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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 F with canonical singularities and ν(KF ) < 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 F with the
canonical class KF being not big on manifolds of general type in any dimension, assuming that F 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 [Bru97, Bru03, Bru15], Mendes [Men00] and McQuillan [McQ08] established
a version of the MMP for holomorphic foliations on surfaces. Analogously to the case of varieties, for a
foliation F with mild singularities it is possible to define the canonical class KF 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 [Bru03,
Theorem on p. 122] and [McQ08, Section IV.5]).

Theorem 1.1. Let F be a foliation with reduced singularities on a surface S of general type. Suppose
that KF is nef and not big. Then either

(1) F is algebraically integrable and induced by an isotrivial fibration, κ(KF ) = ν(KF ) = 1;
(2) F is transcendental and the pair (S, F ) is isomorphic to a Hilbert modular surface with a Hilbert

modular foliation, κ(KF ) = −∞, ν(KF ) = 1.

The setting of the above theorem is interesting from several points of view. It involves the interplay
between positivity of KX and KF (see e.g. [CP15, CP19] for related topics); the failure of abundance
for foliations (see [McQ08, Tou16]). 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 [McQ98, Bru99, DR15]). In higher
dimensions we have, for example, the following theorem [GPR13, 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 : C2 99K X such that the
image f(C2) is Zariski-dense in X and tangent to F . Then the canonical class of F is not big.

Recently, in a series of works [Spi20, CS18, 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 KF ≡ 0 [LPT18, Dru18] or −KF ample [AD13, AD17, AD17b].
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 F with canonical
singularities and ν(KF ) < 3 on threefolds of general type. In this paper we are able to prove the following
partial analogue of Theorem 1.1.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02780v2


2 ALEKSEI GOLOTA

Theorem (A). Let F be a codimension one foliation with canonical singularities on a threefold X of
general type. Suppose that KF is not big and the algebraic rank ra(F ) is positive. Then one of the
following two cases occurs.

(1) F is algebraically integrable. Then, up to a generically finite morphism, the threefold X splits
as a product S × C of a surface S and a curve C, and F is the relative tangent bundle of the
projection S × C → C. We have κ(KF ) = ν(KF ) = 2.

(2) The algebraic rank of F is equal to 1. Then, up to a generically finite morphism, the threefold
X splits as a product S × C of a Hilbert modular surface S and a curve C, and F is the pullback
via the projection S × C → S of a Hilbert modular foliation G on S. We have κ(KF ) = −∞
and ν(KF ) = 2.

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 F be a regular foliation on a minimal surface X of general type. Then the conormal
bundle N∗

F
is pseudoeffective (even numerically effective).

This theorem essentially follows from Baum–Bott formula, Riemann–Roch theorem and intersection
theory. Assuming that F 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 [Tou13, Tou16] to describe foliations
from this class.

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

(1) KF is not big;
(2) F is purely transcendental;
(3) codimX Sing(F ) > 3.

Then the foliation F is induced by a Hilbert modular foliation via a morphism X → MH, 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
3 we recall some important definitions and results concerning fibrations with fibers of general type. Then
we use these results to prove Theorem (A), see Proposition 3.9 and Theorem 3.10 below. In section 4
we prove Theorem (B) (see Theorem 4.1) and pose some questions for future research.

Acknowledgements. This paper is a part of a project on hyperbolicity and foliations we have been
working on for a long time. We would like to thank our advisor Constantin Shramov for encouraging us
to write down these results. We also thank Jorge Vitório Pereira, Erwan Rousseau, Jean-Pierre Demailly,
Misha Verbitsky and Vladimir Lazić for very helpful discussions on various topics related to this work.

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–Iitaka dimension) of D is defined as

κ(X, D) = max{k | lim sup
m→∞

h0(X, OX(⌊mD⌋)

mk
> 0}

if h0(X, OX(⌊mD⌋)) > 0 for some m and κ(X, D) = −∞ otherwise.
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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

ν(D, A) = max

{
k ∈ Z>0 | lim sup

m→∞

h0(X, OX(⌊mD⌋ + A))

mk
> 0

}
.

The numerical dimension of D is defined to be

ν(D) = max{ν(D, A) | A ample}.

If D is not pseudoeffective then we set ν(D) = −∞.

The main property of ν(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 II.3.11, Proposition III.5.7] and [Nak04, Sec. V] for proofs).

(1) We have κ(X, D) 6 ν(X, D) 6 n for any Q-divisor D;
(2) For a nef Q-divisor D we have ν(X, D) = max{k | Dk · An−k 6= 0}
(3) If D and E are pseudoeffective Q-divisors then ν(D + E) > max{ν(D), ν(E)};
(4) If f : Y → X is a surjective morphism then κ(Y, f∗D) = κ(X, D) and ν(Y, f∗D) = ν(X, D).

(5) If ϕ : X̃ → X is a birational morphism and D is a Q-divisor on X then

κ(X, D) = κ(X̃, ϕ∗D + E) and ν(X, D) = ν(X̃, ϕ∗D + E)

for any effective ϕ-exceptional Q-divisor E.

We also recall the notion of movable intersection product for pseudoeffective classes from [BDPP13]
(see also [Leh13, Sec. 4]).

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

k∏

i=1

Ei → Hk,k
>0 (X,R), (L1, L2, . . . , Lk) → 〈L1 · L2 · · · Lk〉

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

(1) We have vol(L) = 〈L〉n;
(2) The movable intersection product is increasing. homogeneous of degree 1 and superadditive in

each variable:

〈L1 · · · (M + N) · · · Lk〉 > 〈L1 · · · M · · · Lk〉 + 〈L1 · · · N · · · Lk〉.

(3) For k = 1 the movable intersection product gives a divisorial Zariski decomposition:

L = PL + NL

where PL = 〈L〉 is nef in codimension 1.

Remark 2.5. This product was used in [BDPP13, Definition 3.6] to define another version of numerical
dimension for a pseudoeffective class D:

νBDP P (D) = max{k | 〈D〉k 6= 0}.

The equivalence of this definition to Definition 2.2 was claimed in [Leh13], see the subsequent corrections
in [E16, Les19]. Still, by the results in [Leh13, Sec. 6] we have an inequality

νBDP P (D) 6 ν(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. [AD13, Bru15]. We denote by X, Y normal and Q-factorial
projective varieties over C and by F (resp. G ) coherent sheaves of OX -modules (resp. OY -modules).
If E is a coherent torsion-free sheaf of rank r then by det(E ) we denote the reflexive hull (

∧r
E )∗∗. A

subset U ⊂ X is called big if the codimension of U in X is at least 2.

Definition 2.6. A foliation on a variety X is a coherent subsheaf F ⊂ TX which is

• saturated, that is, the quotient TX/ F is torsion-free;

• closed under the Lie bracket, i. e. the map
∧2

F → TX/ F is zero.

The rank r = rk(F ) of the foliation is the rank of the sheaf F at a general point of X and the codimension
of F is q = dim(X) − rk(F ).

A foliation on a smooth variety X is regular if F is a subbundle of TX at every point of X . In general,
let Xreg be the maximal open subset of X such that F |Xreg is regular. Then Xreg is a big subset of X ;
the complement X \ Xreg is denoted by Sing(F ) and is a closed subscheme of codimension at least 2
(this follows from the fact that F is saturated).

Remark 2.7. The normal sheaf to F is defined to be NF = (TX/ F )∗∗. Taking the q-th wedge power of
the map N∗

F
→֒ Ω1

X gives rise to a q-form ωF ∈ H0(X, Ω1
X ⊗ det NF ) with zero locus of codimension at

least two. This twisted q-form is locally decomposable and integrable, which means that locally in the
Euclidean topology around a general point of X we have

ωF = ω1 ∧ ω2 ∧ · · · ∧ ωq

for locally defined 1-forms ω1, . . . , ωq satisfying the integrability condition dωi ∧ ωF = 0. Conversely,
any locally decomposable and integrable twisted q-form ω ∈ H0(X, Ωq

X ⊗ L ) defines a codimension q

foliation. The subsheaf F ( TX is obtained as the kernel of the morphism cω : TX → Ωq−1
X ⊗ L given

by contraction with ω.

Remark 2.8. We will need the following fact about behaviour of foliations under morphisms and rational
maps:

• Let f : Y 99K X be a dominant rational map of varieties restricting to a morphism f◦ : Y ◦ → X◦

where Y ◦ ⊂ Y and X◦ ⊂ X are Zariski open subsets. Let F be a foliation on X given by a
q-form ωF ∈ H0(X, Ωq

X ⊗ det NF ). Then we have an induced q-form

ωY ◦ ∈ H0(Y ◦, Ωq
Y ◦ ⊗ (f◦)∗(det NF |X◦))

which defines a foliation G on Y ◦. We define the pulled-back foliation f−1 F to be the saturation
of G in TY .

• Let f : Y → X be a dominant morphism and let G be a foliation on Y . We have an induced
map df : TY → f∗TX . The foliation G is called projectable under f if for a general point x ∈ X
the image dfy(G y) does not depend on the choice of y ∈ f−1(x) and dim(dfy(G y)) = r = rk(G ).
In particular, if f : Y → X is a birational contraction then any foliation G ( TY is projectable
under f and induces a foliation F = f∗ G of the same rank on X .

• Let Z ⊆ X be a smooth subvariety transverse to a foliation F given by a twisted q-form
ωF ∈ H0(X, Ωq

X ⊗det NF ). Suppose that the restriction of ωF to Z is nonzero. Then we obtain
a nonzero induced q-form ωZ ∈ H0(Z, Ωq

Z ⊗ det NF |Z). Let B be the maximal effective divisor
on Z such that

ωZ ∈ H0(Z, Ωq
Z ⊗ det NF |Z(−B)).

This q-form defines a codimension q foliation F Z on Z.

Definition 2.9. Let F be a foliation on a smooth variety X . Since the integrability condition holds
for F , the Frobenius theorem implies that for every point x ∈ Xreg there exists an open neighbourhood
U = Ux and a submersion p : U → V such that F |U = TU/V . A leaf of F is a maximal connected,
locally closed submanifold L ⊂ Xreg such that F |L = TL. A leaf L is algebraic if it is open in its Zariski

closure or, equivalently, if dim(L) = dim(L
Zar

). In this case we use the word “leaf” for the Zariski closure
of a leaf as well.
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Definition 2.10 (Tangent and transverse subvarieties). Let W be an irreducible and reduced subvariety
of X . We say that W is tangent to F if tangent space TW factors through F at all points x ∈ Xreg.
A subvariety is transverse to F if it is not tangent to F . If F factors through the tangent space of W
then W is called invariant by F . In the special case of a codimension 1 foliation we call a hypersurface
tangent to F an invariant hypersurface.

Definition 2.11 (Algebraic integrability). A foliation F on X is called algebraically integrable or simply
algebraic if the leaf of F through a general point of X is algebraic. An example of an algebraically
integrable foliation is given by (the saturation of) the relative tangent sheaf F = (TX/Y )sat of a fibration
f : X → Y where dim(Y ) < dim(X). The leaves of F in this case are just the fibers of f . We say that
F is induced by the fibration f .

Proposition 2.12 (Rational first integrals). Let F 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 ⊂ W × X be the universal cycle with universal morphisms π : V → W and
e : V → X. Then the morphism e is birational and for w ∈ W general e(π−1(w)) ⊂ X is the closure

of a leaf of F . The normalization W̃ of W is called the space of leaves of F and the induced rational

map X 99K W̃ 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 2.13 (Algebraic and purely transcendental parts). Let F be a foliation on X. Then there
exists a normal variety Y with a dominant rational map ϕ : X 99K Y with connected fibers and a foliation
G on Y such that

• The foliation G is purely transcendental, that i, there is no subvariety tangent to G through a
general point of Y ;

• We have F = ϕ−1 G .

The pair (Y, G ) is unique up to a birational equivalence. The foliation induced by ϕ is called the algebraic

part of F and denoted by F
alg. The rank of F

alg is called the algebraic rank of F ; by construction, it
is a birational invariant.

Proposition 2.14 (Baum–Bott formula, [BP06]). Let F be a codimension 1 foliation on a complex
manifold X of dimension at least 2. We have the following equality in H4(X,C):

c2
1(NF ) =

∑

Y

BB(F , Y )[Y ],

where Y ranges over irreducible components of Sing(F ) of codimension 2, and BB(F , [Y ]) is a number,
called the Baum–Bott index of F at Y .

2.3. Canonical class and singularities of foliations.

Definition 2.15. By the canonical class of a foliation F we denote a linear equivalence class of Weil
divisors KF such that OX(KF ) ∼= det(F )∗. We have the relation

KX = KF + det(N∗
F ).

Definition 2.16. Let f : Y → X be a birational morphism and let F be a foliation on X . Then we

have an induced foliation F̃ = f−1 F on Y . We express the canonical divisor K
F̃

as

K
F̃

= f∗KF +
∑

i

a(Ei, F , X)Ei

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

Remark 2.17. By property (5) in Proposition 2.3, if F is a foliation with canonical singularities and

ϕ : (X̃, F̃ ) → (X, F ) is a birational morphism, then

κ(KF ) = κ(K
F̃

) and ν(KF ) = ν(K
F̃

).

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
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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.

Remark 2.18. Unlike canonical ones, terminal foliation singularities form a rather restricted class. A
result of McQuillan [McQ08, Corollary I.2.2] says that terminal foliations on (normal Q-Gorenstein)
surfaces are, up to finite cyclic covers, regular foliations on smooth surfaces. Thus terminal singularities
of codimension one foliations on smooth projective varieties are regular in codimension 2. 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.
[AD17b, Definition 2.5]).

Definition 2.19. Let f : X 99K Y be a dominant rational map between normal and Q-factorial projective
varieties. Let Y ◦ ⊂ Y be a maximal open subset such that f◦ = f |f−1(Y ◦) : f−1(Y ◦) → Y ◦ is an
equidimensional morphism. Define

R(f◦) =
∑

D

((f◦)∗D − ((f◦)∗D)red) ,

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 .

Proposition 2.20 ([AD17b, 2.5]). Let F be a foliation induced by an equidimensional morphism π : X →
Y . Then the canonical class of F is given by the formula

KF = KX/Y − R(f).

We also state the Hurwitz formula for codimension one foliations (see e.g. [Spi20, Proposition 3.7]).

Proposition 2.21. 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

K
F

= f∗KF +
∑

D

ǫ(D)(rD − 1)D.

Here the sum is over prime divisors D on X with ramification index rD, and ǫ(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
= f∗KF .

We will need an adjunction formula for foliations induced on general hyperplane sections of a projective
variety [AD17b, Lemma 2.9].

Proposition 2.22. Let X be a smooth projective variety and let F be a codimension 1 foliation on X.
Let A be a very ample divisor on X and take a general element D ∈ |A|. Then F induces a codimension
1 foliation F |D on D such that

KF |D
= (KF + D)|D and N∗

F |D
= (N∗

F )|D.

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 map π : X → Y between normal projective
varieties, such that the fibers of π are connected or, equivalently, π∗ 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 Xη 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.
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Proposition 3.2. [Kaw85, Theorem 7.2] Let π : X → Y be a fibration such that the geometric generic
fiber Xη has a good minimal model. We call a minimal closed field of definition of π a minimal element

in the set of all algebraically closed subfields K ⊂ k(Y ) satisfying the condition

Frac(L ⊗K k(Y )) ∼= Frac(k(X) ⊗k(Y ) k(Y )) over k(Y )

for some finitely generated extension L ⊃ K. Then a minimal closed field of definition exists and is
unique.

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

Remark 3.4. Suppose that the fibration π is semistable and there is a moduli space for the fibers (for
example, the fibers are curves or canonically polarized varieties). Then Var(π) is equal to the variation
in the sense of moduli theory.

Theorem 3.5. [Kaw85, Theorem 1.1] Let π : X → Y be a fibration between smooth projective vari-
eties. Suppose that the geometric generic fiber Xη of π has a good minimal model. Then the following
inequalities hold:

(1) κ(Y, det(π∗ OX(mKX/Y ))) > Var(π) for some m ∈ N;
(2) If L is a line bundle on Y such that κ(Y, L) > 0, then

κ(X, OX(KX/Y ) ⊗ π∗L) > κ(Xη) + max{κ(Y, L), Var(π)}.

Corollary 3.6. [Kaw85, Corollary 1.2] In the assumptions of Theorem 3.5, let F be a general fiber of
π. Then we have the inequality

κ(X, OX(KX/Y )) > κ(KF ) + Var(π).

We reproduce here a very useful construction from the proof of [CKT16, Theorem 7.1]. Informally
speaking, this construction allows us to “eliminate the ramification” of the algebraic part of a foliation
F by generically finite base change, preserving the Kodaira and numerical dimension of F

alg.

Construction 3.7. Let f : X 99K Y be a rational map with connected fibers between normal projective
varieties. Then there exists a diagram

X
a //

f
��

X̃
b //

��

X

f

��✤
✤

✤

Y α
// Ỹ

β
// Y Y

where the maps are as follows:

• b : X̃ → X is a resolution of indeterminacies of f and of singularities of X ;

• β : Ỹ → Y is an adapted Galois cover of the pair (Y, B), where B is the orbifold branch divisor
of the map f ;

• α : Y → Ỹ is a log resolution of the pair (Ỹ , β∗B);

• a : X → X̃ is a log resolution of the fiber product Y ×Y X̃ .

As a result, we obtain a morphism of smooth varieties f : X → Y and generically finite morphisms
b ◦ a : X → X and β ◦ α : Y → Y . Moreover, there exist big open subsets X◦ ⊂ X and Y ◦ ⊂ Y with

preimages X
◦

= (b ◦ a)−1(X◦) and Y
◦

= (β ◦ α)−1(Y ◦) also being big and such that

KX
◦

/Y
◦ ∼Q (b ◦ a)∗(KX◦/Y ◦ − R(f)).

Remark 3.8. Suppose that we have a fibration f : X → Y satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 3.5.
Then Construction 3.7 gives us a morphism f : X → Y . Let us consider the Stein decomposition of f :

X
f

//

g
��❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄ Y

Z

h

??⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧
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Here the morphism g : X → Z is a fibration and h : Z → Y is finite. Thus we can set

Var(π) := Var(g).

By Hurwitz formula we have KZ > h∗KY , therefore KX/Z < KX/Y . Moreover, if F and F are general

fibers of π and g, respectively, then again by Hurwitz formula we have KF > (b ◦ a)∗KF . Therefore,

κ(KX
◦

/Y
◦) = κ(KX/Y ) > KF + Var(π),

so Corollary 3.6 works in this case as well. Analogously, we can check that the same is true about part
(2) in Theorem 3.5.

3.2. The classification: positive algebraic rank.

Proposition 3.9. Let F be a codimension 1 foliation with canonical singularities on a threefold X of
general type. Suppose that F is algebraically integrable and that the canonical class KF is not big. Then,
up to a generically finite morphism, the threefold X splits as a product S × C of a surface S and a curve
C, and F is the relative tangent bundle of the projection S ×C → C. In particular, we have ν(KF ) = 2.

Proof. Consider a fibration π : X̃ → C which is a resolution of indeterminacies of a rational map X 99K C

inducing the foliation F . We have the induced foliation F̃ = T sat

X̃/C
on X̃. By Proposition 2.20 the

canonical class of F̃ is given by the formula

K
F̃

= K
X̃/C

− R(π).

We apply Construction 3.7 to π : X̃ → C and obtain a morphism π : X → C and a foliation F = TX/C .

Then by Remark 3.8 we can apply Corollary 3.6 to the map π and obtain

2 > ν(K
X̃/C

− R(π)) = ν(KX
◦

/C
◦) > κ(KF ) + Var(π).

By adjunction, a general fiber F of π is a surface of general type, that is, κ(KF ) = 2. Therefore we have
Var(π) = Var(π) = 0 and by definition of birational variation, some finite cover of X birationally splits
as a product S × C. We have ν(KX/C) = 2 for the foliation TX/C on X = S × C. Since F has canonical
singularities, by Proposition 2.21 we have ν(KF ) = 2 as well. The proposition is proved. �

Next, we treat the case of foliations with algebraic rank 1. The idea is the same as in the proof of
Proposition 3.9. We express the canonical class of F in terms of the canonical classes of its algebraic
and transcendental parts. Then we use our assumption ν(KF ) < 3 together with Construction 3.7 and
Theorem 3.5 in order to obtain restrictions on the birational variation of the algebraic reduction π of F .
The rest of the proof is case-by-case analysis according to possible values of Var(π) and ν(KG ).

Theorem 3.10. Let F be a codimension 1 foliation with canonical singularities on a threefold X of
general type. Suppose that the algebraic rank of F is equal to 1 and that the canonical class of F is not
big. Then, up to a generically finite morphism, the threefold X is isomorphic to S × C, where S is a
Hilbert modular surface, C is a curve of genus at least 2, and the foliation F is the pullback of a Hilbert
modular foliation on S by the projection S × C → S. The numerical dimension of KF is equal to 2.

Proof. We consider the algebraic reduction of F , see Proposition 2.13. After resolving the indetermi-
nacies and singularities, we obtain a fibration π : X → S from a smooth projective threefold (which we
also denote by X) of general type to a smooth surface S. Moreover, the foliation F is the pullback of a
transcendental foliation G on S. The canonical class of F can then be expressed by the formula

KF = π∗KG + KX/S − R(π).

Since G is transcendental, the canonical class KG is pseudoeffective. By [CP19, Theorem 1.3], the
canonical class KX/S −R(π) of the algebraic part of F is pseudoeffective as well. We have the inequalities
ν(KX/S − R(π)) 6 ν(KF ) 6 2 by our assumption on F . On the other hand, we apply Construction 3.7
to obtain a diagram as before:

X //

f
��

X

f

��
S // S
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We can use this diagram to estimate the numerical dimension of KX/S − R(π) from below. Indeed, by
Corollary 3.6 and Remark 3.8 we obtain

ν(KX/S − R(π)) = ν(KX
◦

/S
◦) > κ(KX/S) > κ(KF ) + Var(π) = 1 + Var(π),

since a general fiber F of π is a curve of general type. Thus we are left with two possibilities: either
Var(π) = 0 or Var(π) = 1.

If Var(π) = 0 then after passing to a finite cover, the threefold X becomes birational to a product S×C
of a surface and a curve. In particular, both the surface S and the curve C are of general type. Moreover,
if pS : S × C → S and pC : S × C → C are projections and F = p−1

S G then KF = p∗
SKG + p∗

CKC . From
this formula we see that if KF is not big on X = S × C then KG is not big on S. Since the foliation G

is moreover transcendental and the singularities of G are canonical, by Theorem 1.1 we conclude that G

is birational to a Hilbert modular foliation on a Hilbert modular surface. The case Var(π) = 0 is thus
settled.

Suppose now that Var(π) = 1; then since a general fiber F of π is a curve of general type, we nesessarily
have that

ν(KX/S − R(π)) = 2.

Again, we apply Construction 3.7 to obtain a morphism π : X → S and induced foliations F and G . By
Remark 3.8 we can apply part (2) of Theorem 3.5 to π, taking L = OS(K

G
), and obtain

2 > κ(K
F

) = κ(π∗K
G

+ KX/S) > 1 + max{Var(π), κ(K
G

)},

provided that κ(KG ) > 0. Therefore, the foliation G (and therefore G ) is not of general type. To
complete the proof, we need to exclude the remaining cases ν(KG ) = 0 and ν(KG ) = 1.

If ν(KG ) = 0 then by the classification theorem of McQuillan [McQ08, Theorem 2 IV.3.6] (see also
[Bru15, Theorem 8.2]), we can replace S by a further finite cover followed by a sequence of birational

contractions such that the foliation G is given by a holomorphic vector field with isolated zeroes. Let
D ⊂ S be a minimal reduced divisor such that the restriction of π is a smooth family over S \ D. Take

a minimal log resolution ϕ : (S̃, D̃) → (S, D). Then the induced foliation F̃ is logarithmic for the pair

(S̃, D̃), since the support of D̃ = is snc and every component of D̃ is F̃ -invariant. Moreover, the foliation

F̃ is given by a section

s ∈ H0(S̃, K−1

G̃
) ⊂ H0(S̃, T

S̃
(− log D̃)).

On the other hand, the restriction of π̃ is a smooth family of genus > 2 curves over the complement

S̃ \ D̃. Our assumption Var(π) = 1 together with Remark 3.4 and Torelli theorem for curves gives us

a non-trivial variation of polarized Hodge structures supported on S̃ \ D̃. By a result of Brunebarbe
[Brun18, Theorem 1.2], there exists a section

σ ∈ H0(S̃, Symm Ω1

S̃
(log D̃)).

Therefore, the line bundle O
P(Ω1

S̃

(log D̃))
(1) is Q-effective. However, since there is a section

s ∈ H0(S̃, T
S̃

(− log D̃)) = H0(P(Ω1

S̃
(log D̃)), O

P(Ω1

S̃

(log D̃))
(−1)),

the logarithmic tangent bundle T
S̃

(− log D̃) has to be trivial. Then by adjunction we have

K
X̃

+ D̃X = π̃∗(K
S̃

+ D̃) + K
X̃/S̃

.

The left hand side of this linear equivalence is a big divisor class, while on the right hand side we have

the sum of a trivial divisor class π̃∗(K
S̃

+ D̃) and the class K
X̃/S̃

. By the above discussion we have

ν(K
X̃/S̃

) = ν(KX/S −R(π)) = 2, so the class on the right hand side is not big. We obtain a contradiction,

which shows that the case ν(KG ) = 0 does not occur.
Finally, we need to exclude the case ν(KG ) = 1 and Var(π) = 1. In this case we have

ν(KX/S − R(π)) = 2.

Let us consider the divisorial Zariski decomposition KX/S −R(π) = P +N . Then P is nef in codimension
1 and ν(P ) = 2. By the MMP for foliations on surfaces, we can assume KG to be nef. Then by the
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formula for KF and by properties of the restricted positive product from Theorem 2.4 we obtain

0 = vol(KF ) = 〈KF 〉3 > 〈π∗KG 〉3 + 3〈π∗KG · P 2〉 + 3〈π∗K2
G · P 〉 + 〈P 〉3 =(1)

= 0 + 0 + 0 + 3π∗KG · 〈P 〉2(2)

On the other hand, since ν(P ) = 2, it follows from duality that every movable class orthogonal to 〈P 〉2

is proportional to P . The class π∗KG is nef of numerical dimension 1 and is obviously not proportional
to P . Therefore, π∗KG · 〈P 〉2 > 0, which contradicts ν(π∗KG + P ) 6 ν(KF ) = 2. Therefore this case is
impossible and the theorem is proved. �

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 F be a
codimension 1 foliation on X. Suppose that

(1) KF is not big;
(2) F is purely transcendental;
(3) codimX Sing(F ) > 3.

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

Proof. If X is a surface then by assumption F is regular, therefore canonical (see [AD13]). The statement
then follows from Theorem 1.1 with the morphism X → MH being the minimal model of F .

Suppose now that dim(X) = n > 3.
Step 1: Find a suitable complete intersection surface. By our assumptions, KX is big and KF is not

big. From Proposition 2.3 and from the formula

KF = KX + NF

we obtain that the normal bundle NF is not pseudoeffective. Since X is smooth, by [BDPP13, Theorem

1.5] this is equivalent to the following condition: there exists a birational model ϕ : X̃ → X and a

complete intersection class α = H1 ∩ · · · ∩ Hn−1 on X̃ such that

(3) NF · ϕ∗(H1 ∩ · · · ∩ Hn−1) = ϕ∗NF · H1 · · · Hn−1 < 0.

By Bertini’s theorem we can take the above ample divisors H2, . . . , Hn−1 and large multiples mi for
i ∈ {2, . . . , n − 1} such that a general element

D ∈ |m2H2 ∩ · · · ∩ mn−1Hn−1|

is a smooth surface. Moreover, since F is purely transcendental, a very general D as above satisfies the
following condition: every compact curve C ⊂ D, invariant under F |D, is an intersection C = D ∩E for
an F -invariant hypersurface E ⊂ X . Note that this condition implies that the number of F |D-invariant
curves is finite. Indeed, if the number of F |D-invariant curves is infinite, then the number of F -invariant
surfaces E ⊂ X is infinite as well. Therefore by Jouanolou’s theorem [Jou78] the foliation F has to be
algebraically integrable, which is not the case.

Step 2: Prove pseudoeffectivity of ϕ∗N∗
F

on D. Recall from Remark 2.8 that we have the relation

N∗

F̃
= ϕ∗N∗

F + E

where E is an effective ϕ-exceptional divisor. Therefore, if (ϕ∗N∗
F

)|D is pseudoeffective then the same

is true for N∗

F̃
|D. Let us consider the following Q-divisors on X̃:

Lε := ϕ∗N∗
F + εH1, ε ∈ Q>0 .

By the Riemann–Roch theorem we obtain

h0(D, mLε|D) + h2(D, mLε|D) > Cε · (Lε|D)2m2
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for a positive constant Cε and m large and sufficiently divisible. The intersection number is equal to

(4) (Lε|D)2 = (ϕ∗N∗
F |D + εH1|D)2 = ((ϕ∗N∗

F )2 + 2εϕ∗N∗
F · H1 + ε2H2

1 ) · D =

= (ϕ∗N∗
F )2 · m2H2 · · · mn−1Hn−1 + 2εϕ∗N∗

F · H1 · m2H2 · · · mn−1Hn−1 + ε2H1 · m2H2 · · · mn−1Hn−1.

The second summand in the above equality is positive by the condition (3). The third one is also positive,
since Hi are ample divisors. As for the first summand, by the projection formula we have

(ϕ∗N∗
F )2 · H2 · · · Hn−1 = N∗

F · ϕ∗(ϕ∗N∗
F · H2 · · · Hn−1) = N2

F · ϕ∗(H2 ∩ · · · ∩ Hn−1).

By our assumption codimX Sing(F ) > 3 and by the Baum–Bott formula we have

(5) N2
F · ϕ∗(H2 ∩ · · · ∩ Hn−1) = 0 since N2

F ≡ 0.

Thus (Lε|D)2 > 0 for all ε ∈ Q>0. Moreover, by Serre duality and by the condition (3) we have

h2(D, mLε|D) = h0(D, KD + mϕ∗NF − mεH1) = 0

for m large enough. Therefore for every ε ∈ Q>0 we obtain

h0(D, mLε|D) > C · (Lε|D)2m2 > 0

for m large and sufficiently divisible (depending on ε). So the class of L0|D = ϕ∗N∗
F

|D is a limit of
classes of Q-effective divisors, hence it is pseudoeffective. Then the conormal line bundle

N∗

F̃ |D

= N∗

F̃
|D = (ϕ∗N∗

F + E)|D

is pseudoeffective as well.
Step 3: Case-by-case analysis. By the classification result of Touzet [Tou13, Proposition 2.14], we

have three possibilities for the numerical and Kodaira dimensions of N∗

F̃
|D:

(1) ν(N∗

F̃
|D) = 0;

(2) ν(N∗

F̃
|D) = 1, κ(N∗

F̃
|D) = 1;

(3) ν(N∗

F̃
|D) = 1, κ(N∗

F̃
|D) = −∞.

We consider these three cases separately.
Case ν(N∗

F̃
|D) = 0. Since ϕ∗N∗

F
|D is pseudoeffective and N∗

F̃
|D = (ϕ∗N∗

F
+ E)|D, it follows that

ν(ϕ∗N∗
F

|D) = 0. We consider the Zariski decomposition (ϕ∗N∗
F

)|D = L+
∑

i aiCi, where L is numerically
trivial and Ci are exceptional curves on D. We obtain

(ϕ∗N∗
F |D)2 = (ϕ∗N∗

F )2 · m2H2 · · · mn−1Hn−1 = 0 (by the equality (5))

= L2 + (
∑

aiCi)
2 = (

∑
aiCi)

2.
(6)

Since the Gram matrix of {Ci} is negative definite, we obtain that Ci = 0, so that ϕ∗N∗
F

|D = L ≡ 0.

By the Lefschetz hyperplane section theorem the map i∗ : H2(X̃,C) → H2(D,C) is injective, therefore

we have ϕ∗N∗
F

≡ 0 on X̃. However, this implies ν(ϕ∗KX) = ν(ϕ∗KF ) = n, which contradicts our
assumptions.

Case ν(N∗

F̃
|D) = 1, κ(N∗

F̃
|D) = 1. In this case we apply a result of Bogomolov [Bog79, Lemma 12.4]

and obtain that F̃ |D is algebraically integrable. However, the algebraic reduction of F̃ |D is induced by

that of F̃ (see [PS20, Lemma 4]), so the algebraic rank of F̃ has to be positive, which is not the case
by assumption.

Case ν(N∗

F̃
|D) = 1, κ(N∗

F̃
|D) = −∞. By a theorem of Touzet [Tou16, Theorem 1], there exists a map

f : D → MH , where MH = DN /Γ is a Hilbert modular variety, and F̃ |D is the pullback via f of one of
the Hilbert modular foliations on MH . The map f is constructed from a monodromy representation

ρD : π1(D \ Supp(ND)) → P SL2(C)

using the Corlette–Simpson correspondence. Here ND is the negative part in the Zariski decomposition

of N∗

F̃
|D. By our assumption on D we have ND = N

X̃
|D where N

X̃
is a divisor on X̃ with Supp(N

X̃
)

being F̃ -invariant. Applying the Lefschetz hyperplane section theorem for quasi-projective varieties
[HL85, Theorem 1.1.1], we obtain that

π1(D \ (Supp(ND))) ≃ π1(X̃ \ Supp(N
X̃

)).
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Therefore we have a representation of π1(X̃ \Supp(N
X̃

)) satisfying all the assumptions used in the proof

of Theorem 1 in [Tou16]. By the same argument as in loc. cit. we can construct a map f
X̃

: X̃ → MH

such that F̃ is induced via f
X̃

by one of the Hilbert modular foliations on MH . In particular, the
conormal bundle N∗

F̃
is pseudoeffective. The map fX has to be generically finite onto its image, since

F is purely transcendental.
Finally, the conormal bundle N∗

F
= ϕ∗N∗

F̃
is pseudoeffective as well. From the above analysis it

follows that the only possible case is ν(N∗
F

) = 1 and κ(N∗
F

) = −∞. Applying [Tou16, Theorem 1], we
obtain the desired conclusion. �

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

Question 1. Let F be a purely transcendental foliation of codimension 1 on a threefold X of general
type. Suppose that F has canonical singularities and ν(KF ) < 3. Is the conormal (or log conormal,
for some F -invariant boundary) bundle always pseudoeffective in this case? The logarithmic version of
Touzet’s theorem [Tou16, Theorem 2] gives an affirmative answer to this question for singular Hilbert
modular foliations.

Question 2. Let F a foliation be as in the previous question. Can the numerical dimension be equal
to 1? More generally, if X is an n-dimensional variety of general type, what is the minimal numerical
dimension of a foliation F on X?

Question 3. Let F be a codimension 1 foliation with canonical singularities on a projective threefold.
Suppose that κ(KF ) > 0; does it follow that κ(KF ) = ν(KF )?
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