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THE NOETHER INEQUALITIES FOR A FOLIATED SURFACE OF
GENERAL TYPE

XIN LU

ABSTRACT. Let (F,S) be a foliated surface of general type with reduced singularities over the
complex number. We establish the Noether type inequalities for (F, S). Namely, we prove that
vol(F) > pg(F) — 2, and that vol(F) > 2py(F) — 4 if moreover the surface S is also of general
type. Examples show that both of the Noether type inequalities are sharp.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to establish the Noether inequalities for a foliated surface of general
type with reduced singularities over the complex number C.

The classical Noether inequality [Noe70] asserts that
vol(S) > 2py(S) — 4, (1.1)

for every complex smooth projective surface S of general type. Here we recall that the volume
vol(S) and the geometric genus py(S) of S are defined as follows. Let Kg be the canonical

divisor of S. Then
pg(S) = dim H(S, Ks);

: 0
vol(S) = limsup dim H 2(S’ nks)
n—+4oo n /2
These are two important birational invariants of S. If S is minimal, then the volume vol(S) is
equal to the intersection number Kg, which is also the first Chern number of S. The Noether
inequality (LI)) is one of the fundamental inequality in the surface theory. Minimal surfaces of

general type with the equality are usually said on the Noether line, which has been systematically
studied by Horikawa [Hor76].

In a series of nice works [Kob92l [Che04, [CCZ06, [Che07, I[CC15, [CH17, [CCJ20b, [CCJ20a], the

following sharp Noether inequality has been established for every minimal 3-fold X of general
type with pg(X) <4 or pe(X) > 11.

4 10
1(X) > —p,(X) — —.
vol(X) > 5 py(X) ~ 5
It is also proved in [CJ17] that the Noether type inequality holds also in higher dimension: there
exist positive numbers ag and by, depending only on the dimension d of the variety X, such that

vol(X) > agpg(X) — by.
Recently, the foliation theory has attracted more and more attention in algebraic geometry,

especially in birational geometry. Miyaoka Miy88] introduced the use of the foliations to
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study the abundance conjecture. For instance, the foliations whose canonical divisor K is not
pseudoeffective are characterised in [Miy87], see also [BM16]. In the beautiful paper [Cas21],
Cascini proposed the minimal model program for foliated varieties. It stimulates a new project
in birational geometry to generalize everything to foliated varieties.

Let (X, F) be a foliated variety, and denote by Kr its canonical divisor. The canonical divisor
K of a foliation plays a similar role in many aspects as the canonical divisor Kx of a variety.
For instance, Miyaoka’s theorem [Miy87] on foliated varieties with non-pseudoeffective canonical
divisor, the minimal model theory on foliated surfaces due to Brunella and McQuillan etc.
[Bru99, McQ08], and the deformation invariance of the pluri-genera by Cascini-Floris [CEF1S].
We are mainly interested in the following two birational invariants: the geometric genus py(F)
and volume vol(F), which are defined similar to the case of algebraic varieties.

pg(F) = dim H(X,KF);

, dim H°(X,nKr)
e T

Here d = dim X. By the asymptotic Riemann-Roch theorem, if (Y, Fy) is a minimal model
of (X,F), then vol(X,F) = K;l_-y. The foliated variety (X,F) is called of general type if
vol(F) > 0, i.e., the canonical divisor Kr is big. Inspired by the Noether type inequalities for
algebraic varieties, it is natural to ask the following question.

Question 1.1. Do there exist Noether type inequalities for a foliated variety of general type?
In this paper, we try to settle the above question in dimension two.

Theorem 1.2. Let (S, F) be a foliated surface of general type with reduced singularities.
(i). The following Noether inequality holds
vol(F) > pg(F) — 2. (1.2)

Moreover, if the equality in (L2)) holds, then the canonical map ¢k .| defines a birational
map whose image is a surface of minimal degree (equal to py(F) — 2) in Ppe(F)—1,
(ii). Suppose furthermore that the surface S is of general type. Then

vol(F) > 2pg(F) — 4. (1.3)

Moreover, if the equality in (L3)) holds, then the canonical map p|k | defines a two-to-one

map whose image is a surface of minimal degree (equal to py(F) — 2) in Ppe(F)—1,

Remark 1.3. (i). We will construct examples (cf. [Example 6.1] and [Example 6.4]) reaching the
equalities in both (I2)) and (L3]), which show that both of the Noether type inequalities are
sharp.

(ii). For algebraic varieties of general type, there exists so-called ”the second Noether in-
equality”, at least in lower dimensions. When X is of dimension two, the volume is an integer,
and hence vol(X) > 2py(X) — 3 if vol(X) # 2py(X) — 4; when X is a threefold, Hu-Zhang
[HZ22] proved that vol(X) > 3py(X) — & if vol(X) # %pg(X) — 1. However, such a phenom-
enon disappears for foliated surfaces of general type. Indeed, we will construct in
a sequence of foliated surfaces (S, F,) of general type with reduced singularities such that
vol(Fp) > pg(Fn) — 2, but the difference vol(F,,) — (pg(Fn) — 2) can be arbitrarily close to zero.
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(iii). The structure of a surface of minimal degree in P™ is well-understood, see for intance
[GHT78 Chapter4.3]. In a forthcoming paper, we will characterize the geometry of foliated
surfaces of general type satisfying the Noether type equalities.

In the following, we briefly explain the strategy of our proof. As in the case proving the
classical Noether inequality (III), the starting point is to analyze the canonical map DK 5|
defined by the complete linear system |Kx|. However, there are two main difficulties compared
to the case of | :

(1). The canonical divisor K might not be nef for a foliation F of general type with reduced
singularities on a smooth surface S. It makes some trouble in estimating the lower bound of
vol(F). For instance, suppose that

|[Kr| = |M|+ Z, (1.4)
where Z is the fixed part of |[Kz|, and M is the moving part. Then it is no longer true that
vol(F) > Kz - M, cf. Remark 6.3l Of course, one can contract the support of the negative part
of Kr to a normal surface Sy, such that the induced foliation JFy on Sy has the advantage that
Kz, is nef [Bru99, McQO08]. However, the surface Sy would be singular with klt singularities
and K, is no longer a line bundle (but a Q-bundle).

(2). The second difficulty occurring in the case when the canonical map Y|k 5| induces a
fibration f: S — B. In the case proving the classical Noether inequality (1), the general fiber
F of f is of genus at least two, and hence Kg - F = 2g(F) — 2 > 2. However, in our case it is
only known that Kr - F > 0 since Kr is big. It can happen that Kr - F' = 1, even when the

surface S is also of general type (see for such an example). Suppose that
Kr=P+N, (1.5)

is the Zariski decomposition of Kr, where P is the nef part and N is the negative part of Kr.
It might happen that N - F > 0, and hence P- F < Kz - F =1 (see for such an
example). This will cause trouble in estimating the lower bound of vol(F) = P? along the usual
way, cf. [Remark 3.6l

To overcome the above two difficulties, we need to control the negative part in the Zariski
decomposition of the canonical divisor K7, as well as the structure of K when the canonical
map | | induces a fibration. Let

P =PIKr| " S - - ]P’pg(]:)il,

be the rational map defined by |Kx|. After some elementary reduction, we are reduced to the
case when the image X is a curve and the canonical map ¢k | has no base point. Hence the
canonical map induces a fibration f : S — B by taking the normalization and Stein factorization:

S
% X
B
Consider the two decompositions in (L4]) and (L5]). Since the moving part M is always nef, it
follows that M < P, or equivalently N < Z. Let F' be a general fiber of f. The moving part M
consists of several fibers, whose cardinality is at least py(F) — 1 by the Riemann-Roch theorem.
Hence

» Ppg(F)—1

vol(F) = P?> > P-M > (pg(F) = 1)P- F = (py(F) — 1) (Kr — N) - F.
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To obtain the Noether type inequalities, it suffices to get a lower bound on (K F—N ) - F, or
equivalently, an upper bound on N - F'. We will show in [Proposition 3.5 an upper bound on
the coefficients ac’s of N = ) acC, from which we can prove the Noether type inequalities in
most cases, except the extreme case where Kr - F' = 1. In this extreme case, we will prove in
[Theorem 4.1] an explicit description on the canonical divisor K, base on which the Noether
type inequality follows.

The paper is organized as follows. In [Section 2l we review some basic facts about foliations,
especially the foliations on smooth surfaces. In [Section 3, we recall the Zariski decomposition
of the canonical divisor Kr for a relatively minimal foliation, and prove in [Proposition 3.5| an
upper bound on the coefficients ac’s of the negative part N = 3" acC. In[Section 4, we restrict
ourselves to the special case when the canonical map x| induces a fibration, and prove in
in [Theorem 4.1] an explicit description on the canonical divisor Kz if Kz - F = 1 and S is of
general type. The Noether type inequalities will be proved in Finally, we will in
construct several examples to illustrate that the Noether type inequalities obtained in
[Theorem 1.2] are sharp.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some basic facts about foliations, especially the foliations on smooth
surfaces. For more details we refer to [Bru04l, McQO8].

We work over the complex number C. By a foliated variety (X, F) we mean a foliation F on
the variety X.

Definition 2.1. A foliation F of rank r on a normal variety X of dimension n is defined by a
rank r coherent subsheaf T C Tx such that

(i) T is saturated, i.e., T /T is torsion free;
(ii) Tr is closed under the Lie bracket, i.e., [a, 8] € T’ for any «a, 8 € Tr.

The singular locus sing(F) of F is the set of points € X where either = € sing(X) or the
quotient sheaf Nr := Tx /Tr fails to be locally free at z. Note that the first condition above
implies that the codimension of sing(F) in X is at least two. The canonical divisor of F is a
divisor Kr on X such that Ox(Kr) = det(Tr)*. Locally in the Euclidean topology around a
smooth point z € X \ sing(F), the foliation F can be defined by a fibration; that is, there exists
an analytic open neighborhood x € U C X and a morphism f: U — C"" such that

T]:|U = kel“(df : TU — f*T(Cn—r).

Conversely, any morphism f : X — Y with connected fibers defines a foliation F by taking the
saturation of ker(df : Tx — f*Ty) in Tx.

We next turn to the foliation on a smooth projective surface S. A foliation F on S can be
given by an exact sequence

0 —Tr —Ts — In(Nr) — 0,

where Tr and Nz are respectively the tangent bundle and normal bundle of F, and I is an
ideal sheaf supported on the singular locus of F. Equivalently, a foliation on S is given by the
data {(U;,v;) }ier, where {U; };cr is an open covering of S, v; is a holomorphic vector field on Uj;
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with at most isolated zeros, and there exists g;; € O&(U; N U;) whenever U; N U; # 0 such that

vilu,nu; = 9iviluinu; - (2.1)
The cocycle {g;;} defines a line bundle which is nothing but the canonical divisor Kz = T'z.

Alternatively, one can also define F using one-forms instead of vector fields. A foliation on
S is given by a collection of one-forms w; € Q(U;) with at most isolated zeros and there exists
fij € O§(U; NU;) whenever U; NU; # () such that

wilv;nu; = fijwilvinu; - (2.2)
The cocycle {g;;} defines a line bundle which is the conormal bundle N;. One can also translate
this into an exact sequence:

0 — N3 — QL — In(KFr) — 0.

For any surjective morphism II : S — S from anther smooth projective surface S there is a
natural foliation F induced by pulling-back F on S. Suppose that {(U;,wi) }ie 1 Is a collection of
local one-forms defining the foliation F. At the first sight, one may think that Fis simply given
by {(IT~1U;, IT*w;) }ic;. But this is not the case in general, since IT*w; may admit one-dimensional
zeros. Alternatively, the foliation F is defined by the following data

{(Vig,@i5)}, iel,je

where V;; is an open covering of S with II(Vi;) € U;, and w;; = H:L(:;Z) with h;; being some

holomorphic function over Vi; satisfying div (hy;) = div (II*(w;)|y;,). In partlcular for any

blowing-up o : S — S centered at p € 9, there is an induced foliation F on S, such that
F| ap=F |s\p under the isomorphism S\ E= S\ {p}, where E is the exceptional curve.

Suppose that p is a singular point of F, and v is a local vector field defining F. The two
eigenvalues A1, Ay of the linear part (Dv)(p) are well-defined up to multiplication by a non-zero
constant.

Definition 2.2. A singularity p of F is called a reduced singularity if at least one of the two
eigenvalues (say, A2) is not zero and the quotient A = % is not a positive rational number. The

foliation F is said to be reduced if any singularity of F is reduced.

Remark that the quotient A = % is unchanged by multiplication of v by a nonvanishing

holomorphic function. Of course, if A\; # 0, we could also consider the quotient AL = ﬁ—i

instead of A, but then A\ ¢ QT iff \™! ¢ Q*. The complex number A = 3L, with an inessential
abuse due to the exchange A < AL, is called the eigenvalue of F at p follovvlng [Bru04]. A
reduced singularity is called non-degenerate if both of the two eigenvalues A; and Ay are non-
zero; otherwise it is called a saddle node. Given any foliation, one can obtain a reduced one by
a sequence of blowing-ups:

Theorem 2.3 (Seidenberg, [BruO4, Theorem1.1]). Given any foliated surface (S,F), there
exists a sequence of blowing-ups 7w : S — S, such that the foliation 7*(F) is reduced.

The birational geometry behaves well for foliated surfaces with reduced singularities, as
showed in [Bru99, Bru04, Men00]. For instance, the pluri-genera p,(F)’s keep invariant un-
der birational maps between reduced foliated surfaces, where the pluri-genus p,,(F) is defined
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as
pu(F) = dim H°(S, nKz).
In particular, the geometric genus py(F) := p1(F) as well as the volume vol(F) are well-defined

birational invariants for foliated surfaces with reduced singularities, where

: p(F) _
vol(F) = lim su = lim su
( ) n~>+oc1>) n2/2 n—-+00 n2/2

An important way to produce foliations comes from fibration on smooth projective surfaces.
Let f: S — B be a fibration of curves, i.e., f is a proper surjective morphism from S onto
B with connected fibers. The fibration defines a foliation F on S by taking the saturation of
ker(df : Ts — f*Tg) in Ts. The canonical divisor Kr is simple:

K}—:KS/B@)OS(Z(l_ai)Ci)y (23)

where Kg/p = Kg—f *(K ) is the relative canonical divisor, the sum is taken over all components
Cy’s in fibers of f, and a; is the multiplicity of C; in fibers of f. The foliation F is reduced if
and only if every possible singular fiber of f is normal crossing. In particular, if the fibration
is semi-stable, i.e., any possible singular fiber of f is a reduced node curve, and any possible
smooth rational component in such a singular fiber intersects other components at least two
points, then F is relatively minimal and Kz = Kg/p by ([2.3).

An irreducible curve C' C S is said to be F-invariant if the inclusion Tr|c — Tx|c factors
through T¢. By a curve C' C S we mean a reduced and compact algebraic curve. So it might be
singular and reducible. Suppose that C' is not F-invariant, or more precisely every irreducible
component of C' is not F-invariant. Then one defines the tangency of F to C as follows. Let
p € C be any point. Around p, let {f = 0} be a local equation of C', and v be a local holomorphic
vector field defining F around p. Then the tangency of F to C at p is defined to be

OS,p

(f;0())

As C' is not F-invariant, tang(F,C,p) < +oo and tang(F,C,p) = 0 except for finitely many
points. Hence one defines the tangency of F to C.

tang(F,C) = Z tang(F, C,p).

peC

tang(F,C,p) = dim¢

Proposition 2.4 ([Bru04, Proposition2.2]). Let C be a curve on S which is not F-invariant.
Then

tang(F,C) = KxC + C2.
In particular,
KzC +C?>0.

We now suppose that C' is F-invariant, or more precisely every irreducible component of C'
is F-invariant. Given any point p € C, let {f = 0} be a local equation of C', and w be a local
holomorphic one-form defining F around p. Because C' is F-invariant, we may write

gw = hdf + fn,
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for some holomorphic one-form 7 and holomorphic functions g, h around p, such that h and f
are coprime. We define

h
Z(F,C,p) = vanishing order of E‘C at p,
CS(F,C,p) = residue of _%‘C at p.

By definition, both Z(F,C,p) and CS(F,C,p) are zero if p is not a singular point of F. If F is
reduced, then Z(F,C,p) > 0 for any p € C [Bru97|. Let

Z(F,.C) =Y Z(F.Cp)= Y.  Z(F.Cp),
peC peC N Sing(F)
CS(F,C) =) CS(F,Cp)= .  CS(F,C,p).
peC peC N Sing(F)

Proposition 2.5 ([Bru04, Proposition 2.2]). Let C' be a curve on S which is F-invariant. Then
Z(F,C) = KzC +x(C), where x(C) = —KgC — C?
CS(F,C) =C2.
In particular, if F is reduced and C is an F-invariant curve, then

0< KrC+ x(C)= KzC — KsC — C* = NxC — C*.

3. THE ZARISKI DECOMPOSITION OF THE CANONICAL DIVISOR K r

In this section, we are concerned about the Zariski decomposition of the canonical divisor
Kr. We will first briefly recall the Zariski decomposition of the canonical divisor Kr for a
relatively minimal foliation F with Kz being pseudo-effective and refer to [McQO08] and [Bru04,
Chapter 8] for more details. Then we give a careful analysis on the negative part, and prove a
technical result about the coefficients appearing in the negative part, which will be helpful in
proving the Noether inequalities.

Definition 3.1. Let F be reduced foliation on a smooth projective S. An irreducible curve
C C S is F-exceptional if

(i). Cis an exceptional curve of first kind on S, i.e., it is a smooth rational curve with C? = —1;
(ii). the contraction of C' to a point produces a new foliation (Sp, Fo) which is still reduced.

Definition 3.2. A foliated surface (S, F) is called relatively minimal if

(i). the foliation F is reduced;
(ii). there is no F-exceptional curve on S.

It is proved that any foliated surface (S,F) has a relatively minimal model, cf. [Bru04,
Proposition 5.1]. We assume in the following that F is a relatively minimal foliation on a
smooth projective surface S such that Kr is pseudo-effective. In fact, the canonical divisor K r
is pseudo-effective if and only if F is not induced by a P!-fibration, cf. [Miy87]. Denote the
Zariski decomposition of Kr by

Kr=P+N, (3.1)
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where P is the nef part and NV is the negative one. By the Riemann-Roch theorem, one sees
directly that

vol(F) = P2
McQuillan proved that the support of the negative part N is a disjoint union of maximal F-
chains.

Definition 3.3. Let F be a relatively minimal foliation on a smooth projective surface S. We
say a curve C' C S is an F-chain if

(i). the curve C is a Hirzebruch-Jung string, i.e., C = U;T:le, each Cj is a smooth rational
curve with CF < =2, C;- C; = 1if [i — j| = 1 and 0 if |i — j| > 2;
(ii). each irreducible component C; is F-invariant;

(iii). Sing(F) N C are all reduced and non-degenerate;
(iv). Z(F,Cy) =1, and Z(F,C;) =2 for any 2 < j <.

Since each irreducible component C; is a smooth rational curve, by [Proposition 2.5| the last
condition (iv) is also equivalent to

(iv). KrCy =—1,and KzC; =0 for any 2 < j <r.

Theorem 3.4 ([Bru04, Theorem38.1)). Let F be a relatively minimal foliation on a smooth
projective surface S. Suppose that Kr is pseudo-effective with the Zariski decomposition as in
BI). Then the support Supp(N) is a disjoint union of mazximal F-chains, and |[N| = 0.

The above theorem shows that all the coefficients in N are less than 1. In fact, since the
support Supp(N) is a disjoint union of maximal F-chains, which can be contracted to singular-
ities of Hirzebruch-Jung type, these coefficients can be explicitly computed out using continued
fractions [BHPV04, §IIL.5]. By contracting the support Supp(/N), one obtains a surface Sy with
finitely many singularities. Then the negative part N can be decomposed into

N =Y Ng,
Q

where the sum runs over all singularities @ on Sy, and Supp(Ng) is supported on the inverse

s

image of @ in S. Suppose that @ is a singularity of type A, 4, and let Ng = > b;C; with
j=1

C = U;_,Cj being a maximal F-chain as above. Define A,11 =0, A, = 1, and the rest A;’s by

the following recursion formula:
Aj—1—ejAj + A1 =0, (3.2)

where e; = —C’f > 2. Then it has been shown in [BHPV04] § IIL.5] that A\; = ¢q, A\g = n. In fact,
it holds that

n 1
— = -
q €2 — T
Moreover,
)\,
bj =2, Vi<ji<r (3.3)
n

We provide a brief explanation of ([B3]). According to the property of the Zariski decomposition
NqoCy = KrCy = —1, NoCj=KrCj =0, V2<j<r
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T
On the other hand, define N = %Cj. Based on (8.2)), one checks directly that

7j=1

N'Cy = -1 = NgCy, N'C; =0=NoCj, V2<j<r
Since the intersection matrix (CZ-CJ-) is negatively definite, it follows that Ng = N, i.e., the
equality (3:3) holds.

T
Proposition 3.5. Let Ng = ) b;C; with C' = U;Zle being a maximal F-chain as above.
j=1

Then )
. afi=1
€1 — 1
bj < 1 (3.4)
-, if j > 2 and ej > 3,
€j
where ej = —Cjz > 2.

Proof. Let \,41 =0, and b; = % for 1 < j < r. By the above arguments, A, = 1, and the rest
Aj’s can be computed by [B.2)). As proved in [BHPVO04, §IIL.5], A\; = ¢ and Ao = n. With the
help of ([B.2]), one proves inductively that

)\j_1>)\j, Vi<j<r+1. (3.5)
Hence

Aj-1= €A = Ajr1 > €Aj — Ay = (e — DA

1
e1—1

In particular, n = A\g > (e; — 1)A\1. Equivalently, by = % < as required.

Suppose now that j > 2. Then
n=2MX>XA_2=e_1Aj_1— X = 2X\j_1 — N; > (2(e; — 1) = 1)Aj > ej);.

The last inequality follows from the assumption that e; > 3. It follows that b; = %J < é if

j > 2 and e; > 3. This completes the proof of (3.4]). O

Remark 3.6. The above bounds on the coefficients of the negative part Ng will be key to
estimate the volume vol(Kr). One can similarly define the volume vol(L) for any big divisor L
on a smooth projective surface S by

dim H°(X,nL)
vol(L) = limsup ————~=
( ) n%Jrof n2/2
The naive Noether type inequalities do NOT hold for L. For instance, let ¢ > 0 and S =
Pp1 (Opl & (9@(6)) be the Hirzebruch surface admitting a unique section Cy with C3 = —e < 0.

Let f: S — P! be the geometrical ruling on S, F be a general fiber of f, and L = mF + Cj.
Suppose that 0 < m < e. Then one checks easily that the Zariski decomposition of L is

e—m

L= <mF n TCO) + Co,
e e
and hence
m? 0
vol(L) = —, h'(L) =m+ 1.
e

Fixing m and letting e — 400, one deduces that there can not exist positive constants a, b such

that vol(L) > ah®(L) — b.
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Of course, in this concrete example, one shows easily that L. = Kz for some reduced foliation
F on S only when m = e — 1 based on ([32) and 33]). If it is indeed the case, then

2 —1)2 1
Vol(}—):m?:(eT):e—Q—i-g>€—2:pg(f)_2'

We refer to for a construction of such a foliation.

4. THE CANONICAL MAP INDUCES A FIBRATION

The main purpose of this section is to prove [Theorem 4.1l which will be key to get the Noether
inequalities when the canonical map of a foliated surface (S, F) induces a fibration.

Let F be a reduced foliation of general type on a smooth projective surface with canonical
divisor Kr. We restrict ourselves in this section to the case when the image ¢(S) is of one-
dimension, where

©=PIKF S --» X C [P’pg(]:)fl,
is the rational map defined by | K z|. In this case, by the Stein factorization, we obtain a diagram
as follows.

S’ z

S
I
A,
A
™ Y P

B 3 C Pre(F)—1

desingularization

Here w : B — Y is finite, and f : S’ — B is a fibration of curves with connected fibers. The
foliation F lifts to a foliation F’ on S’, which is also reduced. Since F is reduced,

Kz :O'*K]:—i-g,

where £ is some effective divisor supported on the exceptional curves of the birational morphism
o. Moreover,

|Krr| = 0"|KF| +E.
It follows that the map ¢ K| factors through ¢k |, and hence it induces the same fibration
f: 8" — B. By replacing (S, F) by (S, F'), we may assume that the moving part of the linear
system |K x| is base-point-free, so that the canonical map ¢k | induces a fibration f: S — B.

S
T y p

desingularization

B e Pprg(F)—1

After such a replacement, the foliation F is still reduced of general type, but not necessarily
relatively minimal any more. Let F' be a general fiber of f. As the foliation F is assumed to be
of general type, it follows that

Kr-F>1.

The main purpose in this section is to prove the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let F be a reduced foliation of general type on a smooth projective surface S,
such that its canonical map ¢ = |k | induces a fibration f: S — B as above. Suppose that S
is of general type and that Kr - F = 1. Then

pg(F) = g(B). (4.1)
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More precisely, if g(B) > 1, then
|Kr| ="Kl + Co + Zy, (4.2)

such that | f*Kpg| (resp. Co+ Z,) is the moving part (resp. fized part) of |Kr|, where Cy C S is
a section of f, and Z, is effective whose support is contained in fibers of f. Here we understand
that the moving part |f*Kpg| is empty if g(B) = 1.

We divide the key points of the proof of [Theorem 4.1l into several propositions as follows.

Proposition 4.2. Let F be a reduced foliation on S and f : S — B be a fibration on S. Suppose
that g(F) > 2 and Kr - F =1, where F is a general fiber of f. Then the foliation F is different
from the foliation G defined by taking the saturation of ker(df : Ts — f*T) in Ts.

Proposition 4.3. Let F be a reduced foliation on S and f : S — B be a fibration on S. Suppose
that F is different from the foliation G defined by taking the saturation of ker(df : Ts — f*Tp)
i Tg. Then the canonical divisor Kx has the following form

Kr=f"Kp+ Z, (43)
where Z is effective.

Proposition 4.4. Let F be a reduced foliation on S and f : S — B be a fibration on S. Suppose
that g(F) > 2 and Kr - F = 1, where F is a general fiber of f. Let Z be the effective divisor as

in [@3). Then
L T
Z =Cy+ Z Z nijC’ij, (44)
i=1 j=1
where Cy C S is a section of f, and Cj;’s are all contained in fibers of f. Moreover, the
7
coefficients n;;’s satisfy the following property: if F; = > m;;Cyj is a fiber of f, then there
j=1
exists at least one 1 < j < r; such that n;; < my;.

We postpone the proofs of the above three propositions, and first prove [Theorem 4.7] based
on them.

Proof of [Theorem 4.1l Since S is of general type, the genus g(F) > 2 for a general fiber F' of
f: S — B, cf. [BHPV04, §V]. Thus the foliation F is different from the foliation G defined

by taking the saturation of ker(df : Ts — f*Tp) in Ts by [Proposition 4.2 According to
[Proposition 4.3| and [Proposition 4.4]

£
Kr=f"Kp+Co+Zy,  with Z,=>» Y niCy, (4.5)
i=1 j=1

where Cy C S is a section of f, and Cj;’s are all contained in fibers of f. In particular,
pg(F) = h(S, Kx) > h°(B,Kg) = g(B).

As g(F') > 2 for a general fiber F of f, the section Cj is certainly contained in the fixed part
of |Krz|. Hence

hO(S’ K]:) = ho(sa f*KB + ZU)
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According to [Proposition 4.4] the coeflicients n;;’s satisfy the following property: if F; =
T

> m;;Cyj; is a fiber of f, then there exists at least one 1 < j < r; such that n;; < m;;.
j=1

This means that h%(S, Z,) = 1, and that

£.05(2,) = Op.

Therefore,
W(S, K5) = h(S, f*Kp + Zy) = h°(B, Kp ® .05(Z,)) = h°(B, Kp) = g(B).
This proves ({1]), from which together with (435]) the equality (4.2]) follows. O

We now come back to the proofs of Propositions [£.2H4.4l A key observation is the following.

Lemma 4.5. Let F be a reduced foliation on S and f : S — B be a fibration on S. Suppose
that g(F) > 2 and Kr-F = 1, where F is a general fiber of f. Let Fy be any fiber of f : S — B.
Then there is at least one component C C Fy which is not F-invariant. In particular, any
smooth fiber of f is not F-invariant.

T
Proof. We prove by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a fiber Fy = ) m;C}, such that ev-
j=1

ery component C; is F-invariant. Since F is reduced, the fiber Fj is normal crossing. According
to [Proposition 2.5 for any component C; C Fp,

Z(F,Cj) = KrC;j — KsCj — C;. (4.6)
By definition, if p € C; is a singularity of F, then Z(F,Cj,p) > 1. Hence

Z(F,Cj) = CiC;.
i

Combining this with (4.0]),
Y CiCj < KyCj— KgC;—C3,  for any fixed 1 < j <.
i#j

It follows that

ZZmJCC ZZmJCC <ZmJKfC m;KsCj —m;C5)

i=1 j#i J=1i#j

= (K7 — Kg) - ijcj - m;C}

J=1 J=1

T
= (Kr —Ks)- Fo— Y _ miC}
=1

=1—(29(F Z m;C2.

Thus

<

T

1—(29(F)—2) > > mCiCi+miCl | =Y Ry Ci =
i=1 \ j#i '

This gives a contradiction if g(F') > 2. O
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Proof of [Proposition 4.2, This follows directly from [Lemma 4.5l Indeed, if F is the same as the
foliation G defined by taking the saturation of ker(df : Ts — f*Tg) in T, then every fiber of
f is F-invariant, which contradicts [Lemma 4.5 U

Proof of[Proposition 4.5 Let w; be any local holomorphic one-form on the base curve B. Since
F is different from the foliation G defined by taking the saturation of ker(df : Ts — f*Tg) in
Ts, the contraction of f*(w;) with the local field v; defining F gives a non-zero local section of
K. Globally, it is just the following contraction map

H(S,Ts(T3) ® f*HY(B,Qp) — H(S,Kr)
(v, frw) = (v, fw),
where v = (Uj,v;) is a local vector field defining F, which can be viewed as a section of
HO(S,Ts(T¥)) by @I), and w = (V;,w;) € H*(B,Q}) with f(U;) C V;. Remark that the
above contraction map also makes sense if w is a rational one-form on B (in this case, the image
(v, f*w) would be a rational section of Kr in general). To be concrete, let ¢; be a local coordinate

of B on V;. Then (V;,dt;) defines a holomorphic section of w € H(B,QL(-Kg)), i.e., wis a
twist one-form on B. Hence

a = (v, f*w) = {(Us, (v, f*dt;)) } € H'(S, Kr ® f*(—Kg)). (4.7)

In other words,
K]: - f*KB =div (Oé)
By construction, « is locally holomorphic, and hence Z = div(«) is effective. This proves

@3). O

Proof of [Proposition 4.4 Since g(F) > 2 and Kr - F' = 1, by [Proposition 4.2] the foliation F is
different from the foliation G defined by taking the saturation of ker(df : Ts — f*Ip) in Ts.
According to the proof of [Proposition 4.3] above, we have to determine the divisor Z = div («)
in (4.7).

Since Kr - F' = 1, the horizontal part of div («) consists of exactly one section of f, which we

T
denote by Cp. It remains to decide the vertical part of div («). Let F; = 3 m;;C;; be any fiber
j=1

of f, and
T
div (Oé) = ZnijCZ‘j + Z,,
j=1
where the support of Z’ does not contain any component of F;. Then we have to show that
there exists at least one 1 < j < 7; such that n;; < m;;. (4.8)
Let p;; € C;; be a general point of C;;. As p;; € Cj; is general, there exist a local coordinate

(x,y) around p;; such that C;; = {x = 0}, and a local coordinate ¢t around ¢ = f(F;) such that
map f is defined by ¢ = 2. Suppose that v = h(z, y)a% + g(z, y)a—% around p;;. Then around

the point p;;, f*dt = mijxmifl, and hence
0 a .. s —
Q= (h(xay)% +g(xay)a_yaf dt) :ijh(x’y)x Y 1'

Therefore,
ngj = my; — 1 4 order, (h(a:, y)),
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where
order, (h(z,y)) = max {k | 2* divides h(z,y)}.
It follows that

nij > my;, <=« divides h(x,y), <= Cj; is F-invariant.

Hence (48] follows immediately from [Lemma 4.5 This completes the proof. O

5. THE PROOF OF THE NOETHER TYPE INEQUALITIES

In this section, we prove the Noether type inequalities for a foliated surface of general type.
As illustrated in [Section Tl it relies on the canonical map | |, where

Qlicy| : S - X C PP, (5.1)

is the rational map defined by |Kr|. [Theorem 1.2 will be proved in [Proposition 5.1] if ¥ is of
dimension two, and in [Proposition 5.4]if 3 is of dimension one.

Before going to the proof, let’s do some preparations. As F is of general type, vol(F) > 0.
Hence we will always assume in this section that

py(F) = h°(S, KF) > 3.

Given any foliated surface (.S, F) with reduced singularities, by [Bru04, Proposition 5.1], one can
contract F-exceptional curves to obtain a relatively minimal foliated surface (S’, F') such that
vol(F') = vol(F) and py(F') = py(F). Therefore, we may assume that F is relatively minimal
as well. Let

be the decomposition of the complete linear system |Kx|, where Z is the fixed part. Let p :
Y — X be the desingularization of 3, where ¥ = || (S) is the image of S under the canonical
map as in (5.0)). By a sequence of blowing-ups o : S — S centered on the base points of |M|,
we obtain a well-defined morphism ¢ : S — Y with the following diagram.
= S
|
¢ | P=P|IK£|

wn

p

desingularization

).<

v
N C Ppre(F)—1

There are two possiblities of the dimension of the image ¥: dimY =2 or dim ¥ = 1.

Proposition 5.1. Let (S, F) be a foliated surface of general type with reduced singularities.
Suppose that the image X = ¢\ |(S) is of dimension two. Then

{vol(}") > pg(F) —2;

5.3
vol(F) > 2py(F) — 4, if moreover S is of general type. (5:3)

Moreover, if the equality in any of the above two inequalities holds, then the image 3 is a surface
of minimal degree (equal to py(F) — 2) in PPs)=1 and deg(p) = 1 (resp. deg(y) = 2) if the
equality in the first (resp. second) inequality holds.
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Proof. By construction, the map

poo: SN PN,
is defined by the complete linear system |M| with M = o*M — >~ a;j&;. According to [BeaT9,
Lemme 1.2],

M? > M? > deg(yp) - deg(%).
On the other hand, let
Kr =P+ N,
be the Zariski decomposition of Kz, where P is nef and N is negative. Then
vol(F) = P2 > M? > M? > deg(y) - deg() > pg(F) — 2.
The last equality follows from [Bea79, Lemme 1.4]. Moreover, if the equality holds, then deg(y) =
1 and deg(X) = py(F) — 2 in Pra(F)-1
Suppose moreover that S is of general type. If deg(p) = 1, then ¥ is a surface of general type
birational to S, and hence by [Bea79l, Lemme 1.4] and [Bea79, Remarque 1.5] one obtains that
Vol(F) > deg(y) - deg(%) = deg(X) > 2(py(F) — 2).
If deg(yp) > 2, then
vol(F) = deg(yp) - deg(E) = 2(py(F) — 2).

The equality holds implies that deg(y) = 2 and deg(X) = py(F) — 2. This completes the
proof. O
Remark 5.2. According to [Bea79, Lemme 1.4], for any non-ruled surface ¥ C PPs()=1 it holds

deg(X) > 2p,y(F) — 4.
Hence by the above proof, we have actually proved that

vol(F) > 2p,(F) — 4,
for any foliation F of general type with reduced singularities, if S is not a ruled surface and the
image ¥ = ¢ ((S) is of dimension two. Moreover, if the equality holds, then

(i). either deg(y) =1 and deg(X) = 2py(F) — 4;
(ii). either deg(y) = 2 and deg(X) = py(F) — 2.

In the rest part of this section, we will assume that dim3 = 1. In this case, by the Stein
factorization, we obtain a diagram as follows.

S z S
[
! l¢ | P=PIK £
s P Y
B Y by

desingularization

Here m : B — Y is finite, and f : S Bisa family of curves with connected fibers. By
construction, the map

pog: S— % PN
is defined by the complete linear system |M|, where |M]| is obtained by blowing-up the base
points of |M]|. Since |M | is base-point-free and induces a fibration f : S — B, it follows that

pg(]:):hO(S,M):hO(S,M):hO(B,f* §( ))
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According to the Riemann-Roch theorem,
deg(L) > py(F) — 1,
where L = f*Og(M ) is a line bundle on B. Note that M=f *(L). Hence, we have numerically,
M =pum deg(L) F, with deg(L) > py(F) — 1, (5.4)
where F' is a general fiber of f.
Lemma 5.3. If the linear system |M| has a base point, then
VOU(F) > (pg(F) = 1)% > 2py(F) — 4.

Proof. Let A = o,(F). If |M| has a base point, then A% > 1. Hence

VOl(F) > P2 > M? > ((py(F) — 1)A)? > (py(F) — 1)° O

We assume from now on that |M| is base-point-free. In other words, ¢ : S — ¥ is already a
morphism. Hence one gets a commutative diagram as follows.

S
/ ltﬁm
T y p

desingularization

B e PPy (F)—1

Proposition 5.4. Let (S,F) be a foliated surface of general type with reduced singularities.
Suppose that the canonical map ¢ induces a fibration f : S — B as above. Let F' be a
general fiber of f. Then Kr - F > 1.

(i). The following inequalities holds.

0o (F) —4, if Kr-F>2:
vol(F) > Pol7) f ’ (5.5)
pg(]-")—2, lfK]:-F:L
(ii). If Kr - F =1 and S is also of general type, then
vol(F) > 2pg(F) — 2. (5.6)

Proof. Since F is of general type, i.e., Kr is big, it follows that Kr - F' > 1.

(i). As explained at the beginning of this section, we may assume that the foliation F is
relatively minimal. By [Lemma 5.3] we may assume that |M| is base-point-free. The relation in
(54)) rephrases as

M =,um deg(L) F, with deg(L) > py(F) — 1.

The moving part M is clear nef, from which it follows that M < P, or equivalently N < Z,
where P is the nef part and N is the negative part of Kr in its Zariski decomposition, and Z is
the fixed part of |Kr| as in (5.2]). Hence

vol(F) = P> > P-M > (pg(F) = 1)P- F = (py(F) — 1) (Kr — N) - F. (5.7)

Therefore, it suffices to prove a lower bound on P - F', or equivalently an upper bound on NV - F.

The fibration f : S — B defines a natural foliation G by taking the saturation of the kernel
ker(df : Ts — f*Tg) in Ts. The given foliation F may be equal to or different from G.
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Suppose that F = G. Then the genus g(F) > 2 since F is assumed to be of general type.
Moreover, the canonical divisor is easy to compute:

Kr=Kg=Ks® f*Kg'® 05(2(1 - ai)Cz),

where the sum is taken over all components in fibers of f, and a; is the multiplicity of C; in its
fiber. Note that the support of the negative part N is a sum of F-chains (cf. [Theorem 3.4]), and
thus contained in fibers of f. Combining this with (&.7)),

vol(F) > (pg(F) —1) (K —N)-F
= (pg(F) —1) Kr - F
= (29(F) = 2)) (pg(F) — 1) = 2(pg(F) — 1).

In the rest part of the proof, we will always assume that F is different from the foliation G
defined by taking the saturation of the kernel ker(df : Ts — f*T) in Ts. By (B.1), it suffices
to prove that

2(py(F) — 2
—(pg((f))_l), it Ky F > 9
P.F p(“‘}) ) (5.8)
Dg - .
P Z2 0 Ky F=1.
pg(F) — 1 d

Let Z = Zy, + Z,, where Z is the fixed part of |[Kr| as in (5.2]), and each component in Z, is
contained in fibers of f, while each component in Z; maps surjectively to the base B. Similarly,
we can decompose the negative as N = Ny, + N,. Let

Zy = Zacc, Zy = Z apD,
N, = ZbCC, N, = ZbDD.

Then the coefficients {ac, ap}’s are positive integers; while {bc, bp }’s belong to [0, 1) by[Theorem 3.4
since the foliation F is assumed to be relatively minimal.

Suppose first that there exists an irreducible component Cy C Zj with 002 = —2and bg, >0
(i.e., Cy is contained in the support of N). Then

0= P Co = ((acy — bcy) Co+ (pg(F) = 1)F) - Co = =2(aci, = bcy) + (pg(F) = 1) F - Co.

It follows that
(pg(}-) - 1)F - Co

aCo - bCo 2 9
Then ( )
pg(]:)_l 2pg(-7:)_2
P-F>ac, —bo, > > 5.9
0 0 2 pg(]:) _ 1 ( )
It remains to show that the above inequality is strict if Kz F > 2. Indeed, if P-F = %,

then py(F) = 3 and

P-F=ag, —bo,=F-Co=1.
Note that bo, < 1 by [Theorem 3.4l and b, > 0 by assumption. This gives a contradiction,
since ac, is an integer. Hence the inequality (5.9) is strict as required.

We can now assume that for any component C' C Dy, either C' is not contained in the support
of N, or —C? > 3. In other words, every possible irreducible curve C, which maps surjectively
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onto the base C' and occurs in the negative part N, satisfies that C? < —3. We will prove under
the above assumption that

ac
pg(F) =1
To prove (B.I0]), we may assume that b > 0, i.e., C' is contained in the support of the negative

part N, which is a union of maximal F-chains. Suppose that C is contained in the maximal
T

F-chain ) Cj. If C is not the first component C in the maximal F-chain, then
j=1

bo < (5.10)

0=Kzr-C>acC?+ (pg(F) = 1)F-C > acC?®+ (py(F) — 1).
Combining this with ([B8.4]), one gets
1 ac
bc < < .
CST02 T p(F) -1
If C is the first component (' in the maximal F-chain, then there are two possibilities: either

the maximal F-chain consists of exactly one component C'y = C, or there is another curve, say
(', contained in the negative part N intersecting Cy = C. If it is the first case, then

~1=N-C =bcC?,
1=Kz C>acC?+ (py(F) = 1)F - C > acC? + (py(F) - 1).

Hence

If it is the second case, then
—1=Kr-C> acc2 + (pg(]:) - 1)F -CH+acr > acc2 + py(F),

where acr is the coefficient of C’ in Z (as the component C” is in the support of N and N < Z,
it follows that C’ is contained in the support of Z). Combining this together with (B.4]), one

gets
1 ac

< .
<—C2_Pg(]:)—1

bc

This completes the proof of (5.10).
Come back to the proof of (5.8). According to (5.10]),

P-F:Z(ac—bc)C-F ZZ(a(j—pg(}_if_l)C-F

This proves (5.8]), and hence completes the proof of (B.7).
(ii). Since it is assumed that py(F) > 3, from [Theorem 4.1] it follows that g(B) = pgy(F) > 3

and the canonical linear system
|KF| = [f"Kp|+ Co + Z,

such that |f*Kpg| (resp. Co+Z,) is the moving part (resp. fixed part) of | Kz|, where Cp C S'is a
section of f, and Z, is effective whose support is contained in fibers of f. Since g(Cp) = g(B) > 3,
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the curve Cj is not contained in the support of negative part N in the Zariski decomposition
Kr =P+ N. It follows that

vol(F)=P?*>P- f*Kp = (Kr — N)- f*Kp = Kz - f*Kp = 29(B) — 2 = 2p,(F) — 2.
This proves (5.6]). O

Proof of [Theorem 1.2, As F is of general type, vol(F) > 0, and hence we may assume that
pg(F) = 3. Let p = o, |+ S -2 C PPs(F)=1 be the rational map defined by |Kx|. If the
image Y is of dimension two, it follows from [Proposition 5.1} if ¥ is of dimension one, it follows
from [Proposition 5.4} ]

6. EXAMPLES

In this section, we will construct several examples. [Example 6.1] and [Example 6.4] show that
the two Noether type inequalities in [Theorem 1.2] are both sharp. In we construct
a sequence of reduced foliated surfaces (Sy,, Fy,) of general type, such that vol(F,) > pe(Fn) — 2
and that the difference vol(F,) — (py(F) —2) tends to zero. This shows a phenomenon different
from the case for algebraic varieties, where there exists so-called ”the second Noether inequality”,
cf. [HZ22]. In we will construct a sequence of reduced foliated surfaces (S, F) of
general type, whose canonical map |k .| induces a fibration f : S — B with g(B) > 2, g(F') > 2
and Kr - F =1, where F is a general fiber of f.

Example 6.1. In this example, we construct a sequence of reduced foliated surfaces (S, F;,) of
general type, such that the volume vol(F,,) and the geometric genus py(F;,) tend to the infinity
and that the following equality holds

vol(Fp) = pg(Fn) — 2. (6.1)

Let Fy be a foliation of degree two on P? with reduced singularities. Such a foliation exists,
cf. JLS20, Proposition 3.2]. In fact, any foliation of degree d on P? can be generated by a vector
of the form ([GO89, Bru04])

0 0
where (z,y) is an affine coordinate of P2, P(x,%),Q(z,y) are polynomials of degree < d, and
R(z,y) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree d (plus some nondegeneracy conditions). Let

0 0
Va8 = x( —a? 4 2? y2> — + y<2a5 + 2o+ B)y + z? + y2> (6.2)

ox y’
where o, f € C\ Q are general. The foliation Fy defined by v, s admits 7 singularities:
(0’0)’ (O’ _QQ)’ (O’ _B)’ (a,O), (_O"O),

< ay/3(0% = 5?) —ala+28) ) ( —a/3(a? = 3%)  —a(a+2B) )

20+3 7 2a+p 200+ 3 T 2a+p
The eigenvalues at these 7 singularities are respectively equal to
—« 4o — 28 B(B — 2a) a+ 26
M=—, d=—" M= M= =
1 25 ) 2 3a ) 3 52 — a2 4 5 20

~ (a—28)2a — ) — /(a —2B)%(2a — B)? — 24a(a + 28)(8% — a?)
(a—28)(2a — B) + /(a — 28)2(2a — B)? — 24a(a + 26)(8? — o?)
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If o, B are sufficiently general (for instance if {a, 8} € C\ Q are algebraic independent over Q),
then the eigenvalue \; € C\ Q for 1 < ¢ < 7, and hence these are all reduced singularities.
Moreover, the two lines Ly := {z = 0} and L := {y = 0} are both Fy-invariant in view of
62). Let o : S; — P? be the blowing-up centered at (0,0), and F; be the induced foliation on
S1. Then Fj is still reduced, and

Kr = O'*f{]:O = O'*O]Pm(l) ~ Cy+ F,

where ’~’ stands for the linear equivalence, Cy = £ C S is the unique section (also the excep-
tional curve of o) with C§ = —1, and F} is a general fiber of fi. Hence

vol(F1) = vol(Fp) =1, Pg(F1) = pg(Fo) = 3.
It follows that the foliations Fy and F; (they are birational to each other) satisfy (6.I)). By
construction, Sp is isomorphic to the Hirzebruch surface Pp1 (O]]:Dl @ OP1(1)). Let
f1 : Sl — ]P’l

be the ruling on Sy, and Fpy, F, be the strict transforms of the two lines Lg, Lo respectively.
As both Ly and Ly, are Fy-invariant, it follows that both Fy and F,, are Fi-invariant. Let
7, : P! — P! be the cyclic cover of degree n > 2 branched over fi(Fy) and fi(Fy), and
S, = S1 X, P! be the fiber product as follows.

SHLSI

fnl lfl

Pl n Pl

It is clear that 5, = Ppm (OPl & Op1 (n)) Let F,, be the induced foliation on S,,. Then F,, is
a reduced foliation since the eigenvalues \; € C\ Q at each of the 7 singularities of Fy. Since
both Fy and F,, are Fi-invariant, one obtains that (cf. [Bru04, §2.3(4))),

Kr, =L (KF) =1L;(Co + Fy) = II,,' (Co) + nFy,
where F), is a general fiber of f,,, and II,,}(Cp) is the strict transform of Cy in S, satisfying
I1,1(Cy)? = —n. Hence
vol(F,) = n, Pg(Fn) =n+2.
Therefore, the equality (6.1]) holds for the foliation J,,. This completes the construction.

Example 6.2. In this example, we construct a sequence of reduced foliated surfaces (.S, F;,) of
general type, such that the volume vol(F,,) and the geometric genus py(F;,) tend to the infinity
and that the following equality holds

1

pg(Fn)

vol(Fpn) = pg(Fn) — 2+ (6.3)

Let n > 2 and S,, = Pp: (O]pl @ Op1 (n)) be the Hirzebruch surface admitting a unique section
Cp with 002 = -—n<0. Let f: S, — P! be the geometrical ruling on S,,, which makes S,, as a
P!'-bundle over the projective line P. Note that any P'-bundle over an affine space is necessarily
trivial. One can obtain the Hirzebruch surface S, by gluing the two trivial P!-bundles C x P!
by

C x P! — C x P!,
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(z, [Yo,Y1]) = (% [Yo,w"Yﬂ)-

More explicitly, one may obtain S,, by gluing four affine spaces as follows. Let (x;,y;) be the
affine coordinate on U; =2 C2 = C x C for 1 < i < 4. The transition functions on their overlaps

are given by
1 1 1 )
(.%'1, yl) - (1’2, _> - <_7 $§y3> - <_7 _4> .
Y2 3 T4 Y4

Moreover, Co N U; = {y1 = 0}.
Let F,, be the foliation on S,, defined (U;,v;), where

(Ul = h(x1 yl)_(? +yig(x )_6
) 8551 19{(%1,Y1 8y17
vy = Yoh(xo 1/2/2)—a — 1y29(2 1/?/2)—8
) 8.%'2 7 8y27

n,.y 9 n e w3\ 0
U3 = —xsh(l/iﬂs,ﬂ?:sy:s)a—% + (ny:sh(l/ﬂ?:s,ﬁﬂsys) + z3 19%9(1/333@3%)) S

0 _ 0
vg = —24ysh(1/24, 2} [ys) 75— — (nyih(l/$47ﬂcﬁ/y4) + @ 1?/49(1/9547952/3/4)) Ea
0xy 0?/4
where
n ' n—1 ) n—l~ )
h(@1,y1) = ao + y1 - Z i g(x1,m1) = Z bzt + v - Z bjxy.
i=1 j=1 J=1

Here a;,a;,bj,b; are some complex numbers satisfying certain non-degenerate conditions to
insure these v;’s contain no one-dimensional zeros. Then one checks easily by (2.1]) that

Kr, =Co+ (n—1)F,

where F is a general fiber of the ruling f : S,, — P!. It follows that the Zariski decomposition
of Kr is the following.

Kr, =P+ N,
where P = (n — 1)F + "TflCo is the nef part, and N = %Co is the negative part. Hence

1
VOI(]:n) :’I’L—Q—{—E, pg(]:n):na

from which the equality (6.3]) follows immediately. To complete the construction, we should
insure that the foliation F,, is reduced. A sufficient condition to ensure a singularity p € U;
of F, to be reduced is that both of the eigenvalues A1, Ay of (Dv;)(p) are non-zero and the
quotient Aj/\g is not a positive rational number. This should be satisfied for a general choice
of these complex numbers {a;, a;, b;, Bj}, similar to the situation on P?, [L.S20, Proposition 3.2].
For instance, one can take

h(z1,y1) = 1 + ol g(z1,y1) = az? ' +y1, where a € C\ Q.

The number of singularities of F,, is #Sing(F) = 2n + 2. There are 2n — 1 singularities in U;:

1
Sing(F)NUy = {pi = (&, —a&l ), i=1,--- ,2n— 1},  where &1 = -
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By direct computation, the two eigenvalues of (Dwy)(p;) are

(@ —n)+ \/(04 +n)2 +4(n — 1)a2¢" 2
26 '

Hence these p;’s are reduced singularities of F,,. The rest three singularities of F,, are all on the
fiber

Fy = {x3 =0} U{xq4 = 0}.

To be explicit, the rest three singularities are

{(0,0), (o, n;—”a)} CUs, and {(0,0)} C UL

The eigenvalues of F;, at these three singularities are respectively equal to —n, W and n+a.

Hence the foliation F,, is reduced as required.

Remark 6.3. In the above example, |[Kz,| = |(n — 1)F| + Cy, where |M| := |(n — 1)F| is the
moving part and Cj is the fixed part of |[Kz|. It follows that

1
vol(F)=n—1+—-—=P-M < Kr-M.
n

Example 6.4. In this example, we construct a sequence of reduced foliated surfaces (S, F) of
general type with S being a surface of general type and

vol(F) = 2pg(F) — 4. (6.4)

Let f: S — P! be a semi-stable fibration of curves of genus g = 2, whose slope

77 deg f.05(Kgp1)

Such a semi-stable fibration f : S — P! exists; indeed, one can construct such a fibration as
follows. Let Y = Pp1 (Op1 ® Op1(n)) be the Hirzebruch surface with the ruling b : ¥ — P!, and
L,, = 6Cy+ 2mT, where C is the section with C? = —n and I is a general fiber of h. Then L,,
is very ample if m is sufficiently large (in fact m > 3n is enough, cf. [Har77, CorV.2.18]). By
the Bertini theorem [Har77, ThmII.8.18], a general element R € |L,,| satisfies that

(i). the divisor R is smooth;
(ii). the restricted map h|g : R — P! has only simply ramified points, i.e., the ramification
indices are all equal to 2.

=2, where Kgp1 = Kg — f"Kp1.

Let 7 : S — Y be the double cover branched over such a general divisor R, and f = hor : S — P!
the induced fibration. Then f is a semi-stable fibration of curves of genus 2. Moreover, one
checks easily that

Kp = 2(Kypr + R/2)* = 4m — 6n,
1
deg f*OS(Ks/]pl) = ZR . (Ky/]pl =+ R/Q) = 2m — 3n

Let F be the foliation on S defined by taking the saturation of ker(df : T — f*Tp1) in Ts.
Then F is reduced, relatively minimal, and Kz = Kg/pi. Hence

vol(F) = K% = 4m — 6n.
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Morevoer, since the Hodge bundle deg f.Og(Kg /HJ)I) is of rank two and semi-positive, it follows
that

pg(F) = h°(S, Kr) = hO(P', £.O5(Kg/p1)) = 2 + deg fOs(Kg/p1) = 2m — 3n + 2.

Therefore, the Noether equality (6.4) holds for (S,F). Moreover, if m > 3"—;4, then K2 =
Kg /p1 8 > 0, and hence S would be a surface of general type.

Example 6.5. In this example, we construct a sequence of reduced foliated surface (S,F)

of general type, whose canonical map ¢, induces a fibration f : S — B with g(B) > 2,

g(F) =g > 2, and (where F' is a general fiber of f)
{K; ‘F =1,

VOl(F) = 4py(F) — 4 = 4g(B) — 4. (6.5)

Let B be a curve of genus g(B) > 2, and ¢ : B — P! is a finite cover of degree 2m with only
simply ramified points, i.e., the ramification indices are all equal to 2. Let Y = P! x B, with two
projections hl, hs. The curve B can be embedded into Y by mapping x € B to (¢¥(z),z) € Y
as a section of iLQ.

B 7 ho

Y
!
(G
]P>1
Denote by D = i(B) C Y, and let T; = h7'(pi)’s (1 <4 < 29 + 1) be 2g + 1 general fibers
R 2g+1
of hy, where g > 0. Then one sees that R = D + > I; is an even divisor, and hence one can
1=1
construct a double cover 7 : S — Y branched exactly over R. The surface S is singular. In
fact, each I'; intersects D transversely at 2m points, since I; is general. One can perform a
canonical resolution to resolve the singularities on S, cf. [BHPV04, §V.22]. Let 0 : ¥ — Y be

2g+1
the birational map by blowing up these intersection points Dﬂ z I, andlet 7: S — Y be

B

the induced double cover. Then S would be a smooth surface Wlth follovvlng diagram.

f=f2

/_Y-\
T ho
/ i
R Y ha
u Y
h1
Pl

The fibration f; : S — P! defines a foliation F on S by taking the saturation of ker(df; : Ts —
fiTp1) in Tg. We want to check that the foliation F satisfies our requirements.

B

0y <=—WU

Let D (resp. C) be the strict transform of D in Y (resp. S), and I'; (resp. A;) be the strict
transform of I'; in Y (resp. S). Let & be the union of exceptional curves intersecting I'; (&;
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consists of 2m components). Then

2g+1 2g+1
KYZO'*(KY,)—F ZEZ’ FZ:U*(FZ)—EZ, D:O'*(D)— ZEZ
i=1 i=1
Hence
2g+1 1 2g+1
KS:w*(Ky)+C’+ZlAi:(aow)*(KY+§(D+le‘i)). (6.6)
1= 1=

By construction, any singular fiber of f; is normal crossing. Hence the foliation F defined by
taking the saturation of ker(df; : Ts — fi{Tp1) in Ts is reduced. Moreover, the curves A;’s are
of multiplicity equal to two in fibers of fi, and all the other components in fibers of f; are of
multiplicity one. It follows that

2g+1 2g+1

i=1 =1
2g+1
= (hgooom)*(Kp) + Z &+ C
=1
2g+1
= ["Kp + Z?mC,

i=1

where £; C S is the strict transform of &. Let F be a general fiber f = f, : S — B. Then

7(F) = P! and F is double cover of 7(F) branched over 2g + 2 points (the branched divisor is
2g+1

(D+ Y T;)Na(F)). By the Hurwitz formula, one obtains
i=1

g(F) =gy.
Moreover,
2g+1
Ky F=(fKp+Y &+C) F=C-F=1
i=1

Since C'- F =1 and g(F) = g > 2, the curve C' must be contained in the fixed part of the linear
system |Kr|. It follows that

2g+1
Po(F) = (S, K5) = 10(S, f K+ 3 &) = h°(B, Kp) = g(B),

i=1
In fact, one proves moreover that
K| =|f"Kpl+ Z,

2g+1
where Z = &;+C is the fixed part of | Kz|. In particular, the canonical map |k ,| is nothing
i=1
but the same as the map )+, defined by the linear system |f*Kp|. Hence the canonical map
¢\ 7| induces the fibration f: S — B as required. It remains to check the equality

vol(F) = 4g(B) — 4. (6.7)
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To this purpose, we first compute the Zariski decomposition of Kr. By construction, every
2g+1__
irreducible component in > &; is a smooth rational curve with self-intersection —2. Moreover,
i=1
2g-+1 2g-+1

(00 n)*(D) = ﬂ*(D+ 3 &) =20+ Y &,
=1 =1

Hence
2g+1
Kr=f*Kp+ ZEH—C:P+N,
i=1
where
. D 129+1
p= *<h*K —> N=-SN"E.
(7 om)* (R5(KB) + 5 ) P

One checks easily that this is the Zariski decomposition of K. Hence

. D\ 2
vol(F) = P2 = 2<h;(KB) + 5) = 2(2¢9(B) — 2).
This proves (6.7)). Finally, By (6.6), one computes that
K2 =4(g—1)(29(B) —2+m) > 0.

In particular, S is of general type.
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