(N) \ F1 ⊂ S̃e(N).

It follows that v is in the interior of S̃e(N).

Thus, the only points left to consider are the regular focal cut points of multiplicity 1 as described in

Remark 4.18, and the singular focal cut points C̃u(N) ∩ F sing = C̃u(N) ∩ F sing
1 .

Appendix A. Higher Order Tangent Vector

In this appendix, we introduce the notion of higher order tangent vectors, and show that our
notion of (R2) is comparable to that of [War65]. Then, we give the proofs of Theorem 4.15 and
Theorem 4.17.

Let M be a manifold with dimM = n. For p ∈ M , denote by Ip the collection of germs at p of
smooth functions M → R. A germ f ∈ Ip is assumed to be represented by a function f : M → R
locally defined near p, and in particular, the evaluation f(p) = f(p) is well-defined. Ip is a local ring,
with the maximal ideal mp := {f | f(p) = 0}. The kth order tangent space at p is then defined as

T k
pM :=

(
mp/m

k+1
p

)∗
= hom

(
mp/m

k+1
p , R

)
.

Given a map f :M → N , one has the kth order derivative map

dkpf : T k
pM → T k

f(p)N

θ 7→
(
g+mk+1

f(p) 7→ θ
(
f∗(g) +mk+1

p

))
,

where the push-forward f∗(g) is defined as the germ of g ◦ f at the point p. There is a canoni-
cal isomorphism T k+1

p M/T k
pM = ⊙k+1TpM , which gives rise to the (non-canonical) isomorphism

T k
pM = ⊕k

i=1 ⊙
i TpM . Here ⊙i denotes the ith symmetric tensor product.

We are particularly interested in the identification TpM ⊙ TpM = T 2
pM/TpM , which is explicitly

given as

x⊙ y 7−→ (f 7→ X (Y (f)) |p) mod TpM

for arbitrary extensions X, Y of x,y ∈ TpM , and for f ∈ mp/m
3
p represented by some f . The Leibniz

rule shows that the map is well-defined, whereas the symmetry is a consequence of the identity
[X, Y ](f) = XY (f) − Y X(f) where f 7→ [X, Y ](f)|p is a first order vector. The second order
derivative of some f :M → N induces the following natural map,

d2pf : TpM ⊙ TpM −→ T 2
f(p)M/ Im dpf

x⊙ y 7−→ (g 7→ X (Y (g ◦ f)) |p) mod Im dpf,
(31)

which we still denote by d2f .
Let us now consider the restricted normal exponential map E = (expν |ν̂) : ν̂ → M . For any

v ∈ ν̂, we have the geodesic γv(t) = E(tv). Using the identification above, we have the maps

dvE : Tvν̂ → Tγv(1)M, d2vE : Tvν̂ ⊙ Tvν̂ → T 2
γv(1)M/ Im dvE .

Denote the ray σ(t) = tv and the vector r = σ̇(1) ∈ Tvν̂. Now, the condition (R2) of [War65]
translates to the following
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(R2’) The map

Kv = ker dvE ∋ x 7−→ d2vE(r⊙ x) ∈ Tγv(1)M/ Im dvE ⊂ T 2
γv(1)M/ Im dvE

is a linear isomorphism onto the image.

Proposition A.1. For any x ∈ Tvν̂, consider the N -Jacobi field Jx along γv (Equation 17). Then,
we have the following.

(1) dvE(x) = Jx(1), and in particular dvE(r) = γ̇v(1).

(2) d2vE (r⊙ x) = J̇x(1).

Consequently, (R2) is equivalent to (R2’).

Proof. Let α : (−ǫ, ǫ) → ν̂ be a curve such that α(0) = v and α̇(0) = x. Then, we immediately
have

dvE(x) =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

E (α(s)) = Jx(1),

which proves (1). Now, consider a germ f ∈ mq/m
2
q , represented by some f defined near q := E(v) =

γv(1). Considering the map Ξ(s, t) = tα(s), we have an extension X(t) := ∂
∂s

∣∣
s=0

Ξ(s, t) of x along
σ. Extend this X arbitrarily in a neighborhood of v, and similarly extend r to some R. Then,

RX(f ◦ E)|v =
∂

∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=1

(X(f ◦ E)) (tv) =
∂

∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=1

d(f ◦ E) (Xtv)

=
∂

∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=1

∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

d(f ◦ E) (tα(s)) = dE(v)f
(
J̇x(1)

)
= J̇x(1) (f) |q.

As f is an arbitrary germ, (2) follows from Equation 31. We conclude the proof by Proposition 3.2
and Lemma 3.4. �

Let us now prove Theorem 4.15.

Proof of Theorem 4.15. Suppose v ∈ F reg be a regular focal point, such that Kv 6⊂ TvF reg. Let
y ∈ Kv ∩ TvF reg. We shall show that J̇y(1) = 0, whence we get y = 0 by (R2).

Consider the vector r ∈ Tvν̂ given by r = σ̇(1), where σ(t) = tv is the ray. Since r is transverse
to both TvF reg and Kv (by Theorem 4.8 and (R1), respectively), and since Tvν̂ = Kv + TvF reg by
hypothesis, we have r = x + z for some x ∈ Kv \ TvF reg and z ∈ TvF reg \ Kv. Then, it follows
from Proposition A.1 (2) that

J̇y(1) = d2vE(r⊙ y) = d2vE(x⊙ y) + d2vE(z⊙ y).

As z ∈ TvF reg, we can choose an extension Z of z around v, such that Z is tangential to F reg

on points of F reg. Similarly, we can extend y to some Y near v so that Y is in Ku on points of
F reg, which is possible since Ku has constant rank for u ∈ F reg near v. Then, for an arbitrary germ
f ∈ mp/m

2
p, represented by some function f defined near E(v), we have

Z (Y (f ◦ E)) (v) = Z (df dE(Y )) (v) = 0,

as dE(Y ) = 0 on F reg. But then d2vE(z⊙ y) = 0 as f is arbitrary. Since y ∈ TvF reg as well, we get
from the symmetry, d2vE(x⊙ y) = d2vE(y ⊙ x) = 0. Hence, J̇y(1) = 0, which shows that y = 0 by
(R2). In other words, Kv ∩ TvF reg = 0, showing that dimKv = 1. Thus, for dimKv ≥ 2 we must
have Kv ⊂ TvF reg. �

Lastly, we give a sketch of proof of Theorem 4.17, while deferring to [War65, Theorem 3.3] for
details.

Proof of Theorem 4.17. Suppose we are in either case (T1) or case (T2). In both the cases, we have
a k-dimensional foliation on C near v, induced by the distribution ker d (E|C), which is of constant
rank k and involutive near v (Remark 4.16). We can get a coordinate system {u1, . . . , un} on ν̂
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near v such that the codimension 1 submanifold C is locally given as {un = 0}. Furthermore, we can
arrange so that the foliation on C is given by

{
uk+1 = · · · = un−1 = constant, un = 0.

}
.

Recall that each leaf of this foliation is mapped to a constant by E , and dvE has full rank in the
transverse directions. Hence, we can fix a coordinate {v1, . . . , vn} near E(v) so that image of
the slice

{
u1 = · · · = uk = 0, un = 0

}
under E is the slice

{
v1 = · · · = vk = 0, vn = 0

}
, and

furthermore, dvE
(

∂
∂ui

∣∣
v

)
= ∂

∂vi

∣∣
E(v)

holds for i = k + 1, . . . , n. In particular, for i = 1, . . . , k the

function vi ◦ E has a zero of order 1 at v. Define the functions

wi =

{
ui, i = 1, . . . , k

vi ◦ E , i = k + 1, . . . , n,

near v. Then, {w1, . . . , wn} is a coordinate near v. Next, consider the projection π : Rn → Rn onto
the last n− k-coordinates, preceded by k many zeros. Near E(v) ∈M , we then have functions,

yi =

{
vi − vi ◦ E ◦ (φ−1 ◦ π ◦ ψ) , i = 1, . . . k

vi, i = k + 1, . . . , n,

where φ, ψ are respectively the coordinate charts {w1, . . . , wn} and {v1, . . . , vn} on ν̂ and M . By
construction, {y1, . . . , yn} is a coordinate system near E(v), since v is an order 1 zero of vi ◦ E for
i = 1, . . . , k. Also, for i = 1, . . . , k, we have yi ◦ E = 0 on {wn = 0}, which is a 0 of order 1.
Hence, we have functions xi near v such that yi ◦ E = wn · xi for i = 1, . . . , k. Set xi = wi for
i = k + 1, . . . , n. Thus, we have

yi ◦ E =

{
xn · xi, i = 1, . . . , k

xi, i = k + 1, . . . , n.

We check that {x1, . . . , xn} is a coordinate near v. As xi = wi for i = k + 1, . . . , n, it follows that

the n × n matrix
(

∂xi

∂wj

∣∣∣
v

)
has full rank if the k × k block given by 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k has full rank. We

have
∂2 (yi ◦ E)

∂wn∂wj

∣∣∣∣
v

=
∂xi

∂wj

∣∣∣∣
v

, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k,

since yi ◦ E = wn · xi. Hence, we need to show that
(

∂2(yi◦E)
∂wn∂wj

∣∣∣
v

)
has full rank. Consider the vectors

wi = ∂
∂wi

∣∣
v
. By construction, Kv = ker dvE = Span〈w1, . . . ,wk〉. Furthermore, wn is transverse

to TvC. Consider the radial vector r ∈ Tvν̂ given by r = σ̇(1), where σ(t) = tv is the ray. Then,
we have r = awn + z for some scalar a 6= 0 and some z ∈ TvF reg. As argued in the proof of
Theorem 4.15, we have

J̇wj (1) = d2vE
(
r⊙wj

)
= ad2vE

(
wn ⊙wj

)
+ d2vE

(
z⊙wj

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

= ad2vE
(
wn ⊙wj

)
.

As a 6= 0, by (R2) and Proposition A.1, we have {d2vE(w
n ⊙wj) mod Im dvE , 1 ≤ j ≤ k} are

linearly independent. Now, by construction, we have

Im dvE = Span

〈
∂

∂vi

∣∣∣∣
E(v)

, i = k + 1, . . . , n

〉
= Span

〈
∂

∂yi

∣∣∣∣
E(v)

, i = k + 1, . . . , n

〉
.

Thus, evaluating on yi for i = 1, . . . , k does not change the rank. Now, by Equation 31, we have
∂2(yi◦E)
∂wn∂wj

∣∣∣
v
= d2vE(w

n ⊙wj)(yi). Consequently, the k × k matrix

(
∂2(yi◦E)
∂wn∂wj

∣∣∣
v

)
=

(
d2vE(w

n ⊙wj)(yi)
)

has full rank. This shows that {x1, . . . , xn} is a coordinate system near v, concluding the proof of
(T1) and (T2).
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Now, suppose the hypothesis of (T3) holds. Thus, v ∈ F reg is such that there is a neighborhood
v ∈ U ⊂ C for which Ku ∩ TuC = 0 for u ∈ U . We show that near v, the normal exponential map
E is a submersion with folds (see [GG73, Defintion 4.2] for terminology). This amounts to checking
the following two properties.

• As in the proof of Theorem 4.8, near v, the codimension 1 submanifold C is given as the zero
of the function ∆ (Equation 23). For k = 1, this ∆ is precisely the product of eigenfunctions
of dE , and thus ∆ = det dE . As argued in the proof of Theorem 4.8, the derivative of
∆ is non-vanishing. This shows that the first jet j1E is transverse to the codimension 1
submanifold S1 ⊂ J1(ν̂,M) consisting of jets of rank n− 1.

• The singularities of E near v are precisely the neighborhood U , along which we have Tuν̂ =
Ku + TuC = ker duE + Tu (∆

−1(0)). This shows that every singularity of E is a fold point.

Then, the normal form Equation 28 for E follows immediately from [GG73, Theorem 4.5], finishing
the proof of (T3). �
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[Tho72] R. Thom. Sur le cut-locus d’une variété plongée. J. Differential Geometry, 6:577–586, 1972. URL:
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214430644.

[War65] Frank W. Warner. The conjugate locus of a riemannian manifold. American Journal of Mathematics,
87(3):575, 1965. doi:10.2307/2373064.

[War67] F. W. Warner. Conjugate loci of constant order. Ann. of Math. (2), 86:192–212, 1967.
doi:10.2307/1970366.

[Wol79] Franz-Erich Wolter. Distance function and cut loci on a complete Riemannian manifold. Arch. Math. (Basel),
32(1):92–96, 1979. doi:10.1007/BF01238473.

[Zha17] Wei Zhao. A comparison theorem for finsler submanifolds and its applications. 2017. arXiv:1710.10682,
doi:10.48550/ARXIV.1710.10682.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00229-004-0455-z
https://doi.org/10.2748/tmj/1178224899
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-00-02564-2
https://doi.org/10.5486/PMD.2014.5823
https://doi.org/10.5486/PMD.2014.7061
https://doi.org/10.5486/PMD.2015.7028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomphys.2011.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10231-023-01373-4
http://www.jstor.org/stable/86088
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02900677
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-35-00126-0
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-36-00208-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-80650-7
https://doi.org/10.2307/1986219
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-003-0485-y
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9904-1942-07811-6
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9904-1943-07960-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-015-9727-2
https://doi.org/10.2140/apde.2012.5.219
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214430644
https://doi.org/10.2307/2373064
https://doi.org/10.2307/1970366
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01238473
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.10682
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1710.10682

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries on Finsler Geometry
	2.1. Finsler Metric
	2.2. Geodesics and Jacobi Fields
	2.3. Submanifolds in Finsler Manifolds
	2.4. N-Geodesics and N-Jacobi Fields
	2.5. Cut Locus of a Submanifold

	3. Focal Locus of a Submanifold
	3.1. Index Form and the Morse Index Theorem

	4. Warner's Regularity of the Normal Exponential Map
	4.1. Regular Tangent Focal Locus
	4.2. Components of the Regular Tangent Focal Locus
	4.3. Smoothness of the Focal Time Maps
	4.4. Local Form of the Normal Exponential Map
	4.5. Decomposition of the Tangent Cut Locus

	5. Open Questions
	Appendix A. Higher Order Tangent Vector
	Acknowledgement
	References

