arXiv:2408.11738v1 [math.AG] 21 Aug 2024

EXISTENCE OF COMPLEMENTS FOR FOLIATIONS

YEN-AN CHEN, DONGCHEN JIAO, AND PASCALE VOEGTLI

Abstract. This paper demonstrates the existence of Q-complements for algebraically integrable log-Fano foliations on klt ambient varieties. Additionally, we investigate properties of algebraically integrable Fano foliations such as a partial inversion of adjunction as well as a connectedness principle.

1. Introduction

A monotone Q -complement of a log canonical pair (X, B) is a Q-divisor B^+ ≥ B such that K_X + B^+ ∼_Q 0 and (X, B^+) is log canonical. The investigation of complements of Fano varieties has a rather long history. Studied in full generality for the first time by Prokhorov and Shokurov in [26] the concept dates back to a publication of Shokurov [27] on low dimensional varieties. In 2016 in [5] Birkar proved the existence of monotone n-complements for Fano type varieties of given dimension under the additional assumption that the coefficients of the Q -divisor B lie in a controlled set. More precisely, he shows that for all log canonical Fano type pairs (X, B) where the dimension of X as well as the coefficient set of B are fixed, there exists an n only depending on the latter two conditions such that n(K_X + B^+) ∼ 0. These are commonly referred to as bounded complements. The existence of bounded complements allowed Birkar in a subsequent publication [6] to verify a long standing conjecture due to Borisov-Alexeev-Borisov (BAB) which states that the set of ϵ-lc Fano varieties of a fixed dimension forms a bounded family.

Since the release of [5], complements have become a rather active field of research as a plethora of publications on complements testifies. Without any claim of completeness, this includes complements in particular settings such as for Fano fibrations [16] or klt-complements over lower dimensional varieties such as [10] or in the realm of generalized pairs such as [13] and [11] or finally more explicit results such as [18] finding effective bounds on the index of n-complements of given coregularity.

Recent advances in the development of the Minimal Model Program (MMP) for foliated varieties, in particular on algebraically integrable foliations (see [9] and [22]) allow to investigate the existence of (bounded) complements in the foliated setting. As opposed to complements for varieties, even the existence of Q -complements due to the general failure of Bertini-type results is by no means trivial and the main content of the present publication. By a Q -complement for a foliated triple (X, F, B) we mean a Q-divisor B^+ ≥ B such that K_F + B^+ ∼_Q 0 and (F, B^+) is log canonical. So far we are unfortunately unable to demonstrate the existence of bounded complements in full generality. Partially because we fall back on classical vanishing theorems to compensate for the lack of their analogues for K_F in the process of lifting sections from invariant subvarieties to X, partially because we face technical difficulties when trying to settle the base case for on the closure of general fibres. However, we are confident to overcome these difficulties in ongoing work, in which we moreover address boundedness questions for Fano foliations. We see our publication as a partial resolution of a problem set out by Cascini and Spicer at a conference [25]. Our main theorem on the existence of Q -complements is the following: 1

Theorem 1.1 (= Theorem 5.7). Let (X, F, B) be an lc Fano foliated triple with F algebraically integrable. Then there exists a Q -complement. That is, there exists an effective divisor D ∼_Q −(K_F + B) such that (X, F, B + D) is log canonical.

As mentioned in the abstract, we furthermore provide proofs of a number of side results on Fano and log Calabi Yau foliations that may be of independent interest. To be quoted first, a weak form of a foliated inversion of a adjunction to foliation invariant divisors:

Theorem 1.2 (= Theorem 5.4, Inversion of adjunction). Let (X, F, B) be a foliated triple with F being algebraically integrable. Let S ⊆ X be a prime invariant divisor with normalisation ν : S^ν → S such that (S^ν , F_Sν , Diff_Sν (F, B)) is log canonical. Then Nlc(X, F, B) ∩ S = ∅. It is to be pointed out that we exclusively deduce log canonicity of a pair from log canonicity of its restriction to an invariant divisor, however cannot prove the preservation of other types of singularities. In the same spirit, we have:

Proposition 1.3 (= Proposition 5.5). Let (Y, G, B̃) be a foliated triple where G is induced by a dominant rational map to a normal variety Z_Y and such that K_G + B̃ ∼_Q 0. Then Nlc(Y, G, B̃) dominates Z_Y .

This can be seen as a weak inversion of subadjunction for foliated log Calabi-Yau triples. The “weak” is to be understood in the same way as above. We further notice that even though we phrase the statement here only for restrictions to fibres, it equally applies to general members of covering families of invariant subvarieties of any dimension.

Lastly, we include the following foliated version of a connectedness principle for algebraically integrable log Fano foliations:

Lemma 1.4 (= Lemma 5.9). Let (F, Δ) be a foliated pair on a normal variety X such that (1) −(K_F + Δ) is big and nef; (2) (F, Δ) is log canonical;

(3) F is induced by a morphism g : X → Z. Then ⌊Δ⌋ is connected.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Imperial College London for the wonderful research environment. They would also like to express their gratitude to Paolo Cascini, Anne-Sophie Kaloghiros, Ching-Jui Lai, and Calum Spicer for helpful discussions. The second author is supported by EPSRC DTP studentship (EP/V520196/1) Brunel University London and would like to show appreciation to his supervisor Anne-Sophie Kaloghiros for useful discussion and invaluable suggestions.

The third author would like to thank the LSGNT for laying the mathematical foundations of this work by providing a stimulating and supporting working environment. He was supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council [EP/S021590/1]. The EPSRC Centre for Doctoral Training in Geometry and Number Theory (The London School of Geometry and Number Theory), University College London.

2. Sketch of the proof strategy

Analogous to the classical case we aim at an inductive proof strategy, this is we seek to invoke the existence of foliated complements assuming their existence on invariant subvarieties.

First, following the recent work on foliated adjunction by Cascini and Spicer [8], we prove lc adjunction and inversion of adjunction for algebraically integrable foliations, which allows us to apply adjunction to invariant subvarieties to get a Fano triples in lower dimensions.

Second, with the recently developed tool on foliated minimal model program, we prove that the generic log canonical property defined in [4, Definition 3.8] coincides with McQuillan’s definition [24, Definition I.1.5] for global log canonical under suitable condition.

Last, since Bertini’s Theorem [19, Lemma 4.7.1] provides us with Q-complements naturally for Fano pairs, we may lift them to global sections and argue that they are log canonical with the above theorem in the second step.

Moreover, we would like to point out that since we do not have a foliated version of Kawamata- Viehweg vanishing to replace Serre vanishing, this method does not guarantee the existence of n-complements for bounded n.

3. Preliminaries

We work over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a normal variety. A foliation F on X is a coherent subsheaf of the tangent sheaf T_X such that

• F is saturated, that is, T_X /F is torsion free and • F is closed under Lie bracket.

Definition 3.2. Suppose F is a rank r foliation on a normal variety X. Notice that there exists an open embedding j : X_0 → X such that X_0 is smooth, codim(X \ X_0) ≥ 2 and F is locally free on X_0, so ∧^rF is an invertible sheaf on X_0. We define the canonical divisor of F to be any divisor K_F on X such that O_X (−K_F ) ∼= j_∗(∧^rF).

Definition 3.3. Let X be a normal variety and F a rank r foliation on X. A subvariety S ⊆ X is called F-invariant if for any open subset U ⊆ X and any section ∂ ∈ H^0(U, F) we have: ∂(I_{S∩U} ) ⊆ I_{S∩U} where I_{S∩U} denotes the ideal sheaf of S ∩ U in U. If Δ ⊆ X is a prime divisor, one defines ϵ(Δ) = 1 if Δ is invariant in the above sense and ϵ(Δ) = 0 otherwise.

Let f : X Y be a dominant map between normal varieties, U ⊆ X_{smooth}, V ⊆ Y_{smooth} open subsets, such that f|_U : U → V is a smooth morphism. Then f induces a foliation G on X, such that G_U is given by the tangent vectors of fibres of f|_U . For the precise definition of G, we refer to [17, Section 3.2].

Definition 3.4. Let F be a foliation on a normal variety X. We say that F is algebraically integrable if it is induced by some dominant map f : X Y . In this case we also call a divisor D vertical if it is F-invariant, and horizontal if it is not F-invariant.

We would like to mention that for algebraically integrable foliations, the best resolution we have is weakly semistable (see [1, Theorem 2.1]). Thus, we cannot guarantee the existence of F-dlt modification. Instead, we use property (∗)-modification. For the definition of property (∗) and its corresponding modification, we refer to [2, Section 3.5].

Definition 3.5. Let X be a normal variety, B be an effective Q-divisor on X, and F be a foliation on X. Then we call (F, B) a foliated pair (or (X, F, B) a foliated triple) if K_F +B is Q-Cariter. Let f : Y → X be any birational morphism from some normal variety Y , let G be the induced foliation of F on Y , we will have

K_G + B_Y = f^∗(K_F + B) + ∑ a(E_i, F, B)E_i where B_Y is the strict transform of B on Y . We say that the triple (X, F, B) is log canonical if for any such model Y over X, we have a(E_i, F, B) ≥ −ϵ(E_i). The triple (X, F, B) is called strictly log canonical if there is an exceptional divisor E over X such that a(E, F, B) = −ϵ(E) = −1.

Let V ⊆ X be a subvariety. We say that V is an lc (resp. strictly lc resp. non-lc) centre of (X, F, B) if there exists a divisor E over X such that • a(E, F, B) = −ϵ(E) (resp. a(E, F, B) = −ϵ(E) = −1 resp. a(E, F, B) < −ϵ(E)) and • centre_X (E) = V .

We denote by Nlc(F, B) the union of all the non-lc centres of (F, B).

Definition 3.6. Let X be a normal variety and (F, B) be a foliated pair on X. We say that (F, B) is a Fano foliated pair (or (X, F, B) a Fano foliated triple) if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) X is klt, (2) −(K_F + B) is ample, and (3) (F, B) is log canonical.

We call (X, F, B) weak Fano if it satisfies (1) and (3) above, and −(K_F + B) is big and nef.

We recall the definition of complements for classical pairs.

Definition 3.7. Let (X, B) be a pair. Then an n-complement is of the form K_X + B^+ such that • (X, B^+) is log canonical, • n(K_X + B^+) ∼ 0, and • nB^+ ≥ n⌊B⌋ + ⌊(n + 1){B}⌋. For the existence of n-complements for Fano pairs with bounded n, we refer to [5, Theorem 1.10].

Similarly, we define n-complements for foliations.

Definition 3.8. Let (X, F, B) be a foliated triple. Then an n-complement is of the form K_F + B^+ such that

• (X, F, B^+) is log canonical, • n(K_F + B^+) ∼ 0, and • nB^+ ≥ n⌊B⌋ + ⌊(n + 1){B}⌋. Example 3.9 (Unbounded log canonical Fano foliations). Let F_n be the Hirzebruch surface and E be the negative section. Let G_n be the foliation induced by the canonical fibration on F_n and π : F_n → S_n be the contraction of E. Let F_n = π_∗G_n be the pushforward of G_n. Then we have the following:

(1) (S_n, F_n) is strictly log canonical, (2) −K_{Fn} is ample, and (3) S_n has only one singularity, which is ϵ-lc if and only if ϵ ≥^2_n .

Similarly, we can consider ruled surfaces P(E) over curves of arbitrary genus and π : P(E) → S be the contraction of the negative section. Let G be the foliation induced by the fibration and F be the pushforward of G by π. Then F is strictly log canonical and S has only one singularity which is possibly non-rational.

4. Fano foliations on klt surfaces

In this section, we construct 1-complements for Fano foliations of rank one on klt surfaces.

Proposition 4.1. Let F be a Fano foliation of rank one on a klt surface X. Then F has a 1- complement, that is, there is an effective divisor B such that the foliated pair (F, B) is log canonical and K_F + B ∼ 0.

Proof. We divide the proof into the following steps, which will first state the claim, followed by the justifications:

(Step 1) F is algebraically integrable and strictly log canonical.

As F is Fano, by bend and break, F is algebraically integrable. By [3, Proposition 5.3], F is strictly log canonical.

(Step 2) There is a birational morphism π : W → X extracting only non-invariant exceptional divisors E_i over lc centre. Moreover, the singularities of W on E_i are cyclic quotient singularities.

By [3, Lemma 3.2], there is a fibration ~f : ~X → C parametrizing the general leaves of F. Let ~π : ~X → X be the canonical morphism. Note that C ∼= P^1 as, over a strictly lc centre, there is a rational π-exceptional curve dominating C. Now we run a K_{~X} -MMP over P^1 to contract invariant π-exceptional curves. So it is also a K_{~X} -MMP over X. Let W be the output of this MMP with π : W → X and f : W → C. Note that, by [15], there is exactly one non-invariant divisor E_i over each strictly lc centre p_i and the singularities of W on E_i are all cyclic quotient singularities.

(Step 3) There is exactly one strictly lc centre p_0 on X with E_0 the non-invariant exceptional divisor on W over p_0. Thus, the relative Picard number ρ(W/X) = 1 and F_W = π^{−1}F is induced by a morphism f : W → P^1.

Let F be a general fibre of f. Then

0 > K_F · π_∗F = π^∗K_F · F = (K_{FW} + ∑ i E_i) · F = −2 + ∑ i 1. Thus, there is exactly one p_i, say p_0. Therefore, p_0 /∈ Supp Δ by [14, Lemma 2.2] (Step 4) For any fibre F of f, if there is only one singularity of W on F , then it is not a cyclic quotient singularity.

Suppose there is a fibre F of f on which there is only one singularities of W , say p, which is a cyclic quotient singularity. Then let E_1, . . ., E_ℓ be all prime exceptional divisors on the minimal resolution g : Y → X of X over p with E_i · E_{i+1} = 1 for i = 1, . . ., ℓ − 1. Note that the intersection matrix (E_i · E_j ) is negative definite.

Let ~F = g^∗F + ∑ i a_iE_i with ~F ·E_1 = 1. Note that 0 ≤ ~F ·E_j ≤ (− ∑ i E_i)·E_j for all j and both inequalities are strict when j = 1. Thus, by [21, Corollary 4.2], we have a_i ∈ (−1, 0) for all i. Thus, a_1 = F^2 + a_1 = ~F^2 is an integer, which is impossible.

(Step 5) For any fibre F of f, if W is smooth at F ∩ E_0, then W is smooth at all points on F .

Let p ∈ F \ E_0 be a point at which W is singular. Then F is canonical at p as there is exactly one strictly lc centre on X. Note that

0 > K_F · π_∗F = π^∗K_F · F = (K_{FW} + E_0) · F = K_{FW} · F + 1

and thus K_{FW} · F < −1. If F is not terminal at p, then K_{FW} · F ≥ 1 − 2 = −1, which is impossible. Thus, all singular points of W on F \ E_0 are terminal singularities for F_W . As terminal foliation singularities are supported at cyclic quotient singularities, by the previous step, there are at least two distinct singular points of W on F \ E_0, then K_{FW} · F ≥ 2 − 2 −^1_{r1} −^1_{r2} ≥ −1 where r_1, r_2 are two positive integer at least 2, which is impossible.

(Step 6) There are at most three singular fibres of f, on which there are exactly two singular points of W and one of them is on E_0. Moreover, all singularities are cyclic quotient singularities.

By [15], as X is klt at p_0, there are at most three singularities on E_0, say q_i, all of which are cyclic quotient singularities. For each q_i, the fibre F_i of f through q_i must have another singularities as F^2_i = 0.

Moreover, by similar arguments above, there is exactly one other singularities, say q^′_i, which is terminal foliation singularity.

(Step 7) When W is smooth, there is a 1-complement for F.

If W is smooth, then it is a Hirzebruch surface F_n . Let C be a section of f with C∩E_0 = ∅. Thus, (F_W , E_0 + C) is a 1-complement for (F_W , E_0). Pushing forward to X, we get a 1- complement for F.

(Step 8) There is a 1-complement for F if W is not smooth.

Suppose W is not smooth, there are birational morphisms μ: Y → W and ν : Y → F_n where F_n is a Hirzebruch surface. Moreover, μ and ν are a sequence of at most three weighted blowups. Y μ ˝˝—— —— —— ——_ν !!C CC CC CC C W f !!B BBB BB BB h //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ F_n g ˝˝—— —— —— — P^1.

More precisely, let C_0 be the negative section for F_n → P^1 and L_i be a fibre for F_n → P^1 such that h^{−1}_∗ L_i is a singular fibre for f. By Step 6, there are at most three L_i. At each L_i ∩ C_0, ν is a weighted blowup. And μ contracts the strict transform of L_i on Y .

Let G be the foliation on F_n induced by g and h_∗(K_{FW} + E_0) = K_G + C_0 where C_0 is the negative section for g and h = ν ∘ μ^{−1}. We have seen that there is a 1-complement for (G, C_0), say (G, C_0 + C) where C is a section for g with C ∩ C_0 = ∅. Thus, pulling back to W and then pushing forward to X, we get a 1-complement (F, π_∗h^{−1}_∗ C) for F. □ 5. Algebraically integrable Fano foliations

In this section, we show the existence of Q-complements for Fano foliated triples (X, F, B) with F being algebraically integrable.

First, we prove adjunction and inversion of adjunction for invariant divisors in this case:

Proposition 5.1 (= [12, Theorem 2.4.1], Adjunction). Let (X, F, B) be a foliated triple. Suppose F is algebraically integrable and S ⊆ X a prime invariant divisor with normalisation ν : S̃ → S. Assume that (X, F, B) is log canonical, then (S̃, F~_S, Diff~_S (F, B)) is log canonical.

Proof. We give a direct proof here, which is essentially the same as the one given in [12].

Let f : (Y, G, E) → (X, F, B) be a property (∗) modification of (X, F, B). Then we have

K_G + E = f^∗(K_F + B).

Let T be the strict transform of S with normalisation T̃ → T . By taking the restriction to T̃ , we have K_{GT̃} + Diff~_T (G, E) = f|^∗_{T̃} (K_{FS̃} + Diff~_S(F, B)).

Since the left hand side is log canonical by [2, Proposition 3.2], hence the right hand side. □

Lemma 5.2. Let (X, F, B) be a Fano foliated triple and a divisor Δ ∼_Q −(K_F +B). Suppose L ⊆ X is a non-lc centre of (X, F, B + Δ). Then there exists a Property (∗) modification π : (Y, G, B̃ + Δ̃ + E) → (X, F, B + Δ) such that there exists a codimension one non-log canonical centre W of (Y, G, Δ̃ + B̃ + E) such that π(W ) = L where E = ∑ ϵ(E_i)E_i.

Proof. We consider the local log canonical threshold

t = lct_L(F, B; Δ) := sup{λ ∈ R|L ⊈ Nlc(F, B + λΔ)} ∈ [0, 1).

Then L is an lc centre of (F, B +tΔ). By [2, Theorem 3.10], there exists a Property (∗) modification π : (Y, G, B̃ + tΔ̃ + ∑ ϵ(E_i)E_i) → (X, F, B + tΔ) with a codimension one log canonical centre W of (Y, G, B̃ + tΔ̃ + ∑ ϵ(E_i)E_i)) such that π(W ) = L. To be precise, we have K_G + B̃ + tΔ̃ + ∑ ϵ(E_i)E_i + F^′ = π^∗(K_F + B + tΔ).

Therefore we conclude

K_G + B̃ + Δ̃ + ∑ ϵ(E_i)E_i + (F^′ + (1 − t)(π^∗(Δ) − Δ̃)) = π^∗(K_F + B + Δ).

We denote the non-lc part by F := F^′ + (1 − t)(π^∗(Δ) − Δ̃).

Since (F, B) is log canonical but (F, B + Δ) is not log canonical along L, we have L ⊆ Supp(Δ). Furthermore, as π(W ) = L we get mult_W (F ) ≥ ϵ(W ) + (1 − t) mult_W (π^∗(Δ) − Δ̃) > ϵ(W ), hence the result. □ Next, we prove the following inversion of adjunction theorem for foliated pairs. We will need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.3. Let π : Y → Z be an equi-dimensional fibration between normal varieties with F the induced foliation on Y such that dim Y = n and F is Gorenstein and has rank r. Let H_Z ⊆ Z be a prime divisor and assume that

• S and T are two irreducible components of π^{−1}(H_Z ), • G ⊆ S ∩ T is a component of S ∩ T and codim(G; S) = 1 such that S and T are both Cartier around η_G, and • π(G) = H_Z .

Then G ⊆ Sing(F).

Proof. Since the statement is local around the generic point η_G, we can assume that:

• Both Y and Z are affine.

• Z and H_Z are both smooth. In particular, we may assume that Ω_Z is locally free and generated by dz_1, dz_2, . . . , dz_{n−r} where H_Z := {z_1 = 0}.

• π^♯(z_1) = x^{n1} y^{n2} f where x, y are the local generators of S and T respectively, n_1, n_2 ≥ 1 and f ≠ 0 a holomorphic function.

Now we consider the first fundamental exact sequence [23, Theorem 25.1]: π^∗Ω_Z → Ω_Y → Ω_{Y /Z} → 0.

Notice that Ω_{Y /Z} ∼= Ω_Y /⟨d(π^♯z_1), d(π^♯z_2), . . . , d(π^♯z_{n−r})⟩ and that d(π^♯z_1) = x^{n1} d(y^{n2} f) + y^{n2} d(x^{n1} f) ∈ m_{ηG} Ω_{Y / Spec C} .

Thus, we have dim_{k(ηG)} Ω_{Y /Z} ⊗ k(η_G) ≥ r + 1 and hence, dim_{k(ηG)} Ω^r_{Y /Z} ⊗ k(η_G) > 1.

Now we consider the induced morphism φ_r : Ω^r_{Y /Z} → Ω^{[r]}_{Y /Z} = O_Y (K_F ). Since O_Y (K_F ) is locally free by assumption, φ_r factors by some inclusion ψ_r : Ω^r_{Y /Z} /(Ω^r_{Y /Z} )^{tor} → O_Y (K_F ):

Ω^r_{Y /Z} Ω^r_{Y /Z} /(Ω^r_{Y /Z} )^{tor}

O_Y (K_F ). φ_rψ_r

Since dim_{k(ηG)}(Ω^r_{Y /Z} /(Ω^r_{Y /Z} )^{tor}) ⊗ k(η_G) = dim_{k(ηG)} Ω^r_{Y /Z} ⊗ k(η_G) > 1, we have φ_r is not surjective at η_G. Then Im(Ω^r_Y → O_Y (K_F )) = Im(Ω^r_{Y /Z}^{φr}−→ O_Y (K_F )) = Im ψ_r has cosupport containing G. Thus, Im(Ω^r_Y (−K_F ) → O_Y ) ⊆ I_G and therefore, G ⊆ Sing(F). □ Theorem 5.4 (Inversion of adjunction). Let (X, F, B) be a foliated triple with F being algebraically integrable. Let S ⊆ X be a prime invariant divisor with normalisation ν : S^ν → S such that (S^ν , F_Sν , Diff_Sν (F, B)) is log canonical. Then Nlc(X, F, B) ∩ S = ∅. Proof. Suppose Nlc(X, F, B) ∩ S ≠ ∅ for the sake of contradiction.

By [2, Theorem 3.10], there is a Property (∗) modification f : Y → X such that (Y, G, B_Y ) satisfies Property (∗) with (1) K_G + B_Y + F = f^∗(K_F + B) where B_Y = f^{−1}_∗ B + ∑ ϵ(E_i)E_i and F is effective and f-exceptional. Let π : Y → Z be the morphism inducing G on Y . Let T := f^{−1}_∗ (S) be the strict transform of S. By assumption that Nlc(X, F, B) ∩ S ≠ ∅, we have Supp(F ) ∩ T ≠ ∅. Let ρ: T^ρ → T be the normalisation of T . We have the following commutative diagram: T^ρ T (Y, G, B̃ + Ẽ) Z

S^ν S (X, F, B) ρ f π ν

Now we consider the adjunction of equation 1 to S and T : (2) K_{GT ρ} + Diff_T ρ (G, B_Y ) + F |_T ρ = f^∗(K_{FSν} + Diff_Sν (F, B)) Since we have the hypothesis that the restriction (S^ν , F_Sν , Diff(F, B)) is log canonical, so is (T^ρ, G_T ρ , Diff_T ρ (G, B_Y ) + F |_T ρ ).

In particular, we have therefore mult_G(Diff_T ρ (G, B_Y ) + F |_T ρ ) ≤ ϵ(G) for any prime divisor G ⊆ T^ρ. Since Supp(F ) ∩ T ≠ ∅ and Y is Q -factorial, we may take G to be a component of Supp(F ) ∩ T such that codim_T (G) = 1 and G = F_1 ∩ T where F_1 ⊆ Supp(F ). Let a = mult_{F1} F . Note that a > 0, mult_G(F_1|_T ) = a, and ϵ(G) ≥ mult_G(Diff_T ρ (G, B_Y ) + F |_T ρ )

≥ mult_G Diff_T ρ (G) + mult_G((B_Y + F )|_T ) ≥ mult_G Diff_T ρ (G) + mult_{F1} (B_Y + F ) ≥ mult_G Diff_T ρ (G) + ϵ(F_1) + a ≥ a > 0. Thus, ϵ(G) = 1, ϵ(F_1) = 0, and (3) mult_G Diff_T ρ (G) ≤ 1 − a < 1. Therefore, G ⊆ Sing(G) by Lemma 5.3.

Let p: (Y^′, G^′) → (Y, G) be the quasi-étale index one cover of K_G , T and, F around η_G, with T^′ the normalisiotn of p^{−1}_∗ T , G^′ := p^{−1}_∗ G. Let e be the ramification index of p along G^′. By [17, Lemma 3.4] (see also [7, Proposition 2.2]), we have mult_G′ Diff_T ′ (G^′) = e mult_G(Diff_T G) − (e − 1).

As G ⊆ Sing(G) and G^′ is Cartier around η_G′ , we have mult_G′ Diff_T ′ (G^′) ≥ 1 and thus mult_G Diff_T (G) ≥ 1, which contradicts the inequality 3. □

Next, we prove that the log canonical on a general fibre implies global log canonical property:

Proposition 5.5. Let (Y, G, B̃) be a foliated triple where G is induced by a dominant rational map to a normal variety Z_Y and such that K_G + B̃ ∼_Q 0. Then Nlc(Y, G, B̃) dominates Z_Y .

Proof. Let π : (X, F, B) → (Y, G, B̃) be a Property (∗) modification of (Y, G, B̃_h) where B̃_h is the horizontal part of B̃, B = π^{−1}_∗ B̃_h, and F is a foliation induced by a morphism X → Z. We write

K_F + B + G = π^∗(K_G + B̃)

where G is an effective divisor. Note that Nlc(X, F, B + G) is supported in G and by construction, K_F +B +G = π^∗(K_G +B̃) ∼_Q 0. As K_F +B ∼_Q −G is not pseudo-effective over Z, by [22, Thereom 1.4], we can run a (K_F + B)-MMP/Z with scaling of an ample/Z R-divisor which terminates with (W, F_W , B_W ) a Mori fibre space/Z of (X, F, B) where B_W and F_W denote the pushfoward of the divisor B on X and the foliation F, respectively. Let ϕ: X W be the birational map induced by the MMP and ψ : W → T be the contraction introduced by the Mori fibre space structure.

Let G_W be the pushfoward of the divisor G on X. We observe that, by construction, G_W is ample over T and hence, in particular horizontal over T . Furthermore, since K_{FW} + B_W + G_W = ϕ_∗(K_F + B + G) ∼_Q 0, −(K_{FW} + B_W ) ∼_Q G_W is ample over T as well. We label some morphisms in the following commutative diagram: X W

Z T ϕψν η

As ν is surjective, so is η, which implies that G_W dominates Z. Therefore, G also dominates Z. The claim follows upon observing that π_∗(Nlc(X, F, B + G)) ⊆ Nlc(Y, G, B̃). □

Remark 5.6. Notice that this proposition together with Lemma 5.4 proves that lifts of complements from vertical divisors S to the ambient space remain log canonical.

Now we are able to show the existence of Q-complements for algebraically integrable Fano foliations.

Theorem 5.7. Let (X, F, B) be an lc Fano foliated triple with F algebraically integrable. Then there exists a Q -complement. That is, there exists an effective divisor Δ ∼_Q −(K_F + B) such that (X, F, B + Δ) is log canonical.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on the corank c of F. When c = 0, the existence of Qcomplement is given by [5, Theorem 1.7].

Now we assume the theorem holds when the corank is c − 1. Let f : (Y, G, B_Y + E) → (X, F, B) be a Property (∗) modification of (X, F, B) such that G is induced by π : Y → Z and

K_G + B_Y + E = f^∗(K_F + B)

where B_Y = f^{−1}_∗ B is the strict transform of B on Y and E = ∑ ϵ(E_i)E_i is the sum of all noninvariant f-exceptional divisors. We fix a general prime divisor D_Z ⊆ Z such that F := π^{−1}(D_Z ) is normal and irreducible. Let G := f(F ) be the image. Notice that G is not necessarily normal. Therefore, we denote the normalisation by ν : G^ν → G and the normality of F naturally gives us an induced morphism g^ν : F → G^ν .

F (Y, G, B_Y + E) Z

G^ν G (X, F, B) gg^νι_F πf ν ι_G

By adjunction, (F_Gν , Diff_Gν (F, B)) is an lc Fano foliated pair of corank c − 1. Thus by induction hypothesis, there exists an effective divisor Δ_Gν on G^ν such that K_{FGν} + Diff_Gν (F, B) + Δ_Gν ∼_Q 0 and (F_Gν , Diff_Gν (F, B) + Δ_Gν ) is lc. Let m_0 ∈ N such that m_0Δ_Gν ∼ −m_0(K_{FGν} + Diff_Gν (F, B)) and L := −m(K_F + B) where m is sufficiently divisible by m_0. Then L|_Gν = (ι_G ∘ ν)^∗L = −m(K_{FGν} + Diff_Gν (F, B)) and thus, mΔ_Gν ∈ |L|_Gν |. Therefore, there is a non-zero section α_Gν ∈ H^0(G^ν , O_Gν (L|_Gν )) such that mΔ_Gν = Div(α_Gν ) + L|_Gν .

Now we consider the following short exact sequence induced by the normalisation ν and twisted by the line bundle O_G(L|_G): 0 → O_G(L|_G) → ν_∗O_Gν (L|_G) → (ν_∗O_Gν /O_G)(L|_G) → 0 and thus, we have the following exact sequence:

0 → H^0(G, O_G(L|_G))^j−→ H^0(G, ν_∗O_Gν (L|_G))^β−→ H^0(G, (ν_∗O_Gν /O_G)(L|_G)).

Note that α_Gν ∈ H^0(G, ν_∗O_Gν (L|_G)) and E|_F is a union of some lc centres of (G_F , Diff_F (G, B_Y +E)) and thus, g^ν(E|_F ) is a unioin of some lc centres of (F_Gν , Diff_Gν (F, B)). Thus, no component of Δ_Gν is contained in g^ν(E|_F ). Hence, the image β(α_Gν ) is 0 and therefore, there is an α_G ∈ H^0(G, O_G(L|_G)) such that j(α_G) = α_Gν .

We then consider the following exact sequence on X: 0 → O_X (L − G) → O_X (L) → O_G(L) → 0. We recall that L = −m(K_F + B) is an ample divisor. Then by Serre vanishing theorem, we have H^1(X, O_X (L − G)) = 0 for m sufficiently large and thus, the following morphism is surjective:

H^0(X, O_X (L)) ↠ H^0(G, O_G(L)).

Let α ∈ H^0(X, O_X (L)) be a lifting of α_G. Then we have an effective divisor D := Div(α) + L and thus K_F + B + Δ ∼_Q 0 where Δ =^1_m D.

Note that K_G + B_Y + E + f^∗Δ = f^∗(K_F + B + Δ). Taking adjunction to F , we have

K_{GF} + Diff_F (G, B_Y + E + f^∗Δ) = (g^ν )^∗(K_{FGν} + Diff_Gν (F, B + Δ)) = (g^ν )^∗(K_{FGν} + Diff_Gν (F, B) + Δ_Gν ).

Since (F_Gν , Diff_Gν (F, B) + Δ_Gν ) is log canonical, so is (G_F , Diff_F (G, B_Y + E + f^∗Δ)).

According to the inversion of adjunction (Theorem 5.4), we have

Nlc(G, B_Y + E + f^∗Δ) ∩ F = ∅

and thus Nlc(G, B_Y + E + f^∗Δ) cannot be horizontal as F := π^{−1}(D_Z ) is irreducible. Hence, by Proposition 5.5, Nlc(G, B_Y + E + f^∗Δ) = ∅. Therefore, (Y, G, B_Y + E + f^∗Δ) is log canonical and so is (X, F, B + Δ). □

We now make note of a couple of immediate corollaries of the proof of the above proposition, which are not made further use of in the present paper, however appear to be of independent interest. The first can be seen as log-extension of a classification result obtained in [4], the subsequent bounds on the volumes of the foliated anti-canonical divisor may be of interest in light of a possible foliated version of the BAB conjecture for algebarically integrable Fano foliations some of the authors are working towards.

We notice that Proposition 5.5 provides us with an alternative algebraic proof of [4, Proposition 3.14]:

Proposition 5.8. Let (X, F, B) be an lc Fano foliated triple, then F is not induced by a morphism.

Proof. Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that F is induced by a morphism π : X → Z. We will then proceed the proof by induction on c. When c = 1, we have dim Z = 1. We fix a general point z_0 ∈ Z and F_0 := π^{−1}(z_0).

Let z_1 ∈ Z \ {z_0} be another general point and F_1 := π^{−1}(z_1) such that F_1 is irreducible and normal. Note that (F_1, Diff_{F1} (F, B)) is a Fano pair, there exists a Q -complement D_{z1} such that K_{F1} + Diff_{F1} (F, B) + D_{z1} ∼_Q 0. Since −(K_F + B) is ample, there exists an m ≫ 0 such that L := −m(K_F + B) − F_0 is very ample.

Note that mD_{z1} ∼ L|_{F1} . We consider the following short exact sequence on X:

0 → O_X (L − F_1) → O_X (L) → O_{F1} (L) → 0.

By Serre vanishing theorem, we have the induced surjective morphism:

H^0(X, O_X (L)) ↠ H^0(F_z, O_{Fz} (L)).

Let mD ∈ H^0(X, O_X (L)) be a lifting of mD_z. Then the triple (X, F, B +D +^1_m Δ) has the following properties:

• K_F + B + D +^1_m F_0 ∼_Q 0.

• (F_1, Diff_{F1} (F, B + D +^1_m F_0)) = (F_1, Diff_{F1} (F, B) + D_{z1} ) is log canonical since z_0 ≠ z_1. • (X, F, B + D +^1_m F_0) is obviously not log canonical since F_0 > 0 is a vertical divisor.

Thus, we get a contradiction with Proposition 5.5.

Now we suppose the theorem holds for the cases when corank ≤ c − 1. We fix a general Cartier divisor H_Z > 0 on Z and S := π^∗H_Z . Then (S, F_S, Diff_S (F, B)) is an lc Fano triple with corank c − 1 and F_S is a foliation induced by the morphism π|_S : S → H_Z , which contradicts the induction hypothesis. □

Last, as an addendum, we prove a version of connectedness principle for foliations induced by morphisms:

Lemma 5.9. Let (F, Δ) be a foliated pair on a normal variety X such that

(1) −(K_F + Δ) is big and nef; (2) (F, Δ) is log canonical;

(3) F is induced by a morphism g : X → Z. Then ⌊Δ⌋ is connected.

Proof. We prove the result by induction on dimension of X. Suppose the result is true for dimension n − 1. Let H be a general vertical divisor with respect to g, that is, H = g^∗A for some general ample divisor A. Let m: X^′ → X be a log resolution of (F, Δ) such that the strict transform H^′ := m^{−1}_∗ H is also smooth. Let F^′ be the induced foliation on X^′. We consider the adjunction with respect to H^′:

(K_F + Δ)|_H′ = K_{FH′} + Θ = K_{FH′} + Δ|_H′ + Θ_0.

According to [2, Proposition 3.2], we have Supp(⌊Θ_0⌋) ⊆ Sing(F^′) ∩ H^′. However since H = g^∗A for some general A and codim(Sing(F)) ≥ 2, by moving H in an infinitesimal neighbourhood in P(H^0(Z, O_Z (A))) if necessary, we can assume that we have Supp(⌊Θ_0⌋) = 0. Here we use [2, Proposition 3.2] again to see that (F_H , Θ) is a weak Fano lc foliation pair. Hence we can use our induction assumption to get that ⌊Θ⌋ = ⌊Δ|_H ⌋ is connected. Therefore, ⌊Δ⌋ is connected.

Now we only have to show the base case. However, it is already proven in [20, Theorem 17.4]. □

References

[1] Dan Abramovich and Kalle Karu. Weak semistable reduction in characteristic 0. Invent. Math., 139(2):241–273, 2000.

[2] Florin Ambro, Paolo Cascini, Vyacheslav Vladimirovich Shokurov, and Calum Spicer. Positivity of the moduli part. arXiv preprint arXiv:2111.00423, 2021.

[3] Carolina Araujo and Stéphane Druel. On Fano foliations. Adv. Math., 238:70–118, 2013. [4] Carolina Araujo and Stéphane Druel. On Fano foliations 2. In Foliation theory in algebraic geometry, Simons Symp., pages 1–20. Springer, Cham, 2016.

[5] Caucher Birkar. Anti-pluricanonical systems on Fano varieties. Ann. of Math. (2), 190(2):345–463, 2019. [6] Caucher Birkar. Singularities of linear systems and boundedness of Fano varieties. Ann. of Math. (2), 193(2):347– 405, 2021.

[7] Paolo Cascini and Calum Spicer. MMP for co-rank one foliations on threefolds. Inventiones mathematicae, 225(2):603–690, 2021.

[8] Paolo Cascini and Calum Spicer. Foliation adjunction. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.10697, 2023. [9] Paolo Cascini and Calum Spicer. MMP for algebraically integrable foliations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.07528, 2023.

[10] Bingyi Chen. Boundedness of klt complements on fano fibrations over surfaces. arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.01154, 2024.

[11] Guodu Chen. Boundedness of n-complements for generalized pairs. Eur. J. Math., 9(4):Paper No. 95, 33, 2023. [12] Guodu Chen, Jingjun Han, Jihao Liu, and Lingyao Xie. Minimal model program for algebraically integrable foliations and generalized pairs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.15823, 2023.

[13] Guodu Chen and Qingyuan Xue. Boundedness of (ϵ, n)-complements for projective generalized pairs of Fano type. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 226(7):Paper No. 106988, 11, 2022.

[14] Yen-An Chen. ACC for foliated log canonical thresholds. arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.11346, 2022. [15] Yen-An Chen. Log canonical foliation singularities on surfaces. Math. Nachr., 296(8):3222–3256, 2023. [16] Sung Rak Choi and Chuyu Zhou. On existence of bounded relative-global complements for Fano fibrations.

arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.12031, 2024.

[17] Stéphane Druel. Codimension 1 foliations with numerically trivial canonical class on singular spaces. Duke Mathematical Journal, 170(1):95 – 203, 2021.

[18] Fernando Figueroa, Stefano Filipazzi, Joaquín Moraga, and Junyao Peng. Complements and coregularity of Fano varieties. arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.09187, 2022.

[19] János Kollár. Singularities of Pairs. arXiv e-prints, pages alg–geom/9601026, January 1996. [20] János Kollár and Dan Abramovich. Flips and abundance for algebraic threefolds: A summer seminar at the University of Utah (Salt Lake City, 1991). Société mathématique de France, 1992.

[21] János Kollár and Shigefumi Mori. Birational Geometry of Algebraic Varieties. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics.

Cambridge University Press, 1998.

[22] Jihao Liu, Fanjun Meng, and Lingyao Xie. Minimal model program for algebraically integrable foliations on klt varieties. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.01559, 2024.

[23] Hideyuki Matsumura. Commutative algebra, volume 120. WA Benjamin New York, 1970. [24] Michael McQuillan. Canonical models of foliations. Pure and applied mathematics quarterly, 4(3):877–1012, 2008.

[25] Cascini Paolo and Spicer Calum. Problems to think about. unpublished conference leaflet, 2020. [26] Yuri G. Prokhorov and Vyacheslav Vladimirovich Shokurov. The first main theorem on complements: from global to local. Izvestiya: Mathematics, 65(6):1169–1196, December 2001.

[27] Vyacheslav Vladimirovich Shokurov. Complements on surfaces. J. Math. Sci. (New York), 102(2):3876–3932, 2000.

Department of Mathematics, Imperial College London, 180 Queen’s Gate, London SW7 2AZ, UK Email address: yen-an.chen@imperial.ac.uk

Department of Mathematics, Brunel University London UB8 3PH Email address: dongchen.jiao@brunel.ac.uk

Department of Mathematics, University College London, WC1E 6BT Email address: pascale.voegtli.20@ucl.ac.uk