
ar
X

iv
:2

40
8.

09
47

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 1

8 
A

ug
 2

02
4

HERMITIAN PLURIHARMONIC MAPS BETWEEN ALMOST HERMITIAN MANIFOLDS

GUANGWEN ZHAO

Abstract. In the case where both the domain and target manifolds are almost Hermitian, we introduce the concept
of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps. We prove that any holomorphic or anti-holomorphic map between almost Her-

mitian manifolds is Hermitian pluriharmonic. We also establish some monotonicity formulae for the partial energies
of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps into Kähler manifolds. As an application, under appropriate assumptions on the
growth of the partial energies, some holomorphicity results are proven.
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1. Introduction

Harmonic maps from Kähler manifolds are a powerful tool for studying the rigidity of Kähler manifolds, with their
holomorphicity being crucial. In [17, 18], Siu studied the holomorphicity of harmonic maps from compact Kähler
manifolds into compact Kähler manifolds with strongly negative curvature or compact quotients of irreducible
symmetric bounded domains. He used his ∂∂̄-Bochner formula and integration by parts to prove a vanishing theorem,
which implies that, in this case, harmonic maps are actually pluriharmonic and some curvature terms of the pull-back
complexified tangent bundles vanish. This forces the map to be either holomorphic or anti-holomorphic, provided
the map has sufficiently high rank. Later, Sampson [16] extended Siu’s work by considering target manifolds as
Riemannian manifolds with nonpositive Hermitian curvature, proving that in this case, harmonic maps are also
pluriharmonic.

When the domain is a complete non-compact Kähler manifold, the ∂∂̄-Bochner technique combined with integra-
tion by parts becomes ineffective for studying the holomorphicity of harmonic maps. In this case, the stress-energy
tensor related to partial energy density becomes a powerful tool. Dong [5] used this tool to establish monotonicity
formulae for (pluri)harmonic maps originating from complete Kähler manifolds equipped with a special exhaustion

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53C43, 32Q60.
Key words and phrases. Hermitian pluriharmonic map, holomorphic map, almost Hermitian manifold.
This work is partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (12001410).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.09475v1


2 GUANGWEN ZHAO

function, particularly under certain radial curvature conditions. This led to results on holomorphicity under suit-
able growth conditions for partial energy. Later, Li [11] improved Dong’s results under one of the radial curvature
conditions mentioned above.

Similarly, to study the rigidity of the geometric structure of Hermitian manifolds, one needs to consider the
case where the domain manifold is Hermitian. To use harmonic maps more effectively in the study of Hermitian
manifolds, as in the Kähler case, it is necessary for the harmonic maps to be compatible with the complex structure
of the domain manifold. When the domain manifold is a non-Kähler Hermitian manifold, ordinary harmonic maps
typically do not possess this property. To address this, Jost and Yau [10] introduced Hermitian harmonic maps from
Hermitian manifolds into Riemannian manifolds. These maps are compatible with the complex structure of the
domain manifold, meaning that when the target manifold is a Kähler manifold, a holomorphic map is necessarily
Hermitian harmonic. Therefore, compared with ordinary harmonic maps, Hermitian harmonic maps are more
suitable for studying Hermitian manifolds. Later, Hermitian harmonic maps were studied by some geometers, such
as Chen [2], Ni [15], Grunau et al. [9] and Li and Zhang [13]. Continuing along Dong’s work, Yang et al. [22] studied
the monotonicity formulae and holomorphicity of Hermitian harmonic maps from complete Hermitian manifolds into
Kähler manifolds. In addition, Liu and Yang [14] studied several different types of harmonic maps from Hermitian
manifolds and provided some existence and holomorphicity results.

The above mainly introduces the geometry and analysis of (generalized) harmonic maps from Kähler or Hermitian
manifolds. A natural question arises: when both the domain and target manifolds are almost Hermitian, how should
one define harmonic maps that are compatible with the almost complex structures of both? Using the second canonical
connection, Zhang [23] defined Hermitian harmonic maps between almost Hermitian manifolds and proved that any
(anti-)holomorphic map between almost Hermitian manifolds must be Hermitian harmonic. When the domain
manifold is almost Kähler and the target manifold is Kähler, the Hermitian harmonic map degenerates into a
harmonic map. In this case, Li and Zhang [12] proved a holomorphicity result. They also derived a strong rigidity
result for compact almost Kähler manifolds using a generalized Bochner formula.

Guided by Zhang [23] and inspired by the research of some previously mentioned works, this paper defines
Hermitian pluriharmonic maps between almost Hermitian manifolds using the second canonical connection (see
Section 2). We prove that any (anti-)holomorphic map between almost Hermitian manifolds must be Hermitian
pluriharmonic (see Section 3). Additionally, following the work of [5] and [22], we extend and partially refine their
results under the same radial curvature conditions by selecting more suitable gradient vector fields X in integral
formula (2.7). We establish monotonicity formula for the partial energies of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps from
complete almost Hermitian manifolds into Kähler manifolds (see Section 4). Furthermore, under appropriate growth
assumptions of the partial energies, we obtain holomorphicity results (see Section 5).

2. Basic concepts

Let (M2d, J) be an almost complex manifold with dimR M = 2d. The Nijenhuis tensor NJ of (M,J) (torsion of
J) is a tensor field of type (1, 2) given by

4NJ(X,Y ) = [X,Y ] + J [X, JY ] + J [JX, Y ]− [JX, JY ], for X,Y ∈ Γ(TM).

A Hermitian metric g on (M,J) is a J-invariant Riemannian metric, i.e.,

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

for any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM). An almost Hermitian manifold (M,J, g) is an almost complex manifold (M,J) with a
Hermitian metric g. For any p ∈ M , denote by TpM

C = TpM ⊗R C the complexified tangent space of M at p,
and then one has the complexified tangent bundle TMC. We can extend the almost complex structure J and the
Hermitian metric g to TMC by C-linearity. The complexified tangent space TpM

C can be decomposed into a direct
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sum of the eigenspace of J :
TpM

C = T 1,0
p M ⊕ T 0,1

p M,

where T 1,0
p M = {X −

√
−1JX : X ∈ TpM} and T 0,1

p M = T 1,0
p M . We also have the corresponding bundles T 1,0M

and T 0,1M .
Let ω(·, ·) = g(J ·, ·) be the fundamental (1, 1)-form of the almost Hermitian manifold (M,J, g). Refer to [8], an

almost Hermitian manifold (M,J, g, ω) is called

K: Kähler if ∇J = 0;
AK: almost Kähler if dω = 0;
NK: nearly Kähler if (∇XJ)Y + (∇Y J)X = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM);
QK: quasi-Kähler if (∇XJ)Y + (∇JXJ)JY = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM);
SK: semi-Kähler if δJ = 0;
H: Hermitian if NJ = 0.

It is also pointed out in [8] that

(2.1) K ⊂ AK ⊂ QK ⊂ SK, K ⊂ AK ⊂ QK ⊂ SK, K ⊂ H, K = H ∩QK = AK ∩NK.

2.1. Hermitian pluriharmonic maps between almost Hermitian manifolds. The second canonical connec-

tion ∇̃ on an almost Hermitian manifold (M,J, g, ω) (cf. [7]) is given by

〈∇̃XY, Z〉 = 〈∇XY, Z〉 − 1

2
〈J(∇XJ)Y, Z〉+ 1

4
{〈X, (∇JY J)Z + J(∇Y J)Z〉 − 〈X, (∇JZJ)Y + J(∇ZJ)Y 〉}(2.2)

for any X,Y, Z ∈ Γ(TM). The second canonical connection is the unique connection satisfying the following three
condition

∇̃g = 0, ∇̃J = 0, (τ ∇̃)1,1 = 0,

where (τ ∇̃)1,1 is the J-invariant part of the torsion of ∇̃.
Using the second canonical connections, Zhang [23] defined the following Hermitian harmonic map.

Definition 2.1 (cf. [23]). A smooth map u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) is called a Hermitian harmonic map between
almost Hermitian manifolds, if it satisfies

τ̃ (u) = 0,

where τ̃(u) = tr g∇̃du is the Hermitian tension field, and ∇̃du(X,Y ) = ∇̃N
du(X)(du(Y ))− du

(
∇̃XY

)
.

Remark 2.1. Let {eA}2mA=1 = {eα; Jeα}mα=1 is the local orthonormal frame field on the domain manifold (M2m, g, J).
Set

Eα =
1√
2
(eα −

√
−1Jeα), Ēα =

1√
2
(eα +

√
−1Jeα),

then {Eα}mα=1 is the local unitary frame field on M . Therefore,

τ̃(u) = tr g∇̃du =

2m∑

A=1

∇̃du(eA, eA) =

m∑

α=1

[
∇̃du(Eα, Ēα) + ∇̃du(Ēα, Eα)

]
.

Inspired by [23], we introduce the concept of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps between almost Hermitian manifolds
by means of the second canonical connections.

Definition 2.2. A smooth map u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) is said to be Hermitian pluriharmonic if (∇̃du)1,1 = 0,
that is,

∇̃du
(
Z,W

)
= 0(2.3)

for any Z,W ∈ Γ(T 1,0M).
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Remark 2.2. (i) It follows from Definition 2.1 and Definition 2.2 that any Hermitian pluriharmonic map is Her-
mitian harmonic. In fact, it is easy to see that equation (2.3) is equivalent to

∇̃du
(
Z,W

)
+ ∇̃du

(
Z,W

)
= 0(2.4)

for any Z,W ∈ Γ(T 1,0M).
(ii) By setting Z = X −

√
−1JX, W = Y −

√
−1JY , it is easy to know that a smooth map u : (M,J, g) →

(N, JN , h) is Hermitian pluriharmonic if and only if

(2.5) ∇̃du(X,Y ) + ∇̃du(JX, JY ) = 0

for any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM).

2.2. The stress-energy tensors. This part can be found in [5,17,20]. Let u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) be a smooth
map between almost Hermitian manifolds. Define

∂u : T 1,0M → T 1,0N, ∂̄u : T 0,1M → T 1,0N,

∂ū : T 1,0M → T 0,1N, ∂̄ū : T 0,1M → T 0,1N

by

du|T 1,0M = ∂u+ ∂ū, du|T 0,1M = ∂̄u+ ∂̄ū.

Indeed, there has an orthogonal decomposition

(2.6) du =
1

2
(du+ JN ◦ du ◦ J) + 1

2
(du− JN ◦ du ◦ J).

It is easy to see that ∂̄ū = ∂u and ∂ū = ∂̄u. The map u is said to be holomorphic1 (resp. anti-holomorphic) if

du ◦ J = JN ◦ du (resp. du ◦ J = −JN ◦ du).
It follows from the previous decomposition that u is holomorphic (resp. anti-holomorphic) if and only if ∂̄u =
0 (resp. ∂u = 0).

For a smooth map u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h), from the decomposition (2.6), we introduce two 1-forms σ, σ′ ∈
A1(u−1TN) as follows:

σ(X) =
du(X) + JNdu(JX)

2
and σ′(X) =

du(X)− JNdu(JX)

2

for any X ∈ Γ(TM). As in [5], one has

σ(JX) = −JNσ(X) and σ′(JX) = JNσ′(X).

Thus, both σ and σ′ are J-invariant:

〈σ(JX), σ(JY )〉 = 〈σ(X), σ(Y )〉, 〈σ′(JX), σ′(JY )〉 = 〈σ′(X), σ′(Y )〉.
In addition, it is easy to calculate |σ|2 = 2|∂̄u|2, |σ′|2 = 2|∂u|2 and |du|2 = |σ|2 + |σ′|2. Hence, the energy density
e(u) = 1

2 |du|2 = |∂̄u|2 + |∂u|2, and then the energy

E(u) =

∫

M

e(u) =

∫

M

|∂̄u|2 +
∫

M

|∂u|2.

We call E′′(u) =
∫
M

|∂̄u|2 and E′(u) =
∫
M

|∂u|2 are the partial energies of u, respectively.

1Since there are no complex coordinates in this case, some authors prefer to use the terms “almost holomorphic” or “pseudo-
holomorphic”. However, for convenience, we still use the term “holomorphic” in this paper, which can also be found in [6, (9.5)].
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Let M be a Riemannian manifold and let Ap(E) = Γ(ΛpT ∗M ⊗ E) be the space of smooth p-form on M with
values in the Riemannian vector bundle π : E → M . For ω ∈ Ap(E), define a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor field ω⊙ω by

ω ⊙ ω(X,Y ) = 〈ιXω, ιY ω〉, X, Y ∈ Γ(TM),

where ιX is the interior product by X . The stress-energy tensor of ω is given as follows:

Sω =
|ω|2
2

g − ω ⊙ ω.

Recall that for a (0, 2)-tensor field T ∈ Γ(T ∗M ⊗ T ∗M), its divergence div T ∈ Γ(T ∗M) is given by

(div T )(X) =
∑

A

(∇eAT )(eA, X), X ∈ Γ(TM).

We have the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.3 (cf. [5, 20, 22]). (divSω)(X) = 〈δω, ιXω〉+ 〈ιXdω, ω〉 for any X ∈ Γ(TM).

Let D be any bounded domain of M with C1 boundary. We have the following integral formula (cf. [5, 19])
∫

∂D

Sω(X, ν)dv =

∫

D

{
〈Sω,∇X♭〉+ (div Sω)(X)

}
dv,(2.7)

where ν is the unit outward normal vector field along ∂D in D, and X♭ is the dual 1-from of X and ∇X♭ is given
by (∇X♭)(Y, Z) = 〈∇Y X,Z〉 for Y, Z ∈ Γ(TM).

Note. For ease of exposition, this paper focuses only on topics such as the Hermitian pluriharmonicity of holomor-
phic maps, the monotonicity formula of the partial energy E′′, and the holomorphicity of Hermitian pluriharmonic
maps. Similarly, for topics related to the Hermitian pluriharmonicity of of anti-holomorphic maps, the monotonicity
formula of the partial energy E′, and the anti-holomorphicity of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps, it is simply required
to replace the almost complex structure JN of the target manifold N with −JN .

Throughout this paper, the Levi–Civita connections on M and N are denoted by ∇ and ∇N , respectively, and ∇u

the induced connection on T ∗M ⊗ u−1TN . Similarly, the second canonical connections on M, and N are denoted

as ∇̃ and ∇̃N , respectively. We consistently use {eA}2mA=1 = {eα; Jeα}mα=1 to represent a local orthonormal frame
field on the domain manifold (M,J, g). Additionally, for convenience, we denote by 〈 , 〉 the inner products on all
bundles.

3. Hermitian pluriharmonicity of holomorphic maps

In [23], Zhang proved that any holomorphic map between almost Hermitian manifolds must be Hermitian har-
monic. Furthermore, we can also prove the Hermitian pluriharmonicity of holomorphic maps. Precisely, we have

Theorem 3.1. Any holomorphic map between almost Hermitian manifolds must be Hermitian pluriharmonic.

To prove this theorem, we first give a simple lemma whose proof is a straightforward calculation.

Lemma 3.2. Let (M,J, g) be an almost Hermitian manifold and ∇ its Levi–Civita connection. Then

J(∇XJ)Y − (∇JXJ)Y − J(∇Y J)X + (∇JY J)X = 4NJ(X,Y ).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We only consider the holomorphic case, and the anti-holomorphic case is similar. Let u :
(M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) be a holomorphic map between almost Hermitian manifolds. For any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM), we
have

∇̃du(X,Y ) + ∇̃du(JX, JY ) =∇̃N
du(X)(du(Y )) + ∇̃N

du(JX)(du(JY ))− du
(
∇̃XY + ∇̃JX(JY )

)

=∇̃N
du(X)(du(Y )) + ∇̃N

JNdu(X)(J
Ndu(Y ))− du

(
∇̃XY + ∇̃JX(JY )

)
.

(3.1)
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From (2.2), a simple calculation yields

∇̃XY + ∇̃JX(JY ) = ∇XY +∇JX(JY )− 1

2
J(∇XJ)Y − 1

2
(∇JXJ)Y − 1

2
J(∇Y J)X − 1

2
(∇JY J)X.(3.2)

Similarly, we also have

∇̃N
du(X)(du(Y )) + ∇̃N

JNdu(X)(J
Ndu(Y )) =∇N

du(X)(du(Y )) +∇N
JNdu(X)(J

Ndu(Y ))

− 1

2
JN
(
∇N

du(X)J
N
)
du(Y )− 1

2

(
∇N

JNdu(X)J
N
)
(du(Y ))

− 1

2
JN
(
∇N

du(Y )J
N
)
du(X)− 1

2

(
∇N

JNdu(Y )J
N
)
(du(X)).

(3.3)

On the other hand,

∇N
JNdu(X)(J

Ndu(Y )) =
(
∇N

JNdu(X)J
N
)
(du(Y )) + JN (∇u

JXdu) (Y ) + JNdu (∇JXY )

=
(
∇N

JNdu(X)J
N
)
(du(Y )) + JN (∇u

Y du) (JX)− JNdu
(
∇JX(J2Y )

)
,

(3.4)

where

JN (∇u
Y du)JX =JN∇N

du(Y )(du(JX))− JNdu ((∇Y J)X)− JNduJ(∇Y X)

=JN
(
∇N

du(Y )J
N
)
(du(X))− (∇u

Y du)(X)− du (∇Y X)− JNdu ((∇Y J)X) + du (∇Y X)

=JN
(
∇N

du(Y )J
N
)
(du(X))− (∇u

Xdu)(Y )− JNdu ((∇Y J)X)

=JN
(
∇N

du(Y )J
N
)
(du(X))−∇N

du(X)(du(Y )) + du (∇XY )− du (J (∇Y J)X)

and

JNdu
(
∇JX(J2Y )

)
= JNdu ((∇JXJ)JY ) + JNdu (J (∇JX(JY ))) = du (J (∇JXJ)JY )− du (∇JX(JY )) .

Hence (3.4) becomes

∇N
du(X)(du(Y )) +∇N

JNdu(X)(J
Ndu(Y )) =

(
∇N

JNdu(X)J
N
)
(JNdu(Y )) + JN

(
∇N

du(Y )J
N
)
(du(X)) + du (∇XY )

− du (J(∇Y J)X)− du (J(∇JXJ)Y ) + du (∇JX(JY )) .

(3.5)

Substituting (3.5) into (3.3), we obtain

∇̃N
du(X)(du(Y )) + ∇̃N

JNdu(X)(J
Ndu(Y ))

=
1

2

(
∇N

JNdu(X)J
N
)
(du(Y ))− 1

2
JN
(
∇N

du(X)J
N
)
(du(Y ))

+
1

2
JN
(
∇N

du(Y )J
N
)
(du(X))− 1

2

(
∇N

JNdu(Y )J
N
)
(du(X))

+ du (∇XY )− du (J(∇Y J)X)− du (J(∇JXJ)Y ) + du (∇JX(JY )) .

(3.6)

Substituting (3.2) and (3.6) into (3.1), we derive

∇̃du(X,Y ) + ∇̃du(JX, JY )

=
1

2
du {J(∇XJ)Y − (∇JXJ)Y − J(∇Y J)X + (∇JY J)X}

− 1

2

{
JN
(
∇N

du(X)J
N
)
(du(Y ))−

(
∇N

JNdu(X)J
N
)
(du(Y ))− JN

(
∇N

du(Y )J
N
)
(du(X)) +

(
∇N

JNdu(Y )J
N
)
(du(X))

}
.
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From Lemma 3.2, this equation reduces to

∇̃du(X,Y ) + ∇̃du(JX, JY ) = 2 {du(NJ(X,Y ))−NJN (du(X), du(Y ))} .
However, it is obvious that du(NJ(X,Y )) = NJN (du(X), du(Y )) since u is holomorphic. Hence the conclusion that
u is Hermitian pluriharmonic follows from Remark 2.2, (ii). �

4. Monotonicity formulae of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps

In this section, we use integral formula (2.7), where ω = σ, to derive the monotonicity formula for the partial
energy E′′ of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps into a Kähler manifold. To this end, we need some preliminary work
to estimate each integrand in (2.7).

Proposition 4.1. Let u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) be a smooth map from an almost Hermitian manifold to a Kähler
manifold. Then u is a Hermitian pluriharmonic map if and only if it satisfies

(4.1) ∇du(X,Y ) +∇du(JX, JY ) + du(α(X,Y )) = 0,

where ∇du is the second fundamental form in the Levi–Civita connections of M and N , and

α(X,Y ) =
1

2
J {(∇XJ)Y + (∇JXJ)JY + (∇Y J)X + (∇JY J)JX} .

Proof. It is evident that the Kähler condition (∇NJN = 0) implies that the second canonical connection ∇̃N is
consistent with the Levi–Civita connection ∇N . For any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM), we have

∇̃du(X,Y ) = ∇N
du(X)(du(Y ))− du

(
∇̃XY

)
.

Therefore,

∇̃du(X,Y ) + ∇̃du(JX, JY ) = ∇N
du(X)(du(Y )) +∇N

du(JX)(du(JY ))− du
(
∇̃XY + ∇̃JX(JY )

)
.(4.2)

By 〈, 〉 is J-invariant, that is, J is skew self-adjoint, and it is easy to know that ∇⋆J is skew self-adjoint. In addition,
we also have J(∇⋆J) = −(∇⋆J)J . Hence, a simple calculation yields

∇̃XY + ∇̃JX(JY ) = ∇XY +∇JX(JY )− α(X,Y ).(4.3)

Substituting (4.3) into (4.2), we derive that

∇̃du(X,Y ) + ∇̃du(JX, JY ) = ∇du(X,Y ) +∇du(JX, JY ) + du(α(X,Y )).(4.4)

Combining with Remark 2.2, (ii), we complete the proof. �

By taking X = Y = eα in equation (4.4) and summering it over i, we obtain

τ̃(u) = τ(u) + du

(
m∑

α=1

α(eα, eα)

)
= τ(u) + du(−JδJ),

where δ is the co-differential operator, which is the adjoint of d with respect to
∫
M
〈, 〉dvg. Hence we have

Proposition 4.2. Let u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) be a smooth map from an almost Hermitian manifold to a Kähler
manifold. Then u is a Hermitian harmonic map if and only if it satisfies

τ(u) + du(V ) = 0,(4.5)

where V = −JδJ .
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Remark 4.1. Let V be a smooth vector field on a Riemannian manifold M . A smooth map u : M → N between
Riemannian manifolds is said to be V -harmonic, if it satisfies equation (4.5) (cf. [3, 4]). Therefore, any Hermitian
harmonic map from an almost Hermitian manifold (M,J, g) to a Kähler manifold is V -harmonic with V = −JδJ .

Lemma 4.3. If u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) be a Hermitian pluriharmonic map from an almost Hermitian manifold
to a Kähler manifold, then δσ = σ(V ).

Proof. By the definition of δ, we have

δσ =−
∑

A

(∇u
eAσ)(eA)

=−
∑

A

∇N
du(eA)(σ(eA)) +

∑

A

σ (∇eAeA)

=− 1

2

∑

A

∇N
du(eA)(du(eA))−

1

2

∑

A

∇N
du(eA)(J

NduJ(eA))

+
1

2
du

(
∑

A

∇̃eAeA

)
+

1

2
JNduJ

(
∑

A

∇̃eAeA

)
+ σ

(
∑

A

(
∇eAeA − ∇̃eAeA

))

=− 1

2

∑

A

∇̃du(eA, eA)−
1

2
JN
∑

A

∇̃du(eA, JeA) + σ

(
∑

A

(
∇eAeA − ∇̃eAeA

))
,

where in the last step we used ∇̃J = ∇NJN = 0. However, the assumption that u is a Hermitian pluriharmonic map

(and then a Hermitian harmonic map) implies that
∑
A

∇̃du(eA, JeA) =
∑
i

{
∇̃du(eα, Jeα) + ∇̃du(Jeα, J

2eα)
}
= 0

and
∑
A

∇̃du(eA, eA) = 0. On the other hand, by (2.2), for any Z ∈ Γ(TM), we have

〈
∑

A

(
∇eAeA − ∇̃eAeA

)
, Z

〉
=
1

2

∑

A

〈J(∇eAJ)eA, Z〉

− 1

4

∑

A

〈eA, (∇JeAJ)Z + J(∇eAJ)Z〉+ 1

4

∑

A

〈eA, (∇JZJ)eA + J(∇ZJ)eA〉.

By repeatedly using the property of the skew self-adjoint of J and ∇⋆J , and noting that J(∇⋆J) = −(∇⋆J)J , we
can get

〈eA, (∇JeAJ)Z〉 = −〈J(∇JeAJ)JeA, Z〉,
〈eA, J(∇eAJ)Z〉 = −〈J(∇eAJ)eA, Z〉

and

〈eA, (∇JZJ)eA〉 = 〈eA, J(∇ZJ)eA〉 = 0.

It follows that ∑

A

(
∇eAeA − ∇̃eAeA

)
=
∑

A

J(∇eAJ)eA = −JδJ = V.

So in summary, we derive that δσ = σ(V ). �

Lemma 4.4. If u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) be a Hermitian pluriharmonic map from an almost Hermitian manifold
to a Kähler manifold, then dσ = JN ◦ du ◦ NJ .
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Proof. For any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM), we have

dσ(X,Y ) =∇N
du(X) (σ(Y ))−∇N

du(Y ) (σ(X))− σ([X,Y ])

=
1

2
∇N

du(X) (du(Y )) +
1

2
∇N

du(X)(J
NduJ(Y ))− 1

2
∇N

du(Y ) (du(X))− 1

2
∇N

du(Y )(J
NduJ(X))

− 1

2
du (∇XY −∇Y X)− 1

2
JNduJ (∇XY −∇Y X)

=
1

2
∇N

du(X)(J
NduJ(Y ))− 1

2
∇N

du(Y )(J
NduJ(X))− 1

2
JNduJ(∇XY ) +

1

2
JNduJ(∇Y X)

=
1

2
JN∇du(X, JY )− 1

2
JN∇du(JX, Y ) +

1

2
JNdu(∇XJ)Y − 1

2
JNdu(∇Y J)X.

Equation (4.1) gives

∇du(X, JY )−∇du(JX, Y ) =− du(α(X, JY ))

=− 1

2
duJ {(∇XJ)JY − (∇JXJ)Y + (∇JY J)X − (∇Y J)JX}

=− 1

2
du {(∇XJ)Y − J(∇JXJ)Y + J(∇JY J)X − (∇Y J)X}

Hence we get

dσ(X,Y ) =− 1

4
JNdu {(∇XJ)Y − J(∇JXJ)Y + J(∇JY J)X − (∇Y J)X}

+
1

2
JNdu(∇XJ)Y − 1

2
JNdu(∇Y J)X

=
1

4
JNdu {(∇XJ)Y + J(∇JXJ)Y − (∇Y J)X − J(∇JY J)X} .

It follows from Lemma 3.2 that dσ(X,Y ) = JNdu(NJ(X,Y )). By the arbitrary of X and Y , we complete the
proof. �

On a complete Riemannian manifold M with a pole x0, a radial plane is a plane in TxM (x ∈ M − {x0}) that
contains ∂

∂r . By the radial curvature, it means that the restriction of the sectional curvature function to all the
radial planes.

Lemma 4.5 (cf. [5, Lemma 4.5]). Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold with a pole x0 and r the distance
function relative to x0. Denote by Kr the radial curvature of M .

(i) If Kr ≤ 0, then

Hess r ≥ 1

r
(g − dr ⊗ dr).

(ii) If Kr ≤ b2/(1 + r2) with b2 ∈ [0, 1/4], then

Hess r ≥ 1 +
√
1− 4b2

2r
(g − dr ⊗ dr).

(iii) If Kr ≤ B/(1 + r2)1+ε with ε > 0 and 0 ≤ B < 2ε, then

Hess r ≥ 1− B
2ε

r
(g − dr ⊗ dr).

(iv) If Kr ≤ −β2 with β > 0, then

Hess r ≥ β coth(βr)(g − dr ⊗ dr).
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(v) If Kr ≤ −a2/(1 + r2) with a > 0, then

Hess r ≥ max

{
A

1 + r
,
1

r

}
(g − dr ⊗ dr), where A :=

1 +
√
1 + 4a2

2
.

Let u : (M,J, g) → (N, JN , h) is a smooth map between almost Hermitian manifolds. Recall the definition of
the stress-energy tensor Sω in Section 2.2 and replace ω with σ = 1

2 (du+ JNduJ) to get Sσ = 1
2 |σ|2g − σ ⊙ σ.

Lemma 4.6. Let (M,J, g) be a complete 2m-dimensional almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0 and r the
distance function relative to x0, and let H be a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor on M . Denote by λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λ2m the
eigenvalues of H. Then

(4.6) 〈Sσ, H〉 ≥
m∑

α=1

(λi + λm+i)|∂̄u|2.

Proof. By the definition of Sσ, we have

〈Sσ, H〉 = 1

2
|σ|2tr gH − 〈σ ⊙ σ,H〉.

We choose a orthonormal basis {eA}2mA=1 = {e1, · · · , em, Je1, · · · , Jem} at a point such that

H(eA, eB) = λAδAB.

Then

〈σ ⊙ σ,H〉 =
2m∑

A=1

〈σ(eA), σ(eA)〉H(eA, eA) =

2m∑

A=1

λA|σ(eA)|2 =

m∑

α=1

λi|σ(eα)|2 +
m∑

α=1

λm+i|σ(Jeα)|2.

Noting that σ is J-invariant, we have
m∑

α=1

|σ(eα)| =
m∑

α=1

|σ(Jeα)| = |σ|2
2 . Hence, we deduce

〈Sσ, H〉 =1

2
|σ|2

(
m∑

α=1

λi +
m∑

α=1

λm+i

)
−
(

m∑

α=1

λi|σ(eα)|2 +
m∑

α=1

λm+i|σ(Jeα)|2
)

≥1

2
|σ|2

(
m∑

α=1

λi +

m∑

α=1

λm+i

)
−
(
λm

m∑

α=1

|σ(eα)|2 + λ2m

m∑

α=1

|σ(Jeα)|2
)

=
1

2
|σ|2

m−1∑

α=1

(λi + λm+i).

where we used σ is J-invariant . The conclusion follows from |σ|2 = 2|∂̄u|2. �

For two symmetric (0, 2)-tensor fields H1 and H2 on a manifold, we write H1 ≥ H2, meaning that H1 − H2 is
nonnegative definite on the whole manifold.

Lemma 4.7. Let (M,J, g) be a complete 2m-dimensional almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0 and r the
distance function relative to x0. Suppose f(r) be a non-decreasing convex C2 function on (0,+∞) and λ1 ≤ · · · ≤
λ2m are the eigenvalues of Hess f(r). If there exists a positive function h(r) on (0,+∞) such that

Hess r ≥ h(r)(g − dr ⊗ dr)

on M − {x0}, then
m∑

α=1

(λi + λm+i) ≥
{
f ′′(r) + (2m− 3)f ′(r)h(r) if f ′(r)h(r) ≥ f ′′(r),

2(m− 1)f ′(r)h(r) if f ′(r)h(r) < f ′′(r).
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Proof. By the assumptions, we have

Hess f(r) =f ′′(r)dr ⊗ dr + f ′(r)h(r)Hess r

≥f ′′(r)dr ⊗ dr + f ′(r)h(r)(g − dr ⊗ dr)

=f ′(r)h(r)g + [f ′′(r) − f ′(r)h(r)]dr ⊗ dr.

It is easy to see that the eignvalues of f ′(r)h(r)g+[f ′′(r)−f ′(r)h(r)]dr⊗dr are f ′(r)h(r) with multiplicities 2m−1
and f ′′(r) with multiplicity 1. So the conclusion is obvious. �

For the case where the radial curvature satisfies one of (i),(ii) and (iii) in Lemma 4.5, we take f(r) = r2

2 in
Lemma 4.7 and get

Lemma 4.8 (cf. [5]). Let (M,J, g) be a 2m-dimensional complete almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0.
Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies one of (i), (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 4.5, where r is the distance

function relative to x0. Denote by µ1 ≤ · · · ≤ µ2m the eigenvalues of Hess r2

2 . Then

(4.7)

m∑

α=1

(µi + µm+i) ≥






2(m− 1) if Kr satisfies (i)

(m− 1)(1 +
√
1− 4b2) if Kr satisfies (ii)

2(m− 1)
(
1− B

2ε

)
if Kr satisfies (iii).

Proof. Notice that
(

r2

2

)′
= r,

(
r2

2

)′′
= 1 and r · δ

r ≤ 1 when δ = 1, 1+
√
1−4b2

2 or 1 − B
2ε , the conclusion follows

directly from Lemma 4.7. �

When the radial curvature satisfies one of (iv) and (v) in Lemma 4.5, we take f(r) such that it satisfies f ′(r)h(r) ≥
f ′′(r). Precisely, we have the following two lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let (M,J, g) be a 2m-dimensional complete almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0. Suppose the
radial curvature Kr of M satisfies condition (iv) in Lemma 4.5: Kr ≤ −β2 with β > 0, where r is the distance
function relative to x0. Denote by ξ1 ≤ · · · ≤ ξ2m the eigenvalues of Hess cosh(βr). Then

(4.8)

m∑

α=1

(ξi + ξm+i) ≥ 2(m− 1)β2 cosh(βr).

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, (iv), h(r) = β coth(βr). Hence we have

(cosh(βr))′h(r) = β sinh(βr) · β coth(βr) = β2 cosh(βr) = (cosh(βr))′′,

and the conclusion follows from Lemma 4.7. �

Lemma 4.10. Let (M,J, g) be a 2m-dimensional complete almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0. Suppose
the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies condition (v) in Lemma 4.5: Kr ≤ −a2/(1 + r2) with a > 0, where r is the

distance function relative to x0. Denote by χ1 ≤ · · · ≤ χ2m the eigenvalues of Hess (1+r)A+1

A+1 . Then

(4.9)

m∑

α=1

(χi + χm+i) ≥ max

{
2(m− 1)A(1 + r)A−1, A(1 + r)A−1 + (2m− 3)

(1 + r)A

r

}

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, (iv), h(r) = max
{

A
1+r ,

1
r

}
. (1) If A

1+r ≥ 1
r , then h(r) = A

1+r , and then

(
(1 + r)A+1

A+ 1

)′
h(r) = A(1 + r)A−1 =

(
(1 + r)A+1

A+ 1

)′′
.
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It follows from Lemma 4.7 that
m∑

α=1

(χi + χm+i) ≥ 2(m− 1)A(1 + r)A−1.

(2) If A
1+r < 1

r , then h(r) = 1
r , and then

(
(1 + r)A+1

A+ 1

)′
h(r) = (1 + r)A · 1

r
= (1 + r)A−1 · 1 + r

r
> A(1 + r)A−1 =

(
(1 + r)A+1

A+ 1

)′′

It follows from Lemma 4.7 that
m∑

α=1

(χi + χm+i) ≥ A(1 + r)A−1 + (2m− 3)
(1 + r)A

r
.

The proof is completed. �

Next we prove monotonicity formulae for Hermitian pluriharmonic map into Kähler manifolds. When the domain
manifold is Hermitian or Kähler, the following first theorem is part of [22, Theorem 3.3] and [5, Theorem 4.7],
respectively, and we write it down for completeness as well. For the rest of this section and the next, we assume
that the real dimension of M is at least 4, i.e., m ≥ 2.

Theorem 4.11. Let (M,J, g) be a 2m-dimensional complete almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0 and r
the distance function relative to x0. Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies one of (i), (ii) and (iii) in
Lemma 4.5. Suppose u : M → N is a Hermitian pluriharmonic map into a Kähler manifold N and it satisfies
ImNJ ⊂ Kerdu. If |V | ≤ C1

r , where C1 < D/2 and

D =





2(m− 1) if Kr satisfies (i),

(m− 1)(1−
√
1− 4b2) if Kr satisfies (ii),

2(m− 1)
(
1− B

2ε

)
if Kr satisfies (iii),

then

(4.10)
1

rλ1

∫

Br1(x0)

|∂̄u|2 ≤ 1

rλ2

∫

Br2(x0)

|∂̄u|2

for any 0 < r1 ≤ r2, where λ = D − 2C1 > 0.

Proof. If choose X = grad r2

2 = rgrad r, then X♭ = d r2

2 = rdr and ∇X♭ = Hess r2

2 . We evaluate each integrand in
the integral formula (2.7). We have the following inequality on ∂Br(x0),

Sσ(X, ν) =
1

2
|σ|2

〈
r
∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

〉
−
〈
σ

(
r
∂

∂r

)
, σ

(
∂

∂r

)〉

≤r|∂̄u|2.
(4.11)

It follows from Lemmas 4.8 and 4.6, in which H = ∇X♭ = Hess r2

2 , that

(4.12) 〈Sσ,∇X♭〉 ≥ D|∂̄u|2

in Br(x0). By Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and Lemma 2.3 with ω = σ, combined with conditions ImNJ ⊂ Ker du and
|V | = |V | ≤ C

r , we have

(div Sσ)(X) =〈σ(V ), σ(X)〉
≥ − |V ||X ||σ|2

≥− 2C1|∂̄u|2
(4.13)
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in Br(x0). By substituting (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13) into (2.7) yields

r

∫

∂Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 ≥ λ

∫

Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2.

It is obvious from this inequality that
d
dr

∫
∂Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2
∫
Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 ≥ λ

r

for any r > 0. By integration over [r1, r2], we obtain (4.10). �

Theorem 4.12. Let (M,J, g) be a 2m-dimensional complete almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0 and r the
distance function relative to x0. Suppose u : M → N is a Hermitian pluriharmonic map into a Kähler manifold N
and it satisfies ImNJ ⊂ Ker du.

(1) Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies Kr ≤ −β2 with β > 0. If |V | ≤ coth(βr)C2, where C2 < (m−1)β,
then

(4.14)
1

sinh2(m−1)−2C2/β(βr1)

∫

Br1 (x0)

cosh(βr)|∂̄u|2 ≤ 1

sinh2(m−1)−2C2/β(βr2)

∫

Br2 (x0)

cosh(βr)|∂̄u|2

for any 0 < r1 ≤ r2.
(2) Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies Kr ≤ −a2/(1+r2) with a > 0. If |V | ≤ C3

r+1 , where C3 < (m−1)A,
then

(4.15)
1

(1 + r1)2(m−1)A−2C3

∫

Br1 (x0)

(1 + r)A−1|∂̄u|2 ≤ 1

(1 + r2)2(m−1)A−2C3

∫

Br2 (x0)

(1 + r)A−1|∂̄u|2

for any 0 < r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. (1) If choose X = grad cosh(βr) = β sinh(βr)grad r, then X♭ = d cosh(βr) = β cosh(βr)dr and ∇X♭ =
Hess cosh(βr). We have

Sσ(X, ν) =
1

2
|σ|2

〈
β sinh(βr)

∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

〉
−
〈
σ

(
β sinh(βr)

∂

∂r

)
, σ

(
∂

∂r

)〉

≤β sinh(βr)|∂̄u|2

on ∂Br(x0). It follows from Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.6, in which H = ∇X♭ = Hess cosh(βr), that

〈Sσ,∇X♭〉 ≥ 2(m− 1)β2 cosh(βr)|∂̄u|2

in Br(x0). By Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and Lemma 2.3 with ω = σ, combined with conditions ImNJ ⊂ Ker du and
|V | ≤ coth(βr)C2, we have

(divSσ)(X) =〈σ(V ), σ(X)〉
≥ − |V ||X ||σ|2

≥− 2 coth(βr)C2β sinh(βr)|∂̄u|2

=− 2C2β cosh(βr)|∂̄u|2

in Br(x0). Substitute these inequalities into (2.7), we get

sinh(βr)

∫

∂Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 ≥ (2(m− 1)β − 2C2)

∫

Br(x0)

cosh(βr(x))|∂̄u|2.
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This implies

d
dr

∫
Br(x0)

cosh(βr(x))|∂̄u|2
∫
Br(x0)

cosh(βr(x))|∂̄u|2 ≥(2(m− 1)β − 2C2) cosh(βr)

sinh(βr)

=(2(m− 1)− 2C2/β)
d
dr sinh(βr)

sinh(βr)

for any r > 0. By integration over [r1, r2], we obtain (4.14).

(2) If choose X = grad (1+r)A+1

A+1 = (1 + r)Agrad r, then X♭ = d (1+r)A+1

A+1 = (1 + r)Adr and ∇X♭ = Hess (1+r)A+1

A+1 .
We have

Sσ(X, ν) ≤ (1 + r)A|∂̄u|2

on ∂Br(x0). By Lemmas 4.10 and 4.6 with H = ∇X♭ = Hess (1+r)A+1

A+1 , we have

〈Sσ,∇X♭〉 ≥ 2(m− 1)A(1 + r)A−1|∂̄u|2

in Br(x0). By the assumptions we also have

(div Sσ)(X) =〈σ(V ), σ(X)〉
≥ − |V ||X ||σ|2

≥− 2C3(1 + r)A−1|∂̄u|2

in Br(x0). Substituting these inequalities into (2.7), we get

(1 + r)A
∫

∂Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 ≥ (2(m− 1)A− 2C3)

∫

Br(x0)

(1 + r(x))A−1|∂̄u|2.

This implies
d
dr

∫
Br(x0)

(1 + r(x))A−1|∂̄u|2
∫
Br(x0)

(1 + r(x))A−1|∂̄u|2 ≥ 2(m− 1)A− 2C3

1 + r

for any r > 0. By integration over [r1, r2], we obtain (4.15). �

Remark 4.2. Theorems 4.11 and 4.12 extend [5, Theorem 4.7] and [22, Theorem 3.3] to the case of Hermitian
pluriharmonic maps originating from almost Hermitian manifolds. Specially, when the domain manifold is Her-
mitian or Kähler, Theorem 4.12 improves upon their results under curvature condition (iv) and (v) in Lemma 4.5.
additionally, note that as r → 0, coth(βr) and 1/r are of the same order, and coth(βr) > 1 on (0,+∞). Thus,
compared to [22, Theorem 3.3], the assumption on the length of V is more relaxed under curvature condition (iv).
In addition, we note that when the domain manifold degenerates into a Kähler manifold and its radial curvature
satisfies Kr ≤ −β2 < 0, the corresponding monotonicity formula has already been obtained by Li [11].

Remark 4.3. Since our ultimate goal is to obtain the holomorphicity of the Hermitian pluriharmonic maps, and
for holomorphic maps, we have du(NJ(X,Y )) = NJN (du(X), du(Y )) for any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM). Thus, when the
target manifold is a Kähler manifold, it naturally follows that du(NJ (X,Y )) = 0, giving us reason to assume
ImNJ ⊂ Kerdu. Of course, if more specifically NJ = 0, then our theorems concern Hermitian pluriharmonic maps
from Hermitian manifolds into Kähler manifolds.

Now we present an example where |V | = O(1) near infinity. For |V | = O(1/r) near infinity, see [22, Example 3.8],
which provides an example on a conformal Kähler manifold. In fact, this also applies to conformal semi-Kähler
manifolds, so it will not be repeated here. From (2.1), it is evident that conformal semi-Kähler manifolds constitute
a larger class of almost Hermitian manifolds than conformal Kähler manifolds.
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Example 4.13. Let (M2m, J, g) be a complete semi-Kähler manifold with a pole x0. Denote by ∇g and r(x) the
g-Levi–Civita connection and the g-distance function, respectively. Assume ϕ = ϕ(t) is a smooth positive function
on (0,+∞), and consider the conformal metric g̃ = ϕ2(r)g. We know that for X,Y ∈ Γ(TM)

∇g̃
XY = ∇g

XY +X(lnϕ)Y + Y (lnϕ)X − g(X,Y )grad g lnϕ,

where ∇g̃ is the g̃-Levi–Civita connection. From this relation, it is easy to compute that

V = −Jδg̃J =
2(1−m)ϕ′(r)

ϕ3(r)
grad r.

Thus, if ϕ′(r) < 0, we obtain a complete almost Hermitian manifold (M,J, g̃) on which

|V |g̃ =
2(1−m)ϕ′(r)

ϕ4(r)
.

We let
2(1−m)ϕ′(r)

ϕ4(r)
= C

and integrate this over [1, r] to obtain

ϕ(r) =

(
ϕ−3(1) +

3C

2(m− 1)
(r − 1)

)−1/3

.

We redefine it as follows (still denoted as ϕ):

ϕ(r) =




ϕ(1), r < 1,
(
ϕ−3(1) + 3C

2(m−1) (r − 1)
)−1/3

, r ≥ 1.

We smooth ϕ(r) near r = 1 to obtain a function ϕ̃(r) such that

2(1−m)ϕ̃′(r)

ϕ̃4(r)
≤ C.

It is clear that the almost Hermitian manifold (M2m, J, g̃ = ϕ̃2(r)g) satisfies |V |g̃ ≤ C.

Next, we hope to establish monotonicity formulae outside a compact subset of a complete almost Hermitian
manifold.

Theorem 4.14. Let (M,J, g) be a 2m-dimensional complete almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0 and r the
distance function relative to x0. Suppose u : M → N is a Hermitian pluriharmonic map into a Kähler manifold N
and it satisfies ImNJ ⊂ Ker du.

(a) Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies Kr ≤ −β2 with β > 0. If |V | ≤ coth(βr)C′
2 on M \ BR0

(x0),
where R0 > 0 and C′

2 < (m− 1)β, then
(4.16)

1

sinh2(m−1)−2C′

2
/β(βr1)

∫

Br1 (x0)\BR0
(x0)

cosh(βr)|∂̄u|2 ≤ 1

sinh2(m−1)−2C′

2
/β(βr2)

∫

Br2(x0)\BR0
(x0)

cosh(βr)|∂̄u|2

for any R0 < r1 ≤ r2.

(b) Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies Kr ≤ −a2/(1 + r2) with a > 0. If |V | ≤ C′

3

r+1 on M \ BR0
(x0),

where R0 > 0, C′
3 < C(R0)/2 and

C(R0) =

{
2(m− 1)A if AR0

1+R0
≥ 1,

A+ (2m− 3)
(
1 + 1

R0

)
if AR0

1+R0
< 1,
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then

(4.17)
1

(1 + r1)C(R0)−2C′

3

∫

Br1 (x0)\BR0
(x0)

(1 + r)A−1|∂̄u|2 ≤ 1

(1 + r2)C(R0)−2C′

3

∫

Br2 (x0)\BR0
(x0)

(1 + r)A−1|∂̄u|2

for any R0 < r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. (a) Take X = grad cosh(βr) = β sinh(βr)grad r. For any r > R0, we let D = Br(x0) \ BR0
(x0) and apply

(2.7) on D. First, using Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7, we have
∫

∂D

Sσ(X, ν) =

∫

∂Br(x0)

Sσ

(
X,

∂

∂r

)
−
∫

∂BR0
(x0)

Sσ

(
X,

∂

∂r

)

=β sinh(βr)

∫

∂Br(x0)

Sσ

(
∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)
− β sinh(βR0)

∫

∂BR0
(x0)

Sσ

(
∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

≤β sinh(βr)

∫

∂Br(x0)

Sσ

(
∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

≤β sinh(βr)

∫

∂Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2.

since Sσ(ν, ν) =
|σ|2
2 −

〈
σ
(

∂
∂r

)
, σ
(

∂
∂r

)〉
≥ 0. On the other hand, by (2.7) and the proof of Theorem 4.12, we have

∫

∂D

Sσ(X, ν) =

∫

Br(x0)\BR0
(x0)

{
〈Sσ,∇X♭〉+ (div Sσ)(X)

}

≥
(
2(m− 1)β2 − 2C′

2β
) ∫

Br(x0)\BR0
(x0)

cosh(βr(x))|∂̄u|2

By combining these two inequalities, we obtain

sinh(βr)

∫

∂Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 ≥ (2(m− 1)β − 2C′
2)

∫

Br(x0)\BR0
(x0)

cosh(βr(x))|∂̄u|2.

It follows that
d
dr

∫
Br(x0)\BR0

(x0)
cosh(βr(x))|∂̄u|2

∫
Br(x0)\BR0

(x0)
cosh(βr(x))|∂̄u|2 ≥ (2(m− 1)β − 2C′

2) cosh(βr)

sinh(βr)

=(2(m− 1)− 2C′
2/β)

d
dr sinh(βr)

sinh(βr)

for any r > R. By integration over [r1, r2], we obtain (4.16).

(b) Take X = grad (1+r)A+1

A+1 , apply (2.7) on D = Br(x0) \BR0
(x0). The remaining steps of the proof are similar

to the proof of (a), where the value of C(R0) only requires attention to Lemma 4.10. �

5. Holomorphicity and constancy of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps

In this section, we use the monotonicity formula, under certain growth assumptions on the partial energy E′′, to
obtain the holomorphicity of Hermitian pluriharmonic maps.

Theorem 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.11, furthermore, if the partial energy of u satisfies

(5.1)

∫

Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 = o(rλ) as r → ∞,

then u is holomorphic.
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Proof. From Theorem (4.11) and condition (5.1), in monotonicity formula (4.10), letting r2 → ∞, we immediately
obtain that u is holomorphic. �

Theorem 5.2. Let (M,J, g) be a 2m-dimensional complete almost Hermitian manifold with a pole x0 and r the
distance function relative to x0. Suppose u : M → N is a Hermitian pluriharmonic map into a Kähler manifold N
and it satisfies ImNJ ⊂ Ker du.

(1) Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies Kr ≤ −β2 with β > 0. If |V | ≤ coth(βr)C2, where C2 < (m−1)β,
and

(5.2)

∫

Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 = o
(
e[(2m−3)β−2C2]r

)
as r → ∞,

then u is holomorphic.
(2) Suppose the radial curvature Kr of M satisfies Kr ≤ −a2/(1+r2) with a > 0. If |V | ≤ C3

r+1 , where C3 < (m−1)A,
and

(5.3)

∫

Br(x0)

|∂̄u|2 = o
(
(1 + r)(2m−3)A+1−2C3

)
as r → ∞,

then u is holomorphic.

Proof. (1) Noting that the right-hand side of monotonicity formula (4.14) can be enlarged to

1

sinh2(m−1)−2C2/β(βr2)

∫

Br2(x0)

cosh(βr)|∂̄u|2 ≤ cosh(βr2)

sinh2(m−1)−2C2/β(βr2)

∫

Br2(x0)

|∂̄u|2

=coth(βr2)

(
eβr2

sinh(βr2)

)e2m−3−2C2/β ∫
Br2 (x0)

|∂̄u|2

e[(2m−3)β−2C2]r
,

and then letting r2 → ∞, combined with condition (5.2), we thus prove that u is holomorphic.
(2) Noting that the right-hand side of monotonicity formula (4.15) can be enlarged to

1

(1 + r2)2(m−1)A−2C3

∫

Br2 (x0)

(1 + r)A−1|∂̄u|2 ≤ (1 + r2)
A−1

(1 + r2)2(m−1)A−2C3

∫

Br2(x0)

|∂̄u|2

=
1

(1 + r2)(2m−3)A+1−2C3

∫

Br2(x0)

|∂̄u|2,

and then letting r2 → ∞, combined with condition (5.3), we thus prove that u is holomorphic. �

Remark 5.1. When the domain manifold is Kähler or Hermitian, Theorem 5.2 improves the corresponding results

in [5] and [22] under conditions Kr ≤ −β2 < 0 and Kr ≤ − a2

1+r2 < 0. For instance, in the Kähler case (one has

C3 = 0), as r → ∞, [5] requires polynomial growth of the partial energy under the former condition, and o(rΛ0 )
growth under the latter condition, where Λ0 is any positive number less than 1 + (2m− 3)A.

Remark 5.2. Starting from the monotonicity formula that holds outside a compact subset, corresponding to the
cases of (a) and (b) in Theorem 4.14, under conditions (5.2) and (5.3) respectively, it can be proven that u is
holomorphic. In fact, similar to the proof of Theorem 5.2, we can derive that u is holomorphic in the open set
M \BR0

(x0), which is equivalent to σ = 0 in M \BR0
(x0). Furthermore, by Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, we obtain that

|dσ|2 + |δσ|2 = |σ(V )|2 ≤ |V |2K |σ|2

holds on any compact subset of M . Thus, according to the unique continuation property in [1], σ ≡ 0 on M ,
meaning that u is holomorphic on the whole M .
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Remark 5.3. In the two theorems above, if those growth conditions are applied separately to the partial energy
E′, the corresponding anti-holomorphicity can be obtained. As a corollary, if those growth conditions are applied
separately to the energy E, the corresponding constancy can be obtained.

Remark 5.4. Noticing that Hermitian pluriharmonic maps are V -harmonic (Remark 4.1), using the method
from [21], under the appropriate length condition for V and some radial curvature pinching conditions, one can
also derive some monotonicity formulae for Hermitian harmonic maps into a Kähler manifold. Furthermore, under
suitable energy growth assumptions, constancy results can be obtained.
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