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On Harmonic and Pseudoharmonic Maps from Strictly
Pseudoconvex CR Manifolds

Tian Chong Yuxin Dong Yibin Ren Guilin Yang

Abstract. In this paper, we give some rigidity results for both harmonic and pseu-
doharmonic maps from CR manifolds into Riemannian manifolds or Kahler manifolds.
Some basicity, pluriharmonicity and Siu-Sampson type results are established for both
harmonic maps and pseudoharmonic maps.

1 Introduction

In 1980, Siu [22] studied the strong rigidity of compact Kéahler manifolds by using the
theory of harmonic maps. The basic discovery by Siu was a new Bochner-type formula for
harmonic maps between Kéahler manifolds, which does not involve the Ricci curvature tensor
of the domains. Using the modified Bochner formula, he proved that any harmonic maps
from a compact Kéhler manifold to a K&hler manifold with strongly semi-negative curvature
are actually pluriharmonic and some curvature terms of the pull-back complexifed tangent
bundles vanish. When the target manifolds are Kéahler manifolds with strongly negative
curvature or compact quotients of irreducible bounded symmetric domains, the vanishing
curvature terms, under the assumption of sufficiently high rank, force the maps to be either
holomorphic or anti-holomorphic. Later, Sampson [21] showed that any harmonic maps from
compact Kéhler manifolds into Riemannian manifolds with nonpositive Hermitian curvature
are also pluriharmonic, which generalized the pluriharmonicity result of Siu to more general
targets. Pluriharmonic maps, holomorphic maps and Siu-Sampson type results have many
important applications in geometry and topology of Kéahler manifolds. The readers are
refered to [25] for details.

In 2002, Petit [17] established some rigidity results for harmonic maps from strictly pseu-
doconvex CR manifolds to Kéhler manifolds and Riemannian manifolds by using tools of
Spinorial geometry. First, he proved that any harmonic map from a compact Sasakian man-
ifold to a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive sectional curvature is trivial on the Reeb
vector field. A map with this property will be called basic. Next he proved that under suit-
able rank conditions the harmonic map from a compact Sasakian manifold to a K&hler man-
ifold with strongly negative curvature is CR holomorphic or CR anti-holomorphic. However,
it seems that Petit [17] did not specifically discuss the relevant notions of pluriharmonicity.
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On the other hand, E. Barletta et al. in [I] introduced the so-called pseudoharmonic maps
from CR manifolds which are a natural generalization of harmonic maps. In his thesis [4],
T.-H. Chang discussed some fundamental properties of pseudoharmonic maps.

In this paper, we will establish some rigidity results for both harmoinic maps and pseu-
doharmonic maps from CR manifolds by using the moving frame method. First, we find a
result about the relationship between harmonic maps and pseudoharmonic maps from CR
manifolds, which claims that these two kinds of maps are actually equivalent if the maps
are basic. By the moving frame method, we not only recapture Petit’s result about har-
monic maps from compact Sasakian manifolds to Riemannian manifolds with nonpositive
curvature (Proposition 5.1), but also show that the result is still valid for pseudoharmonic
maps (Theorem 5.1).

The usual Bochner-type formula for the energy density of harmonic maps was given
in [I0]. In [4], T.-H. Chang derived the CR Bochner-type formula for the pseudo-energy
density of a pseudoharmonic map ¢ (Corollary 4.1). Unlike the Bochner formula of harmonic
maps, there is a mixed term i(¢?dL, — ¢LoL,) appearing in the CR Bochner formula for
the pseudoharmonic map. When ¢ is a function, it is known that the CR Paneitz operator,
which is a divergence of a third order differential operator P, is a useful tool to treat such
kind of term. Omne important property of the CR Paneitz operator is its nonnegativity
when the dimension of the CR manifold > 5 (cf. [3]). We generalize the operator P to
a differential operator, still denoted by P, acting on maps from a strictly pseudoconvex
CR manifolds into a Riemannian manifold, and establish similar nonnegativity under the
assumptions that the domain CR manifold has dimension > 5 and the target manifold
is of nonpositive Hermitian curvature (Theorem 4.1). This enables us to establish a CR
Bochner-type result for pseudohamonic maps (Theorem 4.2).

As mentioned previously, the notion of ’pluriharmonicity’ is important for Siu-Sampson
type results and other potential applications. We hope to disccuss suitable notion of pluri-
harmonic maps from CR manifolds. On a CR manifolds, we have two canonical connections,
that is, the Levi-Civita connection of the Webster metric and the Tanaka-Webster connec-
tion of the pseudo-Hermitian structure. As a result, there are two kinds of second funda-
mental forms for a map from a CR manifold to a Riemannian manifold: the usual second
fundamental form B and a new second fundamental form 3. The later one is defined with
respect to the Tanaka-Webster connection of the domain CR manifold and the Levi-Civita
connection of the target Riemannian manifold (see Section 2). Using B, Ianus and Pastore
[13] defined two kinds of pluriharmonic notions. In [8], Dragomir and Kamishima introduced
the notion of CR pluriharmonic map by means of 5. It turns out that a CR pluriharmonic
map is basic and pseudoharmonic, and thus it is harmonic too. In addition, when the target
manifold is Ké&hler, the CR pluriharmonic maps in [§] are more compatible with the CR
holomorphic maps defined in [11] in the sense that any CR holomorphic maps are automat-
ically CR pluriharmonic. We also discuss the relationships between the CR pluriharmonic
maps and those defined by Ianus and Pastore. Next, using the Siu-Sampson technique, we
prove that any harmonic maps or pseudoharmonic maps from compact Sasakian manifolds
to Riemannian manifolds with nonpositive Hermitian curvature or Kéhler manifolds with
strong semi-negative curvature are CR, pluriharmonic (Theorems 6.1, 6.2). If the target is



a Kahler manifold with strongly negative curvature and the rank of the map > 3 at some
point, then the harmonic map or the pseduoharmonic map is CR holomorphic or CR anti-
holomorphic (Theorem 7.2). In [I7], the author announced a similar result for harmonic
maps using different technique. When the target is a locally Hermitian symmetric space of
noncompact type whose universal cover does not contain the hyperbolic plane as a factor,
we show that the harmonic maps or pseudoharmonic maps are CR, holomorphic under some
explicit rank conditions (Theorem 7.1). These generalize some similar results in [5] to the
CR case. To derive the above results, we also investigate the conic extensions of harmonic
maps, CR pluriharmonic maps and CR holomorphic maps from Sasakian manifolds respec-
tively, and establish also a unique continuation theorem for CR holomorphicity (Proposition
7.3). Using a technique in [I8], we consider harmonic maps and pseudoharmonic maps from
complete noncompact CR manifolds too. Under some decay conditions, some basicity and
pluriharmonicity results are given.

Finally, we would like to mention that the second author [7] has established similar
rigidity results including Siu type results for pseudoharmonic maps between CR manifolds.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Pseudohermitian structures

A smooth manifold M of real (2m + 1)-dimension is said to be a CR manifold (of type
(m,1)) if there exists a smooth m-dimensional complex subbundle 77 ¢M of the complexifed
tangent bundle T¢M = T M ® C, such that

Tl,oM N T071M = {0}

and
[L2°(T1,0M), T (T1oM)] C T°°(T1,0M),

where Ty 1M = Ty oM. The subbundle T g M is called a CR structure on M. Equivalently,

the CR structure may also be described by the real subbundle H(M) = Re{T1 oM &1y 1M},
which carries a complex structure J : H(M) — H(M) given by

JZ+2)=V-1UZ-2)



for any Z € T oM.
Hereafter we assume M is orientable. Set

E,={weT;M: Ker(w) 2 HM),},

for any x € M. Then F — M becomes an orientable real line subbundle of the cotangent
bundle T*M, and thus there exist globally defined nonvanishing sections 6 € I'*°(E). Any
such a section 6 is called a pseudo-Hermitian structure on M. The Levi form Gy of 6 is
defined by

Go(X,Y)=di(X,JY)

for any X, Y € H(M). An orientable CR manifold endowed with a pseudo-Hermitian
structure is called a pseudo-Hermitian manifold. A pseudo-Hermitian manifold (M, J,0) is
said to be a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold if Ly is positive definite. Standard examples
for strictly pseudoconvex CR manifolds are the odd-dimensional spheres and the Heisenberg
groups.

From now on, we always assume (M, J, 0) is strictly pseudoconvex. Consequently there
exists a unique nonvanishing vector field T on M, transverse to H (M), satisfying 6(T) = 1
and T.df = 0. The vector field T is referred to as the characteristic direction or the Reeb
field of (M, J,0). Extending J on T'M by JT' = 0, we can extend Lg on T'M by the same
formula as above. This allows us to define a Riemannian metric gy, called the Webster
metric, as follows:

90(X,Y) = Go(nu X, 7Y ) + 0(X)0(Y),

for any X,Y € TM, where mp : TM — H(M) is the natural projection. Then the two-form
Q2 defined by Q(X,Y) = go(X, JY) coincides with the two-form —d#.

On a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold, there exists a canonical connection preserving
both the CR structure and the Webster metirc.

Proposition 2.1. (c¢f. [9, (24, [27]) Let (M, J,0) be a strictly pseudoconver CR manifold
and gg the Webster metric of (M, J,0). Then there exists a unique linear connection V on
TM, called the Tanaka- Webster connection, such that:

(1) the Levi distribution H (M) is parallel with respect to V;

(2) Vgg=0,VJ=0,V0=0 (hence VI =0);

(3) the torsion Ty of V satisfies Ty (X,Y) = —QUX,Y)T and Ty (T, JX) = —JIv(T, X),
for any X, Y € H(M).

Unlike the Levi-Civita connection, the torsion Ty of the Tanaka-Webster connection
V is always non zero. The T'M-valued 1-form 7, defined by 7(X) = Ty (T, X), for any
X € T(M), is called the pseudo-Hermitian torsion of V. Note that 7 is self-adjoint and
trace-free with respect to the Webster metric gg (cf. Chapter 1 of [9]).

Definition 2.1. A strictly pseudoconvexr CR manifold is called a Sasakian manifold if its
pseudo-Hermitian torsion is zero.

Choose a local orthonormal CR frame field {eg = T,e1,--- ,em,Jer, -+ ,Jem,} on M.
Set

T, = (ea —V—1Jey), Ts= (e +V—1Jey),

1
V2

Sl



then {T,} is a local unitary frame of T3 oM. Let {#,0% 6%} be the dual frame field of
{T,T,,T5}. Clearly Proposition 2.1] implies that there exist uniquely defined complex 1-
forms 05 € I'°°(T*M) ® C such that

VT =0 0Ty, VTa=00T;
where 9%‘ = % These are the connection 1-forms of the Tanaka-Webster connection V. Set
7(Ty) = AETB, and A(Tw, Ts) = go(7(Tn), Ts) = Aap, then A = A26.5 = AB. We denote
7% = A%67, then T = 7° @ Ty + 7% ® Ts. Write Ry5, = g0 (R(T, Tp)To, Tg) = 015R0 ;.

Lemma 2.1. (¢f. [9,[27]) The structure equations for the Tanaka- Webster connection of
(M, 0,J) in terms of local orthonormal CR coframe field {6,0% 0%} are

A9 = /—16,360% N6°,

g = 6O N0 +OATY, O]+05=0, (2.1)
0§ = —05 A0} +115,
where
10§ = R 607 A0+ WE O AO—WEHT A+ V=105 AT —V=Irg AO%,  (22)
and

B _ 19 _ _ 19
Why =h"P A, W =h"A

. Ta = hog™, 0o = hys07, (2.3)

ay,0
where R denote the curvature tensor of V.
From (2.I), one may derive that (cf. [27]): R,5,; = R\gan- The pseudo-Hermitian
Ricci tensor is given by Ry = RY,; = Rz
For a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold (M?™+1 ], #), we denote by V? the Levi-Civita

connection of the Webster metric gg. From Lemma 1.3 of [9], we know the relation between
the Tanaka-Webster connection V and Levi-Civita connection V¢ of (M, J, 6):

1 1
V6:V+(§Q—A)®T+T®9+§9®J, (2.4)

where A(X,Y) = go(7X,Y), (00 J)(X,Y) =0(X)JY +0(Y)JX (cf. also [15]). By (Z4),
we have 1
V4T = 7(X) + 57X

In particular, V4T = 0. If X,Y € H(M), then

1
V&Y =VxY + [FOX.Y) - AX, YT (2.5)

Lemma 2.2. For any local orthonormal CR frame field {es}3",, we have

2m 2m

ZVgAeA: ZVeAeA. (2.6)

A=0 A=0
In particular, we get

2m 2m

ZVSAeA: ZVeAeA. (2.7)

A=1 A=1



Proof. By (24]), we have

2n 2n
Z VgAeA — Z Ve, ea = —trace(t)T = 0.
A=0 A=0
Since V4T = V7T =0, 270) is valid. B
As a result of Lemma [2.2], we have

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, J,0) be a strictly pseudoconver CR manifold and let X be any vector

field on M. Then
2n

divX = Z 9o(Ve, X, ean).
A=0

where V is the Tanaka-Webster connection of M and {es}3", is a local orthonormal CR
frame field on M. In particular, if X € H(M), then

2n
divX = 9o(Ve, X, en).
A=1

2.2 Harmonic maps and pseudoharmonic maps

Let (M, J,0) be a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold with the Tanaka-Webster connec-
tion V and let (IV,h) be a Riemannian manifold with Levi-Civita connection V*. For a
smooth map ¢ : M — N, there are two induced connections V? ® ¢~'V" and V@ ¢~ V" on
T*M ® ¢~ 'TN. Using these two connections, one may define the usual second fundamental
form B and a new second fundamental form g (cf. [I7]) for the map ¢ as follows:

B(X,Y) = Vi (dp(X)) — dp(V5 X) (2.8)
and

BX,Y) = Vi (dp(X)) — dp(Vy X), (2.9)
where ¢~1V" is written as V" for simplicity. Due to Lemma 2], we have

traceg, B = traceg, . (2.10)

Recall that a map ¢ is called harmonic if 79(¢) = traceg, B = 0 (cf. [10]). As a result of
([2I0), the harmonicity of ¢ can also be defined by S. Note that the most advantage of
using V in (2.9]) is that the Tanaka-Webster connection preserves the CR structure; a little
disadvantage of using V is that 8 is no longer symmetric. However, we will see that the
non-symmetry of 8 may also lead to some unexpected geometric consequences.

For any bilinear form C on 7'M, we denote by 7 C the restriction of C' to H(M)QH (M).

Definition 2.2. A map ¢ : (M*>™*1 J 0) — (N, h) from a strictly pseudoconvex CR man-
ifold to a Riemannian manifold is called a pseudoharmonic map if it is a critical point of
the following pseudo-energy functional

En(6) = [ ento)y (211)

where er(p) = %tmcege (mg@*h) is the pseudo-energy density of ¢ and ¥ = 0 A (dO)™ is
the volume form of gg.



Proposition 2.2. (c¢f. [1,[9]) Let ¢ : (M*™ 1 J,0) — (N,h) be a smooth map from a
strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold to a Riemannian manifold. Let 7(¢) be pseudo-tensor
field of ¢ defined by

7(¢) = traceg,(mtup). (2.12)

Then ¢ is pseudoharmonic if and only if T(¢) = 0.

From Lemma [2.2] it is easy to see that
7(¢) = traceg,(tuB). (2.13)
Definition 2.3. A smooth map ¢ : (M?*™+1,J,0) — (N, h) is called basic if dp(T) = 0.

Proposition 2.3. Let ¢ : (M, J,0) — (N,h) be a smooth map. Assume that V(d(T)) =
0, that is, d(T) is parallel in the direction T with respect to the pull-back connection ¢~ V",
Then 79(¢) = 7(¢); and thus ¢ is harmonic if and onlu if ¢ is pseudoharmonic.

Proof. Choose a local orthonormal CR frame field {ea}4L, = {T,e1,ea-+ ,e2,}. Using
Lemma and the assumption, we compute

2n

?(¢) = D [VE (dp(ea)) — dd(VE, ea)] + Vi(ds(T))
A=1
2n

= Y[V (dd(en)) — do(Ve en)]

= 7(9). (2.14)
|

Corollary 2.1. Let ¢ : (M?*™*1 ], 0) — (N, h) be a baisc map. Then ¢ is harmonic if and
only if ¢ is pseudoharmonic.

Definition 2.4. Let ¢ : (M, J,0) — (N,h) be a smooth map from a strictly pseudoconvez
CR manifold into a Riemannian manifold. We say that

(1) ([13]) ¢ is J-pluriharmonic, if B(X,Y )+ B(JX,JY) =0, for any X,Y € TM

(i1) ([13]) ¢ is H-pluriharmonic, if B(Z, W)+ B(JZ,JW) =0, for any Z,W € H(M);
(1ii) ¢ is B-pluriharmonic, if B(T,T) =0 and B(Z,W)+ B(JZ,JW) =0, for any Z,W €
H(M);

() ([8]) ¢ is CR pluriharmonic, if B(Z,W) + (JZ,JW) =0, for any Z,W € H(M);
(v) ([11]) When (N, h) is a Kahler manifold with complex structure J', ¢ is called a CR
holomorphic (resp. CR anti-holomorphic) map, if

dpoJ=J odp, (resp. dpoJ=—J odg). (2.15)

Remark 2.1. (1) The concepts of J-pluriharmonic map and H-pluriharmonic map were
introduced by Ianus and Pastore in [13] where J and H(M) are denoted by ¢ and D respec-
tively. And they proved that the J-pluriharmonic maps are harmonic.

(2) Dragomir and Kamishima in [8] introduced the notion of CR pluriharmonic maps
under the name of O-pluriharmonic map, and then they proved that every CR pluriharmonic
map s a pseudoharmonic map.



(3) In [11)] the authors introduced the notion of CR holomorphic map under the name
of the (J,J")-holomorphic map. They proved that the CR holomorphic map is harmonic. If
(M, g,J) is a Kdhler manifold, (N,h) is a Riemannian manifold and the map ¢ : M — N
satisfies

B(X,Y)+ B(JX,JY) =0,

for any X, Y € TM, then the map ¢ is called a pluriharmonic map (cf. [0, [26]).
Obviously, J-pluriharmonicity implies B-pluriharmonicity, and B-pluriharmonicity im-
plies H-pluriharmonicity. Both J-pluriharmonic maps and B-pluriharmonic maps are har-

monic. By (2I2)) and ([2I3), both the CR pluriharmonic map and the H-pluriharmonic
map are pseudoharmonic.

Proposition 2.4. (i) (c¢f. [8]) If ¢ : (M, J,0) — (N, h) is CR pluriharmonic, then ¢ is a
basic and pseudoharmonic map. Moreover, ¢ is B-pluriharmonic too.
(i1) If ¢ : (M, J,0) — (N, h) is baisc and H-pluriharmonic, then ¢ is CR pluriharmonic.

Proof. (i) For any Z = X —/—1JX,W =Y — /=1JY € T1 oM, we have
B(Z,W)=B(X,Y)+B(JX,JY) +vV—1[3(X,JY) - B(JX,Y)], (2.16)

thus we get that ¢ is CR pluriharmonic if and only if (WHB)(I 1) = 0. Thus the CR
pluriharmonic map is pseudoharmonic.
On the other hand, we have

0 = B(ZW)-B(W,2)
— dg(T (2, TW)
—Q(2,W)do(T)
= V" 1go(Z,W)de(T). (2.17)

If we take Z = W # 0, then gg(Z, W) # 0, thus we have d¢(T) =
For any X,Y € H(M), by (23] and A(JY,JX) = A(Y, X), we have

B(X,Y)+ B(JX,JY) = B(X,Y) + B(JX,JY) — QY, X)d$(T). (2.18)

Thus if ¢ is baisc, then the CR pluriharmonic map ¢ is B-pluriharmonic.
(ii) This can be proved by (2I8]).

Proposition 2.5. Suppose ¢ : (M, J,0) — (N,h,J") is a CR tholomorphic map from a
strictly pseudoconver CR manifold M into a Kdhler manifold N. Then ¢ is CR plurihar-
monic.

Proof. Suppose ¢ is CR holomorphic map. For any X,Y € H(M), we have

BIX)Y) = V’;<¢<JX>>—d¢><vyJX>
Vi (J'd(X)) — < (Vy X))
TV (dp(X)) — J'dp(Vy X)
= JB(X,Y). (2.19)



Since J'd¢p(T) = d(JT) = 0, we get that ¢ is baisc. Because of B(X,Y) — (Y, X) =
—Q(X,Y)do(T), we have that § is symmetric on H(M) ® H(M). Thus we derive

BIX,JY) = JB(X,JY) = JB(JY,X) = —B(Y,X) = —B(X,Y).

Therefore, the map ¢ is CR pluriharmonic. If ¢ is CR anti-holomorphic map, the conclusion
can be proved in a similar way. I

3 Commutative relations

Let ¢ : (M?™F1J.0) — (N™, h) be a smooth map from a strictly pseudoconvex CR man-
ifold into a Riemannian manifold. Choose a local orthonormal CR coframe field {6,6%, 6}
on M and a local orthonormal coframe field {w'} on N. Throughout this paper we will
employ the index conventions

A7B7020717”' 7m717"' 7m7

Oé,ﬁ,’)/ = 17 ) M,
i)jvk: 17 y 1y
and use the summation convention on repeating indices. The structure equations for the
Riemannian connection of (N, k) in terms of local orthonormal frame {w'} are
i i j i J _
dw' = —wi ANw?,  wi+w; =0,

dw} = —wi A wf + Q;, (3.1)

where Q; = %R;klwk A wt are the components of the curvature form of V.
Under the map ¢ : M — N, we have

P*w' = PLO% + ¢LOY + hh. (3.2)

Hereafter we will drop ¢* in such formulas when their meaning are clear from context. By
taking the exterior derivative of (3.2 and making use of the structure equations (2.I])-(2.3])

and ([B.1]), we get

D'y A B8 + V=1gh0% N 0% — ¢1 A 507 NG — $LAusb® A6 =0, (3.3)
where
Dl = ddl, — 05 + dhwl = ¢l ", (3.4)
Deh = dok — ¢505 + $hw = ¢ pt”, (3.5)
D¢y = dojy + djw; = dppt”. (3.6)

From (B3)) it follows that
Pas = Do Pag — Do = V100500, Pha — Pa0 = P Asa- (3.7)

9



Then the map ¢ is harmonic if and only if
o+ D+ S0 = 0,
and ¢ is pseudoharmonic if and only if
fx& + qsgca =0

Differentiating the equation (3.4]) and using the structure equations in M and N, we
have

Dip NP + V1000 N0 — Gl AgetiT NG — ¢ 5 A 07 A O = —g5IIE + ¢LQ5, (3.8)
where
Dy = dohs — 07 — iﬁm + ¢l ' = dlap0”,
D¢z = ddlg—dhs0) — & 500 + & jwi = ¢, 50",

D¢l = ddhy — 7092+¢ao%’: aOBeB’

From (3.8]), we get the following commutative relations

Ly = B — Lo, ﬁj\kl VTG Ay — VTG Ag, (3.9)
Loy = s — ShoboL Ry B+ V= T0sdhAs; —V=TomdlAzs, (310)
Gagy = OGhyp — ORI ;‘kl + ¢\ Rasy + V—163,0h0, (3.11)
beo = Bhog — %%@bo ikl T % aByy ¢nyA’yB7 (3.12)
fxﬁ_o = %05 ¢a¢ﬁ¢0R;kl gb’yABﬁ,a - Q»YA«-,B, (3.13)

where R;kl = ]% 0 ¢.
Since the formula (3.5 is the complex conjugate of (3.4]), then, after taking the exterior
derivative of (B.5]) and using the structure equations, we find that the complex conjugate of

formulas ([B.9)-@BI3) are valid too.

Similarly the exterior derivative of (3.6]) yields that
Db A OF + V1640 N 0% — ¢% A50° A0 — ¢LAust® N O = G, (3.14)
where
Dojy = b — St + 0ha) = Pant”.
Dy = ddhs — d08 + st = Ghapt®,
D¢y = depy + Q%owj' = ¢hopt”.

We get from (3.14)) the commutative relations

Ghog = Ghoa — BhOLSLRI,. (3.15)
g = Ghge — AAEOYRI + V" Toagdl, (3.16)
Bhow = Ghao — IOLRIy + B3 Asa. (3.17)

10



From (3.7)), we can derive:

oy = Ohay T V1000, (3.18)
og7 = oy + V" 10ap0bs, (3.19)
Ghap = Ohop+ SigAra + L Arap, (3.20)
Poag = Poog T OhgAva + AL 5 (3.21)

If (N,h) is a Kihler manifold, we choose a local orthonormal coframe field {w?,w’}
on N. The structure equations for the Riemannian connection of (N, %) in terms of local
orthonormal frame {w?,w'} are

dw' = —wi Nw?, w;-—kwg. =0,

T __ 1 k i
dwj = —wy, Awj + 8,

(3.22)

where Q; = R;kzwk A w!. Similar to the above discussions, we may obtain the following
commutative formula:

L = Ohap— SAOREL R L+ ShAE OGR!+ VT0apsdhAs; — V=100, 9 A55(3.23)

4 CR Bochner type result

Let (M?™+1 J,0) be a compact strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold. In [12] 14] the
authors introduced the following differential operator acting on functions

Pf=> (faas +V—1mAgafa)0’ = (Ps[)6°,

which charecterizes CR pluriharmonic functions on M. In [3] S.-C. Chang and H.-L.Chiu
discussed the CR Paneitz operator

Pof = 4[0(Pf) + 6(Pf)],

where 0y, is the divergence operator that take (1,0)-forms to functions, and they proved that
when m > 2, the corresponding CR Paneitz operator is always nonnegative, that is

/MPof-f\I' >0,

where V¥ is the volume form of gy.

Now we want to generalize the operator P to an operator, still denoted by P, acting on
maps from strictly pseudoconvex CR manifolds into Riemannian manifolds. We will estab-
lish similar nonnegative property for the generalized operator P under suitable condition.
Suppose ¢ : (M?*™+1 6 J) — (N™ h) is a smooth map from a strictly pseudoconvex CR
manifold M into a Riemannian manifold N. We choose a local orthonormal CR coframe
field {#,0%,60%} on M, a local orthonormal frame field {E;} on N. We still use the notaions
of the last section. Define

P¢ = (Pi¢)0° @ E,
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where PJ¢ = ¢L 5+ —ImAgadl.
Let ) )
Ow, = $o0s50” + 0hdast” + adkat” + dd)50°. (4.1)
Evidently the 1-form 6y, which is a well-defined on M, is the 1-form corresponding
to the horizontal gradient V¥ (e (¢)) of er(¢), where V¥ (ey(¢)) = IgV(en(¢)) and
90(Ven(9), X) = X(en(¢)) for any X € x(M).

Lemma 4.1. Set ]/%_;E = gip]%’,:l = (Lp% = R;"kl' Then
divdy, = 2(|¢hs|* +10L51%) + (e, VoT(9))) + 20465 Ricag
—V=1m(¢hdhAs5 — PadhAas) — 2V—1(¢h a0 — Padho)
—2(h b bS5 Rijh + Ohdhob o5 Rij), (4.2)

where Vy7(¢) = (¢l,5p + O )0° ® E; + ((bfmﬁ— + ¢ 0P @ E;, and ((-,-)) is the metric in

aap aofl

T*M ® ¢~ 'TN induced by go and h.
Proof. Using Lemma [2.3] and the commutative relations in Section 3, we compute
dl"l)@wl = ((ﬁ?x 23)75 +(¢7;5z éxﬁ)vB +(¢Za 36)75 +(¢7;5z 26)75
= PapPus + Paluzs t Oagbap T Pabhgs + hzbas + Gadigs
+Pasblg T Pabags
= 2(|¢hsl” + 104517 + ((dbo, Vo (9))) + 20,05 Ricap — V—1m (¢4 8545
— 005 Aap) — 2V =1(6},0%0 — Shoho) — 20h0behos Rijn + 0L &0k ol Rijn)-
From (31), BII) and (BI19), we get immediately the following Lemmas 4.2, 4.3 and
4.4.
Lemma 4.2.
ST (i i i i 2 B 1
_1(¢a a0 — ¢d aO) = E«Pqﬁ + Po, db¢>> - E«db(b, VbT(¢)>>
V(G S Ans — Db Aap)- (4.3)
Thus we have

Corollary 4.1.
divhwy, = 2164 +165) + (1 + ), Vor(9))) + 26, Ricas
V(4 2)(6h6hAns — S Aus) — —((P6+ PG, Vo)
—2(¢hdhohol Rijr + 0 &0k o Rijn), (4.4)

Remark 4.1. Since divly, = Ay(en(¢)), the formula ({-3) and ([{-4) are both called the
CR Bochner formulae.
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Integrating both sides of ([@3]) and using the divergence theorem, we get
o o 2 — 1
VL[ @t~ dhsio)? = — [ (Po+Podo)v+— [ o)y
M m Jm m Jpm
+VT [ (GhdhAns = 6h0Aa)V. (15)
Lemma 4.3.
V=1 | (6aba0 — @adao)¥ =m | (66)% = V=1 | (6ad54s5 — $ad5Aap)¥.  (46)
M M M A
Lemma 4.4.
2 [ GLoiRicast = =2 [ (6162~ |olsP)W +vTTm [ (6h0k0 — dhtho)¥
M M M
w2 [ gl ohohohRon. (4.7)
Integrating (4.2]) on M and substituting (L7 into it, we have
0 = 4 1630~ [ @Y+ VTI0m—2) [ (66h — dh0i)w
M M M
V=T [ (605405 = 0 Aas) ¥
~2 [ (¢hhokols R + 6hh0s0 Fan — 6, ohdhob R V.
By the Bianchi identity, we find
~ @bt bR = ¢,0h0beh(Raay + Raje)
= GudhdhdaRiji + PadbohdsRijm
— 0L ShBh 05 Rij + G ook O Riju.
Hence
0 = 4 1610 = [ 1PV +VTI0n—2) [ (6,0k — i)V
M M M
VT [ (60405 — G An) ¥ —4 [ dhdhokolRony.  (48)

Calculating (£5)x(m — 1)—(&6) and substituting the result into the above formula, we
have

_ P2 _i 20 i\2 2(m —1) BT
0 = 4f 10sPr—— [ [r@Pv—m [ @)+ 2 [ (Po+ PG dye)
—4 [ ol dhehdb R, (4.9)
Since

. 1 . 1 m, .
P12 s T T2 2 M i\2
B0 2 3 0hal® = —Ir(0)F + T ()7,
we conclude

_ /M<<P¢ + P, dyp)) ¥ > —% /M oL 00k Rijr v (4.10)

13



Definition 4.1. (¢f. [21]) A Riemannian manifold (N™, h) is said to have nonpositive
Hermitian curvature if o
Rijkluivjukvlllf <0, (4.11)

for any complex vectors u and v.
From (4.I0), we have

Theorem 4.1. Let (M?>™*!,.J.0) be a compact strictly pseudoconver CR manifold with
m > 2 and (N, h) be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive Hermitian curvature. Suppose
¢: M — N is a smooth map, then

- [ (Po+ Pade)v 20
Let’s denote
Rie(X,Y) = R ;X°Y”,
Tor(X,Y) = V—1(Az5X°Y7 — AX°Y?),
where X = X°T,, Y =Y# Ts and R,5 = R::a 5 is the pseudo-Hermitian Ricci curvature of
M. We denote (Vy¢')c = ¢ T

Theorem 4.2. Let (M?*™F1 J 0) be a compact strictly pseudoconver CR manifold with
m > 2 and (N,h) be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive Hermitian curvature. Let
¢: M — N be a pseudoharmonic map. Suppose that

(2Ric — (m +2)Tor)(Z,2) > 0, (4.12)

for any Z e T>°(Th M), then

i) ¢ is horizontal totally geodesic, that is ¢° 5 = = 0. In particular, ¢ is baisc;
af

(ii)If (2Ric — (m + 2)Tor)(Z,Z) > 0 at one pointoz'fz M, then ¢ is constant.
Proof. (i) By (@4)), we have
0 = 2 [ (ohsP+ 1P - (14 D) [ jr@PY -2 [ (Po+Pode)w
+ [ @Ric— (m+2Tor) (Vb )e, T )c) ¥
=2 [ (64000 R + 0,00k dh ) V.

By Theorem 4.1, the CR Paneitz operator from M into N is nonnegative. Because of the
curvature condition of N, the last term of the above formula is nonnegative. Since (4.11)
and ¢ is pseudoharmonic, we get

0 [ (1dhsl? +1045l")0.

Hence qﬁflﬁ = qﬁfx 5= 0. From qﬁfx 5= 0, we see that ¢ is CR pluriharmonic, so ¢ is baisc.

(ii) Since ¢ is baisc and pseudoharmonic, by Proposition 23] we have that ¢ is harmonic.
By the curvature condition of M, we have (V¢')c = 0 in some neigberhood U of that point.
Thus we get ¢ is constant in U. It follows from the unique continuation theorem (cf. [20])
that ¢ is constant on M. i
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Remark 4.2. If the manifold M in Theorem 4.2 is Sasakian and Ric(Z,Z) > 0, we have
8 =0.

5 Basicity of harmonic and pseudoharmonic maps

Suppose ¢ : (M?™+1 ] 0) — (N,h) is a smoooth map from a strictly pseudoconvex
CR manifold into a Riemannian manifold. We choose the orthonormal CR coframe field
{6,6%,0%} on M and the orthonormal coframe field {w'} on N respectively. We still use
the notaions in Section 3. Set

Ow, = ($000a0" + 6P0s0") + Fodo0d

Ows = (D0%0at" + D0P0a0")
Clearly 0yy,, 0w, are well-defined global 1-forms on M. In fact, Oy, is the 1-form correspond-
ing to the vector field %V!d(b(T )|? and Oy, is the 1-form corresponding to the horizontal

gradient V7 |de(T)[> = 115 V|de(T).
By the commutative relations in section 3, we have

Lemma 5.1.

divdy, = 2|¢hal® + |dhol + B (Shao + Daa0 + Phoo) — 2¢6¢£¢’5¢5&@
+20005A55,0 + 20005480.a + 200005 Asa + 2000554501 (5.1)
divdy, = 206h,|? + 8h(0hao + Shao) — 20hSLOE L Rija
+20005A55,0 T 200054808 + 200005 Aa + 200055450 (5.2)

Remark 5.1. In fact, divOw, = 1A|dg(T)[?, and divdyw, = 1A,|de(T)|>.

Definition 5.1. Let ¢ : M — N be a smooth map from a strictly pseudoconvexr CR man-
ifold M into a Riemannian manifold N. The second fundamental form 0 is called split if
B(T,X) =0 forany X € H(M).

Remark 5.2. According to (3.7), the condition (T, X) =0 for X € H(M) is not equiva-
lent to B(X,T) =0 for X € H(M) in general. From Proposition 21 and (2.9), it is easy
to see that if ¢ is baisc, then the second fundamental form B is split. The next result shows
that if the domain CR manifold is compact, the converse is also true.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ : M — N be a smooth map from a compact strictly pseudoconver CR
manifold M into a Riemannian manifold N. If the second fundamental form (3 is split, then
¢ is basic.

Proof. By the integration by parts and the commutative formulae ([B.7]), we have
0= V=T [ (6h0he = dhotn)¥ = V=T [ (@hath = 6hadi)¥ =m [ Jp.

Thus we have ¢}y = 0, i.e., dp(T) = 0. B
First, we prove the following result of Petit by the moving frame method.
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Proposition 5.1. (c¢f. [17]) Let (M?™*1,J,0) be a compact Sasakian manifold and (N, h)
be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature. Suppose ¢ : M — N is a harmonic
map. Then ¢ is basic.

Proof. Since ¢ is harmonic, we have D7%(¢) = 0. Consequently, ¢} o + ¢ba0 + Phoo = O-
The Sasakian condition for M means that A,3 = 0, for any «, 3, then (G.I]) becomes

divfw, = 2|¢h | + |dhol* — 26007 o5 d5 Riji.

Since the sectional curvature of IN is nonpositive, we take T, = %(ea —iJey) and Ty =
%(ea + iJe,) and compute the following curvature term to find
SheL ok ok Rijm
= h(R(dP(T),do(Ta))dd(Ta), do(T))
= %h(ﬁ(dqﬁ(T), dp(eq + iJes))dd(eq — iJeq), dp(T))
1., ~ —~
= 5[MR(dH(T), dd(ea))dd(ea), dO(T)) + M(R(dH(T), dd(Jea))dd(Tea), dp(T))]
< 0.
Therefore

divby, > 2|¢p,|” + [dhol*- (5.3)
The divergence theorem yields
900 = Gba = bha = 0-

The fact that ¢ is basic can be easily obtained by Lemma [5.21 B
The next result shows that Petit type result is also true for pseudoharmonic maps.

Theorem 5.1. Let (M?™+1, J,0) be a compact Sasakian manifold and (N, h) be a Rieman-
nian manifold with nonpositive curvature. Suppose ¢ : M — N is a pseudoharmonic map.
Then ¢ is basic and harmonic.

Proof. Since ¢ is pseudoharmonic, we get
aa0 t Paa0 = 0-

By (5.2), we have
divbyy, > 2|ob, |2 (5.4)
Thus ¢}, = ¢}5 = 0. By Lemma 5.2 again, we get dé(T) = 0. I

Remark 5.3. From Proposition [5.1 and Theorem [51, we see that if M is a compact
Sasakian manifold and N is a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature, then ¢ :
M — N is harmonic if and only if it is pseudoharmonic.

Now we will use a technique in [I§] to treat harmonic maps or pseudoharmonic maps
from complete noncompact CR manifolds.
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Proposition 5.2. Let (M, J,0) be a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold of dimension
2m+1 and (N, h) be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature. Suppose ¢ : M —
N is either a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map. If ¢ satisfies

([ 1do(D)Pds)™ ¢ 1 (+00). (5.5

where dS is the area volume of 0B,., then ¢ has split second fundamental form .

Proof. We consider only the case ¢ is a harmonic map, because the other case is analogous.
By the divengence theorem, (5.3]) gives

[ watgrids = [ @loha -+ 16k (56)

Recalling the definition of 6y, we have

[ g <[ 16Pas([ ok +oPlsi 61

Let ' '
¢(r) = /B (21600 |2 + |02 ®

r

Then by the co-area formula, we get

)= [ (U6hal? +I6inl)dS

T

Putting together (5.6]) and (5.7)) and squaring we finally get
P < ([ 165Ras)c . (5.8

Next, we reason by contradiction and we suppose (bf)a % 0. It follows that there exists a

R > 0 sufficiently large such that ((r) > 0, for every » > R. Fix such an r. From (5.8) we
then derive

R

IR Jop, [051*

and letting » — 400 we contradict (.5]). Il

Corollary 5.1. Let (M, J,0) be a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold of dimension
2m+1 and (N, h) be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature. Suppose ¢ : M —
N is either a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map. If ¢ satisfies

/B. |do(T) >V < Cr?, (5.9)

then ¢ has split second fundamental form (o).

Proof. Set
her) = [ ldo(m) P
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So, by the co-area formula, we have
W)= [ de(r)Pds.
OBy

From Proposition 3.1 of [19], we know that
r

hr) ¢ L'(+00) implies % ¢ L'(+00).

Suppose that ¢ satisfies (5.9)), this implies
T

—— ¢ L' :

o # 1 (+50)

Thus we deduce ﬁ ¢ L'(+00), that is, ¢ satisfies (5.5]). Hence we prove the corollary. i

Proposition 5.3. Let ¢ : (M?"+1 J,0) — (N,h) be a smooth map from a complete non-
compact strictly pseudoconvexr CR manifold M into a Riemannian manifold N. If the second
fundamental form (8 is split and

( /8 _ en(0)ds) ! ¢ L' (+00) (5.10)

then ¢ is basic.

Proof. Since ¢ has split second fundamental form (3, we have

m [ 1o
B

VT [ div(6het6" — o™
2 [ 1GPdSY [ (oS,
OBy OBy

IN

Set n(r) = [ |¢4/*¥. Then we have

m2

T < ([ ety o)

B

If ¢ is not basic, then for » > R,

. L[ dt
o) =) [

where R is large enough such that n(R) > 0, and letting r — +o00 we contradict (5.10]). N

Theorem 5.2. Let (M?"1,J,0) be a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold and (N, h)
be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature. Suppose ¢ : M — N is either a
harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map. If ¢ satisfies

(/ e($)dS) ™" ¢ L' (+00), (5.11)
0B,

where e(¢p) = %tmcege(qS*h) s the energy density of ¢, then ¢ is a basic map.
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Proof. Since e(¢) = 3|dp(T)|> + ey (¢), the condition (5.II) implies both (5.5) and (5.10).
It follows from Proposition and [5.3] that ¢ is basic. il

Corollary 5.2. Let (M, J,6) be a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold of dimension
2m+1 and (N, h) be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive curvature. Suppose ¢ : M —
N is either a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map. If ¢ satisfies

/ e(p)W < Cr?, (5.12)

T

then ¢ is basic.

6 CR pluriharmonicity of harmonic and pseudoharmonic
maps

In this section, we give some conditions to ensure the CR pluriharmonicity for both
harmonic and pseudoharmonic maps from either a compact Sasakian manifold or a complete
Sasakian manifold. Recall that Petit [I7] gave similar results for harmonic maps from
a compact Sasakian manifold by using tools of Spinorial geometry, although he didn’t
mention the notion of CR pluirharmonicity. The moving frame method, which enables us
to treat both cases of harmonic maps and pseudoharmonic maps, seems more closer to the
classical methods in differential geometry. Inspired by Sampson’s technique (cf. also [6]),
we introduce B

Ow, = ($adust’ + Sudyz0”)- (6.1)
Note that 60y, consists of partial terms of Oy, .

Lemma 6.1.

divbw, = 2|6}5° + Shd5s + Ordhs, — 20585055 R
—V=1(m = 1)(¢a85 45 — PadgAap) — V—1(dadba — Padla)- (6:2)

Proof. Since the computation for deriving (6.2]) is similar to that in Lemma 4.1, we omit
its details. Il

Theorem 6.1. Let (M, J,0) be a compact Sasakian manifold of dimension 2m~+1 and (N, h)
be a Riemannian manifold with nonpositive Hermitian curvature. Suppose ¢ : M — N is
either a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map. Then ¢ is CR pluriharmonic and

o100k Rijr = 0. (6.3)

Proof. Since N has a nonpositive Hermitian curvature, the sectional curvature is nonpos-
itive. According to Proposition 5.1l and Theorem 5.1l we know that the conditon that ¢
is harmonic is equivalent to that ¢ is pseudoharmonic. Besides, the map is basic in this
circumstance. By (B.7), we have gbflﬁ— = q%a for any «, 8. Then we obtain 7(¢) = 2¢2 BEZ-

T
and ¢Bﬁa_ 550
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By (6.2) and the fact that M is Sasakian, we get

divdw, = 20605 + 0hdhss + 0hdbs, — 204 0hek S5 Riju
; 1 o _
= 200051° + 5 ({dbd, Vor(9))) — 204840565 Rij

= 2|¢} 5" — 26,00k S5 Rijn- (6.4)

Since N has nonpositive Hermitian curvature, we have
ik e
PoBpadsRijn < 0.

By the divergence theorem, we derive from (6.4]) that ¢ is a CR pluriharmonic map with

property (6.3).
Let (N™, h) be a Kiahler manifold. The curvature operator @) of N is defined by

(QIXANY),ZANW)=(R(X, Y)W, Z)

for any X,Y,Z, W € TM. The complex extension of Q to A2TCN is also denoted by Q.
We introduce

LKQXANY),ZAW >=(Q(XNY), ZANW).
The Kéhler identity of N yields

Q|A(2,0)TCN = Q|A(0,2)TCN =0.

Set
QU =@ AWITEN 5 ABLDTCN,

Definition 6.1. (c¢f. [22]) Let (N™, h) be a Kdhler manifold. The curvature tensor of (N, h)
is said to be strongly negative (resp. strongly semi-negative) if

< QM€ >=(Q"V(9),8) <0 (resp. <0)
for any € = (Z AW L0, Z, W € T>(TNC).

Remark 6.1. By comparing the Definitions 4.1 and 6.1, we find that the notions of non-
positive Hermitian curvature and strongly semi-negative curvature are equivalent for Kdhler
manifolds. However, we should point out that one cannot introduce the notion of negative
Hermitian curvature for Kdhler manifolds due to the Kdhler identity.

Let ) o
Ows = dhdast’ + dhdl50”. (6.5)
Then we have
divdw, = 26) 51 + Ghdhss T 05055~ < Qda A @p), b A ds >
—V=1(m = 1)(¢h 05 As5 — Pad5Aas) — V—L(0h0hs — Dsdha).  (6.6)
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Theorem 6.2. Let ¢ : (M?™+ ] 0) — (N, h) be a harmonic or pseudoharmonic map from
a compact Sasakian manifold into a Kdhler manifold with strongly semi-negative curvature.
Then ¢ is a CR pluriharmonic map and

<<Q(¢a A ¢5)7 ¢a A ¢B>> = 07 (67)

where ¢o = dp(Ty,).

Proof. Since strongly semi-negative curvature implies non-positive sectional curvature, we
get that ¢ must be pseudoharmomc and basic. Then we have QS’ q%a and ¢} = ¢}, = 0.

So we get T(¢) = 2( sEi + (%B E;) =0, ie., qﬁ = 0. As M is Sasakian, by (6.6)
we have

divyw, = 2|¢)51*— < Q(¢a A dp), da A dp > . (6.8)

The divergence theorem implies ¢ is CR pluriharmonic and ((Q(¢a A ¢3), ¢a A ¢p)) =0. B
Now we attempt to give some conditions to ensure CR pluriharmonicity for harmonic
and pseudoharmonic maps from complete noncompact Sasakian manifolds.

Theorem 6.3. Let (M, J,0) be a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold and (N,h) be a
Riemannian manifold with nonpositive Hermitian curvature. Suppose ¢ : M — N is either
a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map. If ¢ satisfies

(| el@)ds)™ ¢ L' (+00), (69)
0B

then ¢ is a CR pluriharmonic map with the property (6.3).

Proof. By Theorem [5.2] we get that ¢ is basic. Under the conditions in the theorem, by

(62]) we have
divly, > 2|¢;6—|2.

Using the divergence theorem, we get

/ 9W4 ) > 2/ (6.10)

On the other hand, by the definition of fyy,, we have

9W4(8 )dS < 2 / $)dS}E{ / 161 520}, (6.11)

0B,

Putting together (6.10) and (6.11]) and squaring we finally get

()2 < ( /a en(@)as) () (6.12)

where we have set

1= [ 16i5P
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Next suppose that ¢ is not CR pluriharmonic. Then there exists a R > 0 sufficiently large
such that v(R) > 0. For any r > R, from (6.12)) we can deduce

. L [T dt
V(R = A(r) > /R e

and letting r — 400 we contradict ([6.9]). Hence ¢ is CR pluriharmonic. By definition, we
have 0y, = 0. Then (6.2]) implies that ¢ satisfies ([6.3]). B

Corollary 6.1. Let (M, J,0) be a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold and (N, h) be a
Riemannian manifold with nonpositive Hermitian curvature. Suppose ¢ : M — N is either
a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map. If ¢ satisfies

/ e(¢)¥ < Cr?,

T

then ¢ is a CR pluriharmonic map with the property ([G-3).

Theorem 6.4. Let ¢ : (M?*™F1 ] 0) — (N,h) be a harmonic or pseudoharmonic map
from a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold into a Kdahler manifold with strongly semi-
negative curvature. If ¢ satisfies

( / e($)dS) ™" ¢ L}(+00), (6.13)
0B,

then ¢ is a CR pluriharmonic map with the property (6.7).

Proof. Obviously, the map ¢ is basic, and hence ¢f1 5= qb%a. It follows from (6.8)) and the

divergence that
: 0
2/ 1—2\115/ divf ,\IJ:/ Ow, (=)dS.
. 9051 . divows o, ws(5)

By the definition of fyy,, we have

g 12 1/2 |2 1/2
[ ow(gas <2 (6LPasy [ joislasy
Set '
p(r) = [ Ioslw.
Then '
o) < P J6LPdS) (6.14)
0B

Suppose that ¢ isn’t CR pluriharmonic, then there exists a R > 0 sufficiently large such
that p(r) > 0 for any r > R. Fix such a R. From (6.14]) we deduce the following

r dt
R -1 -1 '
oE) o2 /R Jom, 10617

and letting r — +oo we contradict (GI3]). Hence ¢ is CR pluriharmonic. By definition, we
get that y, = 0. Then (6.0) implies that ¢ satisfies (6.7]).
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Corollary 6.2. Let ¢ : (M?*™F1 J 0) — (N,h) be a harmonic or pseudoharmonic map
from a complete noncompact Sasakian manifold into a Kahler manifold with strongly semi-
negative curvature. If ¢ satisfies

[ eow=cr

T

then ¢ is a CR pluriharmonic map with the property (6.7).

7 Siu-Sampson type results

In this section, we will establish some results of Siu-Sampson type for both harmonic
maps and pseudoharmonic maps from compact Sasakian manifolds. Similar to the results
for harmonic maps from Kéhler manifolds in [5, 2], 22], we may derive CR holomorphicity
under rank conditions for harmonic and pseudoharmonic maps from compact Sasakian
manifolds by analysing the curvature equations (6.7). Note that Petit [17] also gave the CR
holomorphicity results for harmonic maps from Sasakian manifolds using spinorial geometry.
As mentioned previously, our method is different from his. Besides recapturing Petit’s
results by using the moving frame method, we also add some new results which include
the results for pseudoharmonic maps, the conic extension of harmonic maps from Sasakian
manifolds and a unique continuation theorem for CR holomorphicity.

Suppose now that the target manifold N is a locally symmetric space of noncompact
type. Then the universal covering manifold of N is a symmetric space G/K, where K is
a connected and closed subgroup of the noncompact connected Lie group G, and G/K is
given the invariant metric determined by the Killing form (,) on g. If the corresponding
Cartan decomposition of the Lie algebra of G is g = £ + p, then the real tangent space of
N at any point can be identified with p. The curvature tensor of IV is given by

R(X,Y)Z = —[[X,Y], 2],

for any X,Y, Z € p, and the Hermitian curvature of N is given by

(R(X,Y)Y,X) = (X,Y],[X,Y). (7.1)

Therefore, (6.3]) yields that
[do(T0), dp(T}s)] = 0, (7.2)

for any «, 5. In this way, we get

Proposition 7.1. Let (M, J,0) be a compact Sasakian manifold and N a locally symmetric
space of noncompact type. If ¢ : M — N is either a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic
map, then ¢ is CR pluriharmonic and for any x € M, d¢, maps T1 oM, onto an abelian
subspace W of p @ C.

Under the assumption of Proposition [1], the image under d¢, of real tangent space
T, M is the subspace of real points of space W + W C T(f(x)N, so that

dimgdg, (T, M) = dimc(W + W) < 2dimcW.
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Hence we obtain the following estimate:
rankg(d¢) < 2max{dimcW|W C p ® C,[W, W] = 0}. (7.3)
When G = SO(1,n), then dimW <1 (cf. [2I]). Thus we get the following result.

Corollary 7.1. Let (M, J,0) be a compact Sasakian manifold and N a manifold of constant
negative curvature. If ¢ : M — N is harmonic or pseudoharmonic, then rankg(d¢) < 2.

If G/K is a Hermitian symmetric space, then corresponding to any invariant complex
structure on G/K we have the decomposition

peC=p"Cep™,

and the integrability condition [p!? p10] c p!¥ is equivalent, in view of [p,p] C & to

[p1Y p10] = 0, thus pC is an abelian subalgebra of p ® C.

Lemma 7.1. (c¢f. [3]) Let G/K be a symmetric space of non-compact type. Let W C p & C
be an abelian subspace. Then dimW < %dz‘mp ® C. Equality holds in this inequality if and
only if G/K is Hermitian symmetric and W = p'¥ for any invariant complex structure on

G/K.
From (7.3]) and Lemma [T}, we get immediately the following result.

Corollary 7.2. Let ¢ : M — N be as in Proposition [7.1] and suppose that N is not locally
Hermatian symmetric. Then rankdgp < dimN.

The above corollary use only the case of strict inequality in Lemmal[7.Il We have treated
the case of equality in such detail in order to obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let (M, J,0) be a compact Sasakian manifold and N a locally Hermitian
symmetric space of moncompact type whose universal cover does not contain the hyperbolic
plane as a factor. If ¢ : M — N s either a harmonic map or a pseudoharmonic map, and
there is a point x € M such that d¢(T,; M) = Ty N, then ¢ is CR holomorphic.

Proof. Since d¢(T19M) is an abelian subspace of half the dimension, it must be p'¥ for
an invariant complex structure on N, i.e., dé,(T10M;) = p'¥. Consequently this property
must hold on a neighborhood U of x. By Proposition [(.1] and Proposition 2.4l we have
d¢(T) = 0. Therefore, the map ¢ is CR holomorphic on U. We get that the map ¢ is CR
holomorphic on M by the following unique continuation Proposition [7.3l I

Now, we will give some fundamental knowledge about the warped product. Let (B, gg)
and (5, gs) be two Riemannian manifolds and f be a positive smooth function on B. Con-
sider the product manifold B x S with its natural projections 7 : B x S — B and
ms : B xS — S. The warped product B xS is the manifold B x S furnished with the
following Riemannian metric

§="3lg) + (f o mB)*75(gs).- (7.4)

The Levi-Civita connection of N = B x; S can now be related to those of B and S as
follows.
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Lemma 7.2. (cf. [16, p. 206]) Let V, BV and SV be the Levi-Civita connections on N, B
and S respectively. If X, Y are vector fields on S and V,W are vector fields on B, the lift
of X, Y, V,W to B xS is also denoted by the same notations, then

(i) VyW is the lift of BVyW

(ii) Vv X = VxV = ¥LX;

(iii) (VxY)p = —(9(X,Y)/f)gradf ;

(iv) (VxY)s is the lift of VxY on S.

Now we consider the special case: let (M, 0, J) be a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold
and C(M) be the manifold R* x,, M endowed with the metric § = dr? + % go. Therefore,
by Lemma [T.2] we have

0 0

o - s 1 = 0 1 8
Vazo =0, VaX=Vyxe=-X, VxV=VyV - gXY)r.

Proposition 7.2. (¢f. [2]) If (M, J,0) is a Sasakian manifold, then (C(M),g) is Kdhler.

(7.5)

Proof. Set ¢ = %% and define smooth section of End7'C (M) by the formula
JY =JY —0(Y)¢, J(=T. (7.6)

It is easy to see that .J is an almost complex structure on C(M) and the metric § is
Hermitian. From (ZH) and (Z.6) we can show that V.J = 0. Thus C(M) is Kihler. B
By [24), (T5) and (Z6]), we can derive the following Lemmas [[.3] [7.4] and

Lemma 7.3. Let (M?™*! ] 0) be a Sasakian manifold, (C(M),§) its cone manifold,
(N™ h) a Riemannian manifold. If ¢ : M — N is a harmonic map, then the conic ex-
tension ¢ : C(M) — N defined by

o(x,r) = () (7.7)
is also harmonic.

Lemma 7.4. Let (M?™1 ] 0) be a Sasakian manifold, (C(M), g) its cone manifold, (N, h)
a Riemannian manifold. If ¢ : M — N is a CR pluriharmonic map, then the conic extension
<;~5 is a pluritharmonic map.

Lemma 7.5. Let ¢ : (M, J,0) — (N,h,J") be a smooth map from a Sasakian manifold to
a Kahler manifold, (C(M),g) the cone manifold of M, the conic extension of ¢ is defined
by (773). Then ¢ is a CR holomorphic (resp. CR anti-holomorphic) map if and only if ¢
is holomorphic (resp. anti-holomorphic).

In [22], Siu derived the following unique continuation theorem for holomorphicity.

Lemma 7.6. (c¢f. [22]) Suppose M, N are two Kdihler manifolds and ¢ : M — N is a
harmonic map. Let U be a nonempty open subset of M. If ¢ is holomorphic (resp. anti-
holomorphic) on U, then ¢ is holomorphic (resp. anti-holomorphic) on M.

From the Lemmas [7.3], and [7.6] we get the following unique continuation theorem.
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Proposition 7.3. Let ¢ : (M?*™+1 J,0) — (N,h) be a harmonic map from a connected
Sasakian manifold to a Kdhler manifold. Let U be a nonempty open subset of M. If ¢ is
CR holomorphic (resp. CR anti-holomorphic) on U, then ¢ is CR holomorphic (resp. CR
anti-holomorphic ) on M.

Proof. From Lemma [.3] we know that b - C(M) — N is harmonic. Suppose ¢ is CR
holomorphic on U. It follows from Lemma that <;~5 is holomorphic on R4 %, U. Using
Lemmas and [Z.6] we conclude that ¢ is CR holomorphic on M. i

Now we may establish the following results.

Theorem 7.2. Let (M?*™*! ] 0) be a compact Sasakian manifold and N be a Kdhler
manifold with strongly negative curvature. Suppose ¢ : M — N is either a harmonic map or
a pseudoharmonic map, and rankrdgp > 3 at some point of M, then ¢ is CR holomorphic
or CR anti-holomorphic on M.

Proof. From Theorem and Lemma [7.3, we know that ¢ is harmonic. By Siu’s results,
we have ¢ is fholomorphic on C(M). By Proposition [7.3, we conclude that ¢ is CR
+holomorphic on M. i

Keeping in mind Udagawa’s proof to Theorem 4 of [26] the following result is relevant.

Theorem 7.3. FEvery CR pluriharmonic map ¢ : (M,J,0) — (N,h) from a Sasakian
manifold M into an irreducible Hermitian symmetric space N of compact or noncompact
type is CR tholomorphic if Maxyrankgdg > 2P(N) + 1, where P(N) is the degree of
strong non-degenerate of the bisectional curvature of N (cf. [23] for the definition of the
degree of strong non-degenerate of the bisectional curvature of N ).

Proof. By Lemma [T.4, we have ¢ is pluriharmonic. Since Maxyrankgdd > 2P(N) +
1 implies that Maxc(M)rande(g > 2P(N) + 1, by Theorem 4 of [26] we get that ¢ is
+holomorphic. From Lemma [T.5] we prove that ¢ is CR +holomorphic. B
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