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TOWARDS CLASSIFICATION OF CODIMENSION 1 FOLIATIONS ON
THREEFOLDS OF GENERAL TYPE

ALEKSEI GOLOTA

ABSTRACT. We aim to classify codimension 1 foliations .# with canonical singularities and v(K &) < 3
on threefolds of general type. We prove a classification result for foliations satisfying these conditions
and having non-trivial algebraic part. We also describe purely transcendental foliations .# with the
canonical class K g being not big on manifolds of general type in any dimension, assuming that .7 is
non-singular in codimension 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Minimal Model Program (MMP) is one of the main guiding principles in the study of algebraic
varieties. It predicts that every projective variety X with mild singularities should have a birational model
X’ which is also mildly singular and either has Kx/ nef (minimal model) or admits a Mori fiber space.
So, informally speaking, all algebraic varieties should be constructed, using birational equivalences and
fibrations, from those of the three classes: Kx positive (general type), Kx numerically trivial (Calabi—
Yau) and Kx negative (Fano).

The works of Brunella [Brulh], Mendes [Men00] and McQuillan [McQO§] established
a version of the MMP for holomorphic foliations on surfaces. Analogously to the case of varieties, for a
foliation .# with mild singularities it is possible to define the canonical class K g and its invariants such
as Kodaira and numerical dimension. Foliations on surfaces admit a classification according to these
invariants; moreover, this classification is rather explicit for foliations “not of general type”. The final
step in the classification of minimal models of foliations on surfaces is the following theorem (see

Theorem on p. 122] and [McQO08| Section IV.5]).

Theorem 1.1. Let .% be a foliation with reduced singularities on a surface S of general type. Suppose
that K g is nef and not big. Then either
(1) & is algebraically integrable and induced by an isotrivial fibration, k(Kz) = v(Kg) = 1;
(2) .Z is transcendental and the pair (S, .F) is isomorphic to a Hilbert modular surface with a Hilbert
modular foliation, k(K z) = —oo,v(Kg) = 1.

The setting of the above theorem is interesting from several points of view. It involves the interplay
between positivity of Kx and Kz (see e.g. for related topics); the failure of abundance
for foliations (see Toul6]). Another context, in which these foliations appear, is the study of
Kobayashi hyperbolicity (see e.g. [Kob70, [Dem97]). Entire curves tangent to foliations on surfaces have
been studied in connection with the Green—Griffiths conjecture (see Bru99, DR15]). In higher
dimensions we have, for example, the following theorem Theorem F].

Theorem 1.2. Let F be a codimension one foliation with canonical singularities on a projective threefold
X . Suppose that there exists a generically nondegenerate meromorphic map f: C?> --» X such that the
image f(C?) is Zariski-dense in X and tangent to . Then the canonical class of F is not big.

Recently, in a series of works [CS211[SS19] the MMP for codimension 1 foliations on threefolds
has been established. Moreover, some structure theorems for codimension 1 foliations are known in
higher dimensions, for example in the case Kz =0 or —K gz ample [AD19].
These results suggest that the MMP-type classification for codimension 1 foliations should hold in any
dimension.

Motivated by the above results, we would like to describe codimension 1 foliations .# with canonical
singularities and v(K ) < 3 on threefolds of general type. In this paper we are able to prove the following
partial analogue of Theorem [Tl
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Theorem (A). Let F be a codimension one foliation with canonical singularities on a smooth projective
threefold X of general type. Suppose that K g is not big and the algebraic rank r,(F) is positive. Then
one of the following two cases occurs.

(1) .Z is algebraically integrable. Then there exists a generically finite morphism f: X' — X such
that the threefold X' is birational to the product of a surface S and a curve C, and the foliation
f~Y.Z is birationally equivalent to the relative tangent bundle of the projection S x C' — C.

(2) The algebraic rank of F is equal to 1. Then there exists a birational morphism f: X' — X such
that the threefold X' admits a birationally isotrivial fibration 7: X' — S to a surface S and the
foliation f=1.F is the pullback via 7 of a foliation & on S such that v(Kg) = 1. Moreover, if
Z is non-abundant, then & is birationally equivalent to a Hilbert modular foliation.

At the moment we do not know how to classify purely transcendental foliations with canonical sin-
gularities and not of general type on threefolds of general type. However, if we restrict ourselves to
foliations regular in codimension 2, then we are able to prove a result which confirms our expectations.
The starting point for us is another remarkable theorem by Brunella (see [Bru97, pp. 587-588]).

Theorem 1.3. Let .% be a reqular foliation on a minimal surface X of general type. Then the conormal
bundle N% is numerically effective.

This theorem essentially follows from Baum—Bott formula, Riemann—Roch theorem and intersection
theory. Assuming that .# is non-singular in codimension 2, we use the Baum-Bott formula and inter-
section computations in a similar way to study purely transcendental foliations in higher dimensions.
Together with Lefschetz-type theorems, it allows us to “lift” positivity of the conormal bundle from
hyperplane sections. Then we use classification results of Touzet [Tould, [Toul6] to describe foliations
from this class.

Theorem (B). Let X be a smooth projective manifold of general type, dim(X) = n > 2. Let & be a
codimension 1 foliation on X. Suppose that

(1) K& is not big;

(2) & is purely transcendental;

(3) codimyx Sing(#) > 3.

Then the foliation .7 is induced by a Hilbert modular foliation via a morphism X — Mg ~ DV /T,
generically finite onto its image.

Our paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we gather the information on Kodaira and numerical
dimensions for Q-divisors, basic notions from foliation theory and foliated birational geometry. In section
Blwe recall some important definitions and results concerning fibrations with fibers of general type. Then
we use these results to prove Theorem (A), see Proposition and Theorem below. In section @l
we prove Theorem (B) (see Theorem []) and pose some questions for future research.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Kodaira and numerical dimensions. In this subsection we recall the notions of Kodaira and
numerical dimension for Q-divisors.

Definition 2.1. Let D be a Q-divisor on a normal projective variety X. The Kodaira dimension (or
Kodaira—Titaka dimension) of D is defined as

(X, 0 x(ImD))

k(X, D) = max{k | limsup -

m—o0 m

if h%(X, Ox(|mD])) > 0 for some m and x(X, D) = —oo otherwise.

> 0}
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Definition 2.2. Let X be a normal projective variety, D an Q-divisor on X and A an ample divisor.
We define the quantity

hO(X, ﬁX(LTDJ + A)) S 0} .

v(D,A) = max {k € Zxo | limsup
m—00 m
The numerical dimension of D is defined to be
v(D) = max{v(D, A) | A ample}.
If D is not pseudoeffective then we set v(D) = —oc.
The main property of v(D) is that it depends only on the numerical class of a divisor.
Proposition 2.3. We have the following basic properties of Kodaira and numerical dimensions (see
[Nak04, Lemma I1.3.11, Proposition IT11.5.7] and [Nak04, Sec. V] for proofs).
(1) We have k(X, D) < v(X, D) < n for any Q-divisor D;
(2) For a nef Q-divisor D we have v(X, D) = max{k | D¥ - A"~% #£ 0}
(3) If D and E are pseudoeffective Q-divisors then v(D + E) > max{v(D),v(E)};
(4) If f: Y — X is a surjective morphism then (Y, f*D) = (X, D) and v(Y, f*D) = v(X, D).
(5) If o: X — X s a birational morphism and D is a Q-divisor on X then

KX, D)=k(X,¢o"D+E) and v(X,D)=v(X,p*"D+E)
for any effective p-exceptional Q-divisor E.

We also recall the notion of movable intersection product for pseudoeffective classes from [BDPP13]
(see also [Lehl3l Sec. 4]).

Theorem 2.4. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension n. Denote by £ the cone of pseudo-
effective (1,1)-classes on X. Then for every k € {1,...,n} there exists a map

k
H&- — Hi’(f(X,R), (Ly,La,...,Ly) — (Ly-Ly---Ly)
i=1

called the movable intersection product, such that the following properties hold.

(1) We have vol(L) = (L)™;
(2) The movable intersection product is increasing. homogeneous of degree 1 and superadditive in
each variable:

(Ly-- - (M+N)--- L) > (Ly---M--- L)+ (Ly--- N --- Ly).
(3) For k =1 the movable intersection product gives a divisorial Zariski decomposition:
L=P(L)+ N(L),
where P(L) = (L) is nef in codimension 1.

The following proposition, proved in [Lehl13| Proposition 4.13], shows that the movable intersection
product depends only on positive parts in the divisorial Zariski decompositions.

Proposition 2.5. Let X be a smooth projective variety and L1,..., Ly pseudoeffective classes on X.
Then we have an equality

(Ly----- Li) = (P(Ly) - -+ - P(Lg)),

where P(L;) are positive parts in the divisorial Zariski decompositions of L;.

Remark 2.6. This product was used in [BDPP13| Definition 3.6] to define another version of numerical
dimension for a pseudoeffective class D:

VBDPP(D) = max{k | <D>k 7& 0}

The equivalence of this definition to Definition was claimed in [Leh13], see the subsequent corrections
in [E106, [Les19]. Still, by the results in [Leh13, Sec. 6] we have an inequality

vegppp(D) < v(D)

for any pseudoeffective Q-divisor D.
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2.2. Foliations. In this subsection we recollect basic definitions and facts from foliation theory. General
references for this subsection are e.g. [ADI13| Brul5]. We denote by X,Y normal and Q-factorial
projective varieties over C and by % (resp. ¢) coherent sheaves of &' x-modules (resp. €y-modules).
If & is a coherent torsion-free sheaf of rank r then by det(&) we denote the reflexive hull (A" &)**. A
subset U C X is called big if the codimension of U in X is at least 2.

Definition 2.7. A foliation on a variety X is a coherent subsheaf . C T'x which is

e saturated, that is, the quotient Tx /% is torsion-free;
e closed under the Lie bracket, i. e. the map \>.% — Tx/.Z is zero.

The rank of the foliation, denoted by rk(%), is the rank of the sheaf .# at a general point of X and the
codimension of .Z is ¢ = dim(X) — rk(%#).

A foliation on a smooth variety X is regular if % is a subbundle of T'x at every point of X. In general,
let X8 be the maximal open subset of X such that # |xre: is regular. Then X8 is a big subset of X;
the complement X \ X*¢ is denoted by Sing(.%#) and is a closed subscheme of codimension at least 2
(this follows from the fact that .# is saturated).

Remark 2.8. The normal sheaf to .7 is defined to be Ng = (Tx/.%)**. Taking the g-th wedge power of
the map N3 — Q% gives rise to a ¢-form wgz € H(X, 2% ® det N&) with zero locus of codimension at
least two. This twisted g-form is locally decomposable and integrable, which means that locally in the
FEuclidean topology around a general point of X we have

wg =wi1 Awa A Nwy

for locally defined 1-forms wy,...,w, satisfying the integrability condition dw; A wgz = 0. Conversely,
any locally decomposable and integrable twisted g-form w € H%(X, 0% ® £) defines a codimension ¢
foliation. The subsheaf .# C T'x is obtained as the kernel of the morphism ¢, : Tx — Qg{l ® Z given
by contraction with w.

Definition 2.9 (Tangent and transverse subvarieties). Let W be an irreducible and reduced subvariety
of X not contained in Sing(.%). We say that W is tangent to .7 if tangent space Ty factors through .7
at all points x € X8, A subvariety is transverse to .% if it is not tangent to .%. If .% factors through
the tangent space of W then W is called invariant by % . In the special case of a codimension 1 foliation
we call a hypersurface tangent to .# an invariant hypersurface.

Definition 2.10. We now define the following constructions for a foliation .%:

e (Pullback) Let f: Y --+ X be a dominant rational map of varieties restricting to a morphism
f°:Y° — X° where Y° C Y and X° C X are Zariski open subsets. Let % be a foliation on X
given by a ¢-form wgz € H(X,Q% ® det Nz). Then we have an induced g-form

wyo € HO(Y°, 0%, @ (f°)*(det Nz |x-))

which defines a foliation ¢4 on Y°. We define the pulled-back foliation f~1.Z to be the saturation
of 4 in Ty.

e (Projection) Let f: Y — X be a dominant morphism and let ¢4 be a foliation on Y. We
have an induced map df: Ty — f*Tx. The foliation ¥ is called projectable under f if for
a general point x € X the image df,(%,) does not depend on the choice of y € f~!(z) and
dim(dfy(¢4,)) = r = rk(¥4). In particular, if f: Y — X is a birational contraction then any
foliation ¢ C Ty is projectable under f and induces a foliation .% = f, ¥ of the same rank on
X.

o (Restriction) Let Z C X be a smooth subvariety transverse to a foliation .# given by a twisted
g-formwg € HY(X, Q% ®det Ng). Suppose that the restriction of wg to Z is nonzero. Then we
obtain a nonzero induced ¢-form wy € H(Z,Q% @ det Nz|z). Let B be the maximal effective
divisor on Z such that

wz € H(Z,Q% ® det Nz |z(—B)).

This g-form defines a codimension ¢ foliation on Z which is called the restriction of % to Z and
denoted % 5.
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Definition 2.11. Let .% be a foliation on a smooth variety X. Since the integrability condition holds
for %, the Frobenius theorem implies that for every point z € X8 there exists an open neighbourhood
U = U, and a submersion p: U — V such that .7 |y = Ty v. A leaf of # is a maximal connected,
locally closed submanifold L C X**8 such that .% |, = Tp,. A leaf L is algebraic if it is open in its Zariski

closure or, equivalently, if dim(L) = dim(fzar). In this case we use the word “leaf” for the Zariski closure
of a leaf as well.

Definition 2.12 (Algebraic integrability). A foliation # on X is called algebraically integrable or simply
algebraic if the leaf of # through a general point of X is algebraic. An example of an algebraically
integrable foliation is given by the relative tangent sheaf .7 = (T'x/y) of a fibration f: X — Y where
dim(Y) < dim(X). The leaves of .# in this case are just the fibers of f. We say that .% is induced by
the fibration f.

Proposition 2.13 (Rational first integrals). Let & be an algebraically integrable foliation on X. Then
there is a unique irreducible subvariety W of the cycle space Chow(X) parameterizing the closure of a
general leaf of F. Let V.C W x X be the universal cycle with universal morphisms 7: V. — W and
e: V. — X. Then the morphism e is birational and for w € W general e(n=!(w)) C X is the closure
of a leaf of % The normalization W of W is called the space of leaves of .F and the induced rational
map X --» W is called rational first integral of F. In other words, an algebraically integrable foliation
is induced by a fibration on a suitable birational model of X.

Proposition 2.14 (Algebraic and purely transcendental parts). Let % be a foliation on X. Then there
exists a normal variety Y together with a dominant rational map ¢: X --+Y with connected fibers and
a foliation 4 on'Y such that

o The foliation ¢ is purely transcendental, that is, there is no positive-dimensional subvariety
tangent to 4 through a general point of Y;
o We have F =~ 1 4.

The pair (Y,9) is unique up to birational equivalence. The foliation induced by ¢ is called the algebraic

part of F and denoted by F™&. The rank of F8 is called the algebraic rank of F: by construction, it
is a birational invariant.

Proposition 2.15 (Baum-Bott formula, [BP06]). Let .# be a codimension 1 foliation on a complex
manifold X of dimension at least 2. We have the following equality in H*(X,C):

Y
where Y ranges over irreducible components of Sing(%#) of codimension 2, and BB(%,[Y]) is a number,
called the Baum—DBott index of % at'Y .
2.3. Canonical class and singularities of foliations.

Definition 2.16. By the canonical class of a foliation # we denote a linear equivalence class of Weil
divisors K & such that Ox(Kz) = det(.#)*. We have the relation

Kx=Kgz+ det(N;)
Definition 2.17. Let f: Y — X be a birational morphism and let Z be a foliation on X. Then we
have an induced foliation .# = f~'.% on Y. We express the canonical divisor K > as

Kz =[Kz+ Za(Ei,y,X)Ei

where the sum is over all prime f-exceptional divisors on Y. The foliation .# is said to have canonical
(resp., terminal) singularities if all discrepancies a(E;,.%,X) are nonnegative (resp., positive) for any
such birational morphism.

Remark 2.18. By property (5) in Proposition 23] if .% is a foliation with canonical singularities and
v: (X, F) = (X,%) is a birational morphism, then

K(Kz)=r(K3z) and v(Kg)=v(K3).
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Thus, the class of foliations with canonical singularities is natural to consider in birational geometry.
A famous theorem of Seidenberg [Sei68] says that any foliation singularity on a smooth surface can be
transformed to a reduced singularity by a finite number of blow-ups. For codimension one foliations
in dimension 3 there is a resolution theorem of Cano [Can04], in terms of so-called simple foliation
singularities. Both reduced and simple foliation singularities are canonical (see [McQO8|, Fact 1.2.4] and
[CS21] Lemma 2.9], respectively).

Remark 2.19. Unlike canonical ones, terminal foliation singularities form a rather restricted class. A
result of McQuillan [McQO8| Corollary 1.2.2] says that a germ of a normal Q-Gorenstein surface with
a terminal foliation is isomorphic to a finite cyclic quotient of a smooth surface germ with a regular
foliation. For more details on terminal foliation singularities on threefolds see [SS19, Section 5].

To express the canonical class of an algebraic foliation we recall the notion of ramification (see e.g.
[AD19] Definition 2.5]).

Definition 2.20. Let f: X --» Y be a dominant rational map between normal and Q-factorial projective
varieties. Let Y° C Y be a maximal open subset such that f° = f|;-1(yey: f7YY°) — Y° is an
equidimensional morphism. Define

R(f)=>_((f)"D = ((f*)* D)rea) ,

where the sum is over all prime divisors D on Y°. The ramification divisor R(f) of f is defined as the
Zariski closure of R(f) in X.

We also recall the construction of flattening (see [Ray72, Theorem 1]).

Proposition 2.21. Let 7: X — Y be a morphism of projective varieties. Then there exists a birational
morphism ¢: Y' — Y from a smooth projective variety Y’ and a resolution X' of the main component
of the fiber product X Xy Y’ such that in the diagram

(1) X "y
wl ls@
X—"-Y
the induced morphism 7': X' — Y is flat and moreover every n’-exceptional divisor is 1-exceptional.

The following two propositions (see [AD19] 2.6]) provide formulas for the canonical class of the inverse
image of a foliation by an equidimensional morphism.

Proposition 2.22. Let .% be a foliation induced by an equidimensional morphism w: X — Y. Then the
canonical class of F is given by the formula

Kz = Kx/y — R(f).

More generally, if & is induced by a (not necessarily equidimensional) morphism mw: X — Y then there
exist birational morphisms v: X' — X and ¢: Y' — 'Y and a morphism «': X' — Y’ with connected
fibers as in the diagram ({l) such that every vw-exceptional divisor is ’-exceptional and the canonical class
of F is given by the formula

K = . (Kxi v — R(7)).

Proposition 2.23. Let 7: X — Y be an equidimensional morphism and let ¢ be a foliation on Y.
Denote by .F the pullback of 4 via w. Then the canonical class of F can be expressed as

Kz =71"Kg + Kxjy — Y (7" B; — (7" B;)1ea)

K2

where B; are 4-invariant prime divisors in the critical locus of .

We also state the Hurwitz formula for codimension one foliations (see e.g. [Spi20, Proposition 3.7]).
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Proposition 2.24. Let f: X — X be a finite surjective morphism of projective varieties. Let F be a
codimension 1 foliation on X and denote by F the induced foliation on X. Then the canonical classes
of F and F are related by the formula

Kz=f"Kz+Y ¢D)(rp—1)D.
D

Here the sum is over prime divisors D on X with ramification indexr vp, and e(D) is zero if D is
F -invariant and 1 otherwise.
In particular, if f: X — X is a ramified cover with F -invariant branch divisor then K = f*K .

We will need an adjunction formula for foliations induced on general hyperplane sections on a projective
variety (see [Dru2ll, Proposition 3.6] and [AD19, Lemma 2.9] for the proof).

Proposition 2.25. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension at least 3 and let F be a codi-
mension 1 foliation on X. Let D € |L| be a general divisor in a very ample linear system on X. Then
F induces a codimension 1 foliation F p on D such that

* *
Kz, =(Kz+D)lp and N3, = (N3)|p.
3. FOLIATIONS WITH POSITIVE ALGEBRAIC RANK

3.1. Families with general fibers of general type. We start by recalling a few facts about fibrations
on varieties of general type.

Definition 3.1. A fibration is a proper and surjective morphism 7: X — Y between normal projective
varieties, such that the fibers of m are connected or, equivalently, 7w, Ox = Oy-.

The fibrations we consider in this section are algebraic parts of our foliations. In particular, general
fibers of such fibrations are either curves or surfaces of general type. These fibrations belong to a wider
class considered by Kawamata in his work [Kaw85] on the Iitaka conjecture. Namely, he considered
fibrations with the geometric generic fiber Yn having a good minimal model. For these fibrations it is
possible to define the birational variation and to compare this invariant to the Kodaira dimension of the
relative canonical bundle.

Proposition 3.2. [Kaw85, Theorem 7.2] Let w: X — Y be a fibration such that the geometric generic
fiber X, has a good minimal model. We call a minimal closed field of definition of m a minimal element
in the set of all algebraically closed subfields K C k(Y') satisfying the condition

Frac(L @k k(Y)) = Frac(k(X) @y k(Y))  over k(Y)
for some finitely generated extension L O K. Then a minimal closed field of definition exists and is
unique.

Definition 3.3. Let m: X — Y be a fibration as above. We define the birational variation Var(r) as
transcendence degree over C of the minimal closed field of definition of .

Definition 3.4. A fibration 7: X — Y such that Var(r) = 0 is called a birationally isotrivial fibration.

Remark 3.5. Suppose that a general fiber of 7: X — Y is a curve of genus at least 2 and that 7 is a
stable fibration. Then by the main results of [KM76, [Knu83| there exists a coarse moduli space M for
the fibers. Then Var(r) is equal to the variation in the sense of moduli theory, that is, the dimension of
the image of Y under the moduli map corresponding to .

Theorem 3.6. [Kaw85, Theorem 1.1] Let m: X — Y be a fibration between smooth projective vari-
eties. Suppose that the geometric generic fiber X,, of m has a good minimal model. Then the following
inequalities hold:

(1) w(Y,det(m. Ox(mKx,y))) = Var(r) for some m € N;
(2) If L is a line bundle on'Y such that k(Y,L) > 0, then
K(X,O0x(Kx/y) @ n*L) > k(X,) + max{x(Y, L), Var(r)}.
Corollary 3.7. [Kaw85, Corollary 1.2] In the assumptions of Theorem [Z8, let F be a general fiber of

w. Then we have the inequality
K(X,O0x(Kx/y)) 2 k(Kp) + Var(m).
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We recall here a very important construction for fibrations which allows to eliminate multiple fibers
in codimension 1 by a generically finite base change. The exposition below follows the one given in the
proof of [CKT16l Theorem 7.1].

Construction 3.8. Let f: X --» Y be a rational map with connected fibers between normal projective
varieties. Assume that there exists a big open subset X° C X such that f|x. is an equidimensional
morphism. Then there exists a diagram

b

(2) X u

X
? l

X
\
Lf

\

:Y

where the maps are as follows:

eb: X 3 Xisa strong log resolution of indeterminacies of f and of singularities of X;

e [3: Y - Y is an adapted Galois cover of the pair (Y, B) (see [CKT16l Proposition 2.38]), where
B is the orbifold branch divisor (see [CKT16, Definition 2.24]) of the map f;

ea:Y 5Yisa log resolution of the pair (17, B*B);

ea: X 3 Xisa log resolution of the main component of the fiber product Y xy X.

As a result, we obtain a fibration of smooth varieties f: X — Y and generically finite morphisms
boa: X — X and Boa: Y — Y. Moreover, (see [CKT16, Observation 7.5]) there exist big open subsets
X° C X and Y° C Y such that the preimage X = (boa)~!(X®) is also big and such that the following
formula holds (see [CKT16, Consequence 7.8]):

KYO/VO ~Q (b o} a)*(KXO/Yo — R(f))
3.2. The classification: positive algebraic rank.

Proposition 3.9. Let % be a codimension 1 foliation with canonical singularities on a smooth projective
threefold X of general type. Suppose that F is algebraically integrable and that the canonical class K #
is not big. Then there exists a generically finite morphism f: X' — X such that the threefold X' is
birational to a product S x C of a surface S and a curve C and the foliation f~'.F is birationally
equivalent to the relative tangent bundle of the projection S x C' — C.

Proof. By Proposition 2I3] there is a rational map inducing the foliation .. Consider a fibration
m: X — C which is obtained by resolving indeterminacies of this rational map and applying Proposition
2211 We have the induced foliation .# on X. By Proposition 2.22] the canonical class of .%# is given by
the formula

K3 =Kz, — R(m).

We apply Construction 3.8 to «: X — C and obtain a diagram

(3) X —C
|

X——=cC
and a foliation .# on X. Then we can apply Corollary 3.7 to the fibration 7 and obtain

22v(K3) = I/(K)"('/C — R(7)) = v(Kxz° z°) = v(Kx/5) = £(KF) + Var(T).

By adjunction, a general fiber F' of 7 is a surface of general type, that is, k(Kp) = 2. Therefore we have
Var(T) = Var(w) = 0 and by definition of birational variation, there exists a generically finite morphism
f: X" — X such that X’ is birational to a product S’ x C’ of a surface S’ of general type and a curve
C’ of genus at least 2. Moreover, the foliation f~!.Z is birationally equivalent to the foliation induced
by the projection S’ x C' — C’. The proposition is proved. O

Next, we treat the case of foliations with algebraic rank 1. The idea is the same as in the proof of
Proposition We express the canonical class of .% in terms of the canonical classes of its algebraic
and transcendental parts using Proposition [Z23] Then we use our assumption v(Kgz) < 3 together
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with Construction and Theorem in order to obtain restrictions on the birational variation of the
algebraic reduction 7 of .%. The rest of the proof is case-by-case analysis according to possible values of
Var(r) and v(Kg).

Theorem 3.10. Let % be a codimension 1 foliation with canonical singularities on a smooth projective
threefold X of general type. Suppose that the algebraic rank of & is equal to 1 and that the canonical class
of F is not big. Then there exists a birational morphism f: X' — X such that the threefold X' admits
a birationally isotrivial fibration m: X' — S to a surface S, and the foliation f~'.F is the pullback via
7 of a foliation 4 on S such that v(Kg) = 1. Moreover, if # is non-abundant then ¢ is birationally
equivalent to a Hilbert modular foliation.

Proof. By Proposition 214l we may consider the algebraic reduction of .%. After resolving the indetermi-
nacies and singularities and applying Proposition[2.21] we obtain an equidimensional fibration 7: X — S
from a smooth projective threefold (which we also denote by X) of general type to a smooth surface S.
Moreover, the foliation % is the pullback of a transcendental foliation ¢ on S. By Proposition 2.23] the
canonical class of Z can be expressed by the formula

Kg =n"Ky + Kx/s — R(m)™.
Here for convenience of notation we denote

R(m)™ = ("B = (7" B)rea)

B

where the sum is over all ¢-invariant prime divisors B on S contained in the critical locus of 7. Since ¢
is transcendental, the canonical class K¢ is pseudoeffective (see e.g. [Brulbl Theorem 7.1]). By [CP19,
Theorem 1.3], the canonical class Kx/g — R(m) of the algebraic part of .7 is pseudoeffective as well.
Moreover, by our assumption on .% we have the inequalities

V(KX/S — R(m)) < V(KX/S — R(ﬂ')i“") <v(Kg) <2
On the other hand, we apply Construction [3.8 to obtain a diagram as in (2):

X-7.5
|l

X—-=5

(4)

and induced foliations .# and 4 on X and S, respectively. We can use this diagram to estimate the
variation of the fibration 7 from above. Indeed, by Corollary B.7] we obtain
v(Kx/s — R(m)) = v(Kxe 50) 2 6(Kxe 50) = 6(Kg/5) 2 £(KF) + Var(T) = 1 + Var(w),
since a general fiber F' of 7 is a curve of general type. Thus we are left with two possibilities: either
Var(w) = 0 or Var(m) = 1.
Moreover, we can derive a bound on the numerical dimension of K. Namely, we have
We can then apply part (2) of Theorem B8] to the fibration 7, taking L = g* Os(Kg), and obtain
2> w(f*K7) > nllg o) Ky + Kx3) > 1+ max{Var(n), s(g" Ko)}.

provided that x(K«) > 0. Therefore, the foliation ¢ is not of general type. To complete the proof, we
need to sort out the following cases:

e y(Kg)=1and Var(r) = 0;

o V(Ky) =1 and Var(r) = 1;

e V(Kg)=0and Var(m) < 1.
For an example of a foliation with v(Ky) = 1 and Var(n) = 0 take X = S x C where C is a smooth
curve of genus at least 2, S is a Hilbert modular surface and ¢ is a Hilbert modular foliation. Define

the foliation .# to be the pullback of ¢4 by the projection S x C' — S. Then v(Kz) = v(Ky X K¢) = 2.
In the remaining part of the proof we show that the other two cases do not occur.

If v(Kg) = 0 then by the classification theorem of McQuillan [McQO08, Theorem 2 IV.3.6] (see also
[Brulsl Theorem 8.2]), there exists a finite morphism ¢: .S — S and a birational contraction ¢: S — S’
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such that the foliation ¢’ on S’ is given by a holomorphic vector field with isolated zeroes. Moreover,
by loc. cit. (see also [Brulf, Propositions 6.5 and 6.6]) we have one of the following possibilities:

(1) (9",9") is isomorphic to a quotient (E x C')/G where E is an elliptic curve, C' is a curve of genus
at least 2, with a foliation ¢ induced by the G-invariant fibration C' x £ — C

(2) (8’,%") is isomorphic to abelian surface with a linear foliation;

(3) (S’,9") is isomorphic to a smooth P'-bundle over an elliptic curve E with a Riccati foliation;

(4) (S',9") is isomorphic to a P'-bundle over P* with a Riccati foliation.

As @ is transcendental, the case (1) does not occur. In each of the three remaining cases there are
only finitely many ¢’-invariant curves By, ..., B, on S’

Now consider the fibration 7: X — S and a foliation ¢ such that v(Ky) = 0. We have the finite
morphism g: S — S such that ¢* K¢ = K by [Brul5, Theorem 8.2]. Thus we can consider a generically
finite base change 7: X — S such that the K has a holomorphic section (possibly with zeroes) and
K= is not big by Proposition Let also ¢: S — S’ be a birational contraction such that Ky =
Osi. Then (S',9") belongs to one of the types (2) — (4) of the above classification. In particular (see
[McQO8| Theorem 2 IV.3.6]), the log pair (S, B’) where B’ = > B; is an equivariant compactification
of a connected algebraic group G and the foliation ¢’ is induced by a one-parameter subgroup of G. It
follows (see e.g. [BZ17, 3.1]) that the line bundle

det(TS/(— IOg B/)) = *(KS/ —+ BI)
is effective. Hence, the line bundle —(Kg + B) = —¢*(Kg + B’') is effective as well.
We can express the canonical class of X as

Kx = (Kx/5

—7T'B)+ 7" (K5 + B).
Here K+ is big, whereas
v(Kx 57 B) <v(Kz) =v(Kz) = v(Kx/s — R(m)™) < 2.

Since —(Kg + B) is effective, the class at the right hand side of the formula is not big. This is a
contradiction, so the case v(Kg) = 0 is impossible.

Next, we need to exclude the case v(Ky) =1 and Var(w) = 1. In this case we have
v(Kx/s — R(m)™) = 2.
Then using superadditivity of the restricted positive product from Theorem 2.4] we obtain
(5) 0=vol(Kz) = (Kz)’ = (Kx/s — R(m)™ + " Kg)® >
> (1" Kq) +3(r" Kg(Kx/s—R(1)"™)-(Kx/s = R(m)™))+3(n* K§- (K x5 — R(m) ™))+ (K x /s — R(m)™)* =
=04+0+0+43(m"Kg - (Kx/s — R(m)™) - (Kx/s — R(m)™)).
By the results of [dJ97] (see also [AKQQ]), we can construct a generically finite base change

X-—-3
ft lh

X—Z=L-8

(6)

where the morphism 7: X — S is a family of semistable curves in codimension 1. Then by [Vie95]
Theorem 9.31] we have a moduli map u: S — M, such that dim(u(S)) = Var(r) = 1 (see Remark [37).
Moreover, for any curve C' C S the pullback to C' of the polarization on M, is given by the restriction of
det(7T. O x (mK~ /g)) for some m > 0. We have the following equality of movable intersection numbers

(7)
(1" K- (Kxs—R(m)™)-(Kxs = R(m)™)) = (o f) K f*(Kx/s = R(m)"™)- f* (Kx/s — R(m)™)) =

see e. g. the argument in [LX17, Proposition 3.3]. Now using the assumptions Var(r) = 1 and v(Kg) = 1
we will estimate the movable intersection number
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from below and arrive to a contradiction with equality (&). By [Sch12l Theorem I] there exists a singular
metric on K+ 3 such that

e its curvature current w+ /5 has analytic singularities contained in the singular locus Sing(7);
e the absolutely continuous part (ww /g)ac _in the Lebesgue decomposition of w+ /5 (see e. g.
[Bou02l, Section 2.3]) is smooth on X° = X \ Sing(7);
e the integral of (wy /g)ac along the fibers of 7|xo is equal to the (generalized) Weil-Petersson
form ww p on the base of the family.
We also consider the nef class Py which is the positive part in the Zariski decomposition of K¢ and a
closed positive current wy in the class Pg.
Let U be a Zariski-open subset of S and denote X° =7 (U). We may choose U in such a way that

e T|xo: X° — U is a smooth family of curves of genus g > 2;
e the restriction of i to U is finite and unramified.

Then from the definition of the movable product and from the choice of U we obtain

(8) 0= ((hoﬁ)*Kg . Ky/§K§/§> > / O((hoﬁ)*wg)ac/\ (W}/g)ac/\ (WX/g)ac > /U(UWP A (h*wg)ac.

Let us denote by C a general fiber of the moduli map. If h* Py - C > 0 then the latter integral in (8]
is positive by integration along the fibers of u|y. So we need to exclude the case when h*Py - C' = 0. In
that case there exists a curve F' = h,C on S such that deformations of F' cover S and Py - F = 0. By our
assumption, we have v(Kg) = 1 and ¢ is transcendental, so by [Brulb, Theorem 9.1] the foliation ¥ is
birational to a Riccati or a turbulent foliation and F' is a general fiber of the associated litaka fibration.

On the other hand, we have

Kx = (KX/S—T('*B)-FTF*(Ks—I—B),

where B = )", B; is a sum of ¢-invariant curves in the branch locus of 7. Let F is a general fiber of the
Titaka fibration of K. Then for every m > 0 we have the equality

ci(me Ox(mKx)) - F = ci(me Ox(m(Kx/s — 7" B))) - F + ¢c1(0s(Ks + B)) - F.

Since Kx is big and F' is general, we have ¢; (7. Ox(mKx)) - F > 0. We also have Ky - F = 0 and
Nj - F = deg(Kp) by definition. Moreover, the intersection B - F' is equal to zero for ¢ a turbulent
foliation (all ¢-invariant curves are contained in fibers) and does not exceed 2 for ¢4 a Riccati foliation
(¢ has at most 2 invariant sections, up to linear equivalence). Therefore we have

(Ks+B)-F=(Ky+Nj+B) F<O0.
Thus we obtain
ci(me Ox(m(Kx)s — 7" B))) - F = det(m. Ox(m(Kx/s —*B))) - F > 0.

Pulling back to S and restricting to U we obtain
/ wwp = det(ﬁ* ﬁx(me/g)) -C > det(ﬁ* ﬁx(m(KX/S — 7T*B))) -F>0
cnu

which contradicts equality (8). Therefore the case Var(m) =1 and v(Kg) = 1 is also impossible.
Finally, suppose that ¢ is abundant, that is, k(K¢ ) = v(Kg) = 1. Then by Theorem [3:6] we have
22 k(Kz)=r((goT) Ky + Kz 5) 2 w(F) + k(Kg) =2

so .Z is abundant as well. Therefore .% can be non-abundant only if ¢ is non-abundant. By [Brul5l
Proposition 9.2] the foliation ¢ is birational to a Hilbert modular foliation. The theorem is proved. O

Remark 3.11. In Theorem we obtained that the fibration 7: X’ — S is birationally isotrivial,
hence there exists a generically finite morphism X — X’ such that X is birational to a product C x S.
However, unlike in Proposition [3.9] the morphism 7 can be ramified over non-¢-invariant divisors. Thus
by Proposition the induced foliations on X and S can be of general type.
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4. THE CASE OF PURELY TRANSCENDENTAL FOLIATIONS

In this section we consider purely transcendental foliations on smooth projective varieties of gen-
eral type. Assuming that the foliation is non-singular in codimension 2, we can obtain the following
description for these foliations.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a smooth projective manifold of general type, dim(X) = n > 2. Let & be a
codimension 1 foliation on X. Suppose that

(1) K& is not big;

(2) & is purely transcendental;

(3) codimyx Sing(#) > 3.

Then the foliation F is induced by a Hilbert modular foliation via a morphism X — My, generically
finite onto its image.

To obtain the conclusion of Theorem 1] we show that a foliation .# satisfying the assumptions of
the theorem belongs to the class of foliations with pseudoeffective and non-abundant conormal bundle,
studied by Touzet in [Toul3, [Toul6]. He proved the following structure theorem for foliations from this
class (see [Toul6l Theorem 1]).

Theorem 4.2. Let F be a codimension 1 foliation on a smooth projective variety X. Suppose that the
conormal bundle N% is pseudoeffective and that K(N%) = —oo. Then there exists an analytic morphism
U: X — My to a Hilbert modular variety My ~ DY /T (here N > 2) such that F = V=194 for 4 being
one of the Hilbert modular foliations on My .

To obtain the morphism ¥ to a Hilbert modular variety Touzet uses the following theorem of Corlette
and Simpson (see [CS08, Theorem 2]).

Theorem 4.3. Let U = X \ D be a smooth quasiprojective variety and let p: m(U,z) — SL2(C)
be a representation with Zariski-dense image. Suppose that the monodromy transformations around the
components of D are quasi-unipotent. Then either p comes from a map f: U — C to a Deligne-Mumford
curve or p is a pullback of one of the tautological representations by a map f: U — My to a Hilbert
modular variety.

Before we proceed to the proof of Theorem A1l we state and prove a technical lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let F be a codimension 1 purely transcendental foliation on a smooth projective variety
X. Let H C X be a very general hyperplane section. If C' C H is a compact connected curve tangent to
F, then the leaf of F containing the curve C is algebraic.

Proof. Since .F is purely transcendental, for any .%-invariant compact curve C C X its F-invariant
deformations inside X cover a proper subset W¢ of X. Moreover, .%-invariant curves C' not contained in
any .%-invariant hypersurface are parameterized by at most countably many components in the Hilbert
scheme. Thus we can choose a very general hyperplane section H which does not contain any of these
curves. (|

Now we can prove Theorem .11

Proof of Theorem[{.1] If dim(X) = 2 then by assumption % is regular, therefore canonical ([ADI13]
Lemma 3.10]). The statement then follows from Theorem [T with the morphism X — My being the
minimal model of .%.

Suppose from now on that dim(X) =n > 3.

Step 1: Find a suitable complete intersection surface. By our assumptions, Kx is big and K& is not
big. From Proposition 23] and from the formula

Kg=Kx+ Ng

we obtain that the normal bundle Ng is not pseudoeffective. Since X is smooth, by [BDPP13, Theo-
rem 1.5] this is equivalent to the following condition: there exists a birational model ¢: X’ — X and a
complete intersection class « = Hy N---N H,_; on X’ such that

(9) Ng-(p*(Hlﬂ---ﬂHn_l):(p*Ng-Hl---Hn_l<0.
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By Bertini’s theorem we can take the above ample divisors Hs, ..., H,_1 and large multiples m; for
i €{2,...,n— 1} such that a general element

D e |m2H2 n---N mn_lHn_1|

is a smooth surface. Moreover, by Lemma B4 every compact curve C' C D, invariant under .#",, is an
intersection C = D N E for an .% -invariant hypersurface E C X’. Note that Lemma E4] implies that

/. . . . . !’ . . .. .
the number of .#,-invariant curves is finite. Indeed, if the number of .# -invariant curves is infinite,

then the number of .#’-invariant surfaces £ C X’ is infinite as well. Therefore by Jouanolou’s theorem
[Jou78] the foliation .#" has to be algebraically integrable, which is not the case.
Step 2: Prove pseudoeffectivity of ¢*N% on D. Recall from Remark that we have the relation

N% =¢*NG+ E

where E is an effective ¢-exceptional divisor. Therefore, if (¢*N%)|p is pseudoeffective then the same
is true for N%, . Let us consider the following Q-divisors on X":
< D

L. :=¢"Ngz+eH, €€Qyy.
By the Riemann—Roch theorem we obtain
h%(D,mLe|p) + h*(D,mL.|p) = C. - (Le|p)*m?

for a positive constant C. and m large and sufficiently divisible. The intersection number is equal to

(10) (Lelp)? = (¢"N|p +eHi|p)® = ((p"N5)? + 269" N5 - Hy + €’ H{) - D =
= (@*N})Q cmaoHsy - My 1Hp1+26p"Ng - Hy -moHs -y 1 Hy g +e2Hy -moHy -y 1Hpy 1.
The second summand in the above equality is positive by the condition ([@). The third one is also positive,
since H; are ample divisors. As for the first summand, by the projection formula we have
(¢"N3)2- Hy o Hyo = Ny (@™ Nip - Hy - Hoot) = N3 - . (Hy N+ 0 Ho ).
By our assumption codimy Sing(&#) > 3 and by the Baum—Bott formula we have
(11) NZ .. (HyN---NH, 1) =0 since N% =0.
Thus (L:|p)? > 0 for all € € Q5. Moreover, by Serre duality and by the condition (@) we have
h*(D,mL:|p) = h°(D,Kp + m¢*Ng —meH;) =0
for m large enough. Therefore for every € € Q.4 we obtain
(D, mL.|p) > C - (Lc|p)*m* >0

for m large and sufficiently divisible (depending on €). So the class of Lo|p = ¢*N%|p is a limit of
classes of Q-effective divisors, hence it is pseudoeffective. Then the conormal line bundle

N, =Nz/|p=(¢"N5z + E)lp

is pseudoeffective as well.
Step 8: Case-by-case analysis. By the classification result of Touzet [Toul3, Proposition 2.14], we
have three possibilities for the numerical and Kodaira dimensions of N, |p:
(1) ¥(NZ/|p) = 0;
(2) v(N%/|p) =1 k(NZ/|p) = 1;
3) ¥(N3/|p) = 1, k(N5 [p) = —o0.
We consider these three cases separately.
Case v(N%/|p) = 0. Since p*N%|p is pseudoeffective and N%.,|p = (p*N% + E)|p, it follows
that v(¢*N%|p) = 0. We consider the Zariski decomposition (¢*N%)|p = L + >, a;C;, where L is
numerically trivial and C; are exceptional curves on D. We obtain

(¢*N%|p)? = (¢*N%)* -moHy -+ -my_1Hp 1 =0 (by the equality (IIJ))

= L2 + (Z aiCi)2 = (Z aiCi)Q.
Since the Gram matrix of {C;} is negative definite, we obtain that C; = 0, so that ¢*N%|p = L = 0.
By the Lefschetz hyperplane section theorem the map i*: H?(X,C) — H?(D,C) is injective, therefore

(12)
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we have p*N% = 0 on X’. However, this implies v(¢p*Kx) = v(¢*Kz) = n, which contradicts our
assumptions.

Case v(N%,|p) = 1,k(N%/|p) = 1. In this case we apply a result of Bogomolov [Bog79, Lemma 12.4]
and obtain that .#", is algebraically integrable. However, the algebraic reduction of .#’, is induced by
that of F' (see [PS20, Lemma 4]), so the algebraic rank of .#’ has to be positive, which is not the case
by assumption.

Case v(N%,|p) = 1,k(N%/|p) = —oo. By Theorem E2] there exists a map ¥p: D — My, where
My =DV /T is a Hilbert modular variety, and .#, is the pullback via ¥p of one of the Hilbert modular
foliations on M. The map W¥p is constructed from a representation

pp: 71 (D \ Supp(Np)) — SLo(C)

with quasi-unipotent monodromy around the components of Np using Theorem Here Np is the
negative part in the divisorial Zariski decomposition of N%,, . By Lemma 4 we have Np = Nx/|p
D

where Ny is a divisor on X’ with Supp(Nx-) being .# -invariant. Applying the Lefschetz hyperplane
section theorem for quasi-projective varieties [HL85, Theorem 1.1.1], we obtain that

71(D \ (Supp(Np))) =~ 71 (X" \ Supp(Nx)).

Therefore we obtain a representation
px: m (X" \ Supp(Nx/)) — SL2(C)

with quasi-unipotent monodromy around the components of Nx,. Moreover, px/ does not come from a
map to a Deligne-Mumford curve since pp does not by [Toul6, Theorem 6.4].

Therefore we can apply Theorem and the argument from [Toul6, p. 182] to obtain a map
Uy : X' — My extending the map ¥p: D — My and such that Z' is induced via ¥xs by one of
the Hilbert modular foliations on My. In particular, the conormal bundle N7, is pseudoeffective. The
map W has to be generically finite onto its image, since .%’ is purely transcendental.

Finally, we have the equality N3 = @.N ; , thus the conormal bundle N is pseudoeffective. Again,
by [Toul3l Proposition 2.14] one of the following three cases occurs:

(1) »(N3) =0;

(2) v(N%) =1,k(N%) =1;

) v(N3) =1,5(N%) = —oc.
Suppose that we have v(N%) = 0. Since .# is non-singular in codimension 2, by the Baum-Bott
formula (Proposition 18] we obtain that N3 = 0. If ¥»(N%) = x(N%) = 1 then by a theorem of
Bogomolov [Bog79, Lemma 12.4] the foliation .% has to be algebraically integrable, which is not the case
by assumption. Therefore the only possible case is ¥(N%) = 1 and k(N%) = —oo. Applying [Toul6}
Theorem 1] to the foliation .#, we obtain the desired conclusion. g

Finally, we list some questions which are natural to ask in view of our results.

Question 1. Let % be a purely transcendental foliation of codimension 1 on a threefold X of general
type. Suppose that .# has canonical singularities and v(Kg) < 3. Is the conormal (or log conormal,
for some %-invariant boundary) bundle always pseudoeffective in this case? The logarithmic version of
Touzet’s theorem [Toul6, Theorem 2] gives an affirmative answer to this question for singular Hilbert
modular foliations.

Question 2. Let .% a foliation be as in the previous question. Can the numerical dimension be equal
to 17 More generally, if X is an n-dimensional variety of general type, what is the minimal numerical
dimension of a foliation % on X7

Question 3. Let Z be a codimension 1 foliation with canonical singularities on a projective threefold.
Suppose that k(K z) > 0; does it follow that k(Kg) = v(Kg)?
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