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EXTENDIBILITY OF FOLIATIONS

PABLO PERRELLA! AND SEBASTIAN VELAZQUEZ?

ABSTRACT. Given a foliation F on X and an embedding X C Y, is there a foliation on
Y extending F? Using formal methods, we show that this question has an affirmative
answer whenever the embedding is sufficiently positive with respect to (X, F) and the
singularities of F belong to a certain class. These tools also apply in the case where Y
is the total space of a deformation of X. Regarding the uniqueness of the extension, we
prove a foliated version of a statement by Fujita and Grauert ensuring the existence of
tubular neighborhoods. We also give sufficient conditions for a foliation to have only
trivial unfoldings, generalizing a result due to Gomez-Mont.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the study of any geometric structure, a good understanding of the process of re-
striction/extension with respect to a subvariety X C Y provides a great deal of clarity to
the problem. This article is dedicated to the study of the extension problem for holomor-
phic singular foliations in both the analytic and algebraic settings. Broadly speaking,
this involves determining whether, given a foliation ¥ on X and an embedding X C Y,
there exists a foliation on Y that restricts to F on X. In the case where Y = P™, this
question was already raised in [Cer13, Section 2.1] and addressed in recent works like
[ACMIS, Fig23, BEM23]. In this work we take a different approach that allows us to
work on more general settings.

The motivation for this work has two facets that, although complementary, deserve
to be mentioned separately. On one hand, the study of the geometry of restricting a foli-
ation to a suitable subvariety has been a key point throughout the literature. Addition-
ally, it is noteworthy that, with the appropriate formulation, a special case of this issue
is the theory of unfoldings. An unfolding of a foliation J on a variety X over some base
T is a deformation 2~ — T of X, together with a foliation on 2" restricting to F on the
central fiber. This framework was introduced by T. Suwa in [Suw82] and has remained
and active area of research ever since (see for instance [GM89, Mol16, MMQO21]. The
theory of unfoldings is closely related to the deformation theory of foliations, since of
course the fibers of an unfolding define a family of foliations. In particular, the content
of this work can also be intended as a contribution towards the a better comprehension
of the moduli theory of foliations. Let us now briefly explain our approach.

Of course, if we expect to be able to construct an extensions, the singularities of F
should be, in some way, locally unobstructed. Given a germ of foliation ¥, an unfolding
of order n of F is an unfolding with base Spec(C[t]/(t"*)). A germ ¥ is unobstructed

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14D15, 14D15, 14D06, 32565, 32M25.

Key words and phrases. Holomorphic foliations, unfoldings, extension of foliations, tubular neighborhoods.
! The author was supported by CONICET, Argentina.

2The author was supported by EPSRC, United Kingdom.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.04039v1

2 PABLO PERRELLA' AND SEBASTIAN VELAZQUEZ?

if every unfolding of order n can be extended to higher order. We say that ¥ is rigid if
every first order unfolding is isomorphic to the trivial unfolding. A special case of fo-
liation singularities are the so-called persistent singularities defined in [MMQ21]. These
are the singularities p € Sing(¥) that can not be smoothed out along an unfolding (see
Definition 2.5 below). We will denote by .#p., the sheaf of ideals associated to this type
of singularities.

The starting point of our strategy is to understand the extension problem at the level
of every infinitesimal neighborhood of X in Y, describing the groups where the obstruc-
tions and the different extensions of J naturally reside. As a consequence, we will be
able to show that F admits a formal extension to Y whenever X C Y is a codimension 1
regular embedding, I has unobstructed singularities and H' (X, Fper @Ng@NY J') = 0
for every n > 1, where Ny is the normal bundle of the foliation. Once the formal prob-
lemis settled we will rely on the effective Lefschetz condition Leff(X, Y) (Definition 4.2)
in order to give a positive answer to the extension problem:

Theorem 1.1. Let F be a foliation on a projective variety X having unobstructed singularities
and let X C 'Y be a reqular embeddeding with dim(Y) = dim(X) + 1. Suppose that

(X Lﬁl”er(X)]\]S'@)]\JX/Y) 0

for every n > 1 and Leff(X,Y) holds. Then F extends to a foliation on Y.

This result can be applied to the following two cases: (i) X C Y is an ample divisor;
and (ii) X € & is the central fiber of a deformation. Therefore the previous theorems
can be further refined to obtain the following conclusions.

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a smooth ample divisor on a smooth projective variety Y and J a codi-
mension one foliation on X with unobstructed singularities and H' (X Iper QNF RN XY ) 0
for every n > 1. Then F extends to a foliation on Y.

Corollary 1.3. Let J be a codimension 1 foliation on X having unobstructed singularities such
that H' (X, Fper ® Ng) = 0. Then F unfolds along any deformation 2° — Spec(CI[t]]) of X.

If, on the contrary, one wants to extend a foliation whose singularities are uncertain,
one should rely on a stronger positivity of the embedding. This is the strategy applied
in the previous works mentioned earlier in the introduction. In [Fig23] for instance, the
author shows that a foliation J on a hypersurface X C P™ extends whenever deg(X) >
2deg(F)+1. In Example 4.10 we recover this statement for foliations with unobstructed
singularities. This is a special case of the following;:

Theorem 1.4. Let X be a smooth ample divisor on a smooth projective variety Y and F a codi—
mension one foliation on X with unobstructed singularities. If dimX > 3 and N$* @ NX v
is anti-ample, then F extends to a foliation on Y. Moreover, if X C Y is not the inclusmn of an
hyperplane on a projective space, then this extension is in fact unique.

One reason a foliation might extend is the existence of a tubular neighborhood. The
construction of such a neighborhood was achieved independently by Grauert and Fu-
jita in the analytic and algebraic setting respectively, under the common vanishing hy-
potheses of the groups

H (X, Tx @ N ) =0
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foralln > 1 and the ampleness of X C Y [Gra62, Fuj83]. In the same spirit, L'vovsky
proved that given a smooth subvariety X C P™ such that H' (X, Tx(—1)) = 0, an exten-
sion of X along a linear embedding P™ C P™*! must be a cone [1.'v92]. In this direction,
the existence of a special singular foliation on X can be used to ensure the existence of a
tubular neighborhood.

Theorem 1.5. Let X C Y be a smooth ample divisor with dim X > 3, and F a codimension one
foliation on X with rigid singularities admitting an extension to' Y. Suppose

H' (X, Ts @ NG 1) =0

foreach . > 1. Then X has a tubular neighborhood and we have the following dichotomy:

(1) the extension of F is unique, or
(2) X C Y isan hyperplane included in a projective space and the extension of F is a cone.

This result admits an analogous version in the unfolding scenario. One of the earliest
versions can be found in [GM89]. It was proved that given a compact surface X and a
foliation F by curves on X such that H'(X,Ts) = 0 and whose only singular points
have multiplicity one and non-vanishing trace, the only unfoldings of F are the trivial
ones. The second manifestation appears on [MMQ18], where the same conclusion was
achieved for codimension one foliations I on P™ whose tangent sheaf splits as a sum of
line bundles and whose non-Kupka locus has codimension at least three. As we will see
later (Example 3.16), Kupka singularities are rigid and hence the following is a common
generalization of both results.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose JF is a codimension one foliation on a smooth variety X with rigid sin-
gularities on a smooth variety X. If H' (X, T5) = 0, then each unfolding of F is trivial.

Acknowledgements. The work presented in this paper started during a visit of the
first author to King’s College London, funded by the London Mathematical Society.
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2. PRELIMINARIES
We will now introduce the notions regarding foliated varieties and their extensions

that will be needed along the rest of the article.

2.1. Extensions of varieties.

Definition 2.1. Let X C Y be a closed embedding. The n-th infinitesimal neighborhood

X C XM C Y is the closed subscheme with ideal sheaf I(™) = I} v

We will be particularly interested in the case of codimension 1 regular embeddings.
In this case, the ideal sheaf Ix vy C Oy is a line bundle. The exact sequence of structure
sheaves for the first infinitesimal neighborhood is of the form

0— IX/Y/(Ig(/Y) — ﬁx(l) — ﬁx — 0.

Since the leftmost term is a square zero ideal, it carries naturally a structure of &x-
module compatible with the quotient map Oxn), — Ox. If {U;} is a good cover of X
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together with cocycles {f;;} trivializing .# we can find local generators t; of Ix v such
that t; = fi;t; as elements of Oy 1.
For successive neighborhoods on the other hand we have exact sequences of the form

0— N;‘?;\? — Oxny — Ox(n—1) — 0.

In terms of the local sections mentioned above, this is just to say that the kernel of these
quotient maps is locally generated by the class of t]'.

The following statement can be found in [Gri66, Section 5.a].

Proposition 2.2. Let be X1 C X™) successive neighborhoods of X C Y. If ™™=V is an
extension of a line bundle . on X to X™"=1),, then the vector space

HI (XN YY)

acts freely and transitively on the set of extensions of £ ™=1) to X(),

Proof. Let{l;}be a good open cover of X and {fi;} the transition functions of .#. Choose

local generators ti* of N%}“\ui satisfying the equations ;' = fit{". Given two exten-

sions .Z(™ and 2™ of £, their respective transition functions {ggl)} and {gﬁ}”}
must satisfy the equations

g5 = gy (1 Hut]) M
for some local functions ui; on X. Both compatibility relations

(n) _(m) (n) —(Mm)—=(n) _ =(n)
94 95k = ik and 94 95k = ik

imply the cocycle conditions

uij + f{‘;ujk —uix = 0.
Therefore the collection {u;;} defines a class in H' (X, N%_\;l) that does not depend on
the choices made along the way. The action mentioned earlier is defined by means of
the equations (1). O

2.2. Distributions and foliations.

Definition 2.3. A codimension q distribution F over a smooth variety X is an (equiva-
lence class of) exact sequence of coherent sheaves

01y Q= QL =0

such that Q! is torsion free and the generic rank of I5 is q. Iy and Q. are called
the conormal and cotangent sheaves of the distribution respectively. We say that F is
a foliation if through a general point of X there are local generators wr,...,wq of Iy
satisfying the integrability conditions

wi A NAwgANdwiy =0 (1<1<q).

In the codimension 1 case, the normal bundle Ng = I¥ is a line bundle and therefore
the distribution F is uniquely determined by a twisted 1-form

wgs € H(X, Q) ® N7)
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up to global unit of Ox. The torsion-freeness of Q. is equivalent to wy not vanishing
along a divisor, and the integrability conditions are reduced to the single equation

(Ug'Ad(Ug' =0.

The singular scheme Sing(F) of the foliation is the singular scheme of the sheaf Q!,
which coincides with the vanishing locus of ws.

Definition 2.4. Let F be a codimension 1 foliation on X. A singularity p € Sing(¥) is of
Kupka type if dws(p) # 0. We will denote by K(F) the set of Kupka points of J.

Around a Kupka singularity p € X the foliation can be described as the pullback of
a germ of foliation on (C?,0) (see for instance [NS20, p4g.197]). In particular, the set of
Kupka points of ¥ is equidimensional of codimension 2.

Definition 2.5. A first order unfolding J’ of a germ of codimension 1 foliation JF at
p is given (up to multiplication by a unit of 0x ,)xp) by an integrable 1 form w’ €
ng,p)XD extending wg. A singularity p of a codimension 1 foliation J is persistent if
for every germ of first order unfolding ((X, p) x D, F’), the point p is a singularity of F'.

In terms of the differential forms defining the foliation, the above definition should
be intepreted as follows. If w is a differential form defining F at p, then a local infini-
tesimal unfolding will be defined by a integrable differential form w’ = w + tn + hdt.
Then p is said to be a persistent singularity if w’(p) = h(p)dt = 0 for every such w’.
Straightforward computation shows that w’ is integrable if and only if

hdw = w A (n— dh).
Definition 2.6. The scheme Per(J) of persistent singularities of F is the subscheme de-
fined by the sheaf of ideals #pe;(U) = {h € Ox(U) : hdws =0 € (Q%/(ws A QL)) (W)}
The above definition makes sense due to the following statement.

Proposition 2.7. [MMO?21, Proposition 3.6] Let p be a point in Sing(F). Then p is a persis-
tent singularity if and only if p € Per(F).

Remark 2.8. If Sing(F) has codimension greater than two around p, then by Mal-
grange’s Theorem (locally around p) F admits a holomorphic first integral. In particular,

p is not a persistent singularity, since in this case one can smooth out the singularity by
choosing an appropriate deformation of this integral.

Typically, one should expect a codimension 1 foliation J to have persistent singular-
ities. This is the case if X is a smooth projective variety such that H' (X, N¥) = 0 and
c1(Ng) # 0 [MMO21, Proposition 3.8]. The same authors proved that persistent and
Kupka singularities are intimately related:

Theorem 2.9. [MMO21, Theorem 3.14] Let X be a smooth projective variety and F a codi-
mension 1 foliation on X with reduced singular scheme. Then Per(F)req = K(F).

As mentioned in the introduction, we are interested in extending J to higher dimen-
sional varieties (not necessarily deformations).
Definition 2.10. Suppose J is a codimension 1 distribution on a smooth variety X C Y.
An extension F'™) of order n of F is given (up to multiplication by a global unit of Oy x))
by a twisted 1-form

w(n) c HO (X(n)»Q;((n) ® Ng‘(n))
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satisfying i*w (™ = wy. We say that F™) is integrable if w™ A dw™ = 0.

Remark 2.11. If F is a foliation on X, we will only be interested in its integrable exten-
sions. In the literature an extension of J to a (infinitesimal neighborhood of) X x A' is
called an (infinitesimal) unfolding of F.

Definition 2.12. Let X C Y be a regular embedding of codimension 1 and let J be a
foliation on X. A formal extension of F is a a foliation F on X extending J, i.e., sequence
of extensions (X(®), %)) compatible with the restrictions.

Definition 2.13. Let k < n be two non-negative integers. Two extensions F™ and F™)
are isomorphic relative to X¥) if there is an automorphism ¢ : X(™) — X(™) restricting to
the identity on X(*) and such that F™) = @*F(™). If k = 0 we will just say that F(™) and
F (™) are isomorphic extensions.

Lemma 2.14. Let X"~ C XM be successive infinitesimal neighborhoods of X C Y. The
space of twisted vector fields HO (X, Tx @ N¥ ") is isomorphic to the group of automorphisms
of X™) whose restriction to X™~1) is the identity.

Proof. It follows from [Ser07, Lemma 1.1.1] that every such automorphism is locally
of the form 1 + d; for some derivation d; : Oxn) — N%N‘ . In local coordinates
di = tyvi forv; € Der(Ox ), Ox) = Der(0x, Ox), since derivations annihilate nilpotent
elements. The gluing of these local automorphisms is then equivalent to the fact the {v;}

defines a global section of Tx ® N%*\? . O
Remark 2.15. Let us briefly observe what the last argument is telling us about our exten-
sion problem. Using the notation above proof, if ™) is a distribution on X(™ induced
by a twisted differential form w(™), then every @™ inducing a distribution in the same
™= W™ P L w +

equivalence class (relative to X("~1)) is locally of the form w;

w(vi)dt].

2.3. Sheaf of principial parts along a distribution. We will end this section by intro-
ducing a central tool in our study. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension n
over C. The Chern map

c: H' (X, 0%) = H'(X,Q)) = Ext' (Tx, Ox)

is induced at the level of cocycles by the assignment

dfy;
{fy}— {T)]}

This is, every line bundle .# on X yields an extension
00— Ox = E — Tx — 0,
called the Atiyah extension of .Z. The sheaf & is locally free of rank n + 1 and
Py =E40L

is called the sheaf of first-order principal parts of .
Given a codimension 1 distribution F and a line bundle . on X, the sheaf of principal
parts of £ along JF is the extension

02 QF(Nr®%) = P59 5Ny 2L =0
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attached to the image of the first Chern class ¢ (.Z’) under the map
Ext'(0x, Q)) — Ext'(6x, Q) = Ext'(Ns © 2, QL (N5 © 2)).

Take an affine cover % = {U;} and transition fuctions {fi;} of .. By an abuse of
notation we will identify c1(.2) € H'(X,QJ)) with its Cech 1-cocycle representative
{dfy/fy} € Z'(%,Qk) € C'(%,Q)). The image of the class ¢i(.¢) in the group
Ext' (N ® Z,QL(Ng ® %)) is identified with the morphism of Cech complexes

[c1(L)u—]:(C* (% Ny ®.L),8) = (C(%,Q5(Ny ® £)),8)[1]

given by the cup product. By definition, the cone of this morphism shifted by —1 rep-
resents the same object as &5 in the derived category of &x-modules. From this
digression we can compute the cohomology groups of &5 « as the hypercohomology
groups of this shifted cone in the following manner:

Lemma 2.16. Given a good cover % , a line bundle .2 and a codimension one distribution F

HE(x, . ) = L B) €2 Ny © 2) x CH(#, 0} (N5 © £)): 5(B) = [e1(£) U o}
y Pg.2) = {(5(v),[c1(L)UY]) : y e C 1 (%, Ny ® .2)} .

3. INFINITESIMAL EXTENSIONS OF DISTRIBUTIONS AND FOLIATIONS

3.1. Extensions and obstructions. In this section we will compute the first order exten-
sion of a foliation F and develop an obstruction theory for extending to other infinites-
imal neighborhoods of X.

Proposition 3.1. Let X"~ C XM be succesive infinitesimal neighborhoods of X C Y. If
F=1) is an extension of a codimension 1 distribution F on X, then there is a free transitive
action of the vector space

He (%, 325,1\1@*“)

X/Y

on the set of extensions of F =1 along X(™).

Proof. Let {U;} be a good open cover of X. Let {gi;} and {f;;} be cocycles representing
% and .# respectively. Let w™ @™ be two twisted differential one forms on X(™)
which extend w. Since these differential forms coincide after pulling back to X(™~1),
the conormal exact sequence

®-n 1 1
0= NZ V= Qxn ‘xmf') = QYm0

implies that on each U; we must have

—(n) (n)

w;  =w; + T]f(?L + hidt{l

for somen; € QLL and h; € Oy, . If ™) @™ are twisted by line bundles .#™), Z(™)
with transition functions {ggl) b, {gg‘) } respectively, there should 1-cocycle {u;;} satis-
fying the equations (1). Expanding the identities

S () _ (0
Wy Tw T Yy

)—(n) (n) (n)
Wi " =gy Wy
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we arrive to the relations

gn) (n)
i

it + hydt] = gu 0 ugth) (™ +mit] + hidt?) — gl
=g [(mt{‘ +hidth) +ugth (o™ F il + hidt{‘)}
= gij [(nlt{‘ + hidt]) + uijwit?}

=gy [(T]i + ugwi )t + hidt?},

1

where in the second to last equality we used that .#™*" =0 on X(™) and both ggﬂtTl =

gyt and ggl)dt{‘ = gijdt]". Now since ti* = fijtjt,

v
= (gij f% (T]i + u-ljw-l) + higij df%)t}l + (gij f%hi) dt;-l.

From this we can conclude that the local sections (hi,n:) satisfy the cocycle conditions
hj = f?) Jij hi and

Nt +hydt = gy [(m + wijwi) FE T+ hy (Fdt + t}ldf{;)]

i = higi; df{lj = df% h
M — 5595 (i + wiywi) = higy m T\ U {hy).
ij ij

If we denote by [o] the class of a local 1-form o in Q, the previous sections satisfy
8({hi}) =0, and 8({il}) = [er(NY¥") U{hil],

where 6 denotes, making a notional abuse, both the Cech differentials of the sheaves
Ox(Z ®.7)and Qj(f ® Nx v °"). In conclusion, the collection (hy, [ni]) defines a global
section of 9’;,1\1%;“ by the Lemma 2.16 in the previous section. Reading the above

argument backwards we see that for any such cocycle {(hi, i])} and an extension w (),
the cocycle { w; () Nt +hidt} } defines a differential 1-form twisted by the line bundle
defined with transitions functions {gl 1 +u;t1) } which also extends w(™~"). On the

other hand, acting on an extension w(™ by a cocycle of the form {(0, sjw;)} does not
change the corresponding distribution on X(™) because

o™ 4+ siith = (1 + sitMwl™,

and 1+ s;t] is a unit on X(™). In this way H° (X, Py, NE n) acts on the set of extensions
of 31 Inspecting the computatlons carried out, we can conclude that this action is
free and transitive. O

Now that we understand the infinitesimal extensions of successive order of a given
distribution, the next step would be to identify the ones that are in the same equivalence
class.

Recall from Proposition 2.14 that the automorphism group of X(™) relative to X(1
is parametrized by H%(X, Tx @ N, % ™). In particular, given an extension w of wm-T )

and a section v € HO(X,Tx ® Nx e ) one can consider the extension ¢w (™), where
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$y 2 XM — XM s the automorphism induced by v. By Remark 2.15, the difference
between these extensions will coincide with the image of v under the C-linear map

HO(X, Tx ® NEY) = HO(X, 25 N%n)
v (wi(vi), Ly, wil),

where v; and w; are the restrictions of v and w to a good cover {U;}. This discussion
shows the following.

Proposition 3.2. There is a 1-1 correspondence between equivalence classes of extensions of
F=1) to X™) and elements in the quotient H (X, 2. NE ) /HO(X, Tx @ NS

In order to determine which of these extensions correspond to integrable extensions,
let us first compute the elements in H (X, 2, »-n ) that preserve integrability.
YUX/Y

Lemma 3.3. Let w be a local integrable 1-form and w™ a local integrable extension. Then
@™ = w™ 4 t" + hdt™ is integrable if and only if

hdw = w A (n — dh).
Moreover, the choice of h completely determines the class ] € Q.
Proof. Observe that
™A do™ = (0™ +t"n+ hdt") A (dw™ + dt™ An+thdn + dh A dt™)
- (n Adw™ @™ A dn)t“ n (hdw( —w™A M- dh)) Adt™,

Since t"! = 0, this actually reduces to the desired expression. The unicity of ] can be
checked as in [Suw92]. O

The lemma suggests that the subspace of H°(X, ‘@?»Nf/@") preserving integrability

on extensions of J corresponds to kernel of the C-linear map

2 ®2 ®—m
L@j,N§7yn — Qx(N: NX/Y )

(nl,h) — hdw — w A (n — dh).
In fact, one can further compose with the projection
O%(NF @ NG ) = OX(NF? @ NZ J1)/ (wg A Q) (Ng @ NFY) i= Qs (Nx v, )
onto Q% (N®2 ® NE, /v ) in order to end up with a Ox-linear morphism
dwN§7yn 1 Py NS T Qz(Nx/v,n)

defined at the level of local sections by the rule (n],h) — [hdw]. We will use the
notation 2" . for the kernel of this map.

YWNx v
Proposition 3.4. Let X("=1) C XM pe be successive infinitesimal neighborhoods of X C Y.
Suppose F1) is an extension on X1 of a codimension 1 foliation F. Then there is a free
and transitive action of

HO (%, 230 )
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on the set of integrable extensions of F™=1) to X", Moreover, there is a 1-1 correspondence
between the set of equivalence classes of integrable extensions and the vector space

HO (X, t@int ®7“)
Ex™(F,Nx, y) = DNxv
VYT HO (X, Tx @ NE Y
Proof. This is a direct application of Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.3. O

Remark 3.5. In the case where X is the fiber of submersion Y — C onto a smooth curve
we have Nx ,y ~ Ox and therefore all the groups Ex™ (F, Nx /v) coincide. We will hence
denote them by Ex(J).

Let us now move on to computing the obstructions to extend along a small extension
of infinitesimal thickenings.

Proposition 3.6. Let X(™~1) C X(™) be successive infinitesimal neighborhoods of X C Y. The
obstruction to extend a distribution F™=1) on X("=1) to X" Ties in the group

H' (X, Z5 g 0 )-

Proof. Suppose w ™1 is a 1-form twisted by .#("~1) defining the distribution F(™~1),

and {gi(jn_1 "1 are the transition functions of this line bundle. Choose extensions w\™ of
(

the local 1-forms w!™ " to X(™1), and units 98.” extending 98.‘71 ) If we were lucky
enough, this data would glue together promoting both a line bundle extending .# (™~
and a 1-form twisted by this line bundle and extending w™~"). In any case, correction
terms to the compatibility equations must be added:

(n) (n), (n)
Wy — Gy Wy

= T];th]TL + hi]' dt]n,
(m) _(n) _(n)
95 Gk Gii = 1+ uijty.
We claim that collection {(hij) M) )} isa Cech 1-cocycle of the sheaf &2, &~. In order
YINX /Y
to prove this, let us rearrange the expression

(n) (n) (n) (n) (n) (n), . (n) (n) (n) (n)
95k (“’j — 9y Wy ) = (" =gy ™)+ (wy — 9y Wy )

in two different ways. On one hand, some of the terms cancel each other out and the
only ones remaining are

(935) - 95}1)9%)) w{™ = ( - uiikgikwi)t?-
On the other hand, appealing to the defining equations of the local sections hi; and 115,
we obtain the expression
gik M t]" + hiydt]’) — (Mt + haedti) + ity + hyedty).
After a simple computation we get

n

df]
(f}kgjkmj + ik gjxhy —ﬁlk“ —Njc + mk> e+ (g,-khij —hi + hjk) dty.
j
Comparing the coefficients of t]} and dt} in each result we can conclude that
§({hi}) =0 and  §({lnyl}) = [er (NE ") U {hy)]
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as promised. It can be proved that the class of this 1-cocycle in H' (X, 2, N®7n) does
YUX/Y

not depend of the choices made, only on the distribution F” itself. This implies that if
this distribution can be extended, then this obstruction equals zero. Reciprocally, if the
obstruction is zero, then

mn
hy =hj —fligyhi and Ny =n; — g4 (i + wiwi) —hiffgyj f—n”
i
and therefore the local corrections
o™ £ nith + hidt! and ggjn—l)(] +uyth)
glue together. O

Remark 3.7. One of the most elementary reasons why a distribution does not extend is
the non extendability of the normal bundle N ,v. With the same approach of the proof
of Proposition 2.2, one can show that the vector space H*(X,N§’J') is an obstruction
space for this problem (this is also stated in [Gri66, Section 5.a]). These obstructions are

related in the following manner. Consider the exact sequence
R— wg
0— NX/\? — 9N§7yn @ Ng — 3%‘]\1%7;1 — 0.
Looking at the long exact sequence in cohomology we get a map

0 1 ®—
sending the extension F™) to its associated extension of the line bundle .#™~1) to X(™)
and a map

1 2 ®—
H' (X, f@mNg/}n) = HI (X, N3 yY)
pointing at the obstruction to extend .Z("~1).

Example 3.8 ([Cer13]). Consider the foliation ¥ on P! x P! given by one of the rullings.
Each line bundle on P' x P! is of the form ¢ (k1,k2) = €(k1) X €(k,), and the normal
bundle of F can be identified with ¢(2,0). This surface can be embedded in P2 as a
smooth quadric, whose normal bundle is €(1,1). Therefore ¥ does not extend to a
codimension one distribution on IP* because the only extendable line bundles &'(k1,kz)
satisfy the relation k1 = k;.

Observe that a key point in the proof of the Proposition above is the fact that the
extension problem for codimension 1 distributions is locally unobstructed. This is not
the case in the context of foliations.

Definition 3.9. Let F be a germ of foliation on X = (C™,0) C (C™*1.0). We say that &
is unobstructed if for every n and every extension F("~1) of order n of F, there exists an
extension F(™) on XM restricting to F™~1) on X1,

Proposition 3.10. Suppose F is a foliation on X with unobstructed singularities. The obstruc-
tion to further extend an extension F =1 on X(n=1) to XM [ies in the group
H] (X, P int ) .

Pe ®—m
I’NX/Y
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) us take local inte-

Proof. We will follow the strategy used for Proposition 3.6. Let wgn
grable extensions of w!™ ") and units ggl) extending gSF] ). According to the calcula-

tions above, these local extensions will induce an element [(hy;j, ny;1)] € H' (X, 2, @ ),
YUUX/Y

where
(n (n)

w: ):ggjn)w- +niitf + hydtgh

) 1
Observe that since both wj(“) and ggl) w!™ are integrable, by Lemma 3.3 we also know

that hijdw = 0 € Q% /(wsAQJ)). These cocycles also define a class in H' (X, 9,;5\1%/? ).

From here we can conclude just as in the previous argument, keeping in mind that the

local corrections wE“_l 4 Nnit] + hidt] will turn out to be integrable for any family of

local sections (1, hy) € 22t . O
FNE

3.2. The role of persistent singularities. A careful reader may have noticed that the

definition of the morphism dwN®7n : Py NG — Qg(n) is independent of the 1-
X/Y YUX/Y

coordinate of the elements in &, (& n~. Indeed, this morphism factorizes through the
YINX /Y

quotient 9’},1\1;‘?/;“ — Ny @ N3 "

e e . . ®_ . . .
Proposition 3.11. The projection g?»Ni’fy" — Ny @ Ny induces an isomorphism

int ~ . ®—n
Prngp = Srer @ N @ Ny,

where Fper is the ideal of persistent singularities.

Proof. The uniqueness of [n] in Lemma 3.3 establishes that the space of global sections of
Pz, # preserving integrability maps injectively into the desired space. Now let h = {h;}
be a global section of . ® N%}“ such that {hidw;} = 0 € H°(X, Q5(n)). We aim to
show that there exist some global section of f@mNg/}n of the form {(hi, ni])}. Since w;

vanishes in codimension 2, using standard division arguments we see that there exist
some 1); satisfying

hidwi — Wi AN (T]i — dhl) =0.
Let us now see how these equations glue together. The restriction to U; of the identity
hjdwj — Wj A\ (T]j — dh)) =0is

0 = hiffgij (gijdwi + dgij A wi) — giywi A (n; — i gijdhi — hiffjdgi; — higydff)
= gy [hif{‘jgu dwi — wi A (nj — f5gijdhi — higyj df{;)}
= g; [f{;gﬁwi A (i = dhi) — wi A (n; — i gsdhy — higs; df{‘j)}
= gyjwi A\ [f% gij (i — dhi) — (nj — gy dhi —higj df{;)}
=—gyjwi N\ [T]j —f59uymni — higyj df%] .
But again by the same division arguments this is equivalent to
§({Mil}) = [e1 (NF ) U {hi)]

and the proposition follows. O
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In particular, combining this last Proposition with Proposition 3.10 we see that the
obstructions considered previously actually lie in H' (X, Hper @ Ng ® N% /\}1) We will
end this section by stating a criterion for the vanishing of these groups, taking into con-
sideration the positivity of the embedding and the geometry of Per(J). For a criterion

regarding only the former, the reader is referred to Section 4.1.

Proposition 3.12. Let X C Y be a smooth divisor and F a foliation on X such that Per(F)
is reduced and without isolated points and Ng @ N, v is anti-ample for every n > 1. Then
H' (X, jPer@Nj‘@NX/Y ) =0 for everyn > 1

Proof. The anti-ampleness of the line bundles imply that H' (X, Ny @ N§ v) = 0. More-

over, since Per(F) does not have isolated points this also implies that h® (Per(F), Ns ®
N v ) = 0. Looking at the cohomology of the exact sequence

0 = Frer @ Ng @ NG Y = Ng @ NYT' = Oper @ Ng @ NP JH — 0
we get the desired vanishing. O

3.3. Unobstructedness of foliation singularities. In this section, we will analyze the
(non)obstructedness of different types of singularities. In particular, we will show a
large class of unobstructed singularities, justifying the assumptions made in the previ-
ous section.

Example 3.13. Let J be a foliation with a local holomorphic first integral f at 0 € C™.
Writing w = df, we can describe the extension space as

ﬁC1TL 0
(0f/0z1,...,0/0zm)

Observe that if 0 was a regular point of F then by Frobenius’ Theorem we automatically
get Ex(J) = 0. Since

Ex(F) ~

d(f + th) = df 4 tdh + hdt,
we see that every first order unfolding of F is of this form. Moreover, we claim that any
infinitesimal unfolding of 3" 1s of the form w(™ = d(f,) for some element f;, € Oy n)
extending f. Indeed, let w(™) be an extension of ws. Proceeding by induction, we can
freely assume that the restriction w(™~1) = w |X<n 1) is of the form w1V = df,_;.
In particular, we can construct an extension @™ = df,,. By Proposition 3.4, we see that
the isomorphism class of w™ relative to X("~1) must be the same as the class of

™) 4 d(th)

and therefore w(™) is of the desired type. In particular, foliations’ singularities with first
integrals are are unobstructed. By a theorem of Malgrange, this includes singularities
with codim(Sing(F)) > 3.

A particular case of unobstructedness is the following:
Definition 3.14. A germ of foliation singularity F is said to be rigid if Ex(F) = 0.

Lemma 3.15. Let F be a rigid germ of foliation singularity. Then every infinitesimal extension
of F is isomorphic to the trivial extension.
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Proof. In view of Proposition 3.4, this follows easily by induction on the order of the
extension. O

Example 3.16. Let J be a Kupka singularity on (C™,0). By Kupka’s Theorem [NS20,
pag.197] there must be a coordinate system z1,...,z, around the origin and a repre-
sentative of F of the form w = ajdz; + a,dz; with a; y a, depending of the first two
variables. If hdw = w /\ o, the coefficients of dzy in o vanish for 3 < k < n. In other
words 0 = bydz; + by dz;. Since dw does not vanish at the origin,

hdw=wAo = h(0ay/0z7 —da;/0z;)dzy ANdz; = (a2b; — ajbs)dz; Adzp
= h(daz/0z1 —9a1/0z2) = (azb1 — arbz)
= h=(da2/dz1 —da1/dz2) ' (azby — arby).

In consequence h is the contraction of w with (da,/0z7 — da;y /025)" 1 (b10z; — b,027).
We can conclude that Kupka singularities are rigid, hence unobstructed.

Lemma 3.17. Suppose F is a codimension one foliation on (C™,0) with locally free tangent
sheaf whose non-Kupka singularities have codimension at least 3. Then Ex(F) = 0.

Proof. We follow [CS91, Thrm 3.1] closely. Let U C C™ be un open Stein neighborhood
of the origin andw € I'(Q],) a representative of F. Take {U;}; a good open cover of W =
U\Sing(w)NSing(dw). Taking Examples 3.13 and 3.16 into account, if hdw is a multiple
of w we can find vector fields in € I'(Ty,) such that h = ix, w. In particular ix,—x;w =
0, and therefore {X;—X; }i; is a Cech 1-cocycle with coefficients in T. Standard vanishing
theorems implies H' (W, T5) = 0 [GR79, pag. 133], so we can obtain local sections Y; €
I'(Ty|u, ) verifying X; — Xj = Yi — Yj. Therefore there is a vector field X over W tangent
to the foliation such that X|y, = X; —Y;. By Hartogs” Theorem it can be extended to a
field X € T(Ty) with h = ixw. a

Rigidity can also be interpreted in terms of persistent singularities. The following
lemma is illustrative and encompasses some of the examples above.

Lemma 3.18. Let F be a germ of foliation. Then F is rigid if and only if Per(F) = Sing(F).

Proof. It suffices to observe that the singular ideal of J is generated by the contractions
L (wg) with v € Tx, while Ipe:(F) = {h| wg + tn + hdt is integrable on X x D}. Then
the lemma follows from Remark 2.15 and the uniqueness of [] established in Lemma
3.3. O

4. FORMAL AND ALGEBRAIC EXTENSIONS

We will now proceed to prove the main results as stated in the introduction. The
first step is to construct formal extensions, as defined in Definition 2.12. The following
theorem is a straightforward application of Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.11.

Theorem 4.1. Let X C Y be a reqularly embedded divisor. If JF is a foliation on X having
unobstructed singularities and such that

H' (X, Fper @ Ng @ N 3H) =0

for every m > 1, then there is a formal extension F of F.
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Having already settled the existence of formal extensions, we will now turn our at-
tention to their algebraicity. First, let us briefly recall the Lefschetz conditions. For
further details the reader is referred to [Bad12, Chapter 10].

Definition 4.2. Let X C Y be a closed subvariety. We say that (X, Y) satisfies the Lefschetz
condition Lef(X,Y) if for every open set U containing X and every locally free sheaf E on
U, the natural map

HO(U, E) — HO(X v, i*E)

is an isomorphism. The pair (X, Y) satisfies the effective Lefschetz condition Leff(X,Y) if
Lef(X,Y) holds and every locally free sheaf & is of the form i*E for some locally free
sheaf E on some neighborhood U of X.

Theorem 4.3. Let J be a foliation on a projective variety X having unobstructed singularities
and let X C Y be a reqular embeddeding with dim(Y) = dim(X) + 1. Suppose that

H' (X, Sper @ Ny @ NE ) =0

for every n > 1 and Leff(X,Y) holds. Then F extends to a foliation on Y.

Proof. Our hypotheses imply that the problem of extending J to the infinitesimal neigh-
borhoods X®) is unobstructed. This is, we can construct line bundles .#%) and global
sections w™ of Q] (, ® Z*) compatible with their respective pullbacks. The property
Leff(X, Y) guarantees the existence of a (Zariski) neighborhood U of X and a line bundle
Z on U such that -Z|x ) ~ .2 in a compatible manner.

Observe that for every k we have the exact sequence

C:0— (dtf) = Q) ® Z ® Oxr — Q) @ L™ — 0.
For k < k'’ these objects compare through (compatible) maps
c®) - ¢ @ gy — ¢

of the form

() — 5 0L, e P Oy —— Q) © 2+

! ! !

(dtk/) ® ﬁx(k) R Qh ®§® ﬁx(k) % ﬁx(k/) —_ Q;((k/) ®$(k') ® ﬁx(‘d

: } !

(dt*) ——m QL RL® Oxixy ——— _Q;((k) AL

All this adds up to an exact sequence of inverse systems of sheaves of &y-modules
0 = {(dt*),0} = {0}, ® Z @ XM~} = {0}y © 2™, i} — 0.

Now since all the morphisms are zero, the leftmost term satisfies the Mittag-Leffler
condition (see [Har75, Section 4]) and

lim(dt*) = 0.
—
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In particular, its first right derived functor vanishes and therefore we get an isomor-
phism

lim Q) ® Z @ Oy ~ lim Q) @ 2.

— —

The twisted differential forms w (%) define a global section of the right term in this last
equation and therefore can be understood as a compatible system of morphisms

Ox ) — -O'g_l RZ® Oxx) .
Again, by Leff(X,Y) the formal family of global sections must be induced by some
@ e H(U, 0!, ® 2).

The integrability of @ now follows from the property, since what we have done so
far shows that w Adw : 0y — in ® L®2 restricts to zero on each X(®). This is, this
twisted differential form defines a foliation on Y that (by construction) extends .

As a first application, let us consider the setting where Y is a smooth projective vari-
ety. By a theorem of Grothendieck ([Bad12, Theorem 10.2]), every ample divisor X C Y
satisfies Leff(X, Y). We automatically get the following.

Corollary 4.4. Let X be a smooth ample divisor on a smooth projective variety Y and F a
codimension one foliation on X with unobstructed singularities and

H](X)fPer®NT®N§;YTL):O

for everyn > 1. Then F extends to a foliation on Y.

Example 4.5. Let X C Y be a smooth ample divisor with dim(X) > 3, and .77,..., %
ample line bundles on X. A generic logarithmic foliation is a foliation on X induced by a
generic integrable differential form

k
df;
(U(J':f] ...szmf—_ﬂ
i

i=1

where f; € H°(X, %), the complex numbers A; are appropriately chosen (see [CA94,
p- 752,]) and V(f;...fk) is a reduced divisor with normal crossings and k irreducible
components. Generically, the singular scheme of ¥ is of the form

Sll’lg(ff) = @ UR,

where R is a collection of isolated points and K(JF) = Ui V(fi, f;). The local compu-
tation carried out in [CSV06, p. 134] implies that Ty is locally free around every point
of K(J), and therefore we can assert that every singularity is unobstructed. Moreover,
since in this case we have Per(F) = K(¥F) the ideal of persistent singularities is generated
by the elements ﬁ = fy...fiz1fit1 ... fx. In particular, setting . = (% @ --- @ %)

and 4, = £ ® Z" we have a resolution

k ~ —~
0 — (g—] )@(k—]) N @2—1 LARTERIL Iper — 0)
i=1
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where the first map is given by the trivial relations fiﬂ—fjﬂ = 0. Observe that Ny ~ &,
and hence tensoring by Ng ® N %_\}1 and looking at the cohomology sequence we get

k
H' (X, Frer ® Ny @ NG 31) = EDH' (X, £ @ N 7).
i=1
This isomorphism indicates that the obstructions to extend the foliation is precisely the
sum of the obstructions to extend the sections f; [Ser(07, Prop. 3.3.4]. In particular,
this implies that F can be extended to Y whenever .%; ® N%_Y] is anti-ample or X is
arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay.

Corollary 4.6. Let JF be a foliation on X having unobstructed singularities and satisfying
H](X)jPer@)NIT) =0.
Then F admits an unfolding along any deformation 2~ — Spec(CI[t]]) of X.

Proof. The statement follows directly from Theorem 4.3 and the fact that Grothendieck’s
Extension Theorem ([Gro61, Theorem 5.1.4]) ensures Leff(X, Z). 0

Example 4.7. Let X C P™ by a smooth hypersurface. If m > 3, computation shows
that every deformation 2~ — Spec(C[[t]]) of X is an embedded deformation. Although
this is probably the easiest example of a family of varieties over T, the existence and
characterization of unfoldings along these deformations is non-trivial. Of course, it
may happen that the foliation F on X extends to a foliation F on P™ (see Corollary 4.4
or Section 4.1 below). In this case, the restriction of the trivial unfolding of F along
P™+1 x Spec(C[[t]]) will give an unfolding along any (embedded) deformation of X. If
F does not extend, we can still aim to construct unfoldings along deformations. For
instance, if the singular scheme of J is reduced (implying Per(F) = K(J)) and satisfies
codim(Sing(F) \ K(F)) > 3. If for instance K(J) is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay, then
it follows from the exact sequence

0— Ix/]Pm — IPer(S’)/IP’m — i*fper —0

on P™ that H' (X, #pe; ® Ng) = 0 and therefore we are still able to unfold F along any
deformation of X.

Remark 4.8. Under the hypothesis of Corollary 4.6, one can further show that ¥ admits
a non-trivial unfolding along X x Spec(C[[t]]) — Spec(CI[t]]) whenever Ex(F) # 0.
Indeed, by the unobstructedness of F one can construct a formal family which is non
trivial at first order. By the argument above, this family can be algebraized to a foliation
Fon X x Spec(CI[t]]). The triviality of F would contradict [Gro61, Theorem 5.1.4].

4.1. A positivity criterion for extendability. Sufficiently large difference in positivity
between the embedding X — Y and the normal bundle of the foliation can provide
sufficient conditions for extendibility. This is the spirit of [Fig23], where the author
shows that a foliation J on a smooth hypersurface X C P71 with dim X > 3 extends
(uniquely) provided that deg(X) > 2deg(J) + 1.

The twisted ideal of persistent singularities in appearing in the Corollary 4.4 fits in
the exact sequence

0 — Sper @NF ® N%‘;‘ — Nr;®N§/_\}1 — Qg(n)
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where the sheaf on the right was previously defined as the quotient

0 — Qk(Ny @ NE) 275 04 (N3 @ NE ) — Qz(n) — 0.

Therefore the hypothesis H' (X, per @ Ng ® N%*;“) = (0 follows from the conditions
H'(Ng @ N ) = H' (QX(Ng @ NG ) = HO(OX(NF2 @ NG 1)) =0, (2)
Applying Kodaira-Nakano Vanishing Theorem we get:

Theorem 4.9. Let X be a smooth ample divisor on a smooth projective variety Y and F a codi-
mension one foliation on X with unobstructed singularities. If dim X > 3 and N$% @ Ny/ sy i
anti-ample, then F extends to a foliation on Y.

Example 4.10. Suppose X C P™*! is a smooth hypersurface with m > 3 and deg(X) >
3. If Fis a codimension one foliation on X satisfying the inequality

deg(X) > 2deg(F) + 1,

the cohomology groups in the Equations (2) vanish [AD13, Lemma 4.5]. Therefore, if
the singularities of the foliation are unobstructed, J extends to a foliation on pm+1,
Then we recover the main theorem in [Fig23] if this additional hypothesis is assumed.
Moreover, this extension if in fact unique (see Proposition 5.5 below).

5. THE FOLIATED ZAK-L'VOVSKY PROBLEM

In order to continue with the study extendability of foliations we will make a digres-
sion on the extendability problem of subvarieties of projective spaces. Let X C P™ be a
closed subvariety. Given a linear embedding P™ C P™*!, an extension of X is a closed
subvariety Y C P+ of dimension dimY = dim X + 1 such that X = YN P™, where this
intersection is taken in the scheme-theoretical sense. If we choose a point p € PmtI\P™,
the projective cone of X with vertex p is clearly an extension. It is natural to ask whether
those are the only possible extensions. This question was posed by Zak and L'vovsky
and they arrived to the following conclusion:

Theorem 5.1. [L'v92, Coro. 1] Let X C P™ be a smooth subvariety of dimension dim(X) > 2
that is not a quadric. If H' (X, Tx(—1)) = 0 then every extension of X to P™ " is a cone.

Those definitions have a natural analogy in the foliated setting. Given a linear em-
bedding P™ C P™*1, there is a trivial way to extend a foliation & on P™ to P™*!: just
pick a linear retraction 7t : P™*! --» P™ and consider the pullback 7*F. This is the
foliation whose leaves are the cones with some vertex p € P™+! \ P™ of the leaves of J.
Such foliation is called a cone of F.

It is reasonable to seek a foliated version of Theorem 5.1. To do so we need a re-
placement of the vanishing condition on H' (X, Tx(—1)). This last group parameterizes
a special class of infinitesimal extensions of X called thickenings, bent according to nor-
mal bundle Nx pm = Ox(1) ( see [Ser(07, p. 15-16]). Fortunately, the analogy can be
pushed further utilizing the tools at our disposal.

Definition 5.2. Suppose that J is a codimension one foliation on P™ with normal bun-
dle Opm (k). We say that J is Camacho-Lins Neto reqular if

Ex™(F, 0pm (1)) =0 Y1 <k.
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At first sight it is not clear that this notion is the same as the original definition stated
in [CLN82], but they turn to be equivalent [Mol16, pag. 1600/08]. The next result is
implicit in [CLN82, Prop. 3]

Theorem 5.3. Let F be a codimension one foliation on P™. The following are equivalent:

(1) Fis Camacho-Lins Neto reqular.
(2) given a linear embedding P™ C P™*1, every extension of F to P™*1 is a cone.

Proof. If Ng = Opm (k), an extension of F to P™+1 is a cone if and only if its restriction
to the order k-th infinitesimal neighborhood X*) of P™ C P™*! are isomorphic to the
trivial extension. But this holds if and only if the restrictions of such extension of J to
each intermediate step

Pr=Xxc XM cx®@ c...cxk1 cpmt]

is isomorphic to the trivial ones. But those extensions are respectively classified by the
groups Ex" (&, Opm (1)) with n < k, therefore the conclusion follows. O

Example 5.4. Suppose that J is a foliation on P™ with split tangent sheaf and whose
non-Kupka singularities have codimension at least 3. One of the main results of [MMQ18]
implies

Xn(g)ﬁpm(])) :0 VTL,
and therefore J is Camacho-Lins Neto regular. This provides a family of foliations
whose only extensions are cones.

The work done in the previous sections allows us to prove a similar result for ambient
spaces other than P™.

Proposition 5.5. Let X be an ample smooth divisor of a smooth projective variety Y. Assume
X C Y is not the inclusion of an hyperplane on a projective space, and F is a codimension one
foliation on X such that

EX“(C‘F Nx/y) =0
forevery 1 <m <min{d > 1|Ng @ N,
of FtoY, then Fy = F,.

X /Y is anti-ample} . If ¥y and F, are two extensions

Proof. Since the vanishing for the higher extension spaces follows from the anti-ampleness
of Ny ® N%};‘ we can conclude that Ex" (¥, Ny, y) = 0 for every n. By the Mori-

Sumihiro-Wahl Theorem [Wah83] we have H° (X, Tx ® NX v °") = 0. This implies that if

F1 and J, are two extensions of F, then one can easily see (by induction on n) that their
restriction X(™) actually coincide. But then Leff(X, Y) implies that F7 = 7. O

Remark 5.6. This last argument also indicates how to construct a wide variety of folia-
tions that do not extend. Indeed it may happen that a non-integrable codimension one
distribution D on Y restricts to a foliation I on X, where X C Y is an ample divisor (this
happens trivially, for instance, if X is a surface). Let us further suppose that Ny @N /Y is
anti-ample. In this case, easy computation shows that H° (X, 95 NE n) = 0. By Propo-
sition 3.1 and the argument above, this implies that ¥ has a uniqué ‘extension to Y as a
distribution. In particular, it does not extend to a foliation on Y.
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6. RIGIDITY THEOREMS

As mentioned in the introduction, one reason a foliation might extend is the exis-
tence of tubular neighborhoods. The existence of such neighborhoods is however a
non-trivial problem. Griffiths showed in [Gri66, Proposition 1.6] that the n-th obstruc-
tions to finding a tubular neighborhood of X in Y lies in the cohomology group

H' (X, Tx @ NZ ).
This is intuitively reasonable because these cohomology groups are related to the split-
ting of the normal sequence of X C Y. Several theorems in the literature provide tubular
neighborhoods assuming the vanishing of those groups and some additional ampleness
hypothesis (see for instance [Gra62, Corollary p.363] and [Fuj83]). This, together with
what we have done so far in this work, provides us enough tools to give a foliated
version of these theorems:

Theorem 6.1. Let X C Y be a smooth ample divisor with dim X > 3, and F a codimension one
foliation on X with rigid singularities admitting an extension to' Y. Suppose

H' (X, Ty @ Ng 1) =0
foreach . > 1. Then X has a tubular neighborhood and we have the following dichotomy:

(1) the extension of F is unique, or
(2) X C Y isan hyperplane included in a projective space and the extension of F is a cone.

Proof. By Lemma 3.18 we get Sing(F) = Per(¥F). Tensoring the exact sequence
O—>Tg~—>Tx—>fPer®Ng~—>0

by N%‘;‘ and looking at its cohomology we see that

(1) HO(X, Tx ® N%}“) — HO(X, Fper @ Ng @ N;‘?;\?) is surjective, and
2) H' (X, Tx @ NGYY) = H' (X, Fper @ Ny @ N ') is injective.

Moreover, the arrow in (2) maps the n-th obstructions to find a tubular neighborhood

to the obstructions to extend the foliation . Note that the vanishing of the former natu-

rally implies the vanishing of the latter, because J extends as the pullback by the retrac-

tion of infinitesimal tubular neighborhoods. Since J extends to Y, the these elements do

in fact vanish. By [Gri66, Theorem II] and the following remark we can conclude that X

has a tubular neighborhood. On the other hand, (1) implies that
EXn(g, Nx/y) =0
for every n > 1. The conclusion follows from Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 5.5. O

An hypersurface of P™ has a tubular neighborhood if and only if it is an hyperplane,
by Van de Ven’s Theorem [Bad12, Theorem 7.1]. Therefore we can arrive to the follow-
ing conclusion:

Corollary 6.2. Suppose X C P™ is a smooth hypersurface of dimension at least 3 and deg(X) >

2. If F is a foliation with rigid singularities and H' (X, Ty @NY V) = 0, then F does not extend.

Moving to the unfolding scenario, [CM89, Theorem 5.5] states that every unfolding
of a foliation with H' (X, T5) = 0 and rigid reduced singularities on a smooth surface is
trivial. With our approach, we can easily generalize this to the following.
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Theorem 6.3. Suppose J is a codimension 1 foliation on a smooth variety X with rigid singu-
larities on a smooth variety X. If H' (X, T5) = 0, then each unfolding of F is trivial.

Proof. Given a deformation XM of order (n—1) of X, the space H' (X, Tx) acts freely and
transitively on the space of deformations of order n extending X"~ (see for instance
[Ser07, Proposition 1.2.12]). Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 6.1 we see that such
unfolding does not deform X and Ex(J) = 0, hence the only unfolding of J is the trivial

one.
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