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THREE CIRCLE THEOREM ON ALMOST HERMITIAN

MANIFOLDS AND APPLICATIONS

CHENGJIE YU1 AND CHUANGYUAN ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, we extend Gang Liu’s three circle theorem for
Kähler manifolds to almost Hermitian manifolds. As applications of the
three circle theorem, we obtain sharp dimension estimates for spaces of holo-
morphic functions of polynomial growth and rigidity for the estimates, Li-
ouville theorems for pluri-subharmonic functions of sub-logarithmic growth
and Liouville theorems for holomorphic functions of Cheng-type, and fun-
damental theorem of algebra on almost Hermitian manifolds with slightly
negative holomorphic sectional curvature. The results are generalization of
Liu’s results even for the Kähler case. We also discuss the converse of the
three circle theorem on Hermitian manifolds which turns out to be rather
different with the Kähler case. In order to obtain the three circle theorem
on almost Hermitian manifolds, we also establish a general maximum prin-
ciple in the spirit of Calabi’s trick so that a general three circle theorem is a
straight forward consequence of the general maximum principle. The general
maximum principle and three circle theorem established may be useful for
other applications.

1. Introduction

One of the recent breakthroughs in the study of the structures of nonnega-
tively curved complete noncompact Kähler manifolds is a series of works [16, 15,
14, 13] by Liu which finally sovled Yau’s finite generation conjecture and Yau’s
uniformization conjecture under the assumption of nonnegative holomorphic bi-
sectional curvature and maximal volume growth. The later conjecture was also
solved by Tam and his collaborators in a series of works [4, 11, 12] using Kähler-
Ricci flow following the pioneer work of Shi [23]. Mok [17] and Chen-Tang-Zhu
[6] also solved the later conjecture on complete noncompact Kähler surfaces
under certain geometric asumptions. It is an interesting problem to extend the
aforementioned results to complete noncompact Hermitian manifolds. There is
a similar problem in the compact case. It was shown by Siu-Yau [24] and Mori
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[18] independently that compact Kähler manifolds with positive holomorphic
bisectional curvature must be biholomorphic to the complex projective space.
In fact, Mori’s result is more general. He solved the Hartshorne conjecture in
algebraic geometry which at least implies that a compact Hermitian manifold
with positive curvature in the sense of Griffiths must be also biholomorphic to
the complex projective space. It is a folklore problem in geometric analysis to
give an analytic proof of the aforementioned fact.

For analytic methods dealing with the Hermitian case, similar to Kähler-Ricci
flow, there are Hermitian curvature flow introduced by Streets-Tian [21], and
Chern-Ricci flow introduced by Gill [9] and Tosatti-Weinkove [25]. It seems
that the Hermitian curvature flow is more like the Kähler-Ricci flow because
it preserves the signs of certain interested curvatures (See [27, 28]) while the
Chern-Ricci flow does not (See [29]). Analogous to the Kähler case, there must
be a similar approach to Liu’s for the Hermitian case. The starting point of
Liu’s approach is an elegant and clever generalization of Hadamard’s three circle
theorem to complete noncompact Kähler manifolds with nonnegative holomor-
phic sectional curvature in [16]. So, the first step to extend Liu’s approach in
the Hermitian case is to extend the three circle theorem to Hermitian manifolds.
This is the motivation of our work. In fact, we are able to extend the three
circle theorem to the more general almost Hermitian case.

Let’s recall Liu’s ([16]) three circle theorem first.

Theorem 1.1 (Liu [16]). Let M be a complete Kähler manifold. Then M sat-

isfies the three circle theorem if and only if the holomorphic sectional curvature

is nonnegative. Here, a complete Kähler manifold is said to satisfy the three

circle theorem if for any p ∈ M , R > 0 and nonzero holomorphic function f
on Bp(R), logM(f, r) is a convex function with respect to log r for r ∈ (0, R)
where M(f, r) = maxx∈Bp(r) |f(x)|.

In [16], Liu also extend the ”if” part of the three circle theorem above to
much more general Kähler manifolds (See [16, Theorem 8] ). The purpose of
this paper is to extend Theorem 1.1 and its extension on Káhler manifolds to
Hermitian manifolds or almost Hermitian manifolds and give some applications.
We would also like to mention that an analogue of Liu’s three circle theorem in
the case of CR manifolds was obtained in [3].

Recall that an almost Hermitian manifold (M2n, J, g) is a manifold M of real
dimension 2n equipped with an almost complex structure J and a compatible
Riemannian metric g:

g(JX, JY ) = g(X, Y )

for any tangent vectors X and Y . When J is integrable, (M2n, J, g) is called
a Hermitian manifold. The Levi-Civita connection on (M,J, g) denoted as ∇
is torsion free and compatible with g but may not be compatible with J . In
fact, ∇J 6≡ 0 unless (M,J, g) is Kähler. The Chern connection on (M,J, g)
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denoted as D is the unique connection on M compatible with J and g, and
with vanishing (1, 1) part of the torsion. More precisely, let

(1.1) τ(X, Y ) = DXY −DYX − [X, Y ]

be the torsion of D. Then,

(1.2) τ(ξ, η̄) = 0

for any (1, 0)-vectors ξ and η. Or equivalently,

(1.3) τ(X, JY ) = τ(JX, Y )

for any tangent vectors X and Y . All the linear operations on real vector fields
are extended to complex vector fields by complex linear extension. Moreover, for
any ω ∈ Ap,q(M), define ∂ω := (dω)p+1,q and ∂ω := (dω)p,q+1. The same as on
complex manifolds, a complex-valued function f onM is said to be holomorphic
if ∂f = 0, and a real-valued function u on M is said to be pluri-subharmonic if√
−1∂∂u is a nonnegative (1, 1)-form.
By examining Liu’s work [16], we know that a key observation in Liu’s ar-

gument is a comparison result for Hess(r)(J∇r, J∇r) where Hess means the
Hessian operator with respect to Levi-Civita connection ∇ and r is the dis-
tance function with respect to some fixed point. On almost Hermitian man-
ifolds, such a comparison was essentially already known in Gray’s work [10]
using Levi-Civita connection and in the first named author’s work [31] using
Chern connection. Such a comparison was also obtained for Hermitian mani-
folds in the work [7] of Chen-Yang. More precisely, all of these works contains
the following conclusion in an implicit form:

(1.4) L[log r] ≤ 0

within the cut-locus of the fixed point under the curvature assumption

(1.5) RL(X, JX, JX,X)− ‖(∇XJ)X‖2 ≥ 0

for any tangent vector X where RL is the curvature tensor for the Levi-Civita
connection (see [10]), or equivalently

(1.6) R11̄11̄ −
n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1 + τ 1̄i1|2 ≥ 0

for any unitary (1, 0)-frame e1, e2, · · · , en where R is the curvature tensor for
the Chern connection (see [7] for the Hermitian case and [31] for the almost
Hermitian case). Here,

(1.7) L[u] := Hess(u)(∇u,∇u) + Hess(u)(J∇u, J∇u).

The equivalence of (1.5) and (1.6) can be seen by using the curvature identities
derived by the first named author in [30] (See Lemma 2.3 for details). According
to these results, we introduce the following notion.
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Definition 1.1. Let (M2n, J, g) be an almost Hermitian manifold and ξ be a
unit (1, 0)-vector. Define the holomorphic sectional curvature H(ξ) along the
direction ξ as

(1.8) H(ξ) := R11̄11̄ −
n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1 + τ 1̄i1|2

where we have fixed a unitary frame (e1, e2, · · · , en) with e1 = ξ. Let ξ =
1√
2
(X −

√
−1JX) with X a unit real tangent vector. Then, we also write H(ξ)

as H(X).

By following the argument in [31], we are able to obtain a general comparison
result.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete almost Hermitian manifold and

o ∈ M . Let h ∈ C1((0, R)) be such that

(1) lim
t→0+

th(t) = 1, and

(2) for any normal minimal geodesic γ : [0, l] → Bo(R) starting at o,

(1.9) h′(t) + h2(t) +H(γ′(t)) ≥ 0

for t ∈ (0, l].

Let v ∈ C2((0, R)) be such that

(1) v′(t) > 0 for t ∈ (0, R);
(2) v′′(t) + hv′(t) ≤ 0 for t ∈ (0, R).

Then

L[v(ro)] ≤ 0

in B′
o(R) := Bo(R) \ {o}, in the sense of barrier, where ro(x) = r(o, x). In

particular, if the holomorphic sectional curvature of (M,J, g) in Bo(R) is not

less than a constant K, then

(1.10) L[log(tnK(ro/2))] ≤ 0

in B′
o(R), in the sense of barrier, where

(1.11) tnK(t) =







1√
K
tan(

√
Kt) K > 0

t K = 0
1√
−K

tanh(
√
−Kt) K < 0.

Here, because the distance function may not be smooth and motivated by
Calabi’s trick [2], we say that a continuous function v on a open subset Ω of M
satisfies L[v] ≤ 0 in the sense of barrier. If for any ǫ > 0 and x ∈ Ω, there is a
smooth function vx,ǫ defined on an open neighborhood Ux,ǫ ⊂ Ω of x such that
v ≤ vx,ǫ on Ux,ǫ, v(x) = vx,ǫ(x) and L[vx,ǫ](x) ≤ ǫ.

The three circle theorem we obtained for almost Hermitian manifolds is as
follows.
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Theorem 1.3. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian

manifold and o ∈ M . Let h ∈ C1((0, R)) be such that

(1) lim
t→0+

th(t) = 1, and

(2) for any normal minimal geodesic γ : [0, l] → Bo(R) starting at o,

(1.12) h′(t) + h2(t) +H(γ′(t)) ≥ 0

for t ∈ (0, l].

Let v ∈ C2((0, R)) be such that

(1) v′(t) > 0 for t ∈ (0, R);
(2) v′′(t) + hv′(t) ≤ 0 for t ∈ (0, R).

Then, for any u ∈ C2(Bo(R)) with L[u] ≥ 0, Mo(u, r) is a convex function of

v(r) for r ∈ (0, R). Moreover, if the holomorphic sectional curvature of (M,J, g)
in Bo(R) is not less than a constant K, then Mo(u, r) is a convex function of

log tnK(r/2) for r ∈ (0, R). In particular,

(1) if u ∈ C2(Bo(R)) is a pluri-subharmonic function, then Mo(u, r) is a

convex function of v(r) for r ∈ (0, R);
(2) for any holomorphic functions f1, f2, · · · , fk on Bo(R), logMo(|f1|2 +

|f2|2 + · · ·+ |fk|2, r) is a convex function of v(r) for r ∈ (0, R);
(3) if the holomorphic sectional curvature of (M,J, g) in Bo(R) is not less

than a constant K and u ∈ C2(Bo(R)) is a pluri-subharmonic function,

then Mo(u, r) is a convex function of log tnk(r/2) for r ∈ (0, R);
(4) if the holomorphic sectional curvature of (M,J, g) in Bo(R) is not less

than a constant K, then logMo(|f1|2 + |f2|2 + · · ·+ |fk|2, r) is a convex

function of log tnk(r/2) for r ∈ (0, R) for any holomorphic functions

f1, f2, · · · , fk on Bo(R).

The basic idea of proving the last theorem is similar to that in [16]. However,
motivated by the work [2] of Calabi, we deal with the topic in a more systematic
way by extract the arguments in [16] to formulate a general maximum principle
(See Theorem 3.1) which seems have not been mentioned before, so that the
general three circle theorem (See Theorem 3.2) becomes a straight forward con-
sequence of the maximum principle. The general maximum principle and three
circle theorem we derived may be useful in other applications. For example,
before proving Theorem 1.3, we obtain the following maximum principle for
functions u satisfying L[u] ≥ 0 which is different with the maximum principle
for subharmonic functions and seems not been mentioned before even for the
Kähler case.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian

manifold, Ω be a precompact open subset in M and u ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) such

that L[u] ≥ 0. Then, u ≤ max∂Ω u.
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For convenience of later application of Theorem 1.3, we introduction the
following two notions.

Definition 1.2. Let q(t) be a nonnegative continuous function on [0,+∞) and
h be the solution of

h′ + h2 − q = 0

with lim
t→0+

th(t) = 1. Then, the solution v of

v′′ + hv′ = 0

with lim
t→0+

v(t)

log t
= 1 is called the function associated to q. Define

(1.13) I(q) = exp

(
∫ +∞

0

tq(t)dt

)

when

∫ +∞

0

tq(t)dt < +∞.

Definition 1.3. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian
manifold and o ∈ M . For r > 0, define

(1.14) Ho(r) = inf{H(γ′(r)) | γ : [0, r] → M is a normal minimal geodesic }.
Define

(1.15) Ho(0) = min{H(X) | X ∈ ToM with ‖X‖ = 1}.
The first application of Theorem 1.3 is the following Liouville theorem for

functions satisfying L[u] ≥ 0 on almost Hermitian manifolds with slightly
negative holomorphic sectional curvature. Such a Liouville theorem for pluri-
subharmonic function on complete Kähler manifolds with nonnegative holomor-
phic bisectional curvature was first obtained by Ni-Tam [22]. Liu [16] relaxed
the curvature assumption to nonnegative holomorphic sectional curvature and
extend it to functions satisfying L[u] ≥ 0.

Corollary 1.1. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian

manifold. Suppose for each p ∈ M , there is a nonnegative continuous function

qp on [0,+∞) such that

(1) Hp(r) ≥ −qp(r) for any r ≥ 0, and

(2)

∫ +∞

0

rqp(r)dr < +∞.

Let u ∈ C2(M,R) satisfy L[u] ≥ 0 and

(1.16) lim inf
r→+∞

Mo(u, r)

log r
≤ 0.



Three circle theorem on almost Hermitian manifolds 7

where o is a fixed point on M . Then, u must be a constant function. In par-

ticular, any pluri-subharmonic function u satisfying (1.16) must be a constant

function.

Similarly as in the Kähler case, we denote the ring of holomorphic functions
on M as O(M). A function f on M is said to be of polynomial growth if there
are constants C, d > 0 such that

(1.17) |f(x)| ≤ C(1 + r(x)d), ∀x ∈ M.

Denote the ring of holomorphic functions on M of polynomial growth as P(M).
Denote Od(M) the space of holomorphic functions such that (1.17) holds for
some C > 0. For each nonzero f ∈ P(M), define

(1.18) deg f = inf{d > 0 | f ∈ Od(M)}
which is called the degree of f . Then, similar to [16], we have the following
consequence of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.5. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian

manifold and o ∈ M . Suppose there is a nonegative continuous function q(t) on
[0,+∞) such that

(1) Ho(r) ≥ −q(r) for any r ≥ 0, and

(2)

∫ +∞

0

rq(r)dr < +∞.

Then,

(1) f ∈ P(M) if and only if lim inf
r→+∞

logMo(|f |, r)
log r

< +∞;

(2) for any f ∈ P(M),

deg f = lim inf
r→+∞

logMo(|f |, r)
log r

= lim sup
r→+∞

logMo(|f |, r)
log r

;

(3) for any f ∈ P(M),

logMo(|f |, r)− I(q) deg f · v(r)
is decreasing on r. In particular, when M has nonnegative holomorphic

sectional curvature, logMo(|f |, r)− deg f · log r is decreasing;

(4) for any nonzero holomorphic function f on Bo(R),

logMo(|f |, r)− ordo(f) · v(r)
is increasing for r ∈ (0, R). In particular, when M has nonnegative holo-

morphic sectional curvature logMo(|f |, r)− ordo(f) · log r is increasing;

(5) for any nonzero f ∈ P(M),

ordo(f) ≤ I(q) deg f.
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In particular, when M has nonnegative holomorphic sectional curvature,

ordo(f) ≤ deg f.

Here ordo(f) means the vanishing order of f at o, and v is the function associ-

ated to q.

We would like to mention that the sharp vanishing order estimate

ordo(f) ≤ deg f

on complete noncompact Kähler manifolds was first obtained by Ni [19] under
the assumptions of nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature and maximal
volume growth. Later, the assumption of maximal volume growth was removed
by Chen-Fu-Yin-Zhu [5]. Liu [16] relaxed the curvature assumption to nonnega-
tive holomorphic sectional curvature. For vanishing order estimate which is not
sharp, it was first obtained by Mok [17] under some more restrictive geometric
assumptions.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.5, we have the following Liouville theorem of
Cheng-type for holomorphic functions.

Corollary 1.2. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian

manifold and o ∈ M . Suppose there is a nonnegative continuous function q(t)
on [0,+∞) such that

(1) Ho(r) ≥ −q(r) for any r ≥ 0, and

(2)

∫ +∞

0

rq(r)dr < +∞.

Let f be a holomorphic function on M such that

(1.19) lim
r→+∞

r−
1

I(q)Mo(|f |, r) = 0.

Then, f must be a constant function. In particular, when M has nonnegative

holomorphic sectional curvature and f is a holomorphic function on M of sub-

linear growth, then f must be constant.

Note that Cheng’s Liouville theorem is for harmonic functions and under the
curvature assumption of nonnegative Ricci curvature. Here, the curvature as-
sumption in Corollary 1.2 is rather different. By Corollary 1.2, we have the
following result analogous to fundamental theorem of algebra on almost Her-
mitian manifolds. It seems that this conclusion was not mentioned before even
for the Kähler case.

Corollary 1.3. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact simply connected

almost Hermitian manifold and o ∈ M . Suppose there is nonnegative continuous

function q(t) on [0,+∞) such that

(1) Ho(r) ≥ −q(r) for any r ≥ 0, and
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(2)

∫ +∞

0

rq(r)dr < +∞.

Then, for any nonconstant holomorphic function f ∈ P(M), Z(f) 6= ∅ where

Z(f) = {x ∈ M | f(x) = 0}.
When the almost Hermitian manifold has nonnegative holomorphic sectional

curvature, by taking universal cover, we can drop the assumption of simply
connectivity on M .

Corollary 1.4. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian

manifold with nonnegative holomorphic sectional curvature. Then, for any non-

constant holomorphic function f ∈ P(M), Z(f) 6= ∅.
Moreover, as a consequence of the vanishing order estimate in Theorem 1.5,

we have the following estimate for the dimension of Od(M) which is sharp
when the holomorphic sectional curvature is nonnegative. This sharp dimen-
sion estimate and its rigidity on complete noncompact Kähler manifolds was
first obtained by Ni [19] under the assumptions of nonnegative holomorphic bi-
sectional curvature and maximal volume growth. Later, Chen-Fu-Yin-Zhu [5]
removed the assumption of maximal volume growth. The curvature assumption
was relaxed to nonnegative holomorphic sectional curvature by Liu [16].

Theorem 1.6. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete noncompact almost Hermitian

manifold and o ∈ M . Suppose there is nonnegative continuous function q(t) on
[0,+∞) such that

(1) Ho(r) ≥ −q(r) for any r ≥ 0, and

(2)

∫ +∞

0

rq(r)dr < +∞.

Then, for any positive number d,

(1.20) dimOd(M) ≤ OI(q)d(C
n).

In particular, when M has nonnegative holomorphic sectional curvature,

(1.21) dimOd(M) ≤ Od(C
n).

Moreover, the equality of (1.21) holds for some positive integer d if and only if

M is biholomorphically isometric to Cn.

We would like to emphasize that the results we obtain for complete noncom-
pact almost Hermitian manifolds with slightly negative holomorphic sectional
curvature can be viewed as an extension of Theorem 11 in [16]. They are new
even for the complete noncompact Kähler manifolds.

The second part of this paper is to consider the converse of the three circle
theorem for Hermitian manifolds. We don’t consider this for almost Hermitian
manifolds because when the almost complex structure is not integrable, the
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almost Hermitian manifold may support no local holomorphic functions. By
following the local arguments in [16], we find that the situation for Hermitian
manifolds is quite different with the Kähler case. We don’t get necessary and
sufficient conditions.

Definition 1.4. Let (M2n, J, g) be an almost Hermitian manifold. If for any
o ∈ M , R > 0, and any nonzero holomorphic function f on Bo(R), logMo(|f |, r)
is a convex function with respect to log r for r ∈ (0, R), we say that (M,J, g)
satisfies the three circle theorem.

By following the idea in [16], we have the following converse of the three circle
theorem for Hermitian manifolds.

Theorem 1.7. Let (M2n, J, g) be a Hermitian manifold satisfying the three

circle theorem. Then

RL(X, JX, JX,X) + 3‖(∇XJ)X‖2 ≥ 0

for any real tangent vector X. Or equivalently

R11̄11̄ +
n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1|2 ≥ 0

for any unitary (1, 0)-frame e1, e2, · · · , en.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce

some preliminaries on almost Hermitian geometry. In Section 3, we give a
general maximum principle and a general three circle theorem which set up the
framework for latter applications. In Section 4, we obtain the main results for
almost Hermitian manifolds by applying the framework set up in Section 3.
Finally, in Section 5, we consider converse of three circle theorem on Hermitian
manifolds.

Acknowledgment. The authors would like to thank Professor Jeffrey D.
Streets for informing them the important works [21, 27, 28] on Hermitian cur-
vature flow and X.-K. Yang’s work [29] on Chern-Ricci flow.

2. Preliminaries on almost Hermitian geometry

Let (M2n, J, g) be an almost Hermitian manifold of real dimension 2n. The
difference of the Levi-Civita connection ∇ and the Chern connection D is given
by the following identity:

(2.1) 〈∇YX,Z〉 = 〈DYX,Z〉+ 1

2
[〈τ(X, Y ), Z〉+ 〈τ(Y, Z), X〉 − 〈τ(Z,X), Y 〉]

for any tangent vector fields X, Y, Z (For a proof of this identity, see [8]). Recall
that the Nijenhuis tensor for an almost complex manifold is a vector value two-
form defined as

(2.2) NJ(X, Y ) = [JX, JY ]− J [JX, Y ]− J [X, JY ]− [X, Y ]
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for any tangent vectors X and Y . A direct computation gives us that NJ = 0
if and only if τ(ξ, η)0,1 = 0 for any (1, 0)-vectors ξ and η (See [30] for example).
For any smooth function f on M , we denote

(2.3) HessD(f) = Ddf

the Hessian of f with respect to the connection D. Note that HessD(f) may
not be a symmetric tensor because D may have non-vanishing torsion. In fact,
we have

(2.4) HessD(f)(X, Y )− HessD(f)(Y,X) = τ(X, Y )(f).

for any tangent vectors X, Y . Then, by (1.2) and (1.3),

(2.5) HessD(f)(ξ, η̄) = HessD(f)(η̄, ξ)

for any (1, 0)-vectors ξ and η, and

(2.6) HessD(f)(X, JX) = HessD(f)(JX,X)

for any tangent vector X . So, for any ξ = X −
√
−1JX with X a real tangent

vector,

(2.7) HessD(f)(ξ, ξ̄) = HessD(f)(X,X) + HessD(f)(JX, JX).

Moreover, by direct computation, we have the following identities between ∂∂f
and HessD(f).

Lemma 2.1. Let (M,J, g) be an almost Hermitian manifold. Then,

(2.8) ∂∂f(ξ, η̄) = HessD(f)(ξ, η̄) = −∂∂f(ξ, η̄)

for any smooth function f and (1, 0)-vectors ξ and η.

Proof. By definitions and (2.5),

∂∂f(ξ, η̄) =d∂f(ξ, η̄)

=ξ(∂f(η̄))− η(∂f(ξ))− ∂f([ξ, η̄])

=ξη̄(f)− [ξ, η̄]0,1(f)

=ξη̄(f)−Dξη̄(f)

=HessD(f)(ξ, η̄)

(2.9)

The other identity can be shown similarly. �

By Lemma 2.1, a real-valued function u is pluri-subharmonic if and only if

(2.10) HessD(u)(ξ, ξ̄) ≥ 0

for any (1, 0)-vector ξ. By (2.7), this is also equivalent to

(2.11) HessD(u)(X,X) + HessD(u)(JX, JX) ≥ 0
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for any real tangent vector X . Moreover, the same as in the case of complex
manifolds, one can construct pluri-subharmonic functions out of holomorphic
functions.

Lemma 2.2. Let (M2n, J) be an almost complex manifold with real dimension

2n and Ω ⊂ M be an open subset. Then, log(|f1|2 + |f2|2 + · · · + |fk|2 + ǫ) is

pluri-subharmonic on Ω for any holomorphic functions f1, f2, · · · , fk on Ω and

ǫ > 0.

Proof. By using Lemma 2.1, we know that

√
−1∂∂ log(|f |21 + |f2|2 + · · ·+ |fk|2 + ǫ)

=

(

k
∑

i=1

|fi|2 + ǫ

)−2(( k
∑

i=1

|fi|2 + ǫ

)

k
∑

j=1

√
−1∂fj ∧ ∂fj −

√
−1

(

k
∑

i=1

fi∂fi

)

∧
(

k
∑

j=1

fj∂fj

))

.

(2.12)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we know that

(2.13)

(

k
∑

i=1

|fi|2
)

k
∑

j=1

√
−1∂fj ∧ ∂fj −

√
−1

(

k
∑

i=1

fi∂fi

)

∧
(

k
∑

j=1

fj∂fj

)

≥ 0.

Then, the conclusion of the lemma follows directly. �

The Hessian operator with respect to the Levi-Civita connection is denoted
as

(2.14) Hess(f) = ∇df.

By direct computation using (2.1),
(2.15)

HessD(f)(X, Y ) = Hess(f)(X, Y )+
1

2
[〈τ(X, Y ),∇f〉+〈τ(Y,∇f), X〉−〈τ(∇f,X), Y 〉]

for any tangent vector fields X and Y . By (2.7), (2.15) and (1.3),

(2.16) L[f ] = Hess(f)(ξf , ξ̄f) = HessD(f)(ξf , ξ̄f)

where ξf = ∇f−
√
−1J∇f . For each nonzero real tangent vector X , we denote

the normalization of the (1, 0)-part of X as U(X). More precisely,

(2.17) U(X) :=
X −

√
−1JX

‖X −
√
−1JX‖ .

Next, we come to show the equivalence of the curvature notions formulated
in terms of Levi-Civita connection in Gray’s work [10] and in Definition 1.1.

Lemma 2.3. Let (M2n, J, g) be an almost Hermitian manifold and ξ = 1√
2
(X−√

−1JX) with X a unit real tangent vector. Then,

(2.18) H(ξ) = RL(X, JX, JX,X)− ‖(∇XJ)(X)‖2.
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Proof. Note that for any tangent vector fields X and Y , by (2.1) and (1.3),

〈(∇XJ)(X), Y 〉
= 〈(∇XJ)(X), Y 〉 − 〈(DXJ)(X), Y 〉
= 〈∇X(JX)−DX(JX), Y 〉 − 〈J(∇XX −DXX), Y 〉

=
1

2
(〈τ(X, Y ), JX〉 − 〈τ(Y, JX), X〉) + 〈∇XX −DXX, JY 〉

=
1

2
(〈τ(X, Y ), JX〉+ 〈τ(JX, Y ), X〉) + 〈τ(X, JY ), X〉

=
1

2
〈τ(X, Y ), JX〉+ 3

2
〈τ(JX, Y ), X〉 .

(2.19)

Let e1 = ξ, e2, · · · , en be a local unitary frame. Then, X = e1+e1√
2

and JX =
√
−1(e1−e1)√

2
. By (2.19),

(2.20) (∇XJ)X = −
√
−1

(

1

2
τ 1̄1̄ī + τ 1̄1̄ī

)

ei +
√
−1

(

1

2
τ 11i + τ 1̄1i

)

ei.

Hence

(2.21) ‖(∇XJ)X‖2 = 2

n
∑

i=2

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
τ 11i + τ 1̄

1i

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Combining this with Corollary 3.1 in [30], we have

RL(X, JX, JX,X)− ‖(∇XJ)X‖2

=RL
11̄11̄ − 2

n
∑

i=2

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
τ 11i + τ 1̄1i

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=R11̄11̄ +

n
∑

i=2

(

|τ 1̄
1i|2 −

1

2
|τ 11i|2

)

− 2

n
∑

i=2

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
τ 11i + τ 1̄1i

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=R11̄11̄ −
n
∑

i=2

∣

∣

∣
τ 11i + τ 1̄1i

∣

∣

∣

2

=H(ξ).

(2.22)

�

At the end of this section, we prove Theorem 1.2, a general comparison the-
orem for L[log r].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For simplicity, we write ro as r. When x ∈ B′
o(R)\cut(o)

where cut(o) means the cut-locus of o, let γ : [0, l] → Bo(R) be the normal
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minimal geodesic joining o to x. Let e1, e2, · · · , en be a local unitary frame
along γ with

e1 =
1√
2
(∇r −

√
−1J∇r) = U(γ′).

Then,

(2.23) r1 = r1̄ =
1√
2
and rα = rᾱ = 0 for α > 1.

Let f(t) = L[r](γ(t)). It is clear by (2.16) that

L[r] = 2r11̄ = 4rij̄rīrj,

where rij̄ = HessD(f)(ei, ej). So, by equation (3.27) in the proof of Lemma 3.2
in [31],

f ′ =− f 2 − R11̄11̄ − 4

n
∑

i=2

(

|r1̄i|2 − 2Re{r1̄i(τ 1̄
i1 + τ 1i1)/

√
2}+ 1

4
|τ 1i1 + τ 1̄i1|2

)

=− f 2 − (R11̄11̄ −
n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1 + τ 1̄
i1|2)− 4

n
∑

i=2

∣

∣

∣

∣

r1̄i −
1√
2
(τ 1ī1̄ + τ 1̄ī1̄)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

(2.24)

Hence

(2.25) f ′ + f 2 +H(γ′) ≤ 0 ≤ h′ + h2 +H(γ′)

for t ∈ (0, l]. Note that f(r) ∼ 1
r
as r → 0+. Thus, by comparison of Riccati

equation (See [20]),

(2.26) L[r](x) = f(l) ≤ h(l).

Then, by direct computation,

(2.27) L[v(r)](x) = (v′)2(v′′ + v′L[r])(x) ≤ (v′)2(v′′ + hv′)(l) ≤ 0.

When x ∈ B′
o(R) is on the cut-locus of o. Let γ : [0, l] → Bo(R) be a

normal minimal geodesic joining o to x. For δ ∈ [0, l] small enough, we denote
hδ(t) = h(t + δ) for t ∈ (0, l − δ]. Let

(2.28) wδ(t) =

(
∫ t

0

e2
∫ t

τ
hδ(s)dsdτ

)−1

=

(
∫ t

0

e2
∫ t+δ

τ+δ
h(s)dsdτ

)−1

> 0

when t ∈ (0, l − δ]. It is not hard to check that wδ satisfies

(2.29) w′
δ + w2

δ + 2hδwδ = 0

on (0, l− δ] and wδ(t) ∼ 1
t
as t → 0+. Moreover,

(2.30) lim
δ→0+

wδ(l − δ) =

(

lim
δ→0+

∫ l

δ

e2
∫ l
τ
h(s)dsdτ

)−1

= 0
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since h(t) ∼ 1
t
as t → 0+. For each ǫ > 0, let δ ∈ (0, l) be small enough such

that

(2.31) wδ(l − δ) < ǫ.

Let p = γ(δ). Then, x is not a cut point of p. By the triangle inequality, we
have

(2.32) r ≤ rp + δ and r(x) = rp(x) + δ.

Moreover, let fδ(t) = L[rp](γ(t+ δ)), by (2.24)

(2.33) f ′
δ(t) + f 2

δ (t) +H(γ′(t+ δ)) ≤ 0

for t ∈ [0, l − δ]. On the other hand, by (2.29),

(hδ + wδ)
′(t) + (hδ + wδ)

2(t) +H(γ′(t+ δ))

=h′(t + δ) + h2(t+ δ) +H(U(γ′(t + δ)))

≥0

(2.34)

for any t ∈ (0, l − δ]. So, by comparison of Ricatti equation as before, (2.34)
and (2.31), we know that

(2.35) L[rp](x) = fδ(l − δ) ≤ hδ(l − δ) + wδ(l − δ) ≤ h(l) + ǫ

for t ∈ [0, l − δ]. Therefore,

L[v(rp + δ)](x)

=v′(l)2(v′′(l) + v′(l)L[rp](x))

≤(v′(l))2(v′′(l) + v′(l)(h(l) + ǫ))

=(v′(l))3ǫ

(2.36)

This proves that L[ro](x) ≤ 0 in the sense of barrier.
When the holomorphic sectional curvature in B′

o(R) is not less than K, let

(2.37) h(t) =







√
K cot(

√
Kt) K > 0

1
t

K = 0√
−K coth(

√
−Kt) K < 0.

Then, h satisfies (1.12). Finally, by solving the equation v′′ + hv′ = 0, we get
(1.10). This completes the proof of the theorem. �

3. Maximum principle and three circle theorem

In this section, motivated by Calabi’s work [2], we obtain a general maximum
principle and three circle theorem, and apply them to prove Theorem 1.4 and
Theorem 1.3.
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Theorem 3.1. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold, T1, T2, · · · , Tm be (1, 1)-
tensors on M , and Q be a (0, 3) tensor on M . For any smooth function f on

M , define

(3.1) L [f ] =
m
∑

i=1

Hess(f)(Ti∇f, Ti∇f) +Q(∇f,∇f,∇f).

Let Ω be a precompact open subset in M , and u and v be two continuous function

on Ω such that for any ǫ > 0 and x ∈ Ω, there are two smooth functions ux,ǫ

and vx,ǫ defined on some neighborhood Ux,ǫ of x, and a positive constant cx
independent of ǫ, satisfying the following properties:

(1) u ≥ ux,ǫ on Ux,ǫ and u(x) = ux,ǫ(x);
(2) L [ux,ǫ](x) ≥ −ǫ;
(3) v ≤ vx,ǫ on Ux,ǫ and v(x) = vx,ǫ(x);
(4) L [vx,ǫ](x) ≤ ǫ;

(5)
∑m

i=1 〈Ti∇ux,ǫ,∇ux,ǫ〉2 (x) +
∑m

i=1 〈Ti∇vx,ǫ,∇vx,ǫ〉2 (x) ≥ cx;
(6) u|∂Ω ≤ v|∂Ω.

Then, u ≤ v in Ω.

Proof. We will proceed by contradiction. Suppose u > v for some point in Ω.
For each δ > 0 small enough, let uδ = aδ ln(e

u + δ)− bδ where aδ =
1

1+δ
and

bδ =
ln(e−δmin∂Ω u + δe−(1+δ)min∂Ω u)

1 + δ
.

Then, uδ|∂Ω ≤ u|∂Ω. Similarly, let vδ = Aδ ln(e
v − δ) +Bδ where Aδ =

1
1−δ

and

Bδ = − ln(eδmin∂Ω v − δe−(1−δ) min∂Ω v)

1− δ
.

Then, vδ|∂Ω ≥ v|∂Ω. Note that uδ → u and vδ → v as δ → 0+. So, we can fix
δ > 0 small enough, such that maxΩ(uδ − vδ) > 0. Let xδ ∈ Ω be a maximum
point of uδ − vδ. For each ǫ > 0, let

(3.2) uδ,ǫ = aδ ln(e
uxδ,ǫ + δ)− bδ

and

(3.3) vδ,ǫ = Aδ ln(e
vxδ,ǫ − δ) +Bδ.

Then, it is clear that xδ is a maximum point of uδ,ǫ − vδ,ǫ in the neighborhood
Uxδ,ǫ of xδ by the assumptions (1) and (3). So,

(3.4) ∇uδ,ǫ(xδ) = ∇vδ,ǫ(xδ)

and

(3.5) Hess(uδ,ǫ)(xδ) ≤ Hess(vδ,ǫ)(xδ).
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Thus,

(3.6) L [uδ,ǫ](xδ) ≤ L [vδ,ǫ](xδ).

Moreover, by direct computation and the assumptions (2) and (4),

L [uδ,ǫ](xδ) =

(

aδe
u(xδ)

eu(xδ) + δ

)3
(

L [uxδ,ǫ](xδ) +
δ

eu(xδ) + δ

m
∑

i=1

〈Ti∇uxδ,ǫ,∇uxδ,ǫ〉2 (xδ)

)

≥
(

aδe
u(xδ)

eu(xδ) + δ

)3
(

−ǫ+
δ

eu(xδ) + δ

m
∑

i=1

〈Ti∇uxδ,ǫ,∇uxδ,ǫ〉2 (xδ)

)

(3.7)

and

L [vδ,ǫ](xδ) =

(

Aδe
v(xδ)

ev(xδ) − δ

)3
(

L [vxδ,ǫ](xδ)−
δ

ev(xδ) − δ

m
∑

i=1

〈Ti∇vxδ,ǫ,∇vxδ,ǫ〉2 (xδ)

)

≤
(

Aδe
v(xδ)

ev(xδ) − δ

)3
(

ǫ− δ

ev(xδ) − δ

m
∑

i=1

〈Ti∇vxδ,ǫ,∇vxδ,ǫ〉2
)

.

(3.8)

Then, by assumption (5),

L [uδ,ǫ](xδ)− L [vδ,ǫ](xδ)

≥−
[

(

aδe
u(xδ)

eu(xδ) + δ

)3

+

(

Aδe
v(xδ)

ev(xδ) − δ

)3
]

ǫ+min

{

δa3δe
3u(xδ)

(eu(xδ) + δ)4
,
δA3

δe
3v(xδ)

(ev(xδ) − δ)4

}

×
(

m
∑

i=1

〈Ti∇uxδ,ǫ,∇uxδ,ǫ〉2 (xδ) +

m
∑

i=1

〈Ti∇vxδ,ǫ,∇vxδ,ǫ〉2 (xδ)

)

≥−
[

(

aδe
u(xδ)

eu(xδ) + δ

)3

+

(

Aδe
v(xδ)

ev(xδ) − δ

)3
]

ǫ+min

{

δa3δe
3u(xδ)

(eu(xδ) + δ)4
,
δA3

δe
3v(xδ)

(ev(xδ) − δ)4

}

cxδ

>0

(3.9)

when ǫ > 0 is small enough. This contradicts (3.6) and completes the proof of
the theorem. �

By the maximum principle above, we have the following generalized three
circle theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold, T1, T2, · · · , Tm be (1, 1)-
tensors on M , and Q be a (0, 3) tensor on M . For any smooth function f on
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M , define

(3.10) L [f ] =

m
∑

i=1

Hess(f)(Ti∇f, Ti∇f) +Q(∇f,∇f,∇f).

Let Ω be an open subset in M , and u and v be two continuous function on Ω
such that for any ǫ > 0 and x ∈ Ω, there are two smooth functions ux,ǫ and vx,ǫ
defined on some neighborhood Ux,ǫ of x, and a positive constant cx independent

of ǫ, satisfying the following properties:

(1) u ≥ ux,ǫ on Ux,ǫ and u(x) = ux,ǫ(x);
(2) L [ux,ǫ](x) ≥ −ǫ;
(3) v ≤ vx,ǫ on Ux,ǫ and v(x) = vx,ǫ(x);
(4) L [vx,ǫ](x) ≤ ǫ;

(5)
∑m

i=1 〈Ti∇ux,ǫ,∇ux,ǫ〉2 (x) +
∑m

i=1 〈Ti∇vx,ǫ,∇vx,ǫ〉2 (x) ≥ cx;
(6) v : Ω → (infΩ v, supΩ v) is proper;
(7) Mv(u, t) := maxx∈Sv(t) u(x) is increasing on t ∈ (infΩ v, supΩ v) where

Sv(t) = {x ∈ Ω | v(x) = t}.
Then, Mv(u, t) is a convex function of t in (infΩ v, supΩ v).

Proof. For any infΩ u < t1 < t2 < t3 < supΩ u. If Mv(u, t3) = Mv(u, t1), by that
Mv(u, t) is increasing on t, we know that Mv(u, t) is a constant when t ∈ [t1, t3].
So,

(3.11) Mv(u, t2) =
t3 − t2
t3 − t1

Mv(u, t1) +
t2 − t1
t3 − t1

Mv(u, t3).

When Mv(u, t3) > Mv(u, t1). Let

(3.12) ṽ =
Mv(u, t3)−Mv(u, t1)

t3 − t1
v +

Mv(u, t1)t3 −Mv(u, t3)t1
t3 − t1

.

Then ṽ ≥ u on Sv(t1) ∪ Sv(t3). So, by Theorem 3.1,

(3.13) ṽ ≥ u

in Av(t1, t3) := {x ∈ Ω | t1 < v(x) < t3}. Then, for any x ∈ Sv(t2),

(3.14) u(x) ≤ Mv(u, t3)−Mv(u, t1)

t3 − t1
t2 +

Mv(u, t1)t3 −Mv(u, t3)t1
t3 − t1

.

and hence

(3.15) Mv(u, t2) ≤
t3 − t2
t3 − t1

Mv(u, t1) +
t2 − t1
t3 − t1

Mv(u, t3).

This completes the proof of the theorem. �

As an application of the general maximum principle and three circle theorem.
We come to prove Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.3, a maximum principle and a
three circle theorem for functions satisfying L[u] ≥ 0 on almost Hermitian
manifolds.
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let o ∈ M be such that r(o,Ω) > 1 and suppose that
Ω ⊂ Bo(R). Let −K with K > 0 be a lower bound for the holomorphic sectional
curvature of M in Bo(R). Then, for any given δ > 0, by Theorem 1.2, we know

that u and v = max∂Ω u+ δ(log tanh(
√
Kro/2)− log tanh(

√
K/2)) satisfies the

assumptions of Theorem 3.1 with L = L on Ω. So

(3.16) u ≤ max
∂Ω

u+ δ(log tanh(
√
Kro/2)− log tanh(

√
K/2))

for any δ > 0. Letting δ → 0+ in the last inequality, we get the conclusion. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.4, we know that u and
v(ro) satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 for L = L and Ω = B′

o(R). Hence,
by Theorem 3.2, we get the general conclusion.

The special case for pluri-subharmonic functions comes from the general con-
clusion by using the fact that pluri-subharmonic functions satisfy L[u] ≥ 0
automatically, by Lemma 2.1 and (2.16).

The special case for holomorphic functions comes from the special case for
pluri-subharmonic functions by using the fact that log(|f1|2+|f2|2+· · ·+|fk|2+ǫ)
is pluri-subharmonic by Lemma 2.2, and letting ǫ → 0+. �

4. Almost Hermitian manifolds with slightly negative

holomorphic sectional curvature

In this section, we prove the main results for almost Hermitian manifolds by
applying the framework that set up in the last section. We first need the fol-
lowing lemmas on asymptotic behaviors of solutions for the ordinary differential
equations related to the equations appeared in Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 4.1. Let q(t) be a nonnegative continuous function on [0,+∞) and

u ∈ C2([0,+∞)) be the solution of

u′′ − qu = 0

with u(0) = 0 and u′(0) = 1. Then,

(1) u′ is increasing;

(2) u′(+∞) := lim
t→+∞

u′(t) < +∞ if and only if

∫ +∞

0

tq(t)dt < +∞;

(3) when

∫ +∞

0

tq(t)dt < +∞, u′(+∞) ≤ I(q).

Proof. It is clear that u > 0 when t > 0 and hence u′′ = qu ≥ 0 on [0,+∞). So,
u′(t) is increasing and

u′(t) ≥ u′(0) = 1.
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Thus u(t) ≥ t. If u′(+∞) < +∞, by that

(4.1) u′(+∞)− 1 =

∫ +∞

0

u′′(s)ds =

∫ +∞

0

q(s)u(s)ds ≥
∫ +∞

0

sq(s)ds,

one has

(4.2)

∫ +∞

0

tq(t)dt < +∞.

On the other hand, when
∫ +∞
0

tq(t)dt < +∞, note that

u(t) =

∫ t

0

u′(s)ds

=t +

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

u′′(τ)dτds

=t +

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

q(τ)u(τ)dτds

=t +

∫ t

0

(t− τ)q(τ)u(τ)dτ

≤t

(

1 +

∫ t

0

q(τ)u(τ)dτ

)

.

(4.3)

Let F (t) =
∫ t

0
q(τ)u(τ)dτ . Then, by the last inequality,

F ′(t) = q(t)u(t) ≤ tq(t) (1 + F (t)) .(4.4)

So,

(4.5)
[

e−
∫ t

0
sq(s)dsF (t)

]′
= e−

∫ t

0
sq(s)ds[F ′(t)− tq(t)F (t)] ≤ e−

∫ t

0
sq(s)dstq(t).

Thus,

(4.6) F (t) ≤ e
∫ t
0 sq(s)ds

∫ t

0

e−
∫ τ
0 sq(s)dsτq(τ)dτ = e

∫ t
0 sq(s)ds − 1.

for t ≥ 0. Then,

(4.7) u′(t) = 1 +

∫ t

0

u′′(s)ds = 1 +

∫ t

0

q(s)u(s)ds = 1 + F (t) ≤ I(q).

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.2. Let q(t) be a nonnegative continuous function on [0,+∞) such

that
∫ +∞
0

tq(t)dt < +∞, and h be the solution of

(4.8) h′ + h2 − q(t) = 0
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with limt→0+ th(t) = 1. Let v ∈ C2((0,+∞)) the solution of

(4.9) v′′ + hv′ = 0

with v′ > 0 and limt→0+
log v(t)
log t

= 1. Then, lim
t→+∞

v(t)

log t
exists and

1

I(q)
≤ lim

t→+∞

v(t)

log t
≤ 1.

Moreover,

(4.10) log t+ v(1) ≥ v(t) ≥ 1

I(q)
log t+ v(1), ∀t > 1.

Proof. Let u be the function in Lemma 4.1. It is not hard to check that

h =
u′

u
.

Substituting this into the equation of v, we have

(4.11) (uv′)′ = 0.

Thus v′ = c
u
for some positive constant c. By L’Hospital’s rule,

1 = lim
t→0+

v(t)

log t
= lim

t→0+
tv′(t) = lim

t→0+

ct

u(t)
= c.

By L’Hospital’s rule again,

(4.12) lim
t→∞

v(t)

log t
= lim

t→+∞
tv′(t) = lim

t→+∞

t

u(t)
= lim

t→+∞

1

u′(t)
=

1

u′(+∞)
≥ 1

I(q)
.

Moreover, because u′ is increasing, u′(+∞) ≥ u′(0) = 1. Thus

(4.13) lim
t→+∞

v(t)

log t
=

1

u′(+∞)
≤ 1.

Finally, for any t > 1,

log t =

∫ t

1

1

s
ds ≥ v(t)− v(1) =

∫ t

1

1

u
ds ≥ 1

I(q)

∫ t

1

1

s
ds =

1

I(q)
log t.(4.14)

This proves (4.10) and completes the proof of the lemma. �

We are now ready to prove the Liouville-type result in Corollary 1.1 by using
Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Corollary 1.1. Note that for any p ∈ M , by Theorem 1.4,

(4.15) Mp(u, r) ≤ Mo(u, r + r(o, p)).

So,

(4.16) lim inf
r→+∞

Mp(u, r)

log r
≤ lim inf

r→+∞

Mo(u, r + r(o, p))

log r
≤ 0.
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Moreover, by Theorem 1.3, Mp(u, r) is convex with respect to vp(r) where vp is
the function associated to qp. So, for any 0 < r1 < r2 < r3,

(4.17) Mp(u, r2) ≤
vp(r3)− vp(r2)

vp(r3)− vp(r1)
Mp(u, r1) +

vp(r2)− vp(r1)

vp(r3)− vp(r1)
Mp(u, r3)

Taking lim infr3→+∞ in the last inequality, by (4.16) and Lemma 4.2, we get

(4.18) Mp(u, r2) ≤ Mp(u, r1).

Then, by Theorem 1.4,
Mp(u, r1) = Mp(u, r2)

for any 0 < r1 < r2. Letting r1 → 0+ in the last equation, we get

(4.19) u(p) = Mp(u, r2)

for any r2 > 0. So u(p) = maxM u. Note that p is arbitrary. Thus u is a
constant function.

By Lemma 2.1 and (2.16), we know that a pluri-subharmonic function u will
automatically satisfy L[u] ≥ 0. So, we have the same Liouville property for
pluri-subharmonic functions. �

We next come to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. (1) It is clear by (1.17) that if f ∈ P(M), then

(4.20) lim inf
r→+∞

logMo(|f |, r)
log r

≤ lim sup
r→+∞

logMo(|f |, r)
log r

< +∞.

Conversely, suppose that lim infr→+∞
logMo(|f |,r)

log r
= λ. Then, by Theorem 1.3,

logMo(|f |, r)− λ
α
v(r) is a convex function of v(r), where α = lim

r→+∞

v(r)

log r
. Then,

logMo(|f |, r2)−
λ

α
v(r2)

≤v(r2)− v(r1)

v(r3)− v(r1)

(

logMo(|f |, r3)−
λ

α
v(r3)

)

+
v(r3)− v(r2)

v(r3)− v(r1)

(

logMo(|f |, r1)−
λ

α
v(r1)

)

(4.21)

for any 0 < r1 < r2 < r3. Taking lim infr3→+∞ in the last inequality, we know
that logMo(|f |, r)− λ

α
v(r) is decreasing. So,

(4.22) logMo(|f |, r) ≤ logMo(|f |, 1)−
λ

α
v(1) +

λ

α
v(r)

for any r > 1, and hence

(4.23) lim sup
r→+∞

logMo(|f |, r)
log r

≤ λ.

Thus f ∈ Oλ(M) ⊂ P(M).
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(2) and (3) is clear from the proof of (1) by noting that α ≥ 1
I(q)

.

(4) By taking λ = ordo(f) and α = 1 in (4.21), letting r1 → 0+, and noting
that

lim
r→0+

logMo(|f |, r)
v(r)

= lim
r→0+

logMo(|f |, r)
log r

= ordo(f),

one gets the conclusion.
(5) is a direct corollary of (3) and (4). �

Remark 1. For a holomorphic function f on a domain Ω, by Lemma 2.1, we
know that ∆Df = 0 where ∆D = trgHessD is the Laplacian operator with
respect to D. Then, by the unique continuation theorem of Aronszajn [1], if
f 6≡ 0, then ordp(f) is finite for any p ∈ Ω.

By (4) of Theorem 1.5, we can proof Corollary 1.2, a Liouville theorem of
Cheng-type for holomorphic functions.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Suppose f is nonconstant. Let h = f − f(o) and k =

ordo(h) ≥ 1. By (4) of Theorem 1.5, Mo(|h|,r)
ekv(r)

is an increasing function. So,

(4.24)
|f(o)|+Mo(|f |, r2)

ekv(r2)
≥ Mo(|h|, r2)

ekv(r2)
≥ Mo(|h|, r1)

ekv(r1)

for all r2 > r1 > 0. Letting r2 → +∞ in the last inequality, by Lemma 4.2 and
(1.19), we have Mo(|h|, r1) = 0 for any r1 > 0. Therefore h ≡ 0 and f ≡ f(o) is
a constant. This is a contradiction. �

By Corollary 1.2, we can prove Corollary 1.3, an analogue of fundamental
theorem for algebra on almost Hermitian manifolds with slightly negative holo-
morphic sectional curvature.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let f be a nonconstant holomorphic function of polyno-
mial growth on M such that f 6= 0 everywhere. Consider the universal covering
π : C → C∗ with π(z) = ez. Because M is simply connected, f : M → C∗ has
a lift h : M → C along π which is clearly still holomorphic. That is, f = eh for
some holomorphic function h on M . Let N > 2I(q) deg f be a natural number

and ζ = e
h
N . Then, ζ is a holomorphic function onM such that f = ζN . Thus, ζ

is a holomorphic function on M satisfying (1.19), because N > 2I(q) deg f . By
Corollary 1.2, ζ is constant and hence f is constant. This is a contradiction. �

At the end of this section, we come to prove Theorem 1.6. Before proving
Theorem 1.6, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let (M2n, J) be an almost complex manifold of real dimension 2n
and o ∈ M . Let (U, z) a local complex coordinate at o such that ∂

∂zi

∣

∣

o
∈ T 1,0

o M
for i = 1, 2, · · · , n, and f be a holomorphic function on U such that

∂|α|f

∂zα
(o) = 0
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for any multi-index α with |α| ≤ m. Then, ordo(f) ≥ m+ 1.

Proof. Suppose that

J
∂

∂zi
= J j

i

∂

∂zj
+ J j̄

i

∂

∂zj̄

and

J
∂

∂z ī
= J j

ī

∂

∂zj
+ J j̄

ī

∂

∂zj̄
.

It is clear that J j
i = J j̄

ī
and J j̄

i = J j

ī
and moreover J j

i (o) =
√
−1δji and J j̄

i (o) = 0

since ∂
∂zi

∣

∣

o
is a (1, 0)-vector. Note that

∂f =(df)(0,1)

=
1

2
(df +

√
−1Jdf)

=
1

2

(

∂f

∂zi
dzi +

∂f

∂z ī
dz ī +

√
−1

(

∂f

∂zj
Jdzj +

∂f

∂zj̄
Jdzj̄

))

=
1

2

((

∂f

∂zi
+
√
−1

∂f

∂zj
J j
i +

√
−1

∂f

∂zj̄
J j̄
i

)

dzi +

(

∂f

∂z ī
+
√
−1

∂f

∂zj
J j

ī
+
√
−1

∂f

∂zj̄
J j̄

ī

)

dz ī
)

.

(4.25)

So,

(4.26)
∂f

∂z ī
+
√
−1

∂f

∂zj
J j

ī
+
√
−1

∂f

∂zj̄
J j̄

ī
= 0.

This implies that, in a neighborhood of o,

(4.27)
∂f

∂z̄
= A(z)

∂f

∂z

where ∂f

∂z̄
= ( ∂f

∂z1̄
, · · · , ∂f

∂zn̄
)T and ∂f

∂z
= ( ∂f

∂z1
, · · · , ∂f

∂zn
)T . Here A is the product of

the inverse matrix of (δji +
√
−1J j̄

ī
)i,j=1,2,··· ,n and −(

√
−1J j

ī
)i,j=1,2,··· ,n.

We next come to prove that

(4.28)
∂|α|+|β|f

∂zα∂z̄β
(o) = 0

for any multi-index α and β with |α| + |β| ≤ m by induction on |β|. The
claim is clearly true when |β| = 0 by assumption. Suppose the claim is true for
|β| ≤ k < m. When |β| = k + 1, let γ be a multi-index with |γ| = k such that
βi = γi + 1 for some fixed i. Then, by (4.27),

(4.29)
∂f

∂z ī
=

n
∑

j=1

Aij(z)
∂f

∂zj
.
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So,

(4.30)
∂|α|+|β|f

∂zα∂z̄β
(o) =

n
∑

j=1

∂|α|+|γ|

∂zα∂z̄γ

(

Aij(z)
∂f

∂zj

)

(o) = 0

by the induction hypothesis.
By (4.28), we know that the partial derivatives of f vanishes up to order m.

Thus ordo(f) ≥ m+ 1. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let (z1, z2, · · · , zn) be a local complex coordinate at o
such that zi(o) = 0 and ∂

∂zi

∣

∣

o
is a (1, 0)-vector for i = 1, 2, · · · , n. Let

Φ : Od(M) → O[I(q)d](C
n)

be such that

Φ(f) =
∑

|α|≤[I(q)d]

1

α!

∂|α|f

∂zα
(o)zα.

If Φ is not injective, then there is a nonzero f ∈ Od(M) such that Φ(f) = 0.
By Lemma 4.3,

ordo(f) ≥ [I(q)d] + 1 > I(q)d ≥ I(q) deg f.

This contradicts the sharp vanishing order estimate in (5) of Theorem 1.5. So,
we have proved the dimension estimate (1.20) and its special case (1.21).

When the holomorphic sectional curvature ofM is nonnegative and the equal-
ity of (1.21) holds for some positive integer d, the map Φ : Od(M) → Od(C

n)
defined above is an isomorphism. So, there are f1, f2, · · · , fn ∈ Od(M) such

that
∂fj
∂zi

(o) = δij . Then f1, f2, · · · , fn form a local holomorphic coordinate at
o. Because the point o can be arbitrarily chosen, the complex structure J is
integrable. Thus τ k̄ij = 0 for any i, j, k = 1, 2, · · · , n.

For each ξ ∈ T 1,0
o M with ‖ξ‖ = 1, let (z1, z2, · · · , zn) be a holomorphic

coordinate at o with z(o) = 0, ∂
∂z1

∣

∣

o
= ξ and gij̄(o) = δij. By that Φ is an

isomorphism, there is a holomorphic function f ∈ Od(M) such that

(4.31) f(z) = (z1)d +O(r(z)d+1)

Because ordo(f) = d ≥ deg f , by Theorem 1.5, ordo(f) = deg f = d and

(4.32) logMo(|f |, r) = d log r + c

for some constant c. For each ǫ > 0, let zǫ ∈ So(ǫ) attain the maximal modulus
of f on So(ǫ). Let

F (x) = log |f |(x)− d log r(x)− c
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where r(x) = ro(x). Then, F ≤ 0 and F (zǫ) = 0. Noting that f(zǫ) 6= 0 and
L[log |f |](zǫ) = 0 since f is holomorphic. We have

(4.33) ∇ log |f |(zǫ) = d∇ log r(zǫ)

and

(4.34) L[log r](zǫ) ≥ 0

because zǫ is a maximum point for F . Thus, by Theorem 1.2,

(4.35) L[log r](zǫ) = 0

and hence by (2.24) in the proof of Theorem 1.2 and (2.15),

(4.36)
1√
2
τ 1̄
ī1̄(zǫ) = r1̄i(zǫ) = Hess(r)(zǫ)(e

ǫ
1, e

ǫ
i) +

1

2
√
2
τ 1̄
ī1̄(zǫ)

for i = 2, · · · , n. Here, at zǫ, the unitary frame eǫ1, e
ǫ
2, · · · , eǫn is chosen to be

such that
eǫ1 = U(∇r)(zǫ) = U(∇|f |2)(zǫ).

Note that U(∇|f |2)(zǫ) sub-converges to λξ with |λ| = 1 by (4.31). Then, by
letting ǫ → 0+ in (4.36), since

(4.37) Hess(r)(zǫ)(e
ǫ
1, e

ǫ
i) → 0

as ǫ → 0+ for i = 2, 3, · · · , n (See [26, Lemma 2.2]), we know that

(4.38) τ 1i1(o) = 0

for i = 2, 3, · · · , n, where the unitary frame at o is a sub-convergent limit of
(eǫ1, e

ǫ
2, · · · , eǫn) as ǫ → 0+. This implies that

(4.39)
〈

τ(η, ξ), ξ̄
〉

= 0

for any η ∈ T 1,0
o M with η ⊥ ξ. Because ξ is arbitrary chosen and τ is skew

symmetric, we know that

(4.40)
〈

τ(η, ξ), ξ̄
〉

= 0

for any η, ξ ∈ T 1,0
o M . Then

(4.41)
〈

τ(η, ξ + ζ), ξ + ζ
〉

= 0

and

(4.42)
〈

τ(η, ξ +
√
−1ζ), ξ +

√
−1ζ

〉

= 0

for any η, ξ, ζ ∈ T 1,0
o M which implies that

〈

τ(η, ξ), ζ̄
〉

= 0

for any η, ξ, ζ ∈ T 1,0
o M . Thus τkij(o) = 0 for any i, j, k = 1, 2, · · · , n. Because

o is arbitrary chosen, we know that τkij = 0 all over M . Hence τ vanishes and
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(M,J, g) is Kähler. Finally, by the rigidity part of [16, Theorem 4], we know
that (M,J, g) must be biholomorphically isometric to Cn. �

5. Converse of Three Circle Theorem on Hermitian manifolds

In this section, we will discuss the converse of the three circle theorem on
Hermitian manifolds and prove Theorem 1.7.

For completeness, we first compute the equation for geodesics in a local holo-
morphic coordinate. Here, for geodesics we always mean geodesics with respect
to the Levi-Civita connection.

Lemma 5.1. Let (M2n, J, g) be a Hermitian manifold and o ∈ M . Let γ a be

geodesic starting at o and z = (z1, z2, · · · , zn) be a local holomorphic coordinate

at o. Suppose that z(γ(t)) = (z1(t), z2(t), · · · , zn(t)). Then,

(5.1)
d2zi

dt2
+ Γi

jk

dzj

dt

dzk

dt
+ gλ̄iτ k̄j̄λ̄glk̄

dzj̄

dt

dzl

dt
= 0

where Γk
ij is the Christofel symbol for the Chern connection D.

Proof. Let X = ∇γ′γ′ −Dγ′γ′ = −Dγ′γ′ = X i ∂
∂zi

+X ī ∂

∂zī
. Then, by (2.1),

(5.2)

〈

X,
∂

∂zj̄

〉

=

〈

τ

(

γ′,
∂

∂zj̄

)

, γ′
〉

.

Thus, by noting that τ k̄
ij = 0 because of the integrability of complex structure.

We have

(5.3) X igij̄ = τ k̄īj̄glk̄
dz ī

dt

dzl

dt
.

Therefore,

(5.4) X i = gλ̄iτ k̄
j̄λ̄glk̄

dzj̄

dt

dzl

dt
.

Moreover, note that

(5.5) Dγ′γ′ =

(

d2zi

dt2
+ Γi

jk

dzj

dt

dzk

dt

)

∂

∂zi
+

(

d2z ī

dt2
+ Γi

jk

dzj̄

dt

dzk̄

dt

)

∂

∂z ī
.

So, the equation for geodesics in local holomorphic coordinates is (5.1). �

We next need the following lemma for the existence of good local holomorphic
coordinates for Hermitian manifolds.

Lemma 5.2. Let (M2n, J, g) be a Herimitian manifold. Then, for any o ∈ M
and e1, e2, · · · , en of ∈ T 1,0

o M , there is a local holomorphic coordinate (z1, z2, · · · , zn)
at o such that z(o) = 0, ei =

∂
∂zi

∣

∣

o
,

Γ̃k
ij(o) = Γk

ij(o) +
1

2
τkij(o) =

1

2

(

Γk
ij + Γk

ji

)

(o) = 0
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and

∂iΓ̃
l
jk(o)X

iXjXk = ∂iΓ
l
jk(o)X

iXjXk = 0

for any X ∈ Cn. We call this coordinate a normal local holomorphic coordinate

at o for the basis (e1, e2, · · · , en) of T 1,0
o M on the Hermitian manifold.

Proof. Let D̃ be the connection defined by Γ̃k
ij . Then D̃ is a torsion free con-

nection compatible with the complex structure. So, by standard argument,
we know the existence of the local holomorphic coordinate w at o such that
w(o) = 0, ei =

∂
∂wi

∣

∣

o
and Γ̃wk

wiwj(o) = 0. Let z be another local holomorphic co-

ordinate at o to be determined such that z(o) = 0, ∂wi

∂zj
(o) = δij and

∂2wk

∂zi∂zj
(o) = 0.

Then, it is clear that ei =
∂
∂zi

∣

∣

o
and by the transformation of Christofel symbols

(5.6) Γ̃zk

zizj = Γ̃wν

wλwµ

∂wλ

∂zi
∂wµ

∂zj
∂zk

∂wν
+

∂2wν

∂zi∂zj
∂zk

∂wν

we know that Γ̃zk

zizj
(o) = 0. Moreover, note that

∂ziΓ̃
zl

zjzk(o) =∂ziΓ̃
wν

wλwµ

∂wλ

∂zj
∂wµ

∂zk
∂zl

∂wν
+

∂3wν

∂zi∂zj∂zk
∂zl

∂wν

=∂wiΓ̃wl

wjwk(o) +
∂3wl

∂zi∂zj∂zk
(0)

(5.7)

So, we require that

(5.8)
∂3wl

∂zi∂zj∂zk
(0)X iXjXk = −∂wiΓ̃wl

wjwk(o)X
iXjXk

for any X ∈ C
n. This requirement can be satisfied by chosen z such that

(5.9)
∂3wl

∂zi∂zj∂zk
(0) = −1

3

(

∂wiΓ̃wl

wjwk + ∂wkΓ̃wl

wiwj + ∂wj Γ̃wl

wkwi

)

(o)

by noting that Γ̃wk

wiwj = Γ̃wk

wjwi. This completes the proof of lemma. �

Remark 2. The requirement that ∂iΓ̃
l
jk(o)X

iXjXk = 0 for any X ∈ Cn is the
same as requiring that

(5.10) ∂iΓ̃
l
jk + ∂jΓ̃

l
ki + ∂kΓ̃

l
ij(o) = 0.

It is also equivalent to

(5.11) ∂iΓ
l
jk + ∂iΓ

l
kj + ∂jΓ

l
ki + ∂jΓ

l
ik + ∂kΓ

l
ij + ∂kΓ

l
ji(o) = 0.

Next, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let (M2n, J, g) be a Hermitian manifold, o ∈ M , e1, e2, · · · , en be

a unitary basis of T 1,0
o M , and z = (z1, z2, · · · , zn) be a normal local holomorphic

coordinate for (e1, e2, · · · , en). Let γ be a normal geodesic with γ(0) = o and
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γ′(0) = X = X iei + X īei ∈ ToM . Suppose z(γ(t)) = (z1(t), z2(t), · · · , zn(t)).
Then,

zi(t)

=X it+
1

2
τ k̄īj̄(o)X

j̄Xkt2 +
1

6

((

Rjīkl̄ +
1

2
τ iλjτ

k̄
λ̄l̄
− τ k̄

λ̄ī
τ lλj

)

(o)XjXkX l̄

−
(

∂µ(τ
k̄
j̄ īglk̄)(o)X

µX l + ∂µ̄(τ
k̄
j̄ īglk̄)(o)X

µ̄X l +
3

2
τ k̄
j̄ īτ

µ̄

k̄λ̄
(o)X λ̄Xµ

)

X j̄

)

t3 +O(t4).

Proof. Substituting the initial data zi(0) = 0 and dzi

dt
(0) = X i into (5.1), we

have

d2zi

dt2
(0) =− Γi

jk(o)X
jXk − gλ̄iτ k̄

j̄λ̄
glk̄(o)X

j̄X l

=
1

2
τ ijk(o)X

jXk − τ k̄
j̄ ī(o)X

j̄Xk

=τ k̄īj̄(o)X
j̄Xk

(5.12)

by that Γ̃k
ij(o) = 0 and gij̄(o) = δij. Moreover,

d3zi

dt3
(0)

=− ∂lΓ
i
jk(o)

dzl

dt

dzj

dt

dzk

dt
(0)− ∂l̄Γ

i
jk(o)

dz l̄

dt

dzj

dt

dzk

dt
(0) +

1

2
τ ijk(o)

d

dt

(

dzj

dt

dzk

dt

)

(0)

− ∂µ(g
λ̄iτ k̄

j̄λ̄
glk̄)(o)

dzµ

dt

dzj̄

dt

dzl

dt
(0)− ∂µ̄(g

λ̄iτ k̄
j̄λ̄
glk̄)(o)

dzµ̄

dt

dzj̄

dt

dzl

dt
(0)

− gλ̄iτ k̄j̄λ̄glk̄(o)
d2zj̄

dt2
dzl

dt
(0)− gλ̄iτ k̄j̄λ̄glk̄(o)

dzj̄

dt

d2zl

dt2
(0)

=Rjīkl̄(o)X
jXkX l̄ − ∂µ(g

λ̄i)τ k̄
j̄λ̄
(o)XµX j̄Xk − ∂µ(τ

k̄
j̄ īglk̄)(o)X

µX j̄X l

− ∂µ̄(g
λ̄i)τ k̄j̄λ̄(o)X

µ̄X j̄Xk − ∂µ̄(τ
k̄
j̄īglk̄)(o)X

µ̄X j̄X l − τ k̄λ̄īτ
l
λj(o)X

jXkX l̄

− τ k̄
j̄ īτ

µ̄

k̄λ̄
(o)X λ̄XµX j̄

(5.13)

by noting that ∂kΓ
l
ij(o)X

iXjXk = 0, Rjīkl̄(o) = −∂l̄Γ
i
jk(o) and using (5.12).

Furthermore, note that

(5.14) ∂µg
λ̄i(o) = −∂µgλī(o) = −Γi

λµ(o) =
1

2
τ iλµ(o)

and

(5.15) ∂µ̄g
λ̄i(o) = −∂µ̄gλī(o) = −Γλ̄

īµ̄(o) =
1

2
τ λ̄
īµ̄(o).
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Substituting these into (5.13), we get

d3zi

dt3
(0)

=

(

Rjīkl̄ +
1

2
τ iλjτ

k̄
λ̄l̄ − τ k̄

λ̄īτ
l
λj

)

(o)XjXkX l̄

−
(

∂µ(τ
k̄
j̄ īglk̄)(o)X

µX l + ∂µ̄(τ
k̄
j̄ īglk̄)(o)X

µ̄X l +
3

2
τ k̄
j̄ īτ

µ̄

k̄λ̄
(o)X λ̄Xµ

)

X j̄ .

(5.16)

Then, by Taylor expansion, we get the conclusion. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Suppose the conclusion is not true. Then, there is a
point o ∈ M and a unitary basis e1, e2, · · · , en at o such that

(5.17) R11̄11̄ +

n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1|(o) < 0.

Let (z1, · · · , zn) be a normal local holomorphic coordinate for (e1, e2, · · · , en) at
o.

In the following, let the notations be the same as in Lemma 5.3. Let

f(z) = z1
(

1− 1

2
τ 11i(o)z

i

)

and

p(z) = z1
(

1− 1

2
τ 1̄1̄ī(o)z

ī

)

.

Then f is a holomorphic function near o and |f | = |p|. Because logM(|f |, r)
is a convex function of log r, by (4) of Theorem 1.5, we know that Mo(|f |,r)

r
is

increasing. On the other hand, by Lemma 5.3,

p(z(t))

=X1t +
1

2

(

n
∑

j,k=2

τ k̄
1̄j̄(o)X

j̄Xk

)

t2+

1

6

((

Rj1̄kl̄ +
1

2
τ 1λjτ

k̄
λ̄l̄
− τ k̄

λ̄1̄τ
l
λj

)

(o)XjXkX l̄ +
3

2
τ 1̄ī1τ

k
ij(o)X

jX k̄X1

−
(

∂µ(τ
k̄
j̄1̄glk̄)(o)X

µX l + ∂µ̄(τ
k̄
j̄1̄glk̄)(o)X

µ̄X l +
3

2
τ k̄j̄1̄τ

µ̄

k̄λ̄
(o)X λ̄Xµ +

3

2
τ 1̄
1̄īτ

k̄
1̄j̄X

kX ī

)

X j̄

)

t3

+O(t4).
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Thus,

|f(z(t))|2

=|p(z(t))|2

=|X1|2t2 + ℜ
{(

n
∑

j,k=2

τ k̄
1̄j̄(o)X

j̄Xk

)

X 1̄

}

t3

+
1

3
ℜ
{(

Rj1̄kl̄ +
1

2
τ 1λjτ

k̄
λ̄l̄
− τ k̄

λ̄1̄τ
l
λj

)

(o)XjXkX l̄X 1̄ +
3

2
τ 1̄ī1τ

k
ij(o)X

jX k̄|X1|2

−
(

∂µ(τ
k̄
j̄1̄glk̄)(o)X

µX l + ∂µ̄(τ
k̄
j̄1̄glk̄)(o)X

µ̄X l +
3

2
τ k̄
j̄1̄τ

µ̄

k̄λ̄
(o)X λ̄Xµ +

3

2
τ 1̄1̄īτ

k̄
1̄j̄X

kX ī

)

X j̄X 1̄

}

t4

+
1

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

j,k=2

τ k̄1̄j̄(o)X
j̄Xk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

t4 +O(t5)

≤|X1|2t2 + 1

3
(R11̄11̄ +

n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1|2)(o)|X1|4t4 + C

(

(

1

2
− |X1|2

)

t3 + t4
√

1

2
− |X1|2 + t5

)

for some positive constant C and when t is small enough, by noting that
n
∑

i=1

|X i|2 = 1

2

since ‖X‖ = 1 and gij̄(o) = δij . Note that

(5.18)

√

1

2
− |X1|2 ≤ ǫ

4
+

1

ǫ

(

1

2
− |X1|2

)

where ǫ > 0 is chosen to satisfy

(5.19)
Cǫ

4
= − 1

24
(R11̄11̄ +

n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1|2)(o).

So, when t is small enough,

|f(z(t))|2 ≤|X1|2t2 + 1

3
(R11̄11̄ +

n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1|2)(o)|X1|4t4

+ C

((

1

2
− |X1|2

)

t3 +

(

ǫ

4
+

1

ǫ

(

1

2
− |X1|2

))

t4 + t5
)

(5.20)

Note that, when t is small enough, the function
(5.21)

Ft(x) = x+
1

3
(R11̄11̄+

n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1|2)(o)x2t2+C

((

1

2
− x

)

t+

(

ǫ

4
+

1

ǫ

(

1

2
− x

))

t2 + t3
)
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is increasing for x ∈ [0, 1
2
]. Thus Ft(x) ≤ Ft(

1
2
). So,

(5.22) |f(z(t))|2 ≤ t2

2
+

1

24
(R11̄11̄ +

n
∑

i=2

|τ 1i1|2)(o)t4 + Ct5 <
t2

2

when t > 0 is small enough. This implies that

(5.23)
Mo(|f |, r)

r
<

1√
2

when r > 0 is small enough. On the other hand, it is clear that

(5.24) lim
r→0+

Mo(|f |, r)
r

=
1√
2
.

This contradicts the fact that Mo(|f |,r)
r

is increasing.
The equivalence of the two curvature conditions can be seen in the proof of

Lemma 2.3. �
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