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LIOUVILLE THEOREMS FOR HOLOMORPHIC MAPS ON

PSEUDO-HERMITIAN MANIFOLDS

HAOJIE CHEN AND YIBIN REN

Abstract. We prove some Liouville type results for generalized holomorphic maps in
three classes: maps from pseudo-Hermitian manifolds to almost Hermitian manifolds,
maps from almost Hermitian manifolds to pseudo-Hermitian manifolds and maps from
pseudo-Hermitian manifolds to pseudo-Hermitian manifolds, assuming that the domains
are compact. For instance, we show that any (J, JN ) holomorphic map from a com-
pact pseudo-Hermitian manifold M with nonnegative (resp. positive) pseudo-Hermitian
sectional curvature to an almost Hermitian manifold N with negative (resp. nonposi-
tive) holomorphic sectional curvature is constant. We also construct explicit almost CR
structures on a complex vector bundle over an almost CR manifold.

1. Introduction

The Liouville theorem is a landmark result in complex analysis. Its generalizations to
higher dimension and to other setting are crucial and are closely related to the study of
Schwarz lemma. Recall the classical Schwarz-Pick lemma states that every holomorphic
maps from the unit disc to itself decreases the Poincaré metric. It has been extended to
more general settings by the work of Ahlfors, Chern, Yau and others ( [1], [2], [4], [16], [23]).
In particular, Yau’s Schwarz lemma [23] says that every holomorphic map from a complete
Kähler manifold M with Ricci curvature bounded below by a constant −K1 ≤ 0 into
a Hermitian manifold N with holomorphic bisectional curvature bounded above by a
constant −K2 < 0 is distance decreasing up to a constant K1

K2
. If K1 = 0, then the

Liouville type theorem that any holomorphic map from M to N is constant is derived.
Later, Royden [16] improved Yau’s result by only requiring N has holomorphic sectional
curvature bounded above by a negative constant if N is Kähler. Since then, there have
been a lot of developments on the generalizations and applications of Schwarz lemma. We
refer to [9] [17] [18] [19] and especially to [14] [15] for the recent advances.

Recently, using a new method, Yang [21] proves a Liouville type theorem on Hermit-
ian manifolds as follows (see previous works in [16], [20]): any holomorphic map from
a compact Hermitian manifold with nonnegative (resp. positive) holomorphic sectional
curvature to a Hermitian manifolds with negative (resp. nonpositive) holomorphic sec-
tional curvature must be constant. Yang studies some new energy density functions which
have several other applications [21] . The above theorem is then generalized to almost
Hermitian setting by Masood [13], using a similar approach.

The main purpose of this paper is to derive some Liouville type theorems in the category
of pseudo-Hermitian manifolds. Recall that a pseudo-Hermitian manifold is a 2m0 + 1
dimensional manifold M with a codimension one CR structure (HM,J) and a one-form
θ such that HM = ker(θ) and the Levi form Lθ(X,Y ) = dθ(X,JY ) is positively definite.
It is naturally related to the study of CR geometry and several complex variables.
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There has been certain progress on the study of Schwarz and Liouville type results on
pseudo-Hermitian manifolds recently ( [5] [7]). In particular, In [7], Dong-Ren-Yu derive
the Schwarz lemmas for CR maps and transversally holomorphic maps between pseudo-
Hermitian manifolds. In [5], Chong-Dong-Ren-Yu study Schwarz lemmas for generalized
holomorphic maps between pseudo-Hermitian manifolds and Hermitian manifolds. As
applications, they show that any (J, JN )-holomorphic map (resp. (JN , J)-holomorphic
map) from a complete pseudo-Hermitian manifold with nonnegative pseudo-Hermitian
Ricci curvature (resp. from a complete Kähler manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature)
to a Hermitian manifold with negative holomorphic bisectional curvature (resp. to a
Sasakian manifold with negative pseudo-Hermitian bisectional curvature) is constant (resp.
horizontally constant).

By investigating generalizations of Yang’s energy function and introducing local normal
quasi holomorphic frames on pseudo-Hermitian manifolds, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a compact pseudo-Hermitian manifold with non-
negative (resp. positive) pseudo-Hermitian sectional curvature and (N,JN , h) be an almost
Hermitian manifold with negative (resp. non-positive) holomorphic sectional curvature.
Then any (J, JN ) holomorphic map from M to N is constant.

Here, a (J, JN ) holomorphic map is an almost CR map such that the image of the Reeb
vector field under the tangent map is zero (see [5] or Definition 2.3 (i) in section 2).

Next, we consider a generalized holomorphic map from an almost Hermitian manifold
to a pseudo-Hermitian manifold (Definition 2.3 (ii)). Recall that a pseudo-Hermitian
manifold is called Sasakian if its pseudo-Hermitian torsion one form vanishes. We prove

Theorem 1.2. Let (N,JN , h) be a compact almost Hermitian manifold with non-negative
(resp. positive) holomorphic sectional curvature and (M,HM,J, θ) be a Sasakian manifold
with negative (resp. nonpositive) pseudo-Hermitian sectional curvature. Then any (JN , J)
holomorphic map from N to M is horizontally constant.

For holomorphic map between pseudo-Hermitian manifolds (see Definition 2.4), we
prove the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a compact pseudo-Hermitian manifold with non-
negative (resp. positive) pseudo-Hermitian sectional curvature and (N,HN, JN , θN ) be a
Sasakian manifold with negative (resp. non-positive) pseudo-Hermitian sectional curva-
ture. Then any transversally holomorphic map from M to N is horizontally constant.

We make use of normal quasi holomorphic frames on pseudo-Hermitian manifolds in the
proofs of the above results. This notion is first introduced by Yu [24] on almost complex
manifolds and has nice applications in [13]. We introduce it on almost CR manifolds
and show the existence. It has some similar properties with the local normal frame on
Kähler manifolds. For example, with respect to the normal quasi holomorphic frame, the
Christoffel symbols of the Tanaka-Webster connection and their partial differentials vanish
at a point, i.e. Γk

īj
= Γk

ij = 0, ∂Γk
īj
= ∂̄Γk

īj
= 0.

In the last section, we study almost CR structures on a complex vector bundle over an
almost CR manifold. It is well known that a holomorphic vector bundle over a complex
manifold is itself a complex manifold such that the projection is holomorphic. We prove
an analogue on almost CR manifolds (Proposition 5.1).
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Proposition 1.4. Let p : E −→ M be a k-dimensional complex vector bundle over M with
a codimension m − 2m0 almost CR structure. Then associated to any linear connection
on E, there is a codimension m− 2m0 almost CR structure (HE, JE) on E such that the
map p is an almost CR map.

If m = 2m0, an almost CR structure is just an almost complex structure. In this case,
the existence of almost complex structure on a complex vector bundle has been well studied
( [8], [11], [12], [22], [3]). It is natural to ask when the almost CR structure (HE, JE) in
Proposition 1.4 is integrable. When M is a CR manifold, we can construct a CR structure
on its tangent bundle TM . See section 5 for more details and discussion.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we give some preliminary back-
ground and notations. In section 3, we introduce the normal quasi holomorphic local
frames on almost CR manifolds and pseudo-Hermitian manifolds and show the existence.
We also discuss a maximum principle on an almost CR manifold. In section 4, we give
the proof of the main theorems. In section 5, we discuss the construction of almost CR
structures on a complex vector bundle over an almost CR manifold.

Acknowlegements. The authors would like to thank Professors Yuxin Dong, Jiaping
Wang and Fangyang Zheng for very helpful suggestions and comments. This research work
is partially supported by NSFC grant No. 11901530, 11801517 and Zhejiang Provincial
NSF grant No. LY19A010017.

2. Notations

In this section, we introduce some notations in pseudo-Hermitian geometry (cf. [8]).
Let M be a m-dimensional orientable manifold. Denote the tangent bundle of M by
TM . For any integer 0 ≤ m0 ≤ m/2, a codimension m − 2m0 almost CR structure on
M is a complex subbundle T1,0M of complex rank m0 in TM ⊗ C such that T1,0M ∩
T0,1M = {0} where T0,1M = T1,0M . An almost CR structure is called a CR structure if
[Γ(T1,0M),Γ(T1,0M)] ⊆ Γ(T1,0M), where Γ(T1,0M) are all smooth sections of T1,0M .

Denote HM = Re{T0,1M ⊕ T0,1M} which is called the Levi distribution. There is a
natural endomorphism J on HM defined by J(X + X̄) = i(X − X̄). Then J2 = −id.
Equivalently, an almost CR structure can be described as a 2m0 dimensional subbundle
HM in TM with a bundle map J : HM −→ HM satisfying J2 = −id. (HM,J) is a CR
structure if and only if the following integrability conditions hold (see [8]):

• [JX, Y ] + [X,JY ] ∈ Γ(M,HM),
• [JX, JY ]− J [JX, Y ]− J [X,JY ]− [X,Y ] = 0.

where X,Y are smooth sections of HM . When m = 2m0, an almost CR structure is just
an almost complex structure and a CR structure is a complex structure by the Newlander-
Nirenberg theorem. Assume that (N,HN, JN ) is another almost CR manifold. A map
f : M −→ N is called an almost CR map if

df(HM) ⊂ HN, df ◦ J = JN ◦ df on HM.(1)

Consider a codimension one CR structure when m = 2m0 + 1. As M is orientable, it
follows that there exists a global nowhere vanishing 1-form θ such that HM = ker(θ). The
Levi form Lθ is defined as Lθ(X,Y ) = dθ(X,JY ) for X,Y ∈ HM . If (HM,J) is a CR
structure, then the integrability conditions imply that Lθ is J-invariant and symmetric.
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Definition 2.1. A codimension one CR manifold (M,HM,J) is called strictly convex if
there exists a 1-form θ such that HM = ker(θ) and Lθ is positive definite. In this case,
(M,HM,J, θ) is called a pseudo-Hermitian manifold.

For a pseudo-Hermitian manifold (M,HM,J, θ), there is a nowhere zero Reeb vector
field ξ defined by θ(ξ) = 1 and iξdθ = 0. Then TM = HM⊕L, where L is the line bundle
generated by ξ. Extend J to TM by letting J(ξ) = 0. Denote πH : TM −→ HM the
projection map and define Gθ(X,Y ) = Lθ(πHX,πHY ) for X,Y ∈ TM . Finally define

gθ = Gθ + θ ⊗ θ.

By the positivity and J-invariance of Lθ, gθ is a J-invariant Riemannian metric which is
called the Webster metric. There is a canonical connection preserving the CR structure
and the Webster metric, called the Tanaka-Webster connection.

Definition 2.2. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a pseudo-Hermitian manifold with the Reeb vector
field ξ and the Webster metric gθ. Then there is a unique linear connection ∇ on M
satisfying the following:
(i) HM is parallel with respect to ∇;
(ii) ∇J = 0 and ∇gθ = 0;
(iii) The torsion T∇ satisfies:

T∇(X,Y ) = 2dθ(X,Y )ξ, T∇(ξ, JX) + JT∇(ξ,X) = 0

for any X,Y ∈ HM .

The pseudo-Hermitian torsion τ is then a TM -valued 1-form defined by τ(X) = T∇(ξ,X)
for any X ∈ TM . A pseudo-Hermitian manifold is called a Sasakian manifold if τ ≡ 0.

Associated to a pseudo-Hermitian manifold, there are three classes of generalized holo-
morphic maps which we will study. They are:

(i) holomorphic maps from pseudo-Hermitian manifolds to almost Hermitian mani-
folds,

(ii) holomorphic maps from almost Hermitian manifolds to pseudo-Hermitian mani-
folds

(iii) holomorphic maps from pseudo-Hermitian manifolds to pseudo-Hermitian mani-
folds.

Assume that (N,JN ) is an almost complex manifold. The following definitions are
natural extensions of holomorphic maps between complex manifolds. (cf. [5], [7]).

Definition 2.3. (i) A map f : M −→ N is called (J, JN ) holomorphic if on TM it holds

df ◦ J = JN ◦ df,
(ii) A map f : N −→ M is called (JN , J) holomorphic if on TN it holds

dfH ◦ JN = J ◦ dfH
where dfH = πH ◦ df with πH : TM −→ HM being the projection map.

In (i), as J(ξ) = 0, by (1), f is (J, JN ) holomorphic if and only if f is an almost CR
map and satisfies df(ξ) = 0. In (ii), however, f is (JN , J) holomorphic and almost CR if
and only if f is constant, as shown in [5] (Remark 2 there).

Finally, assume that (N,HN, JN , θN ) is a pseudo-Hermitian manifold with TN =
HN ⊕ LN .
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Definition 2.4. A map f : M −→ N is called (J, JN ) holomorphic if on HM it satisfies

dfM,N ◦ J = JN ◦ dfM,N

where dfM,N = πHN ◦ df ◦ iHM with iHM : HM −→ TM being the inclusion map. f is
called transversally holomorphic if it is (J, JN ) holomorphic and satisfies df(L) ⊂ LN .
f is called to be horizontal constant if f(M) is in a leaf of the Reeb vector field of N .

3. Normal frames on almost CR and pseudo-Hermitian manifolds

In this section, we introduce the notions of pseudoholomorphic and quasi holomorphic
local frames on an almost CR manifold. In the case of almost complex manifolds, they
are first introduced in [24]. We show that they exist on general almost CR manifolds.

Definition 3.1. Let (M,HM,J) be an almost CR manifold and p ∈ M .

(i) A local (1, 0) vector field u around p is said to be pseudoholomorphic at p if
[u, v̄]1,0(p) = 0 for any (1,0) vector field v around p, where X1,0 denotes the (1, 0)
component of a vector X.

(ii) For a (1, 0) vector field u which is pseudoholomorphic at p, if in addition it satisfies
[[u, v̄]H , w]1,0(p) = 0, for any (1,0) vector fields v,w pseudoholomorphic at p, where
XH denotes the projection of X to HM , then u is called quasi holomorphic at p.

We prove

Proposition 3.2. Let (M,HM,J) be a codimension m − 2m0 almost CR manifold and
p ∈ M . Then there always exists a local (1,0)-frame {e1, e2, · · · , em0

} of T1,0M around p
such that ei is quasi holomorphic at p for each i.

Proof. The proof is similar to the case of almost complex manifolds [24]. We first show that
there always exist a local (1, 0) pseudoholomorphic frame around each point. Assume that
{v1, · · · , vm0

} is an arbitrary local (1, 0) frame of T1,0M around p with [vi, v̄j ]1,0 = ck
ij̄
vk.

Define ui = f j
i vj with f j

i (p) = δji , v̄k(f
j
i )(p) = cj

ik̄
(p). Then at p we have

[ui, v̄k]1,0(p) = f j
i (p)c

l
jk̄
(p)vl − v̄k(f

j
i )(p)vj = 0.

For each (1, 0) vector v = αkvk, [ui, v̄]1,0(p) = αk[ui, v̄k]1,0(p) = 0. So ui is pseudoholo-
morphic at p for each i.

From {ui, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0}, we could construct a quasi holomorphic frame {ei, 1 ≤ i ≤
m0}. Assume that [ui, ūj ]1,0 = bk

ij̄
uk, such that bk

ij̄
(p) = 0 due to the pseudoholomorphic

property. Define ei = φj
iuj with

φj
i (p) = δji , ūk(φ

j
i )(p) = 0, and ukūl(φ

j
i )(p) = uk(b

j

il̄
)(p).

Then we claim that {ei} forms a local quasi holomorphic frame around p. To see this,
first we have

[ei, ūk]1,0(p) = φj
i [uj , ūk]1,0(p)− ūk(φ

j
i )(p)uj = 0
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for each k. So as before, ei is pseudoholomorphic at p. Then we compute

[[ei, ūl]H , uk]1,0(p) = [[ei, ūl]1,0 + [ei, ūl]0,1, uk]1,0(p)

= [[ei, ūl]1,0, uk]1,0(p) = [φj
i b

m
jl̄
um − ūl(φ

j
i )uj , uk]1,0(p)

= φj
i b

m
jl̄
(p)[um, uk]1,0(p)− uk(φ

j
i b

m
jl̄
)(p)um − ūl(φ

j
i )(p)[uj , uk]1,0(p) + ukūl(φ

j
i )uj

= −φj
i (p)uk(b

m
jl̄
)um + ukūl(φ

j
i )(p)uj = 0

for each k, l. Now for each (1, 0) pseudoholomorphic vector fields α = αjuj, β = βjuj
around p, we have w̄(αj)(p) = w̄(βj)(p) = w(ᾱj)(p) = w(β̄j)(p) = 0 for each (1, 0) vector
w due to the pseudoholomorphic property. Then

[[ei, ᾱ]H , β]1,0(p) = [[ei, ᾱ]1,0 + [ei, ᾱ]0,1, β]1,0(p)

= [[ei, ᾱ]1,0, β]1,0(p) = [ᾱj [ei, ūj ]1,0, β]1,0(p)

= ᾱj([ei, ūj ]1,0(p))(β
k)uk(p)− βkuk(ᾱ

j)(p)[ei, ūj ]1,0(p) + ᾱjβk[[ei, ūj ]1,0, uk]1,0(p)

= ᾱjβk[[ei, ūj ]H , uk]1,0(p) = 0.

So {ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0} forms a local quasi holomorphic frame around p by definition. �

Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a pseudo-Hermitian manifold. We then get a better quasi holo-
morphic frame as follows.

Proposition 3.3. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a pseudo-Hermitian manifold and p ∈ M . Then
there always exists a local (1,0)-frame {e1, e2, · · · , em0

} around p satisfying:

(i) ei is quasi holomorphic at p;
(ii) gij̄(p) = δij̄ and dHgij̄(p) = 0, where dH is the horizontal differential;
(iii) [ξ, ei]1,0(p) = 0 for each i, with ξ being the Reeb vector field.

Proof. We follow the same construction as in Proposition 3.2, with some additional re-
quirements. First, we choose the initial frame {vi} to be unitary at p. Using the same

procedure to define ui (namely, ui = f j
i vj with f j

i (p) = δji , v̄k(f
j
i )(p) = cj

ik̄
(p)) so that ui

is pseudoholomorphic for each i. As f j
i (p) = δji , {ui} are also unitary at p. Consider the

Tanaka-Webster connection ∇. As ∇J = 0, we have ∇ūi
uj = Γk

īj
uk,∇ui

uj = Γk
ijuk. Since

T∇(ūi, uj) = 2
√
−1δijξ, we get that ∇ūi

uj = [ūi, uj ]1,0. So Γk
īj
(p) = 0 for any i, j, k.

Assume at p, [ξ, ui]1,0 = tjiuj . We then define ei = φj
iuj with the previous requirements

that φj
i (p) = δji , ūk(φ

j
i )(p) = 0, ukūl(φ

j
i )(p) = uk(b

j

il̄
)(p) and the additional requirements:

uk(φ
j
i )(p) = −Γk

ij(p), ξ(φ
j
i )(p) = −tji (p). This is possible since uk, ūk, ξ are all linearly

independent. Then {ei} is a local quasi holomorphic frame as before, satisfying (i). Also
at p, we have ∇ui

ej = ui(φ
k
j )uk + φk

jΓ
l
ikul = 0 and ∇ūj

ek = ūi(φ
k
j )uk + φk

jΓ
l
īk
ul = 0.

So ∇Xek = ∇X ēk = 0 for any X ∈ HM . Then Xgij̄ = g(∇Xei, ēj) + g(ei,∇X ēj) = 0.

Therefore, dHgij̄ = 0 satisfying (ii). For (iii), we directly get [ξ, ei]1,0(p) = ξ(φj
i )(p)uj +

φj
i (p)t

k
j (p)uk = 0. So the frame {ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0} satisfies all the properties. �

Definition 3.4. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a m = 2m0 + 1 dimensional pseudo-Hermitian
manifold and p ∈ M . A local frame {ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0} is call a normal quasi holomorphic
frame at p if it satisfies: (i) ei is quasi holomorphic at p for each i, (ii) gij̄(p) = δij̄ and

dHgij̄(p) = 0, (iii) [ξ, ei]1,0(p) = 0 for each i.
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By Proposition 3.3, there always exist local normal quasi holomorphic frames around
any point on a pseudo-Hermitian manifold. Assume that {e1, e2, · · · , em0

} is a normal
quasi holomorphic frame at p ∈ M . Let ∇ be the Tanaka-Webster connection with
∇eiej = Γk

ijek, ∇ēiej = Γk
īj
ek. Let R be the curvature tensor. We have

Proposition 3.5. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a 2m0 + 1-dimensional pseudo-Hermitian mani-
fold. For a normal quasi holomorphic frame at p ∈ M , the following hold at p:

Γk
īj
= Γk

ij = 0, ∂Γk
īj
= ∂̄Γk

īj
= 0, Rij̄kl̄ = g(R(ei, ēj)ek, ēl) = −ējei(gkl̄).

Proof. As ∇ēiej(p) = [ēi, ej ]1,0(p) = 0 and

g(∇eiej , ēk)(p) = ei(gjk̄)(p)− g(ej ,∇ei ēk)(p) = 0

for any i, j, k, we get that Γk
īj
= Γk

ij = 0. To compute ∂Γk
īj
, we have

∇el∇ēiej(p) = el(Γ
k
īj
)(p)ek + Γk

īj
∇elek(p) = el(Γ

k
īj
)(p)ek.

Also, as T∇(ei, ēj) = 2
√
−1δijξ,

g(∇el∇ēiej , ēk) = g(∇el∇ej ēi, ēk) + g(∇el [ēi, ej ]H , ēk)

= g(∇el [ēi, ej ]H , ēk) = g(∇[ēi,ej ]Hel, ēk) + g(T∇(el, [ēi, ej ]H), ēk).

At p, we have [ēi, ej ]H = ∇ēiej − ∇ej ēi = 0. From the above, we get that ∇el∇ēiej = 0

for any i, j, l. So el(Γ
k
īj
)(p) = 0 which gives that ∂Γk

īj
= 0. Similarly, we also get that

∂̄Γk
īj
= 0.

To compute the curvature, we have∇ei∇ējek(p) = 0, [ei, ēj ](p) = [ei, ēj ]H(p)+g([ei, ēj ], ξ)ξ =

−2
√
−1δijξ, and ∇ξei(p) = [ξ, ei]1,0(p) = 0. Then at p,

Rij̄kl̄(p) = g(∇ei∇ējek −∇ēj∇eiek −∇[ei,ēj]ek, ēl)(p)

= −g(∇ēj∇eiek, ēl)(p) + 2
√
−1δijg(∇ξek, ēl) = −g(∇ēj (Γ

r
iker), ēl)(p)

= −ēj(Γ
l
ik)(p)− g(Γp

ik∇ējek, ēl)(p) = −ēj(Γ
l
ik)(p).

Also, as eigkl̄ = g(∇eiek, ēl) + g(ek,∇ei ēl) = Γr
ikgrl̄ + Γr̄

il̄
gkr̄, then

ējeigkl̄ = ēj(Γ
r
ik)grl̄ + Γr

ikēj(grl̄) + ēj(Γ
r̄
il̄
)gkr̄ + Γr̄

il̄
ēj(gkr̄).

At p, as ēj(grl̄) = ēj(gkr̄) = 0 and ēj(Γ
r̄
il̄
) = ej(Γr

īl
) = 0, we get that ēj(Γ

l
ik)(p) =

ējei(gkl̄)(p). So Rij̄kl̄(p) = −ējei(gkl̄)(p). �

When m = 2m0 and (M,J, g) is an almost Hermitian manifold, the existence of the
local normal quasi holomorphic frame and its properties have been established in [24]
(Lemma 3.4, Lemma 4.1, Corollary 4.1 there).

Proposition 3.6 (Yu). Let (M,J, g) be an 2m0-dimensional almost Hermitian manifold.
Then for any p ∈ M , there exists a local (1,0)-frame {e1, e2, · · · , em0

} around p such that
ei is quasi holomorphic at p and gij̄(p) = δij̄ , dgij̄(p) = 0. With respect to the frame, the
Christoffel symbols and the curvature components of the Chern connection satisfies:

Γk
ij = Γk

īj = 0, ∂Γk
īj = 0, Rij̄kl̄ = −ējei(gkl̄).
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In the rest of the section, we discuss properties of the partial horizontal exterior differ-
ential of forms on an almost CR manifold. Let (M,HM,J) be a codimension-(m− 2m0)
almost CR manifold. By the existence of Riemannian metrics, there always exists a split-
ting TM = HM⊕F , where F is a (m−2m0) subbundle in TM . Denote T1,0(M), T0,1(M)
the i,−i-eigenbundle of J in HM ⊗C. Then TM ⊗C = T1,0(M)⊕ T0,1(M)⊕F ⊗C. Let

T 1,0(M), T 0,1(M) be the dual spaces of T1,0(M), T0,1(M). Denote ∧k(M) = ∧k(T ∗M⊗C)
and ∧p,q(M) = ∧p(T 1,0(M)) ⊗ ∧q(T 0,1(M). Then we have

∧k(M) = ⊕p+q+r=k ∧p,q (M)⊗ ∧r(F ∗ ⊗ C)

for any k > 0. There is a natural real linear conjugate map from ∧p,q(M) to ∧q,p(M),
mapping any ϕ to ϕ̄. For p+ q = k, denote πp,q : ∧k(M) −→ ∧p,q(M) the projection map.
Given a (p, q) form ϕ ∈ ∧p,q(M), define

∂ϕ = πp+1,q(dφ), ∂̄ϕ = πp,q+1(dφ).

If m−2m0 > 0, the ∂, ∂̄ operators would depend on the given splitting. Clearly, ∂ϕ = ∂̄ϕ̄.
From the definition, the Leibniz rule holds: ∂(gϕ) = ∂g ∧ ϕ+ g∂ϕ, ∂̄(gϕ) = ∂̄g ∧ ϕ+ g∂̄ϕ
for smooth function g on M .

We have

Lemma 3.7. Let (M,HM,J) and (N,HN, JN ) be two almost CR manifolds and f :
M −→ N be an almost CR map. Assume that there are two splitting TM = HM ⊕ F1

and TN = HN ⊕ F2 such that df(F1) ⊂ F2. Then for any form ϕ ∈ ∧p,q(N), we have
f∗ϕ ∈ ∧p,q(M). Also,

f∗(∂ϕ) = ∂(f∗ϕ), f∗(∂̄ϕ) = ∂̄(f∗ϕ).

Proof. By definition, a form α is in ∧p,q(M) if and only if the contraction iX(α) = 0 for
any X ∈ F1. For ϕ ∈ ∧p,q(N), as df(F1) ⊂ F2, we have idf(X)ϕ = 0. Then iX(f∗ϕ) =
f∗(ιdf(X)ϕ) = 0. So f∗ϕ ∈ ∧p,q(M). For the differential, we have the classical relation

d(f∗ϕ) = f∗(dϕ). As f∗ keeps the degrees, projecting the relation to ∧p+1,q(M) and
∧p,q+1(M) we get the above equalities. �

We also have the following maximum principle for a real function u.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that u is a real function on an almost CR manifold (M,HM,J).
Fix a splitting TM = HM ⊕ F . If u achieves a maximum at p, then du(p) = 0 and
∂∂̄u(V, V̄ )(p) ≤ 0 for any (1, 0) vector field V around p.

Proof. By definition, we have ∂u(V ) = V (u), ∂̄u(V ) = 0, ∂̄u(V̄ ) = V̄ (u). Then

∂∂̄u(V, V̄ ) = d∂̄u(V, V̄ ) = V V̄ (u)− [V, V̄ ]0,1(u)

At the maximum point p, if (x1, · · · , xm) is a coordinate chart of M , we have du(p) = 0

and the matrix ( ∂2u
∂xi∂xj

) ≤ 0. So Y Y u(p) ≤ 0 for any real vector field Y . Assume that

V = X −
√
−1JX. At p, we get

∂∂̄u(V, V̄ ) = XXu + JX(JX)u +
√
−1[X,JX]u − [V, V̄ ]0,1(u)

= XXu(p) + JX(JX)u(p) ≤ 0

�
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We point out that ∂∂̄u(V, V̄ ) is in general a complex function on M if m − 2m0 > 0.
When m = 2m0, i.e. (M,J) is an almost complex manifold, direct calculation gives that
∂∂̄u = −∂̄∂u. Then ∂∂̄u(V, V̄ ) is a real function.

4. Liouville type results

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorem 1.1, 1.2, 1.3.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a (2m0 + 1) dimensional pseudo-
Hermitian manifold and (N,JN , h) be a 2n0 dimensional almost Hermitian manifold.
Assume that f : M −→ N is a (J, JN ) holomorphic map. Let ξ be the Reeb vector
field on M . By Definition 2.3 (i), df(ξ) = 0 and df(T1,0(M)) ⊂ T1,0N . Assume that
{ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0} is any local (1, 0) frame on M , and {ẽα, 1 ≤ α ≤ n0} is any local (1, 0)

frame on N with df(ei) = fα
i ẽα. Let θ

i and θ̃α be the coframes dual to {ei} and {ẽα} on
M,N . Then

f∗(θ̃α) = fα
i θ

i.(2)

The first structure equation of M gives ( [8]):

dθi = θj ∧ θij + θ ∧Ai
j̄ θ̄

j,(3)

where Ai
j̄
are the components of the pseudo-Hermitian torsion one form of M , θij =

Γi
kjθ

k +Γi
k̄j
θ̄k, with Γi

kj being the Christoffel symbols of the Tanaka-Webster connection.

The first structure equation of N ( [5]) gives

dθ̃α = θ̃β ∧ θ̃αβ +
1

2
Tα
βγ θ̃

β ∧ θ̃γ ,(4)

where Tα
βγ are the components of the torsion tensor of the Chern connection of N and

θ̃αβ = Γ̃α
γβ θ̃

γ + Γ̃α
γ̄β

¯̃θγ with Γ̃α
γβ being the Christoffel symbols. Taking exterior differential

to (2), we have:

dfα
i ∧ θi + fα

i (θ
j ∧ θij + θ ∧Ai

j̄
θ̄j) = f∗(θ̃β ∧ θ̃αβ +

1

2
Tα
βγ θ̃

α ∧ θ̃γ)

= fβ
j θ

j ∧ f∗θ̃αβ +
1

2
f∗Tα

βγf
α
i f

γ
j θ

i ∧ θj.(5)

By comparing the (1, 1) form in equation (5), we get the equation for (0, 1) form:

∂̄fα
i = fα

j Γ
j

k̄i
θ̄k − fβ

i Γ̃
α
γ̄βf

γ̄

j̄
θ̄j.(6)

Also, comparing the components of θ ∧ θi, we get that

iξdf
α
i = ξ(fα

i ) = 0.(7)

Taking partial exterior differential to (6) and applying Lemma 3.7, we have

∂∂̄fα
i = ∂Γj

k̄i
fα
j θ̄

k + Γj

k̄i
∂(fα

j θ̄
k)− f∗(∂Γ̃α

γ̄β)f
β
i f

γ̄

j̄
θ̄j − Γ̃α

γ̄β∂(f
β
i f

γ̄

j̄
θ̄j).(8)

Next, we define and study a energy density function which was first introduced by
Yang [21] on Hermitian manifolds. Denote T1,0(M) − {0} the space of nonzero (1, 0)
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vectors over M which forms a C
m0 − {0} fiber bundle over M with the projection map

π : T1,0(M)− {0} −→ M . Define the density function Y : T1,0(M)− {0} −→ R by

Y (W ) =
h(df(W ), df(W̄ ))

g(W, W̄ )
,

where W ∈ T1,0(M)−{0}. If the metrics g and h has local matrix expressions (gij̄), (hαβ̄)

and W = W iei, then locally

Y (W ) =
hαβ̄f

α
i f

β̄

j̄
W iW j

gkl̄W
kW l

.

From the definition, f is constant if and only if Y ≡ 0.
We will show by contradiction that under the conditions in Theorem 1.1, the function

Y has to be zero. Denote PT1,0(M) the complex projectivization of T1,0(M), which is a
P
m0−1 fiber bundle over M . By the homogeneity, Y introduce a function on PT1,0(M)

which we still denote by Y . As M is compact, PT1,0(M) is also compact. Suppose
that Y is not constant zero. Then there exists a maximum point in PT1,0(M) which
corresponds to a maximum point q of Y in T1,0(M) − {0}, where Y is positive. Let U
be a local coordinate chart p = π(q) so that with respect to a (1, 0) frame {e1, · · · , em0

},
π−1(U) ∼= U × (Cm0 −{0}). In the following lemma, we define a product CR structure on
π−1(U) and derive its properties.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a CR structure on π−1(U) satisfying: (i) the projection π is a
CR map; (ii) if (W 1,W 2, · · · ,Wm0) are the local fiberwise complex coordinates, then on

π−1(U), ∂̄W i = ∂W
i
= 0 and ∂∂̄W i = ∂̄∂W i = 0.

Proof. Since π−1(U) ∼= U×(Cm0−{0}), the tangent bundle Tπ−1(U) ∼= TU⊕T (Cm0−{0}).
Under the isomorphism, define the Levi distribution on π−1(U) to beHM |U⊕T (Cm0−{0})
and the endomorphism JT1,0

= J ⊕ JCm0 where JCm0 is the standard integrable almost

complex structure on C
m0 . Obviously π is a CR map from π−1(U) to U . The (1, 0) vector

space for JT1,0
is spanned by T1,0(M) and { ∂

∂W i , 1 ≤ i ≤ m0}. As ∂̄W i|HM = 0 and

∂̄W i( ∂

∂W j
) = ∂W i

∂W j
= 0 for any i, j, we get ∂̄W i = 0. By conjugation, ∂W

i
= 0

To show ∂∂̄W
i
= 0, we have ∂∂̄W

i
(v1, v2) = v1(∂̄W

i
(v2))−v2(∂̄W

i
(v1))−∂̄W

i
([v1, v2]0,1)

for (1, 0) vector v1 and (0, 1) vector v2. As ∂̄W
i|HM = 0, ∂̄W

i
( ∂

∂Wj
) = δij , [

∂
∂W i , TM ] ⊂

TM, [ ∂

∂W
i , TM ] ⊂ TM , we get ∂∂̄W

i
(v1, v2) = 0 for v1, v2 ∈ TM or v1 ∈ TM, v2 = ∂

∂W
j .

Finally, direct calculation gives ∂∂̄W
i
( ∂
∂W j ,

∂

∂W
k ) = 0. So by linearity, ∂∂̄W

i
= 0. Taking

conjugation, we get ∂̄∂W i = 0 �

Using the same notation as in [21] (see also [13]), locally denote

F = hαβ̄f
α
i f

β̄

j̄
W iW j,H = gkl̄W

kW l.
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Equip π−1(U) with the product CR structure in Lemma 4.1. We have

∂∂̄Y =− Y (∂∂̄ logH ) +
∂∂̄F

H

− ∂F ∧ ∂̄ logH + ∂ logH ∧ ∂̄F

H
+

F∂ logH ∧ ∂̄ logH

H
(9)

At the point q, the (1,0) tangent vector space of the above local product CR structure on
π−1(U) is spanned by T1,0M(p) and { ∂

∂Wi
, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0}. Denote q = (p, (V 1, V 2, · · · , V m0)).

Define the (1,0) vector V ∈ Tq(π
−1(U)) at q by V = V 1e1 + · · · + V m0em0

. We have the
following

Lemma 4.2. Let (e1, e2, · · · , em0
) be a normal quasi holomorphic frame at p and (ẽ1, ẽ2, · · · , ẽn0

)
be a normal quasi holomorphic frame at f(p). Then the following holds:

∂∂̄Y (V, V̄ )(q) ≥ Y

H
Rij̄kl̄(p)V

iV̄ jV kV̄ l − 1

H
R̃αβ̄γδ̄(f(p))f

α
i f

β̄

j̄
fγ
k f

δ̄
l̄
V iV̄ jV kV̄ l,

where R, R̃ are the curvature components of M and N .

Proof. We evaluate equation (9) on (V, V̄ ) at q. As the projection π satisfies the conditions
in Lemma 3.7, we can actually evaluate each term on M and N . By Proposition 3.5 at p,

∂gij̄ = ∂̄gij̄ = 0. As the vertical component of V is zero, ∂W i(V ) = ∂̄W
i
(V̄ ) = ∂H (V ) =

∂̄H̄ (V̄ ) = 0. So the terms in the second line of the equation (9) vanish since they would
involve ∂H , ∂̄H̄ . For the first term of equation (9), by Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.5,

∂∂̄ logH (V, V̄ ) =
∂∂̄gij̄(ek, ēl)V

iV̄ jV kV̄ l

H
= −

Rij̄kl̄V
iV̄ jV kV̄ l

H
.

To compute
∂∂̄F

H
(V, V̄ ), by Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6, at p, Γk

īj
= ∂Γk

īj
= 0;

at f(p), Γ̃γ
ᾱβ = ∂Γ̃γ

ᾱβ = 0. So at p, equations (6),(8) give ∂̄fα
i = 0, ∂∂̄fα

i = 0. Next, we

compute ∂̄∂fα
i . For any 0 ≤ r, s ≤ m0, we have

∂∂̄fα
i (er, ēs) + ∂̄∂fα

i (er, ēs) = er ēs(f
α
i )− [er, ēs]0,1(f

α
i )− ēser(f

α
i )− [er, ēs]1,0(f

α
i )

= g([er , ēs], ξ)ξ(f
α
i ) = 0,

where the last equality follows from (7). Therefore, at p, ∂̄∂fα
i = −∂∂̄fα

i = 0. Then we
have

∂∂̄F (V, V̄ ) =fα
i V

if β̄

j̄
V̄ j∂∂̄hαβ̄(df(dπ(V )), df(dπ(V̄ ))) + hαβ̄(∂(f

α
i W

i) ∧ ∂̄(f β̄

j̄
W

j
))(V, V̄ )

≥fα
i V

if β̄

j̄
V̄ j∂∂̄hαβ̄(df(dπ(V )), df(dπ(V̄ ))) = −R̃αβ̄γδ̄f

α
i f

β̄

j̄
fγ
k f

δ̄
l̄
V iV̄ jV kV̄ l.

The lemma is proved. �

Now we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1. At the maximum point q ∈ T1,0(M)−{0}, by
Lemma 3.8, ∂∂̄Y (q)(V, V̄ ) ≤ 0. As the pseudo-Hermitian holomorphic sectional curvature
of M is nonnegative (resp. positive) and the holomorphic sectional curvature of N is
negative (resp. nonpositive), by Lemma 4.2, ∂∂̄Y (q)(V, V̄ ) > 0, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, Y ≡ 0 which gives that df = 0. So f is constant.
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4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let (N,JN , h) be a compact 2n0-dimensional almost Her-
mitian manifold and (M,HM,J, θ) be a 2m0+1-dimensional Sasakian manifold. Assume
that f : N −→ M is a (JN , J) holomorphic map. By Definition 2.3, dfH(T1,0N) ⊂ T1,0M ,
where dfH = πH ◦ df . Assume that {ẽα, 1 ≤ α ≤ n0} is any local (1, 0) frame on N
and {ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0} is any local (1, 0) frame on M . Then df(ẽα) = f i

αei + f0
αξ and

dfH(ẽα) = f i
αei. Let θ̃

α and θi be the coframes dual to {ẽα} and {ei}. Then

f∗(θi) = f i
αθ̃

α.(10)

As M is Sasakian, the first structure equation of M is:

dθi = θj ∧ θij.(11)

where θij = Γi
kjθ

k + Γi
k̄j
θ̄k. Taking exterior differential to (10) and comparing the (1, 1)

form components, we have

∂̄f i
α = f i

βΓ̃
β
γ̄α

¯̃
θγ − f j

αΓ
i
k̄j
f k̄
β̄

¯̃
θβ.(12)

View N as a codimension zero almost CR manifold. As f is (JN , J) holomorphic, applying
Lemma 3.7 we get,

∂∂̄f i
α = Γ̃β

γ̄α∂(f
i
β
¯̃θγ) + ∂Γ̃β

γ̄αf
i
β
¯̃θγ − Γi

k̄j
∂(f j

αf
k̄
β̄

¯̃θβ)− f∗(∂Γi
k̄j
)f j

αf
k̄
β̄

¯̃θβ.(13)

Denote T1,0(N)−{0} the space of nonzero (1, 0) vectors over N which forms a C
n0−{0}

fiber bundle over N with π : T1,0(N) − {0} −→ N being the projection. Let W = Wαẽα
be a nonzero (1, 0) vector of N . Define the density function Y : T1,0(N)− {0} −→ R by

Y (W ) =
g(dfH(W ), dfH(W̄ ))

h(W, W̄ )
=

gij̄f
i
αf

j̄

β̄
WαW β

hγδ̄W
γW δ

.

By the definition, Y ≡ 0 if and only if dfH = 0, which means f is horizontally constant.
If Y is not identically zero. As N is compact, by the homogeneity of Y , there must be
a maximum point q ∈ T1,0(N) − {0} such that Y (q) = maxY > 0. Let p = π(q) ∈ N .
Then there exists a local coordinate chart U ⊂ N of p so that π−1(U) ∼= U × (Cn0 −{0}).
The following lemma is similar to Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.3. There exists an almost structure on π−1(U) satisfying: (i) the projection
π is a pseudoholomorphic map; (ii) if (W 1,W 2, · · · ,W n0) are the local fiberwise complex
coordinates, then on π−1(U), ∂̄Wα = ∂W

α
= 0 and ∂∂̄Wα = ∂̄∂Wα = 0.

Proof. As the tangent bundle Tπ−1(U) ∼= TU⊕T (Cn0−{0}), we define the almost complex
structure on π−1(U) by JT1,0

= JN ⊕ JCn0 . Then π is pseudoholomorphic. The proof of
property (ii) is the same with that in Lemma 4.1. �

The (1,0) tangent vector space of the above almost structure on π−1(U) is spanned by
T1,0N and { ∂

∂Wα , 1 ≤ α ≤ n0}. (The technique and Lemma 4.3 may be needed in the
arguments in [13]).

Now we can prove Theorem 1.2. Assume q = (p, (V 1, V 2, · · · , V m0)) in local coordinates.
Define a (1,0) vector V ∈ Tq(π

−1(U)) by V = V 1ẽ1+· · ·+V n0 ẽn0
. Applying the maximum

principle in Lemma 3.8 where F = 0, we have ∂∂̄Y (q)(V, V̄ ) ≤ 0.
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On the other hand, denote F = gij̄f
i
αf

j̄

β̄
WαW β,H = hγδ̄W

γW δ. Equip π−1(U) with

the product CR structure in Lemma 4.1. We get

∂∂̄Y = −Y (∂∂̄ logH ) +
∂∂̄F

H
− ∂F ∧ ∂̄ logH + ∂ logH ∧ ∂̄F

H
+

F∂ logH ∧ ∂̄ logH

H
.

(14)

Then we choose {ẽα} and {ei} to be local normal quasi holomorphic frames at p and f(p)
respectively. Evaluating to (V, V̄ ), the last two terms vanish as before. For the first term,
by Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 3.6,

∂∂̄ logH (V, V̄ ) = −
R̃αβ̄γδ̄V

αV̄ βV γ V̄ δ

H
,(15)

where R̃ denotes the curvature tensor of the N . For the second term, by equations (12),
(13), at p, ∂̄f i

α = 0, ∂∂̄f i
α = 0. Also, on an almost complex manifold, ∂̄∂f i

α = −∂∂̄f i
α = 0.

Then the same calculation as in Theorem 1.1 gives that

∂∂̄F (V, V̄ ) ≥ −Rij̄kl̄f
i
αf

j̄

β̄
fk
γ f

l̄
δ̄
V αV̄ βV γV̄ δ.(16)

Combing (14), (15) and (16), as the holomorphic sectional curvature of N is nonnegative
(resp. positive) and the pseud-Hermitian sectional curvature of M is negative (resp.
nonpositive), we get ∂∂̄Y (q)(V, V̄ ) > 0 which is a contradiction. Therefore, Y ≡ 0 and f
is horizontally constant.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let (M,HM,J, θ) be a 2m0+1-dimensional pseudo-Hermitian
manifold and (N,HN, JN , θN ) be a 2n0+1-dimensional Sasakian manifold. Let f : M −→
N be a transversally holomorphic map. By Definition 2.4, this means df(L) ⊂ df(LN )
and dfM,N (T1,0M) ⊂ T1,0N , where dfM,N = πN ◦ df ◦ iHM . Assume that {ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ m0}
is any local (1, 0) frame on M around p ∈ M , {ẽα, 1 ≤ α ≤ n0} is any local (1, 0) frame

around f(p) ∈ N and ξ, ξ̃ are the Reeb vector fields on M , N . Then df(ei) = fα
i ẽα + f0

i ξ̃

and df(ξ) = f0
0 ξ̃. So dfM,N (ei) = fα

i ẽα. Let θi and θ̃α be the coframes dual to {ei} and
{ẽα} on M,N . Then we have

f∗(θ̃α) = fα
i θ

i.(17)

The first structure equation of M gives that

dθi = θj ∧ θij + θ ∧Ai
j̄ θ̄

j,(18)

where θij = Γi
kjθ

k + Γi
k̄j
θ̄k. Since N is Sasakian, the first structure equation of N gives

dθ̃α = θ̃β ∧ θ̃αβ ,(19)

where θ̃αβ = Γ̃α
γβ θ̃

γ + Γ̃α
γ̄β

¯̃θγ . Taking exterior differential to (17) to get

dfα
i ∧ θi + fα

i (θ
j ∧ θij + θ ∧Ai

j̄
θ̄j) = f∗(θ̃β ∧ θ̃αβ ) = fβ

j θ
j ∧ f∗(θ̃αβ ).(20)

Comparing the (1, 1) form in (20), we have

∂̄fα
i = fα

j Γ
j

k̄i
θ̄k − fβ

i Γ̃
α
γ̄βf

γ̄

j̄
θ̄j.(21)

Comparing the components of θ ∧ θi in (20), we also get

ξ(fα
i ) = 0(22)
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As π satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.7 and f is transversally holomorphic, from (21)
we have

∂∂̄fα
i = ∂Γj

k̄i
fα
j θ̄

k + Γj

k̄i
∂(fα

j θ̄
k)− f∗(∂Γ̃α

γ̄β)f
β
i f

γ̄

j̄
θ̄j − Γ̃α

γ̄β∂(f
β
i f

γ̄

j̄
θ̄j).(23)

Let W = W iei ∈ T1,0M . Assume the Webster metric on N is h. Define the density
function Y : T1,0(M) − {0} −→ R by

Y (W ) =
h(dfM,N (W ), dfM,N (W̄ ))

g(W, W̄ )
=

hαβ̄f
α
i f

β̄

j̄
W iW j

gkl̄W
kW l

.

By the definition, Y ≡ 0 if and only if dfM,N = 0, which means f is horizontally constant.
We show that Y ≡ 0 under the conditions of Theorem 1.3. As before, if Y is not identically
zero, since M is compact, there must be a maximum point q ∈ T1,0(M) − {0} such that
Y (q) = maxY > 0. Let U be a neighborhood of q so that π−1(U) ∼= U × (Cm0 −{0}) and
q = (p, (V 1, V 2, · · · , V m0)) in this coordinates. Equip π−1(U) with the CR structure in
Lemma 4.1. Define a (1,0) vector V ∈ Tq(π

−1(U)) by V = V 1ẽ1 + · · ·+ V n0 ẽn0
. Applying

the maximum principle in Lemma 3.8, we have ∂∂̄Y (q)(V, V̄ ) ≤ 0.
Next, let {ei} and {ẽα} be local normal quasi pseudoholomorphic frames around p and

f(p). Combing with (21), (22), (23), the same argument as in Theorem 1.1 gives that

∂∂̄Y (q)(V, V̄ ) ≥ Y

H
Rij̄kl̄V

iV̄ jV kV̄ l − 1

H
R̃αβ̄γδ̄f

α
i f

β̄

j̄
fγ
k f

δ̄
l̄
V iV̄ jV kV̄ l.

By the curvature conditions of M and N , we have ∂∂̄Y (q)(V, V̄ ) > 0 which is a contra-
diction. Therefore, Y ≡ 0 and f is horizontally constant.

5. Almost CR structures on complex vector bundles over an almost CR

manifold

In this section, we construct global almost CR structures on a complex vector bun-
dles over an almost CR manifold. Assume that M is a m-dimensional manifold with a
codimension m− 2m0 almost CR structure (HM,J). We derive

Proposition 5.1. Let p : E −→ M be a k-dimensional complex vector bundle over an
almost CR manifold (M,HM,J). Then associated to any linear connection on E, there
is a codimension m− 2m0 almost CR structure (HE, JE) on E such that the map p is an
almost CR map.

Proof. As a complex vector bundle, E can be also viewed as a 2k-dimensional real vector
bundle with a bundle map I : E −→ E such that I2 = −id. Denote the tangent bundle
of E by TE. The vertical bundle V E is the kernel of dp in TE. V E is canonically
isomorphic to the pull back bundle p∗E on E. Therefore, the bundle map I pull back to
an endomorphism JI : V E −→ V E such that J2

I = −id.
Next, recall that a (real) linear connection on E is a map∇E : Γ(M,E) −→ Γ(M,T ∗M⊗

E) such that ∇E(fs) = f∇Es+ df ⊗ s where s is smooth section of E and f is a smooth
function on M . The existence of linear connections is well known (see [10]). Fix a linear
connection ∇E . Denote P (E) the principal GL(2k,R) bundle determined by E and π :
P (E) −→ M the projection. Let π̃ be the induced projection π̃ : P (E) × R

2k −→ M
where the map on the second factor is trivial. There is a natural quotient map q :
P (E)×R

2k −→ E such that p ◦ q = π̃. By the theory of connections on principal bundles
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( [10]), ∇E determines a connection one-form on P (E), which corresponds to a GL(2k,R)-

equivariant horizontal distribution H̃P in TP (E). Here a horizontal distribution means a

m-dimensional distribution such that dπw|(H̃P )w
: (H̃P )w −→ Tπ(x)M is an isomorphism

for each w ∈ P (E). The distribution H̃P maps into P (E)×R
2k as H̃P × 0 which passes

to a distribution H̃E = dq(H̃P × 0) over E. As dπ̃ = dp ◦ dq, at each point v ∈ E, the

projection dp|H̃E : (H̃E)v −→ Tp(v)M is an isomorphism. Therefore, H̃E is a horizontal

distribution of E. As dp(V E) = 0, we have (V E)v ∩ (H̃E)v = 0 at each v ∈ E. So

TE = H̃E ⊕ V E.
With the horizontal distribution H̃E, we pull back HM through dp and define a Levi

distribution HE of E. Indeed, denote dpH̃E the restriction of dp to HrE, which is an

isomorphism at each fiber (H̃E)v . LetHE = dp−1
H̃E

(HM)⊕V E. It is a 2m0+2k subbundle

of TE. Then define JE : HE −→ HE by

JE |dp−1

H̃E
(HM) = dp−1

H̃E
◦ J ◦ dpH̃E; JE |V E = JI .

Then J2
L = −id. So (HE, JE) forms a codimension (m− 2k) almost CR structure on E.

As dp(HE) = HM , dp ◦ JE = J ◦ dp, the projection p is an almost CR map. �

We can describe H̃E and V E explicitly using local frames as follows. Assume that
U is an open chart of M with coordinate (x1, · · · , xm) and {sj}, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2k is a

local frame of E on U . With respect to {sj}, p−1(U) ∼= U × R
2k with coordinates

(x1, x2, · · · , xm, y1, · · · , y2k). Then { ∂
∂xi ,

∂
∂yj

, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2k} forms a local

frame of TE. Assume that ∇sj = ωp
j sp, where ωp

j are real 1-forms on M . Then at

v = (a1, · · · , am, b1, · · · , b2k), we can express (V E)v and (H̃E)v as:

(V E)v = span{ ∂

∂yj
}, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2k,

(H̃E)v = span{ ∂

∂xi
− bjωp

j (
∂

∂xi
)
∂

∂yp
}, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

By the expressions, H̃E ∼= p∗TM,V E ∼= p∗E.
To describe the local expression of the almost CR structure (HE, JE) on E, assume

that {vi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m0} is a local frame of HM . Then at v = (a1, · · · , am, b1, · · · , b2k),
dp−1

H̃E
(vi) = vi − bjωp

j (vi)
∂

∂yp
. Here we identify HM to be in the first factor of TE ∼=

TM×TR2k. For the complex structure I on E, let I(sj) = I ljsl. Then the Levi distribution

HE is spanned by {dp−1
H̃E

(vi),
∂

∂yj
, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m0, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2k}. The bundle map is given by

JE(dp
−1
H̃E

(vi)) = dp−1
H̃E

(J(vi)), JE(
∂

∂yj
) = I lj

∂

∂yl
.

A basis of T1,0M is given by {ei =
1

2
(vi −

√
−1J(vi))}. Denote

êi =
1

2
(dp−1

H̃E
(vi)−

√
−1JE(dp

−1
H̃E

(vi)) = dp−1
H̃E

ei, fj =
1

2
(
∂

∂yj
−

√
−1I(

∂

∂yj
)),

then {êi, fj} gives a basis of T1,0(E) for the almost CR structure (HE, JE).
For an almost CR structure (HM,J), the endomorphism J makes HM to be a complex

vector bundle. From Proposition 5.1 we have
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Corollary 5.2. Let (HM,J) be a codimension-d almost CR structure on M . Then
the space HM admits codimension-d almost CR structures such that the projection p :
HM −→ M is an almost CR map.

Denote the complex projectivization of HM to be PHM = (HM − {0})/ ∼, where
{0} denotes the zero section and ∼ is the equivalent relation that v1 ∼ v2 if and only if
v1 = (a + bJ)v2, a, b ∈ R. With the canonical action of GL(n,C) on CPn−1, PHM is
a CPn−1 fiber bundle associated to the principal GL(n,C)-bundle determined by HM .
Then a connection one-form on the principal GL(n,C)-bundle determines a horizontal
distribution which passes to be a horizontal distribution on PHM . On the other side,
as a complex quotient bundle of a complex vector bundle, the vertical distribution of
PHM holds a natural endomorphism JV with J2

V = −id. Pulling back HM and J to the
horizontal distribution on PHM and together with JV , we obtain an almost CR structure.
Altogether we have

Corollary 5.3. Let (HM,J) be a codimension-d almost CR structure on M . Then the
complex projectivization PHM admits codimension-d almost CR structures such that the
projection Pr : PHM −→ M is an almost CR map.

Now assume that the almost CR structure (HM,J) is integrable. With Corollary 5.2,
it is natural to ask the following.

Question 5.4. Does there exist a CR structure on HM such that the projection is a CR
map?

At this point, we are not able to fully answer the above question. It may be related to
the existence of some special linear connections. When we consider the tangent bundle
TM of a CR manifold M , we are able to construct a codimension-2d CR structure on
TM . Our method is based on techniques in Yano-Ishihara [22].

Theorem 5.5. Let (M,HM,J) be a codimension-d CR manifold. Then there exists a
codimension-2d CR structure on TM such that the projection is a CR map.

Proof. The construction relies on the vertical lift and complete lift of vector fields from M
to TM introduced in [22] which we briefly discuss below. Assume that U is a local chart
of M with coordinates (x1, · · · , xm) so that { ∂

∂x1 , · · · , ∂
∂xm} consists of a local frame of

TM . Denote (y1, · · · , ym) to be the vector coordinates with respect to the frame. Then
(x1, · · · , xm, y1, · · · , ym) gives a local coordinates of TU . Let { ∂

∂X1 , · · · , ∂
∂Xm , ∂

∂Y 1 , · · · , ∂
∂Y m }

be the corresponding local frame of the tangent bundle T (TM). Assume that Z is a vector
field of M locally given by Z = zi ∂

∂xi . The vertical lift of Z is a vector field ZV on TM

locally defined by ZV = zi ∂
∂Y i . The complete lift of Z is a vector field on TM defined by

ZC = zi ∂
∂Xi + yj ∂zi

∂xj
∂

∂Y i . For a (1, 1) tensor A = Aj
i

∂
∂xj ⊗ dxi on M , the complete lift of A

is defined to be a (1, 1) tensor on TM by

AC = Aj
i

∂

∂Xj
⊗ dXi + yk

∂Aj
i

∂xk
∂

∂Y j
⊗ dXi +Aj

i

∂

∂Y j
⊗ dY i.

It is straightforward to verify that the above constructions do not depend on local coor-
dinates and are globally defined. Let Z,W be two vector fields on M and A be a (1, 1)
tensor. From the local definitions, the following identities hold (see Proposition 3.3, 3.9
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in [22])

ACZC = (AZ)C , ACZV = (AZ)V , (A2)C = (AC)2,

[ZV ,W V ] = 0, [ZV ,WC ] = [Z,W ]V , [ZC ,WC ] = [Z,W ]C .(24)

Assume that (HM,J) is a codimension-d CR structure on M . The vertical lift and
complete lift of HM to TM give two distributions on TM which are denoted by (HM)V

and (HM)C . From the definition, we have (HM)V ∩ (HM)C = 0. Choose a splitting of
TM = HM ⊕F where F is the complement distribution of HM and extend J to TM by
requiring J |F = 0. Consider the complete lift of J which is JC . From the above identities
we get that the restriction of JC to (HM)V ⊕ (HM)C does not depend on the choice
of F . Also (JC)2 = −id on (HM)V ⊕ (HM)C . So ((HM)V ⊕ (HM)C , JC) forms an
codimension-2d almost CR structure on TM .

To prove that JC is integrable, first notice that [JCZC ,WC ]+[ZC , JCWC ] = ([JZ,W ]+
[Z, JW ])C which lies in (HM)V ⊕ (HM)C . The same holds for ZV ,W V , etc. So the first
integrability condition of a CR structure holds. Denote the Nijenhuis tensor of J by
NJ(Z,W ) = [JZ, JW ]−J [JZ,W ]−J [Z, JW ]− [Z,W ]. From the identities (24), we have
NJC (ZV ,W V ) = 0, NJC (ZC ,WC) = (NJ (Z,W ))C and NJC (ZC ,W V ) = (NJ(Z,W ))V .
As J is integrable, NJ = 0. So we have NJC = 0. Therefore, ((HM)V ⊕ (HM)C , JC) is
integrable. �

Remark 5.6. When d = 0, the above CR structure is just the canonical complex structure
on the tangent bundle of a complex manifold ( [11]).
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