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Abstract We study and discuss invariants of vector fields and holomorphic foliations
that intertwine the theories of complex analytic singular varieties and singular holo-
morphic foliations on complex manifolds: two different settings with many points in
common.
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Introduction

Holomorphic vector fields on complex manifolds determine holomorphic foliations
by complex curves with singularities at the zeros -or singularities- of the vector field.
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The leaves of this foliation are immersed Riemann surfaces. The most basic invariant
of a vector field at an isolated singularity is its Poincaré-Hopf local index, and the
Poincaré-Hopf index theorem can be regarded as saying that the Euler characteristic
of the manifold, which is a global topological invariant, actually is localized at the
singularities of the vector field. A myriad of important lines of research spring from
this theorem, permeating all mathematics. Two of them are particularly relevant for
us:

• The theory of characteristic classes of vector bundles and singular varieties. This
is much related with indices of vector fields and frames; and

• The analogous theory for holomorphic singular foliations on manifolds.

Indeed, the foundational results by R. Bott [15] on indices and residues for holo-
morphic vector fields with singularities (not necessarily isolated) have profoundly
influenced areas ranging from foliation theory to applications in enumerative alge-
braic geometry [54, 71]. This latter field was notably advanced by Kontsevich [71],
who provided a rigorous framework for formulating and verifying predictions in the
enumerative geometry of curves, as derived from Mirror Symmetry. In [11] Baum
and Bott subsequently generalized Bott’s theorem to meromorphic vector fields, and
later extended these for higher-dimensional foliations [12]. Whence, we see that the
indices and residues associated with foliations are of great significance, and the work
of M. Brunella, T. Suwa, M. Soares and others turned this into a rich and fascinating
area of mathematics where a lot is happening nowadays. See for instance [89] for an
account on this subject.

On the other hand the astounding impact of characteristic classes in manifolds
theory of course inspired the search for such invariants in the setting of singular
varieties. The work of D. P. Sullivan, M.-H. Schwartz, R. MacPherson, W. Fulton, P.
Baum and others laid down the foundations of the theory, and then the work of J.-P.
Brasselet, J. Schürmann, L. Maxim, P. Aluffi and others are making this a rich and
fascinating theory as well. And as noted for instance in [21, 22, 51, 29], the theory
of indices of vector fields and 1-forms comes into the picture playing an important
role.

In fact the study of indices and residues is of utmost importance in the local
and global study of both, singular holomorphic foliations in complex manifolds
and singular complex analytic varieties: two different theories with many points in
common. The purpose of this work is to thread a path intertwining these two theories.
We use as spearhead the GSV-index.

The first indices of vector fields and 1-forms on singular varieties in the literature
appeared in the work of M. H. Schwartz [82] and R. MacPherson [76]. Yet, this
was only for specific vector fields or 1-forms, aimed to defining Chern classes for
singular varieties. The GSV index was introduced in [83, 62] for vector fields on
isolated complex hypersurface singularities, and it began the theory of indices of
vector fields and 1-forms on singular varieties.

The definition of the GSV index in 1987 was followed by the radial index (1991,
and then again by different authors in 1997, 1998), the homological index (1998),
indices for 1-forms (2001), the local Euler obstruction for vector fields (2004) and
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for 1-forms (2005), the logarithmic index (2005) and several other related invariants.
We briefly discuss these invariants in Section 1; we also comment on their relation
with Chern classes for singular varieties, and we refer the reader to [22, 29] for more
on this subject.

From the viewpoint of foliations and residues, in his remarkable paper [23],
M. Brunella gave in 1997 an interpretation of the GSV index in the setting of
holomorphic 1-dimensional foliations in complex surfaces, showing that this index
is of great importance in the theory of holomorphic foliations. In fact several of the
invariants that we study in the sequel spring from the Baum-Bott residues, so we
briefly discuss these in Section 2. This section also serves as an introduction to the
subject of singular holomorphic foliations and Pfaffian systems.

One of the main problems in this field is the famous Poincaré problem, which
seeks to bound the degree of invariant varieties of holomorphic foliations in terms
of the degree of the foliation. In [23], Brunella showed that the non-negativity of
the total sum of the GSV index of the foliation along an invariant curve serves
as an obstruction to affirmatively solving the Poincaré problem. He further proved
in his book [27] that this invariant plays a significant role for the classification of
holomorphic foliations in complex surfaces.

Section 3 has Brunella’s article [23] as its core; we focus here on 1-dimensional
holomorphic foliations on complex surfaces. We briefly discuss the Baum-Bott
residues in this setting, and their relations with the Milnor number for foliations, the
Camacho-Sad indices, the variations defined by Khanedani and Suwa, and the GSV
index as defined by Brunella. We recall Brunella’s theorem saying that if we have a
holomorphic foliation F is a complex surface 𝑋 and 𝑆 is a nondicritical separatrix
at a point 𝑝 then:

GSV(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) ≥ 0 .

If F further is a generalized curve (i.e. there are no saddle-nodes in its resolution)
and 𝑆 is maximal, union of all separatrices at 𝑝, then:

GSV(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) = 0 .

And the reciprocal from [36]: if GSV(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) = 0 , then F is a generalized curve
at 𝑝 and 𝑆 is the maximal separatrix.

Sections 4 and 5 look at higher dimensions. These are mostly based on work by
Corrêa and Machado [43, 44] and Corrêa, Lourenço and Machado [39]. There are
two previous articles that somehow paved the way. In [85], Seade and Suwa provide
Baum-Bott type formulas for foliations by curves induced by global holomorphic
vector fields on complex manifolds with a non-empty boundary. Also, a Bott-type
formula for complex orbifolds is studied in [46], and formulas relating residues via
good resolutions are obtained. To address the case of a projective variety 𝑌 with
more complicated singularities, it is natural to consider a log resolution (𝑋, 𝐷) → 𝑌

and to relate the residues of holomorphic vector fields on 𝑋 to the Chern classes of
the logarithmic tangent bundle 𝑇𝑋 (− log𝐷). This is explained in Section 5.

In Section 4, using Aleksandrov’s Decomposition Theorem we define, following
[44], the GSV index for Pfaff systems 𝜔 of dimension 𝑘 on complex manifolds 𝑋 ,
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relative to an invariant variety 𝑉 in 𝑋 which is a reduced local complete intersection
of dimension 𝑛 − 𝑘 . This is done à la Brunella and associates an index to each
codimension 1 component 𝑆 ⊂ 𝑉 of the singular set of the Pfaff system induced by a
twisted form𝜔 ∈ H0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘

𝑋
⊗L). It is proved that these indices localize the Chern

class of the line bundle L ⊗ det(𝑁𝑉/𝑋)−1 restricted to𝑉 . Then a method is given for
calculating these GSV-indices, which can be compared with formulas by Suwa [90,
Proposition 5.1] and Gómez-Mont [61]. This partially addresses Suwa’s question in
[90, Remark 5.3.(6)]. As an application, one has that the non-negativity of the GSV-
index gives an obstruction to the solution of the Poincaré problem for Pfaff systems,
in concordance with Brunella’s observation for holomorphic foliations on surfaces.
This further yields to a bound for the Poincaré problem similar to those previously
established by Esteves and Cruz [48] and by Corrêa and Jardim [38]. Related results
were previously obtained in [37, 87, 35, 26]. In particular, this recovers Soares’
bound in the case where the invariant hypersurface 𝑉 is smooth.

In section 4.1 we recall Suwa’s interpretation in [90] of the GSV and virtual
indices for vector fields as residues on complete intersection varieties with isolated
singularities, and the fact that if 𝑉 = { 𝑓1 = · · · = 𝑓𝑘 = 0} is a local complete
intersection in C𝑛, with isolated singularity at 0, invariant by a foliation by curves
F singular at most at 0, then the index is a localization of the top Chern class:

GSV(F , 𝑉, 0) = Res𝑐𝑛 (F , 𝑇𝑈 |𝑉 ; 0) = Vir(F , 𝑉, 0).

Section 5 recalls Aleksandrov’s logarithmic index Indlog (F , 𝐷, 𝑝) defined in
[4], inspired by the work of Gómez-Mont, that measures the variation between
the Poincaré–Hopf and the homological indices. Then, using this index, we address
(following [43, 45]) the problem of establishing a global logarithmic residue theorem
for meromorphic vector fields on compact complex manifolds.

One has that if F is a one-dimensional foliation with isolated singularities and
logarithmic along a normal crossings divisor 𝐷 in a compact complex manifold 𝑋 .
Then∫
𝑋

𝑐𝑛 (𝑇𝑋 (− log𝐷) − 𝑇F ) =
∑︁

𝑥∈Sing(F)∩(𝑋\𝐷)
𝜇𝑥 (F ) +

∑︁
𝑥∈Sing(F)∩𝐷

Indlog (F , 𝐷, 𝑥),

where 𝜇𝑥 (F ) is the Milnor number of F at 𝑥. As an application, in [43], the authors
prove that if F is a one-dimensional foliation on P𝑛, with 𝑛 odd, and isolated
singularities (non-degenerate) along a smooth divisor 𝐷, then Sing(F ) ⊂ 𝐷 if and
only if Soares’ bound [87] for the Poincaré problem is achieved, i.e, if and only if

deg(𝐷) = deg(F ) + 1.

Recently, in [39], a logarithmic version of the Baum–Bott theorem was obtained for
more general symmetric polynomials.

In the last section we briefly discuss relations with the adjunction formula and
with other invariants, such as the Milnor and Tjurina numbers for foliations.
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1 Indices of vector fields on isolated complete intersection
singularities

Throughout this work, by a complete intersection singularity in C𝑛+𝑘 we mean the
germ (say at 0) of a geometric –non necessarily algebraic– complete intersection
(𝑉, 0), defined by as many holomorphic equations as its codimension, say 𝑘 . If 𝑉 is
defined by

𝑓 = ( 𝑓1, ..., 𝑓𝑘) : (B𝜀 , 0) −→ (C𝑘 , 0) ,

and the critical set of 𝑓 meets 𝑉 only at 0, then we say that (𝑉, 0) is an isolated
complete intersection singularity, an ICIS for short.

A vector field 𝑣 on 𝑉 is a continuous section of the bundle 𝑇C𝑛+1 |𝑉 that vanishes
at 0 and for each 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉∗ = 𝑉 \ 0 the vector 𝑣(𝑥) is tangent to 𝑉∗. The vector field is
holomorphic if the corresponding section is holomorphic. Notice that 𝑣 must vanish
at 0 because this is an isolated singularity of 𝑉 .

Notice that for each 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉∗ = 𝑉 \ {0}, the tangent space 𝑇𝑥𝑉∗ consists of all
vectors in 𝑇𝑥C𝑛+1 which are mapped to 0 by the differential of all the 𝑓𝑖:

𝑇𝑥𝑉
∗ = {𝜁 ∈ 𝑇𝑥C𝑛+1 �� 𝑑𝑓𝑖 (𝑥) (𝜁) = 0 , ∀ 𝑖 = 1, ..., 𝑘 } .

Example 1. If 𝑉 is defined in C2𝑛 by a map 𝑓 : (C2𝑛, 0) → (C, 0) and we set
𝑉 = 𝑓 −1 (0), then the Hamiltonian vector field

𝜁 (𝑧1, ..., 𝑧2𝑛) =
(
− 𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧2
,
𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧1
, ...,− 𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧2𝑛
,
𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧2𝑛−1

)
is tangent to𝑉 and it is zero only at the origin. Notice that this vector field is actually
tangent to all the fibers 𝑓 −1 (𝑡).

Example 2. Now let 𝑉 be defined by the homogeneous polynomial map 𝑓 :
(C𝑛, 0) → (C, 0) defined by (𝑧1, ..., 𝑧𝑛) ↦→ 𝑧𝑘1 + ... + 𝑧𝑘𝑛 for 𝑘 ≥ 2. Then the
radial vector field (𝑧1, ..., 𝑧𝑛) = (𝑧1, ..., 𝑧𝑛) is tangent to 𝑉 and we will see later that,
unlike the previous example, if 𝑘 ≥ 3 this can never be extended to the ambient
space with an isolated singularity at 0 and being tangent to the fibers 𝑓 −1 (𝑡). The
case 𝑘 = 2 is special (see Example 3.

1.1 The GSV index

Given an ICIS (𝑉, 0) as above, in C𝑛+𝑘 , defined by 𝑓 = ( 𝑓1, ..., 𝑓𝑘) we have that
the (complex conjugate) gradient vector fields ∇ 𝑓1, ..., ∇ 𝑓𝑘 are linearly independent
everywhere and normal to 𝑉 (for the usual hermitian metric in C𝑛+𝑘). Hence if 𝑣 is a
continuous vector field on 𝑉 singular only at 0, then the set {𝑣(𝑧),∇ 𝑓1, . . . , ∇ 𝑓𝑘)}
is a (𝑘 + 1)-frame at each point in 𝑉∗ := 𝑉 \ {0}, and up to homotopy it can be
assumed to be orthonormal. Hence these vector fields define a continuous map from
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𝑉∗ into the Stiefel manifold of complex orthonormal (𝑘 +1)-frames inC𝑛+𝑘 , denoted
𝑊𝑘 (𝑛 + 𝑘).

Let K = 𝑉 ∩S𝜀 be the link of 0 in𝑉 . It is an oriented, real manifold of dimension
(2𝑛 − 1) and the above frame defines a continuous map

𝜙𝑣 = (𝑣,∇ 𝑓1, ..., ∇ 𝑓𝑘) : K −→ 𝑊𝑘+1 (𝑛 + 𝑘) .

The Stiefel manifold 𝑊𝑘 (𝑛 + 𝑘) is diffeomorphic to the homogeneous space 𝑈 (𝑛 +
𝑘)/𝑈 (𝑛) and therefore the homotopy sequence associated to this fibration implies
that 𝑊𝑘 (𝑛 + 𝑘) is (2𝑛 − 2)-connected, while its homology in dimension (2𝑛 −
1) is isomorphic to Z. Hence, if K is connected, the map 𝜙𝑣 has a well defined
degree deg(𝜙𝑣) ∈ Z, defined by means of the induced homomorphism 𝐻2𝑛−1 (K) →
𝐻2𝑛−1 (𝑊2 (𝑛 + 1)) in the usual way.

Definition 1. Assume 𝑛 ≥ 2 or 𝑛 = 1 and 𝑉 is irreducible. Then the GSV index of
𝑣 at 0 ∈ 𝑉 , IndGSV (𝑣;𝑉, 0), is the degree of the above map 𝜙𝑣 .

K

Fig. 1 The GSV equals the PH index in a Milnor fiber.

Remark 1. Note that the link K is always connected if 𝑛 ≥ 2. For 𝑛 = 1 the link has
one connected component for each irreducible component of the plane curve 𝑉 and
in this case one needs to take into account the intersection numbers of the branches.
We refer to [22, 3.2] and to Section 3 for more about this case, which is specially
important for the theory of holomorphic foliations.

We recall that one has a Milnor fibration associated to the map 𝑓 , see [77, 66, 75],
and the Milnor fiber 𝐹 can be regarded as a compact 2𝑛-manifold with boundary
𝜕𝐹 = K. By the Ehresmann Fibration Lemma there is an ambient isotopy of the
sphere S𝜀 taking K into the boundary 𝜕𝐹, which can be extended to a collar of K,
which goes into a collar of 𝜕𝐹 in 𝐹. Hence 𝑣 can be regarded as a non-singular
vector field on 𝜕𝐹.
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We also recall that the Milnor fiber 𝐹 has the homotopy type of a bouquet of
spheres of middle dimension and therefore its Beti numbers are all 0 except 𝑏0 = 1
and 𝑏𝑛 = 𝜇 for some 𝜇 ≥ 0

Definition 2. The number 𝑏𝑛 = 𝜇 is the Milnor number of 𝑉 at 0.

Proposition 1. The GSV index has the following properties:

(1) The GSV index of 𝑣 at 0 equals the total Poincaré-Hopf index of 𝑣 in the Milnor
fiber:

GSV(𝑣;𝑉, 0) = 𝑃𝐻 (𝑣; 𝐹) .

(2) If 𝑣 is everywhere transverse to K, then

GSV(𝑣;𝑉, 0) = 1 + (−1)𝑛𝜇 ,

where 𝑛 is the complex dimension of 𝑉 and 𝜇 is the Milnor number.

The proof is easy and we refer to [22, 3.2] for details.
We notice that we know from [77] that if 𝑉 is a hypersurface germ defined by a

map 𝑓 , then its Milnor number 𝜇 is the Poincaré-Hopf local index of the gradient
vector field ∇ 𝑓 , and therefore it equals the intersection number,

𝜇 = dimC
OC𝑛+1 ,0( 𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧0
, ...,

𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧𝑛

) . (1)

For complete intersections the analogous expression is given by the Lê-Greuel for-
mula [72, 63].

Example 3. Consider the radial vector field 𝑣𝑟𝑎𝑑 in Example 2 for 𝑘 = 2. The
statement (2) in the theorem above implies:

GSV(𝑣𝑟𝑎𝑑;𝑉, 0) = 1 + (−1)𝑛𝜇 = 1 + (−1)𝑛 .

Hence if 𝑛 is odd, then the index is 0 and it is an exercise to show that in this case the
vector field can be extended continuously to the Milnor fibers with no singularities.

When the vector field in question is holomorphic, the GSV-index has other
interesting properties. We now discuss some of these. To begin, recall that if
𝜁 = (𝜁1, ..., 𝜁𝑛) is a holomorphic vector field in C𝑛 with an isolated singularity
at 0, then its local Poincaré-Hopf index is the intersection number:

PH(𝑣; 0) = dimC
OC𝑛+1 ,0

(𝜁1, ..., 𝜁𝑛)
(2)

Recall that if 𝜁 is a holomorphic vector field on a complex variety 𝑍 (for sim-
plicity, say with isolated singularities), then the solutions of 𝜁 are Riemann surfaces
immersed in 𝑋 , and one has an associated 1-dimensional holomorphic foliation with
singularities at the zeroes of 𝜁 .
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Definition 3. Let (𝑉𝑖 , 0), 𝑖 = 1, 2, be germs of isolated hypersurface singularities
defined by holomorphic map-germs (C𝑛+1, 0)

𝑓𝑖→ (C, 0), and let 𝑣1, 𝑣2 be germs of
holomorphic vector fields on the 𝑉𝑖 with an isolated singularity at 0. Then we say
that:

1. The germs (𝑉1, 0) and (𝑉2, 0) are topologically equivalent if there exists an
orientation preserving local homeomorphism ℎ of C𝑛+1, such that 𝑓2 = 𝑓1 ◦ ℎ.
In this case we say that ℎ is a topological equivalence between 𝑉1 and 𝑉2.

2. The holomorphic vector fields 𝑣1, 𝑣2 are topologically equivalent if there exists
a topological equivalence between 𝑉1 and 𝑉2 carrying the leaves of the foliation
F1 of 𝑣1 into the leaves corresponding to 𝑣2.

One has [62, Theorem 4.5]:

Theorem 1. Let (𝑉, 0) denote the germ of an isolated hypersurface singularity in
C𝑛+1. Then, the GSV-index of a holomorphic vector field is a topological invariant.
That is, if 𝜁 is a holomorphic vector field on (𝑉, 0) and it is topologically equivalent
to another holomorphic vector field 𝜁 ′ on some other hypersurface germ, then 𝜁 and
𝜁 ′ have the same GSV-index.

We recall that if F is a 1-dimensional holomorphic foliation on a complex mani-
fold, then F is locally free and therefore if 𝑝 is an isolated singularity of the foliation,
then F is locally generated by a holomorphic vector field. In analogy with equation
1 one has:

Definition 4. Let 𝜁 = (𝜁1, ..., 𝜁𝑛) be a holomorphic vector field tanget to F in a
neighborhood of the isolated singularity 𝑝. Then the Milnor number of F at 𝑝 is
the Poincaré-Hopf local index of 𝜁 at 𝑝, so it equals:

𝜇(F , 𝑝) := dimC
OC𝑛+1 ,0

(𝜁1, ..., 𝜁𝑛)
.

It is easy to prove (see [62]) that this invariant equals the PH-local index of any
continuous vector field tangent to F near 𝑝. One gets the following corollary to
Theorem 1, which is Theorem A in [30].

Theorem 2. The Milnor number of an isolated singularity of a 1-dimensional holo-
morphic foliation on a smooth complex manifold, is a topological invariant.

We now remark that, as noticed in [13], given an isolated complex singularity
germ (𝑉, 0) in some C𝑚 and a holomorphic vector field 𝜁 on 𝑉 with an isolated
singularity at 0, there are infinitely many extensions of 𝜁 to a holomorphic vector
field in a neighborhood of 0 in C𝑚. Yet, as noticed in [62, Section 3], if (𝑉, 0) is
defined by a single equation 𝑓 in C𝑚, and if 𝜁 is a holomorphic vector field on 𝑉
with an isolated singularity at 0, then an extension 𝜁 to the ambient space can have a
singular locus of dimension at most 1, because cutting down by a hypersurface can
reduce the dimension at most by 1.

One has the following Theorem 3.2 from [62].
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Theorem 3. Let (𝑉, 0) denote a hypersurface singularity germ in C𝑛+1 defined by a
function 𝑓 with at most an isolated singularity at 0 (which could be a smooth point
in 𝑉). Let 𝜁 be a holomorphic vector field on 𝑉 with an isolated singularity at 0.
Suppose there exists a holomorphic extension 𝜁 of 𝜁 to a neighborhood 𝑈 of 0 in
C𝑛+1 such that 𝜁 is tangent to the fibers of the map 𝑓 . Let Σ be the zero-locus of 𝜁 ,
which has dimension at most 1. Then:

1. The GSV-index of 𝜁 in 𝑉 is the intersection number of a Milnor fiber
𝐹𝑡 = 𝑓 −1 (𝑡) ∩𝑈 and Σ. That is:

GSV(𝜁 ;𝑉, 0) =
∑︁
𝑝∈𝑈

dimC
OC𝑛+1 , 𝑝

(𝜁0, ..., 𝜁𝑛, 𝑓 − 𝑡)
,

where the 𝜁0 are the components of 𝜁 . Hence, in this case the GSV index is
non-negative and it is 0 if and only if 𝜁 has an isolated singularity at 0.

2. Localized at 0 the formula becomes:

GSV(𝜁 ;𝑉, 0) = dimC
OC𝑛+1 ,0

(𝜁0, ..., 𝜁𝑛, 𝑓 )
− dimC

( 𝑓 ) ∩ (𝜁0, ..., 𝜁𝑛, 𝑓 )
( 𝑓 𝜁0, ..., 𝑓 𝜁𝑛)

.

Notice that the number dimC
O
C𝑛+1 ,0

(𝜁0 ,...,𝜁𝑛 , 𝑓 )
is a reminiscent of the Tjurina number

for functions (see Section 6) and can be called the Tjurina number for vector fields.
This appears again in the next section, in Gómez-Mont’s formula for the homological
index.

For instance, coming back to Example 2, the Milnor number is (𝑘 − 1)𝑛+1, by
[77]. Hence, if 𝑛 is odd, then the GSV index of the radial vector field is negative
and therefore it can never be holomorphically extended being tangent to the Milnor
fibers, not even with singularities.

1.2 The homological index

Theorem 3 gives an algebraic formula for the GSV index of holomorphic vector fields
under very stringent conditions. Gómez-Mont’s search for an algebraic formula in
the vein of (2) for the GSV index, opened an area of research which is of interest
on its own; this all springs from the definition of a homological index in [61].
This has given rise to a series of papers by Gómez-Mont and several co-authors
(see [13, 58, 59, 60, 14]), including the real analytic setting where it extends to
singular hypersurfaces the celebrated index formula of Eisenbud-Levine [53] and
Khimshiashvili [69]. There is also a homological index for 1-forms in [52], and
Aleksandrov’s logarithmic index for vector fields and 1-forms [4, 6] that will be
discussed in Section 5. In [93, 94] M. Zach uses variations of the homological index
to study interesting generalizations of the Milnor number to the case of holomorphic
maps on singular varieties.
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The presentation below is essentially extracted from [22, Chapter 7] and it is a
résumé of part of Gómez-Mont’s work in [61].

We recall that as noted above, if 𝜁 := (𝜁1, ..., 𝜁𝑛) is a holomorphic vector field
in C𝑛 with an isolated singularity at 0, then its Poincaré-Hopf local index is the
intersection number:

PH(𝜁 ; 0) = dimC
OC𝑛 ,0

(𝜁1, ..., 𝜁𝑛)
.

We would like to have a similar expression for the GSV index. Yet we know from
Example 3 that this index can be negative, even for holomorphic vector fields.
Therefore an algebraic expression for the GSV index cannot simply be given by the
dimension of some algebra. One may notice that for vector fields in C𝑛 one has the
Koszul complex

0 −→ Ω𝑛
C𝑛 ,0 −→ Ω𝑛−1

C𝑛 ,0 −→ · · · −→ OC𝑛 ,0 −→ 0 , (3)

where the arrows are contraction by 𝜁 . The Euler characteristic 𝜒 of this complex
is 𝑃𝐻 (𝜁 ; 0): this is the clue for defining the homological index, though there is an
interesting difference. In the smooth case, all the homology of the Koszul complex
vanishes except in top dimension, which contributes to 𝜒 with the PH index. In the
singular case one has a similar complex but the homology groups do not vanish. The
miracle is that “almost all of them” have the same dimension, so these cancel down
when considering the Euler characteristic (see [61] for the precise statement).

Let (𝑉, 0) ⊂ (C𝑚, 0) be a germ of a complex analytic variety of pure dimension
𝑛, which is regular on 𝑉 \ {0}. So 𝑉 is either regular at 0 or else it has an isolated
singular point at the origin. A vector field 𝜁 on (𝑉, 0) can always be defined as
the restriction to 𝑉 of a vector field �̂� in the ambient space which is tangent to
𝑉 \ {0}; 𝜁 is holomorphic if �̂� can be chosen to be holomorphic. So we may write
𝜁 = (𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑚) where the 𝑎𝑖 are restriction to 𝑉 of holomorphic functions on a
neighborhood of 0 in (C𝑚, 0).

It is worth noting that given any space 𝑉 as above, there are always holomorphic
vector fields on𝑉 with an isolated singularity at 0. This non-trivial fact is a weak form
of a stronger result ([13, p. 19]): in the space Θ(𝑉, 0) of germs of holomorphic vector
fields on 𝑉 at 0, those having an isolated singularity form a connected, dense open
subset Θ0 (𝑉, 0). Essentially the same result implies also that every 𝜁 ∈ Θ0 (𝑉, 0)
can be extended to a germ of a holomorphic vector field in C𝑚 with an isolated
singularity, though it can also be extended with a singular locus of dimension more
that 0, a fact that may be useful for explicit computations (as in the sequel).

A (germ of a) holomorphic 𝑗-form on 𝑉 at 0 means the restriction to 𝑉 of a
holomorphic 𝑗-form on a neighborhood of 0 in C𝑚; two such forms in C𝑚 are
equivalent if their restrictions to 𝑉 coincide on a neighborhood of 0 ∈ 𝑉 . We denote
by Ω

𝑗

𝑉,0 the space of all such forms (germs); these are the Kähler differential forms
on 𝑉 at 0. So Ω0

𝑉,0 is the local structure ring O(𝑉,0) of holomorphic functions on 𝑉
at 0 and each Ω

𝑗

𝑉,0 is an Ω0
𝑉,0-module. Notice that if the germ of𝑉 at 0 is determined

by ( 𝑓1, · · · , 𝑓𝑘) then one has:
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Ω
𝑗

𝑉,0 := Ω
𝑗

C𝑚 ,0/( 𝑓1Ω
𝑗

C𝑚 ,0 + 𝑑𝑓1 ∧Ω
𝑗−1
C𝑚 ,0 , . . . , 𝑓𝑘Ω

𝑗

C𝑚 ,0 + 𝑑𝑓𝑘 ∧Ω
𝑗−1
C𝑚 ,0) , (4)

where 𝑑 is the exterior derivative.
Now, given a holomorphic vector field �̂� at 0 ∈ C𝑚 with an isolated singularity at

the origin, and a differential form 𝜔 ∈ Ω
𝑗

C𝑚 ,0, we can always contract 𝜔 by 𝜁 in the
usual way, thus getting a differential form 𝑖𝑣 (𝜔) ∈ Ω

𝑗−1
C𝑚 ,0. If 𝜁 = �̂� |𝑉 is tangent to 𝑉 ,

then contraction is well defined at the level of differential forms on 𝑉 at 0 and one
gets a complex (Ω•

𝑉,0, 𝑣):

0 −→ Ω𝑛
𝑉,0 −→ Ω𝑛−1

𝑉,0 −→ · · · −→ O𝑉,0 −→ 0 , (5)

where the arrows are contraction by 𝜁 and 𝑛 is the dimension of 𝑉 ; of course one
also has differential forms of degree > 𝑛, but those forms do not play a significant
role here. We consider the homology groups of this complex:

𝐻 𝑗 (Ω•
𝑉,0, 𝑣) = Ker (Ω 𝑗

𝑉,0 → Ω
𝑗−1
𝑉,0 )/Im (Ω 𝑗+1

𝑉,0 → Ω
𝑗

𝑉,0) .

The first observation in [61] is that if 𝑉 is regular at 0, so that its germ at 0 is that of
C𝑛 at the origin, and if 𝜁 = (𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛) has an isolated singularity at 0, then this is
the usual Koszul complex. In that case, its homology groups vanish for 𝑗 > 0, while

𝐻0 (Ω•
𝑉,0, 𝑣) � OC𝑛 ,0

/
(𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛) .

In particular the complex is exact if 𝜁 (0) ≠ 0. Since the contraction maps are
O𝑉,0-module maps, this implies that if 𝑉 has an isolated singularity at the origin,
then the homology groups of this complex are concentrated at 0, and they are finite
dimensional because the sheaves of Kähler differentials on 𝑉 are coherent. Hence it
makes sense to define:

Definition 5. The homological index Indhom (𝜁, 0;𝑉) of the holomorphic vector field
𝜁 on (𝑉, 0) is the Euler characteristic of the above complex:

Indhom (𝜁, 0;𝑉) =
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=0

(−1)𝑖ℎ𝑖 (Ω•
𝑉,0, 𝑣) ,

where ℎ𝑖 (Ω•
𝑉,0, 𝑣) is the dimension of the corresponding homology group as a vector

space over C.

One has:

Theorem 7. If the germ (𝑉, 𝑝) is a complete intersection, then the GSV and the
homological indices of every holomorphic local vector field on 𝑉 coincide.

This theorem was proved by Gómez-Mont in [61] when (𝑉, 𝑝) is a hypersurface
germ, and the general case is proved in [14]. For simplicity we restrict the discussion
to the case where 𝑉 is a hypersurface. In this case the proof of Theorem 7 in [61]
has three main steps:
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Step 1: Finding an algebraic formula for the homological index.
Step 2: Observe that the two indices coincide for one vector field if and only if

they coincide for every vector filed.
Step 3: Use the algebraic formula for the homological index and the basic proper-

ties of the GSV index, to prove that on every hypersurface germ there exists a tangent
holomorphic vector field for which the two indices are 0.

Let us explain first the algebraic formulas for the homological index. LetB = B𝑛+1

be an open ball around the origin inC𝑛+1. If 𝑓 : B𝑛+1 → C is a holomorphic function
with 0 ∈ C𝑛+1 as its only critical point, then the 1-form

∑𝑛+1
𝑖=1

𝜕 𝑓

𝑑𝑧𝑖
𝑑𝑧𝑖 vanishes only

at 0 ∈ C𝑛+1. Let I𝑓 be the Jacobian ideal ( 𝜕 𝑓

𝑑𝑧1
, · · · , 𝜕 𝑓

𝑑𝑧𝑛+1
) ⊂ OC𝑛+1 ,0 of 𝑓 . Given

a vector field 𝜁 tangent to 𝑉 , with a unique singularity at 0, restriction of a vector
field �̂� = (𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1) on B with a unique singularity at the origin, it is shown in
[61, Theorem 2] that the homology groups 𝐻𝑖 (Ω•

𝑉,0, 𝜁) of the above complex have
dimensions:

ℎ0 (Ω•
𝑉,0, 𝜁) = dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 , 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1),

ℎ𝑛 (Ω•
𝑉,0, 𝜁) = dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 ,I𝑓 ),

ℎ𝑖 (Ω•
𝑉,0, 𝜁) = 𝜆, for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛 − 1,

where 0 ≤ 𝜆 ≤ dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 ,I𝑓 ) is the integer:

𝜆 = dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 , 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1) + dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/(
𝑑𝑓

𝑓
(�̂�), 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1)

− dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/(𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1),

noticing that the tangency condition for �̂� means that �̂�(𝑑𝑓 ) is a multiple of 𝑓 , so
that 𝑑 𝑓

𝑓
(�̂�) is a holomorphic function on B. As a consequence of these computations

Gómez-Mont deduced the following expressions for the homological index (Theorem
1 in [61]).

Theorem 8. Let (𝑉, 0) be an isolated hypersurface singularity (germ) of dimension
𝑛 in C𝑛+1, and let 𝜁 be the restriction to 𝑉 of a holomorphic vector field �̂� on a
neighborhood B of 0 in C𝑛+1, which has an isolated singularity at 0 and is tangent
to 𝑉 .

(1) If 𝑛 is odd, then the homological index of 𝜁 is:

Indhom (𝜁, 0;𝑉) = dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 , 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1) − dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 ,I𝑓 ).

(2) If 𝑛 is even, then :

Indhom (𝜁, 0;𝑉) = dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/(𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1)

− dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/(
𝑑𝑓

𝑓
(�̂�), 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1) + dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 ,I𝑓 ).
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Notice that in the two formulas above, for even and odd dimensions, the following
invariant appears:

dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 , 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1) .

This is a reminiscent of the Tjurina number of holomorphic functions. The following
name was coined in [33, p. 159]:

Definition 6. Let 𝜁 = (𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1) be a holomorphic vector field in C𝑛+1 be
a holomorphic vector field in C𝑛+1 with an isolated zero at the origin. Then its
Tjurina (-Gómez-Mont) number at 0 is:

𝜏(𝜁) = dimC OC𝑛+1 ,0/( 𝑓 , 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑛+1) .

The next step in [61] for identifying the homological and the GSV indices for
holomorphic vector fields on hypersurface germs is Step 2 above:

Lemma 1. The difference

Indhom (𝜁, 0;𝑉) − IndGSV (𝜁, 0;𝑉) = 𝑘 ,

is a constant that depends only on 𝑉 and not on the choice of vector field.

The proof of this lemma is an exercise using that both indices satisfy a certain
“Law of conservation of the number”. This says roughly that if we perturb slightly a
holomorphic vector field 𝜁 at (𝑉, 𝑝), the new vector field 𝜉 still has a singularity at
𝑝 and new singularities arise at smooth points of 𝑉 , then the index of 𝜁 at 𝑝 is the
index of 𝜉 at 𝑝 plus the sum of the PH-indices of singularities of 𝜉 at smooth points
of 𝑉 .

The final step for proving Theorem 7 consists in exhibiting a holomorphic vector
on every hypersurface germ (𝑉, 𝑝) for which the GSV and homological indices are
both 0. When the dimension 𝑛 of𝑉 is even, such an example in [61] is a Hamiltonian
vector field as in Example 1. The case when 𝑛 is odd is slightly more elaborate. In the
two cases the vector field in question extends in an obvious way to the Milnor fibers
with no singularities, and therefore the GSV index vanishes. Then Gómez-Mont uses
Theorem 8 to prove that the homological index vanishes as well.

As a consequence we may state:

Corollary 1. Let (𝑉, 0) be a hypersurface singularity in C𝑛+1 with an isolated sin-
gularity, and let 𝜁 = (𝑎1, ..., 𝑎𝑛+1) be a holomorphic vector field tangent to𝑉 with an
isolated singularity at 0. Then the homological index of 𝜁 at 0, relative to 𝑉 , equals
the GSV index and if 𝑛 is odd, this is the difference of their Tjurina numbers :

𝐺𝑆𝑉 (𝜁, 0, 𝑉) = 𝜏(𝜁) − 𝜏(𝑉) .

For 𝑛 even this is:

𝐺𝑆𝑉 (𝜁, 0, 𝑉) = 𝑃𝐻 (𝜁, 0) + 𝜏(𝑉) − dimC
OC𝑛+1 ,0( 𝜁 ( 𝑓 )

𝑓
, 𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑛+1

) .
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Let us finish this section with two open questions:

Question 1: We know that the GSV index can be negative. We also know from
[13] that given any isolated hypersurface germ (𝑉, 0) there are infinitely many
holomorphic vector fields on 𝑉 with an isolated singularity at 0, and those with the
smallest homological (or GSV) index are dense. What is this index?

For example, if the singularity is quasi-homogeneous, this bound seems to be
given by the index of the radial vector field, which equals the Euler characteristic of
the Milnor fiber.

Question 2: Let 𝑋 be a compact complex analytic variety with isolated singularities
which are ICIS. Let 𝜁 be a continuous vector field on 𝑋 with isolated singularities
at the singular points of 𝑋 and perhaps at some other smooth points of 𝑋 . Assume
further that at each point is 𝑋𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔, 𝜁 is holomorphic, and define its total homological
index in the obvious way. Then it is an exercise to show that this is an invariant of 𝑋 ,
independent of the vector field. What is this invariant? For instance, if 𝑋 is a local
complete intersection, this is the 0-degree Fulton class of 𝑋 , by [86].

1.3 The virtual index

The GSV index inspired also a line of research in the vein of the Baum-Bott’s
residues, using Chern-Weil theory: this is the virtual index, defined by D. Lehmann,
M. Soares and T. Suwa in [73] for vector fields on local complete intersections in
complex manifolds. This was originally defined for holomorphic vector fields and
it was later extended in [86] for continuous vector fields, which is useful for the
study of characteristic classes on singular varieties (see Section 3). The virtual index
is defined even if the vector field and the variety have non-isolated singularities; it
attaches an index in Z to each compact connected component of the singular set of
the vector field. When the singularity is isolated, this coincides with the GSV index.

The starting point for defining the virtual index is recalling that for a continuous
vector field 𝑣 on a complex 𝑚-manifold 𝑋𝑚 with an isolated singularity at a point,
say 0, the local Poincaré-Hopf index can be regarded as being the localization at 0 of
the top Chern class of 𝑋 . This is explained in detail in [22] using Chern-Weil theory.
In the isolated singularity case, which is the most relevant for this article, there is
also the article [90] by T. Suwa, where he describes the localization in a particularly
nice way, which is relevant for Section 4, where this is recalled (in 4.1).

Here we give an elementary intuitive explanation of the definition of the virtual
index from the topological point of view. Let us explain.

The tangent bundle 𝑇𝑋 has Chern classes 𝑐1 (𝑋), ..., 𝑐𝑚 (𝑋) in the cohomology
ring 𝐻∗ (𝑋;Z). If 𝑋 is compact, cap product with the fundamental cycle [𝑋] maps
these into homology classes in 𝐻∗ (𝑋); these are called the homology Chern classes
of 𝑋 . The Gauss-Bonnet theorem tell us that the image in 𝐻0 (𝑋) � Z of the top
Chern class 𝑐𝑚 (𝑋) is the Euler characteristic 𝜒(𝑋), which equals the total index of
a vector field on 𝑋 with isolated singularities, by the theorem of Poincaré-Hopf.
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More generally, let 𝑣 be a continuous vector field on 𝑋 and assume 𝑣 vanishes on
some analytic subset 𝑆 of 𝑋 . We assume further that there is a regular neighborhood
T of 𝑆 in 𝑋 such that 𝑣 is non-singular on T \𝑆. Then𝑉 splits the Chern class 𝑐𝑚 (𝑋)
in two parts: one has support in the interior of T and another in its exterior (see [22,
Chapter 1] for details). By Alexander duality, these can be regarded as homology
classes in 𝐻0 (T ) and 𝐻0 (𝑋 \ T ).

Definition 7. The contribution to 𝑐𝑚 (𝑋) [𝑋] = 𝜒(𝑋) coming from 𝐻0 (T ) � 𝐻0 (𝑆)
is the localization of 𝑐𝑚 (𝑋) [𝑋] at 𝑆.

If 𝑆 is a point 𝑝, then the localization of 𝑐𝑚 (𝑋) [𝑋] at 𝑝 is the corresponding local
PH-index. We can always perturb 𝑣 slightly so that it has isolated singularities in T
and the localization of 𝑐𝑚 (𝑋) [𝑋] at 𝑆 is the total PH-index at 𝑆, see [22, Chapter 1].

We now want to adapt these ideas to vector fields on singular spaces. Let 𝑉
be a subvariety of the complex manifold 𝑋𝑚 defined by a regular section 𝑠 of a
holomorphic vector bundle 𝐸 over 𝑋 of rank 𝑘 , with 1 ≤ 𝑘 < 𝑚.

If 𝑠 is transversal everywhere to the zero-section of 𝐸 , then 𝑉 is non-singular,
the bundle 𝐸 |𝑉 is isomorphic to the normal bundle of 𝑉 and the Chern classes of 𝑉
can be regarded as being those of the virtual bundle 𝑇𝑋 |𝑉 − 𝐸 |𝑉 . Otherwise 𝑉 is a
singular local complete intersection and one defines its virtual tangent bundle by.

𝜏𝑉 := 𝑇𝑋 |𝑉 − 𝐸 |𝑉 .

The total Chern class of 𝜏𝑉 is defined in the usual way:

𝑐∗ (𝜏𝑉) = 𝑐∗ (𝑇𝑋 |𝑉 ) · 𝑐∗ (𝐸 |𝑉 )−1 ,

where the term in the extreme right is the inverse of 𝑐∗ (𝐸 |𝑉 ) in the cohomology
ring.

One gets the total Fulton class 𝑐𝐹𝑢
∗ (𝑉) = 𝑐𝐹𝑢

0 (𝑉) + .... + 𝑐𝐹𝑢
𝑛 (𝑉) by taking the

cap product of 𝑐∗ (𝜏𝑉) with the fundamental cycle [𝑉]. Fulton in [56] calls this the
canonical class. The components 𝑐𝐹𝑢

𝑖
(𝑉) ∈ 𝐻2𝑖 (𝑉), for 𝑖 = 0, ..., 𝑛, are the Fulton

classes of 𝑉 .
We remark that in [56] Fulton actually defines these as classes of cycles in the

Chow group and calls 𝑐𝐹𝑢
∗ (𝑉) the canonical class of𝑉 . His definition uses the Segre

classes and it works for singular varieties in full generality (we refer to [22, 10, 18, 29]
for thorough accounts, with different viewpoints, on Chern and their relations with
singularity theory).

The idea now is to localize the zero-degree Fulton class (which corresponds to
the top dimensional class in cohomology) using a tangent vector field, as we did
on manifolds. The problem is that 𝜏𝑉 is a virtual bundle and the usual methods for
localizing Chern classes via topology do not work.

Localization is done in [73, 20, 22] by means of Chern-Weil theory and it works
equally well if we replace the isolated singularity 𝑝 by a compact connected compo-
nent 𝑆 of the singular set. We refer to [22] for details.

Let us explain this construction in a special case which is particularly interesting
and where it is much simpler. Assume that the regular section 𝑠 that defines 𝑉 can
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be put in a flat family {𝑠𝑡 }𝑡∈C of holomorphic sections of 𝐸 such that 𝑠0 = 𝑠 and for
𝑡 ≠ 0 the section 𝑠𝑡 is transversal to the zero section. Set 𝑉𝑡 := {𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 | 𝑠𝑡 (𝑥) = 0}.

We have a flat family of manifolds 𝑉𝑡 degenerating to the special fiber 𝑉 . Over
each 𝑉𝑡 one has the virtual bundle

𝑇𝑋 |𝑉𝑡
− 𝐸 |𝑉𝑡

.

For 𝑡 ≠ 0 the bundle 𝐸 |𝑉𝑡
is isomorphic to the normal bundle of 𝑉𝑡 , so the Chern

classes of 𝑇𝑋 |𝑉𝑡
− 𝐸 |𝑉𝑡

are the Chern classes of the tangent bundle 𝑇𝑉𝑡 , and these
can be regarded in homology. Denote these by 𝑐∗,𝑡 ∈ 𝐻∗ (𝑉𝑡 ).

Now let T̃ be a regular neighborhood of 𝑉 in 𝑋 , and let 𝜀𝑜 > 0 be small enough
so that whenever |𝑡 | < 𝜀𝑜, the manifold 𝑉𝑡 is contained in T̃ . This exists by the
compactness of 𝑉 . Since T̃ has 𝑉 as a deformation retract, one has well defined
homomorphisms:

𝐻∗ (𝑉𝑡 )
𝜄∗→ 𝐻∗ (T̃ ) 𝑟∗→ 𝐻∗ (𝑉) ,

induced by the inclusion of 𝑉𝑡 in T̃ and a retraction to 𝑉 . Set S = 𝑟∗ ◦ 𝜄∗. This is a
special case of Verdier’s specialization [91], and we know that the image S(𝑐∗,𝑡 ) ∈
𝐻∗ (𝑉) are the Fulton classes of 𝑉 . Let us summarize this discussion:

Proposition 2. The Verdier specialization morphism S carries the homology Chern
classes of the general fiber 𝑉𝑡 into the Fulton classes of the special fiber 𝑉 .

We now explain how to localize the top Fulton class of 𝑉 at each connected
component of its singular set 𝑉𝑆𝑖𝑛𝑔 using a vector field. Intuitively this is easy: we
use the vector field as we did on manifolds, to localize a contribution to the index at
a component of the singular set of the vector field, and carry this contribution to the
special fiber using the specialization morphism.

For simplicity we do it when the variety 𝑉 , defined by a regular section of a
holomorphic bundle 𝐸 over 𝑋 , only has isolated singularities, say 𝑝1, ..., 𝑝𝑟 . The
process in general is similar but a little more difficult technically.

For each 𝑝𝑖 we may consider a conical neighborhood 𝑋𝑖 of 𝑝𝑖 in 𝑉 and “replace
it” by a local Milnor fiber 𝐹𝑖,𝑡 . We get a compact manifold 𝑉𝑡 , and as |𝑡 | tends to 0
this degenerates to𝑉 . As above, the homology Chern classes of𝑉𝑡 are mapped to the
Fulton classes of 𝑉 . Now, given a vector field on 𝑉 with isolated singularities, we
can take its restriction to the compact manifold with boundary 𝑉 \ (⋃𝑟

𝑖=1 𝑋𝑖
⋃), and

extend it to all of 𝑉𝑡 with isolated singularities on each local Milnor fiber 𝐹𝑖,𝑡 . This
splits 𝑐𝑛 (𝑉𝑡 ) [𝑉𝑡 ] into a contribution coming from the smooth part 𝑉 \ (⋃𝑟

𝑖=1 𝑋𝑖
⋃),

and a contribution coming from each 𝐹𝑖,𝑡 .

Definition 8. The virtual index of 𝑣 at an isolated singularity 𝑝 is the localization at
𝑝 of the Fulton class 𝑐𝑛 (𝑉) ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑉) � Z determined by 𝑣.

From the above construction we see that this invariant equals the total Poincaré-
Hopf index of 𝑣 at a local Milnor fiber when the singularity (𝑉, 𝑝) can be put in a flat
family as above. This condition is not necessary and the result id proved in general,
either in [22, 20] via Chern-Weil theory, or in [29] topologically. We have:
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K

Fig. 2 The virtual index is the localization at 0 of the PH index in a Milnor fiber.

Theorem 9. The GSV and the virtual indices coincide for vector fields on ICIS
germs.

This theorem is discussed again in Section 4 from the viewpoint of Chern-Weil
theory, following Suwa’s viewpoint in [90] instead of the original one in [73] (or in
[22]).

1.4 Radial index and the Milnor number

There are other indices of vector fields and 1-forms on singular varieties that play an
important role in singularity theory. Two of these are the radial or Schwartz index,
and the local Euler obstruction, which plays an important role for MacPherson’s
construction of Chern classes for singular varieties. This invariant has been extended
to an index for vector fields and 1-forms on ICIS singularities. We refer to [22, 51, 29]
for thorough accounts on this subject.

The radial (or Schwartz) index springs from the work of M. H. Schwartz in 1965,
but she defined it only for a special class of vector fields, those obtained by radial
extension. Her goal was defining Chern classes for singular varieties (see [22]). For
instance, if 𝑝 is an isolated singularity in an analytic space 𝑋 , the only vector fields
considered by M. H. Schwartz were the radial ones, i.e., those transversal to each
small sphere in the ambient space, centered at the singular point, and in that case the
Schwartz index is 1. King and Trotman defined an index in general in [70], a 1991
preprint that unfortunately was not published till 2014, which essentially is the radial
index. In the meantime, the same index was discovered simultaneously in [50] and
[7]. This is defined in great generality, for real or complex analytic spaces, and we
refer to [51] and [22, Ch. 2] for accounts on the subject. In the simplest case, where
one considers an isolated singularity germ (𝑉, 0) and a continuous vector field on 𝑉
with an isolated singularity at 0, this index is defined as:
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Rad(𝑣; 0, 𝑉) = 1 + 𝑑 (𝑣, 𝑣rad) ,

where 𝑣rad is a radial vector field on𝑉 (i.e, it is transversal to the intersection of𝑉 with
every sufficiently small sphere, pointing outwards) and 𝑑 (𝑣, 𝑣rad) is the difference
between these two vector fields, as depicted in figure 3: this is the total index of a
vector field 𝜉 on a cylinder bounded by links K𝜀′ = 𝑉 ∩ S𝜀′ and K𝜀 = 𝑉 ∩ S𝜀 with
0 < 𝜀′ < 𝜀 and 𝜉 restricts to 𝑣rad on K𝜀′ and to 𝑣 on K𝜀 .

Fig. 3 The radial index

When 𝑉 has non-isolated singularities, the radial index is defined similarly as
above but there are two points of view. In [22, Ch. 2] one assigns an index to
each connected component Σ of the singular set of a singular variety. For this one
takes a regular neighborhood 𝑁Σ of Σ with smooth boundary, and a smaller such
neighborhood 𝑁 ′

Σ
and use the cylinder bounded by these to define the difference

𝑑 (𝑣, 𝑣rad), where 𝑣 is the given vector field and 𝑣rad is now the unit normal vector
field on the boundary 𝜕𝑁 ′

Σ
, pointing outwards. In this case we define the radial index

of 𝑣rad to be the Euler characteristic 𝜒(Σ) and the index of 𝑣 is 𝜒(𝑆) + 𝑑 (𝑣, 𝑣rad).
In [50, 51] the definition is more refined as one must consider Whitney stratified

vector fields with isolated singularities and one defines a radial index at each singu-
larity of the vector field. The relation between the two definitions is as follows: the
above radial index associated to Σ is the sum of the radial indices of the stratified
vector field with isolated singularities contained in Σ. In either case the radial index
at Σ actually is a class in 𝐻0 (Σ;Z) � Z, it can be regarded in 𝐻0 (𝑉 ;Z) via the
inclusion, and it has the following important properties (see [22, 51]):

Theorem 10. 1. Let (𝑉, 0) be an 𝑛-dimensional ICIS with Milnor number 𝜇, and
let 𝑣 be a continuous vector field on 𝑉 with an isolated singularity at 0. Then
their difference is the Milnor number of (𝑉, 0), independently of 𝑣:

𝜇 = (−1)𝑛
(
GSV(𝑣; 0, 𝑉) − Rad(𝑣; 0, 𝑉)

)
.
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2. If 𝑉 is a compact local complete intersection and 𝑣 is a continuous vector field
on 𝑉 , singular at the singular set 𝑉𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 and at finitely many smooth points of 𝑉 ,
then its total radial index (defined in the obvious way) is the Euler characteristic
𝜒(𝑉), which equals the 0-degree Schwartz-MacPherson class of 𝑉 .

Remark 2 (Indices of 1-forms). The theory of indices of 1-forms on singular varieties
is parallel to that for vector fields and it has been developed mostly by W. Ebeling
and S. Gusein-Zade in a series of papers. We refer to their survey paper [51] for an
account of this, and to [22, Ch. 9] for an introduction to the subject. Given an isolated
singularity germ (𝑉, 𝑝) in some C𝑚 and a holomorphic 1-form in a neighborhood
of 𝑝, its restriction to 𝑉 is a 1-form on 𝑉 and its singularities are the points where
its kernel is not transversal to 𝑉 ; this includes 𝑝. There is a radial index for 1-forms
with an isolated singularity at 𝑝, and if (𝑉, 𝑝) is an ICIS, then there are also GSV
and homological indices, and these coincide. The difference between these and the
radial index is the local Milnor number. There is a local Euler obstruction as well.

Using 1-forms instead of vector fields has some advantages; perhaps a main one
is that instead of imposing the tangency conditions one needs for vector fields, one
needs a transversality condition for 1-forms. This allows, for instance, considering
indices for collections of 1-forms. The indices we have envisaged so far morally
correspond to the top Chern class, while the collections of 1-forms envisaged by
Ebeling and Gusein-Zade corespond to different Chern numbers.

Remark 3 (Milnor classes). Classical Chern classes of complex manifolds can be
defined as being the primary obstructions to constructing frames with appropriate
indices at their singularities. These indices are natural extensions of the Poincaré-
Hopf index. Similarly, for singular varieties equipped with a Whitney stratification,
one may consider appropriate stratified frames and:

• One has a corresponding radial index for frames; the classes one gets are the
Schwartz-MacPherson classes (see [22, Ch. 10]).

• If the variety is a local complete intersection in a manifold, one has a corre-
sponding virtual index for frames, and the classes one gets are the Fulton classes
(see [22, Ch. 10]).

• In the previous setting, the difference between the Fulton and the Schwartz-
MacPherson classes are the Milnor classes of 𝑉 .

• If 𝑉 has only isolated singularities, the Milnor class in degree 0 is the sum of
the local Milnor numbers (hence the name of Milnor classes). If 𝑉 is a hyper-
surface with non-isolated singular set, the 0-degree Milnor class is Parusinski’s
generalized Milnor number.

Milnor classes arose first in the work of P. Aluffi [8, 9], though the actual name was
coined later (see [29]).
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2 Singular Holomorphic foliations, Baum-Bott residues and
indices

A regular (smooth or non-singular) holomorphic foliation F of dimension 𝑘 on
a complex manifold 𝑋 is given by an open covering {𝑈𝛼} of 𝑋 , holomorphic
submersions
𝑓𝛼 : 𝑈𝛼 → C𝑛−𝑘 and biholomorphisms

𝑔𝛼𝛽 : 𝑓𝛽 (𝑈𝛼 ∩𝑈𝛽) ⊂ C𝑛−𝑘 → 𝑓𝛼 (𝑈𝛼 ∩𝑈𝛽) ⊂ C𝑛−𝑘

such that 𝑓𝛼 = 𝑔𝛼𝛽 ◦ 𝑓𝛽 , whenever𝑈𝛼∩𝑈𝛽 ≠ ∅. That is (see figure 4), the diagramm

𝑈𝛼 ∩𝑈𝛽

𝑓𝛽

��

𝑈𝛼 ∩𝑈𝛽

𝑓𝛼

��
𝑓𝛽 (𝑈𝛼 ∩𝑈𝛽) ⊂ C𝑛−𝑘

𝑔𝛼𝛽 // 𝑓𝛼 (𝑈𝛼 ∩𝑈𝛽) ⊂ C𝑛−𝑘

commutes.

2

5. Baum-Bott residues and indices

A regular(smooth) holomorphic foliation F of dimension n� k on a
complex manifold X is given by an open covering {U↵} of X, holomor-
phic submersions f↵ : U↵ ! Cn�k and biholomorphisms

g↵� : f�(U↵ \ U�) ⇢ Cn�k ! f↵(U↵ \ U�) ⇢ Cn�k

such that f� = g↵� � f↵. That is, the diagramm

U↵ \ U�

f�
✏✏

U↵ \ U�

f↵
✏✏

f�(U↵ \ U�) ⇢ Cn�k
g↵� // f↵(U↵ \ U�) ⇢ Cn�k

commutes.

U↵

U�

f↵(U↵ \ U�) f�(U↵ \ U�)

g↵�

This gives us a holomorphic vector bundle TF := [↵ ker(df↵) ⇢ TX
called tangent bundle of F . It follows from Frobenius theorem that a
holomorphic subvector bundle E ⇢ TX (called distribution) of rank
n � q is a tangent bundle of a foliation of codimension q if and only if
[E, E] ⇢ E.

Fig. 4

If we set 𝑓𝛼 = ( 𝑓 1
𝛼, . . . , 𝑓

𝑛−𝑘
𝛼 ), then the tangent of a fiber passing through 𝑝 ∈ 𝑈𝛼

is:

𝑇𝑝 ( 𝑓 −1
𝛼 ( 𝑓𝛼 (𝑝))) = ker(𝑑𝑓𝛼) (𝑝) = {𝑣 ∈ 𝑇𝑝𝑋; 𝑖𝑣 (𝑑𝑓 1

𝛼 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓 𝑛−𝑘𝛼 ) (𝑝) = 0}.

This means that the foliation is locally induced by the decomposable (𝑛 − 𝑘)-form

𝑑𝑓 1
𝛼 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓 𝑛−𝑘𝛼 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑈𝛼,Ω

𝑛−𝑘
𝑈𝛼

) ,

and on𝑈𝛼 ∩𝑈𝛽 ≠ ∅ we have
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𝑑𝑓 1
𝛼 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓 𝑛−𝑘𝛼 = det(𝐽 (𝑔𝛼𝛽)) · 𝑑𝑓 1

𝛽 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓 𝑛−𝑘𝛽 ,

where 𝐽 (𝑔𝛼𝛽) is the jacobian matrix of the biholomorphic map 𝑔𝛼𝛽 . Moreover, this
gives us a holomorphic vector bundle of rank 𝑘 defined by

𝑇F := ∪𝛼 ker(𝑑𝑓𝛼) ⊂ 𝑇𝑋

called the tangent bundle of F . On the other hand, 𝑇F |𝑈𝛼
is generated by holomor-

phic vector fields 𝑣1
𝛼, · · · , 𝑣𝑘𝛼, such that 𝑣𝑖𝛼 =

∑𝑘
𝑗=1 Γ

𝑘
𝑖 𝑗
𝑣
𝑗
𝛼, where Γ𝑘

𝑖 𝑗
are holomorphic

functions on𝑈𝛼. That is, the foliation is induced by the decomposable holomorphic
𝑘-vector field

𝑣1
𝛼 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑣𝑘𝛼 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑈𝛼,∧𝑘𝑇𝑈𝛼).

It follows from the Frobenius theorem that a holomorphic subvector bundle E ⊂ 𝑇𝑋
(called a distribution) of rank 𝑘 is the tangent bundle of a foliation of dimension
𝑘 if and only if [E, E] ⊂ E. So, a holomorphic regular foliation induces an exact
sequence of holomorphic vector bundles,

0 −→ 𝑇F
𝜙

−→ 𝑇𝑋
𝜋−→ 𝑁F −→ 0,

where the quotient bundle 𝑁F is called the normal bundle of F . Notice that
{det(𝐽 (𝑔𝛼𝛽))} is a cocycle of ∧𝑛−𝑘𝑁F the determinant of F . Then, the foliation F
induces a nowhere vanishing holomorphic twisted (𝑛 − 𝑘)-form,

𝜔F ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋 ⊗ ∧𝑛−𝑘𝑁F ) ,

with values in the line bundle∧𝑛−𝑘𝑁F , given by𝜔F |𝑈𝛼
= 𝑑𝑓 1

𝛼∧· · ·∧𝑑𝑓 𝑛−𝑘𝛼 . Recipro-
cally, a nowhere vanishing twisted holomorphic (𝑛− 𝑘)-form𝜔 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘

𝑋
⊗ L),

with values in a line bundle  L on 𝑋 , induces a regular holomorphic foliation of
dimension 𝑘 , which is locally decomposable and integrable. That is, for all 𝑝 there
is an open neigborhood𝑈 and 𝜔1, . . . , 𝜔𝑛−𝑘 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑈,Ω𝑛−𝑘

𝑈
), such that

𝜔|𝑈 = 𝜔1 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝜔𝑛−𝑘

and
𝑑𝜔𝑖 ∧ 𝜔1 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝜔𝑛−𝑘 = 0

for all 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛 − 𝑘 . Then, by the Frobenius Theorem, there is a holomorphic
map 𝑓 = ( 𝑓 1, . . . , 𝑓 𝑛−𝑘) : 𝑈 → C𝑛−𝑘 , such that

ker(𝜔 |𝑈) = {𝑣 ∈ 𝑇𝑈; 𝑖𝑣 (𝜔) = 0} = ker(𝑑𝑓 ) = ker(𝑑𝑓 1 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓 𝑛−𝑘) ⊂ 𝑇𝑈.

Therefore,𝜔 induces a holomorphic foliation F of dimension 𝑘 , with tangent bundle
𝑇F = ker(𝜔) ⊂ 𝑇𝑋 . Moreover, for every 𝑔 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑋,O∗

𝑋
) the form �̃� = 𝑔𝜔, yields

the same foliation. In particular, if 𝑋 is compact, then the foliation F is represented
by a point on the projective space

P𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋 ⊗ L).
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In general, we can define.

Definition 9. A regular Pfaff system of dimension 𝑘 on a compact manifold 𝑋 is a
point [𝜔] ∈ P𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘

𝑋
⊗ L), for some line bundle L, such that its singular set is

Sing(𝜔) := {𝜔 = 0} = ∅.

So, a regular Pfaff system 𝜔 is a regular foliation if and only if 𝜔 is locally decom-
posable and integrable.

2.1 Singular holomorphic foliations and Pfaffian systems

Let 𝑋 be a complex manifold of dimension 𝑛. A singular holomorphic distribution
F , of dimension 𝑘 , on 𝑋 is given by an exact sequence

F : 0 −→ 𝑇F
𝜙

−→ 𝑇𝑋
𝜋−→ 𝑁F −→ 0,

where 𝑁F is a torsion-free sheaf, called the normal sheaf of F , and𝑇F is a reflexive
sheaf, of generic rank 𝑘 , called the tangent sheaf of F .

Definition 10. A singular holomorphic foliation of dimension 𝑘 is a distribution F ,
of dimension 𝑘 , which is involutive, i.e. [𝑇F , 𝑇F ] ⊂ 𝑇F . The singular set of the
foliation F is the singular set of its normal sheaf

Sing(F ) := Sing(𝑁F ) = {𝑝 ∈ 𝑋 | (𝑁F )𝑝 is not locally free}.

Since 𝑁F is torsion-free, the singular set of F has codimension ≥ 2. The singular
scheme of F is defined as follows. Taking the maximal exterior power of the dual
morphism 𝜙∨ : Ω1

𝑋
→ 𝑇F ∗ we obtain a morphism

∧𝑘𝜙∨ : Ω𝑘
𝑋 → det(𝑇F )∗

and an induced morphism Ω𝑘
𝑋
⊗ det(𝑇F ) → O𝑋 whose image is an ideal sheaf I𝑍

of a subscheme 𝑍 ⊂ 𝑋 . Moreover, such a morphism induces a global section

𝜈F ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑋,∧𝑘𝑇𝑋 ⊗ det(𝑇F )∗)

which is called the Pfaff field induced by F . This means that on a neighborhood𝑈𝑝

of a point 𝑝 such that 𝑇F is locally free and generated by vector fields 𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑘 ,
then 𝜈F |𝑈𝑝

= 𝑣1∧· · ·∧𝑣𝑘 and [𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 ] =
∑𝑘

𝑗=1 Γ
𝑘
𝑖 𝑗
𝑣𝑘 , for all 𝑖, 𝑗 , 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, where

Γ𝑘
𝑖 𝑗
∈ O𝑈𝑝

and 𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑈𝑝 , 𝑇𝑈𝑝). Therefore, a singular holomorphic foliation F
of dimension 𝑘 , induces a regular foliation F 0 of dimension 𝑘 on 𝑋0 := 𝑋−Sing(F ).

The line bundle 𝐾F := det(𝑇F )∗ is called the canonical bundle of F . So, By the
isomorphism ∧𝑘𝑇𝑋 ≃ Ω𝑛−𝑘

𝑋
⊗ det(𝑇𝑋) and the fact that det(𝑁F ) ≃ det(𝑇𝑋) ⊗𝐾F

we conclude that the isomorphism
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∧𝑘𝑇𝑋 ⊗ 𝐾F ≃ Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋 ⊗ det(𝑇𝑋) ⊗ 𝐾F ≃ Ω𝑛−𝑘

𝑋 ⊗ det(𝑁F )

says that the section 𝜈F corresponds to a twisted (𝑛 − 𝑘)-form

𝜔F ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋 ⊗ det(𝑁F ))

with values on det(𝑁F ) which yields a Pfaff system, of dimension (𝑛−𝑘), associated
with the corresponding regular foliation F 0 on the regular part 𝑋0 = 𝑋 − Sing(F ).

So, in a neighborhood𝑈𝑝 of a point 𝑝 where 𝑁F ∗ is locally free, we have

𝜔F |𝑈𝑝
= 𝜔1 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝜔𝑛−𝑘 ,

where 𝜔𝑖 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑈𝑝 ,Ω
1
𝑈𝑝

) satisfies the integrability condition

𝑑𝜔 𝑗 ∧ 𝜔1 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝜔𝑛−𝑘 = 0

for all 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑛 − 𝑘 . Therefore,

Sing(F ) = {𝜈F = 0} = {𝜔F = 0}.

Definition 11. Let 𝑋 be a compact complex manifold of dimension 𝑛. A Pfaff system
of dimension 𝑘 on 𝑋 is an element

[𝜔] ∈ P𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋 ⊗ L),

where L is a holomorphic line bundle on 𝑋 , such that its singular set Sing(𝜔) :=
{𝜔 = 0} has codimension ≥ 2.

Remark 4. Note that a holomorphic foliation of dimension 𝑘 induces a Pfaff system
of codimension 𝑛 − 𝑘 that is generically decomposable. However, in general, a
Pfaff system does not need to be generically decomposable. An example of a non-
decomposable Pfaffian system is given by the symplectic 2-form inC2𝑚. In canonical
coordinates (𝑞1, 𝑝1, . . . , 𝑞𝑚, 𝑝𝑚) ∈ C2𝑚, this symplectic form is expressed as

𝜔 =

𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑑𝑞𝑖 ∧ 𝑑𝑝𝑖 .

Example 4. A holomorphic foliation F on P𝑛 of dimension 𝑘 corresponds to a
twisted (𝑛 − 𝑘)-form 𝜔 ∈ 𝐻0 (P𝑛,Ω𝑛−𝑘

P𝑛 (𝑑 + 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1), where 𝑑 ≥ 0 is called the
degree of F . We can interpret 𝜔 as a polynomial differential form

𝜔 =
∑︁

1≤𝑖1<· · ·<𝑖𝑛−𝑘≤𝑛
𝐴𝑖1 · · ·𝑖𝑝𝑑𝑥𝑖1 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑥𝑖𝑞

where the 𝐴𝑖1 · · ·𝑖𝑝 are homogeneous of degree 𝑑 + 1, and 𝜄𝑅𝜔 = 0, where
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R = 𝑥0
𝜕

𝜕𝑥0
+ · · · + 𝑥𝑛

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑛

is the radial vector field. The local decomposability translates to the Plücker condi-
tions

(𝑖𝑣𝜔) ∧ 𝜔 = 0 for every 𝑣 ∈ ∧𝑛−𝑘−1 (C𝑛+1),

and the integrability condition becomes

(𝑖𝑣𝜔) ∧ 𝑑𝜔 = 0 for every 𝑣 ∈ ∧𝑛−𝑘−1 (C𝑛+1).

For more details, we refer the reader to [47, Section 1.3].

Example 5. Let 𝜓 : 𝑋 → 𝑌 be a holomorphic fibration, where 𝑌 is a complex
manifold of dimension 𝑛 − 𝑘 > 0. Then 𝜓 induces a holomorphic foliation F on 𝑋
of dimension 𝑘 , whose tangent sheaf is the relative tangent sheaf of 𝜓, and whose
singular set corresponds to the singularities of the fibration.

Definition 12. Let 𝜔 ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋

⊗ L) be a Pfaff system of dimension 𝑘 on a
complex manifold 𝑋 . We say that an analytic subvariety 𝑉 ⊂ 𝑋 is invariant by 𝜔
if 𝑖∗𝜔 ≡ 0, where 𝑖 : 𝑉 ↩→ 𝑋 is the inclusion map. If F is a holomorphic foliation
of dimension 𝑘 on 𝑋 , then 𝑉 is invariant by F if it is invariant by its corresponding
Pfaff system

𝜔F ∈ 𝐻0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋 ⊗ det(𝑁F )).

Example 6. Consider the foliation F in C2 induced by the holomorphic 1-form
𝜔 = 𝑥(5𝑦2 − 9) 𝑑𝑥 − 𝑦(5𝑥2 − 9) 𝑑𝑦. This foliation has 5 singular points given by the
singular points of the invariant algebraic curve 𝐶 = {(𝑥2 − 𝑦2) · (𝑥2 + 4𝑦2 − 9) = 0}.
See figure 5.

Fig. 5

Example 7. In this example, we examine the topology, via the Milnor fibration, of
a foliation on C2 induced by an exact holomorphic 1-form 𝜔 = 𝑑𝑓 , i.e., when the
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foliation admits a holomorphic first integral. Suppose that the foliation is induced by
the 1-form 𝑑 (𝑥3 − 𝑦2) with an isolated singularity at 0. This foliation is tangent to
the fibers of the polynomial function 𝑓 : C2 → C, given by 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑥3 − 𝑦2, and it
has the invariant (separatrix) curve 𝑓 −1 (0) := 𝐶 with isolated singularity at 0. Pick
the point 0 ∈ 𝐶 and a small enough 𝜖-ball 𝐵𝜖 (0) in C2 centered at the origin 0, with
boundary the 3-sphere 𝑆𝜖 (𝑥). Then by Milnor [77], 𝐵𝜖 (0) ∩𝐶 is homeomorphic to
the cone on the real link 𝑆𝜖 (0) ∩𝐶. In this case, the link 𝑆𝜖 (0) ∩𝐶 ≃ S1 is the trefoil
knot. If we take a point 𝑥1 ∈ 𝐷 𝛿 (0) − {0} ⊂ C, with |𝑥1 | ≪ 𝛿 ≪ 𝜖 ≤ 1, then on the
smooth curve 𝑓 −1 (𝑥1) we have also that 𝑆𝜖 (0) ∩ 𝑓 −1 (𝑥1) is the trefoil knot, while
the leaves of the foliation contained within the ball, which are the Milnor fibers, have
the homotopy of a bouquet of 2 circles, ≃ S1 ∨ S1. See figure 6.

2.2 Baum–Bott residues

In this section we recall the Baum–Bott residue theorem for singular foliations on
complex manifolds. A starting point is Bott’s vanishing theorem presented by R.
Bott in the 1970 ICM in Nice (see [16]), where he discussed the state of the art in the
problem of “foliating a manifold”. As he explains, this can be viewed in two steps:

Step 1: Given a (smooth or complex) 𝑛-manifold, construct a 𝑘-dimensional sub-
bundle 𝐸 of the tangent bundle 𝑇𝑀; and then,

Step 2: Given a subbundle 𝐸 of 𝑇𝑀 as above, can it be deformed to an integrable
one?

In the complex case we want 𝐸 to be holomorphic.
Bott then gives a beautiful answer, which in the complex case can be stated as

follows:

Theorem 11 (Bott’s vanishing theorem). Let 𝑀 be a compact complex analytic
𝑛-manifold which admits an integrable holomorphic subbundle 𝐸 . Let 𝑄 = 𝑇𝑀/𝐸
be the quotient bundle, that one calls the normal bundle. Then the Chern ring𝑇𝑀/𝐸 ,
generated by the real Chern classes of 𝑇𝑀/𝐸 , vanishes in dimensions greater that
2 × dimC (𝑇𝑀/𝐸). That is,

𝐶ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑟 (𝑇𝑀/𝐸) = 0 ∀ 𝑟 > dimR (𝑇𝑀/𝐸) .

This provides topological obstructions for the integrability of a distribution on a
manifold. It is worth saying that there is also previous work by Bott (e.g. [15]) where
he relates the behavior of a holomorphic vector field at its zeroes to the characteristic
numbers of complex manifolds and holomorphic bundles.

As an example (from [16]), consider a compact complex 𝑛-manifold 𝑀 with
vanishing Euler characteristic. This means that its top Chern class 𝑐𝑛 (𝑀) vanishes
as well, and also that by the theorem of Poincaré-Hopf, we can construct on 𝑀 a
nowhere vanishing 𝐶∞ vector field 𝑣. This spans a smooth trivial 1-dimensional
complex sub-bundle 𝐸 of 𝑇𝑀 and one has a 𝐶∞ ssplitting 𝑇𝑀 � 𝐸 ⊕ 𝑄 where
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𝑄 = 𝑇𝑀/𝐸 is the normal bundle. Hence, since 𝐸 is a trivial bundle, all the Chern
numbers of 𝑀 are degree 𝑛 products of the Chern classes of 𝑄, evaluated on the
fundamental cycle [𝑀].

Now suppose that the vector field 𝑉 actually is holomorphic, so it is integrable.
Then one has a 1-dimensional holomorphic foliation E with tangent bundle 𝐸 . Then,
by Bott’s theorem, all degree 𝑛 products of Chern classes of𝑄 vanish. Hence, by the
above observations, all the Chern numbers of 𝑀 vanish, so we have:

Corollary 2. If a compact complex manifold admits a nowhere vanishing holomor-
phic vector field, then all its Chern numbers are 0.

Bott’s theorem 11 was later extended by Baum-Bott to higher dimensional fo-
liations, allowing also singularities. If there are no singularities, then the theorem
states that the ring 𝐶ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑟 (𝑄), generated by the real Chern classes of the normal
bundle, vanishes in dimensions greater that the real codimension of the foliation.
In the presence of singularities, the theorem says that each such class, regarded in
homology via Alexander duality, localizes as a sum of residues, which are homology
classes of the singular set. More precisely:

Theorem 12 (Baum-Bott). [12] Let F be a holomorphic foliation of dimension 𝑘 on
a complex manifold 𝑋 , and let 𝜑 be a homogeneous symmetric polynomial of degree
𝑑 satisfying 𝑛− 𝑘 < 𝑑 ≤ 𝑛. Let 𝑍 be a compact connected component of the singular
set Sing(F ). Then, there exists a homology class Res𝜑 (F , 𝑍) ∈ H2(𝑛−𝑑) (𝑍;C) such
that:

(𝑖) Res𝜑 (F , 𝑍) depends only on 𝜑 and on the local behavior of the leaves of F
near 𝑍 .

(𝑖𝑖) Suppose that 𝑋 is compact, and define Res(𝜑, F , 𝑍) := 𝛼∗Res𝜑 (F , 𝑍), where
𝛼∗ is the composition of the maps

H2(𝑛−𝑑) (𝑍;C) 𝑖∗−→ H2(𝑛−𝑑) (𝑋;C) and H2(𝑛−𝑑) (𝑋;C) 𝑃−→ H2𝑑 (𝑋;C),

where 𝑖∗ is the induced map from the inclusion 𝑖 : 𝑍 −→ 𝑋 , and 𝑃 is the Poincaré
duality map. Then

𝜑(NF) =
∑︁
𝑍

Res(𝜑, F , 𝑍).

If the foliation has dimension one and isolated singularities, the residues can be
expressed in terms of Grothendieck residues (see [11]). More precisely, in this case,
for each 𝑝 ∈ Sing(F ), an isolated singularity of F , we have

Res(𝜑, F , 𝑝) = Res𝑝
[

𝜑(𝐽𝑣)
𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛

]
, (6)

where 𝑣 = (𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛) is a germ of a holomorphic vector field on (𝑈, 𝑝), serving
as a local representative of F , 𝐽𝑣 is its Jacobian matrix, and

Res𝑝
[

𝜑(𝐽𝑣)
𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛

]
=

(
1

2𝜋
√
−1

)𝑛 ∫
Γ

𝜑(𝐽𝑣)
𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛

,



Indices and residues: from Poincaré-Hopf to Baum-Bott, and Marco Brunella 27

!1

f( 0 )
-1

C=

f
-1

f

( x  )1

( x  )f
-1

2

0

x1

 ! ∨ !1 1

f
-1

!
| |

( )1

Fig. 6

denotes the Grothendieck residue of 𝜑(𝐽𝑣) with respect to 𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛 at 𝑝, and Γ is
the cycle {𝑥 ∈ 𝑈; |𝑣𝑖 (𝑥) | = 𝜖𝑖; 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛}.

In general, it is a difficult task to compute the Baum–Bott residues for foliations
of higher dimension. In [92], Vishik proved Baum–Bott’s Theorem and provided a
method to compute the residues, assuming that the foliation has a locally free tangent
sheaf. In [17], F. Bracci and T. Suwa studied the behavior of Baum–Bott residues
under smooth deformations.

Let us recall how to compute such residues in a particular case. Let Sing𝑛−𝑘+1 (F ) ⊂
Sing(F ) be the subset of components of pure dimension 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1. Consider a sym-
metric homogeneous polynomial 𝜑 of degree 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1. Let 𝑍 ⊂ Sing𝑛−𝑘+1 (F ) be
an irreducible component. Take a generic point 𝑝 ∈ 𝑍 such that 𝑝 is a point where
𝑍 is smooth and disjoint from the other irreducible components. Now, consider 𝐵𝑝

a ball centered at 𝑝, of dimension 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1 sufficiently small and transversal to 𝑍 in
𝑝. In [12], under a generic condition( Kupka condition [80]), Baum and Bott proved
that

Res(F , 𝜑; 𝑍) = Res𝜑 (F |𝐵𝑝
; 𝑝) [𝑍],

where Res𝜑 (F |𝐵𝑝
; 𝑝) represents the Grothendieck residue at 𝑝 of the one dimen-

sional foliation F |𝐵𝑝
on 𝐵𝑝 and [𝑍] denotes the fundamental cycle associated to

𝑍 .
In [42], the authors show that Baum–Bott’s generic hypothesis is not necessary,

and we demonstrate that the above formula always holds as long as the singular set
of the foliation has dimension less than or equal to 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1. More recently, in
[67] Kaufmann, Lärkäng, and Wulcan showed that the Baum–Bott residues can be
expressed in terms of residue currents.
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3 Indices for 1-dimensional holomorphic foliations on surfaces

In his remarkable paper [23], M. Brunella studied various invariants of holomorphic
1-dimensional foliations on complex surfaces that somehow spring from the Baum-
Bott theory of residues. He then related all these invariants to establish interesting
geometric properties of foliations. These results have been extended to higher di-
mensions and to other settings by various authors. This is the subject that we study
in this section.

3.1 Baum-Bott-Brunella indices

In this subsection we look at the Milnor number of a foliation, already studied earlier
(see 4), as well as at the Camacho-Sad index [32], the variation [68], defined by
Khanedani-Suwa, and an invariant that Brunella called Baum-Bott invariant.

Let F be a holomorphic foliation with isolated singularities on a complex surface
𝑋 and let 𝑝 be singular point of F . From the previous section we know that there
are two Baum-Bott residues associated to F at 𝑝; these correspond to the Chern
numbers 𝑐2 and 𝑐2

1. The one corresponding to 𝑐2, or to the symmetric function
given by the determinant, has as residue at 𝑝 the local Poincaré-Hopf index of a
vector field generating F locally. The local invariant we get is the local multiplicity,
or Milnor number 𝜇(F , 𝑝) of the foliation defined in 4, which is a topological
invariant. Following [23] we denote this invariant by 𝑃𝐻 (F , 𝑝) = 𝜇(F , 𝑝).

The second Baum-Bott residue corresponds to the symmetric function given by
the trace, or actually to the Chern number 𝑐2

1 (𝑁F), where 𝑁F ∈ 𝐻1 (𝑋,O∗) is the
normal bundle of F ; this bundle is defined even in the presence of singularities since
F is determined by a morphism of a line bundle into 𝑇𝑀 .

Following [23] we denote this by 𝐵𝐵(F , 𝑝) and call it the Baum-Bott invariant
of F at 𝑝. This can be studied à la Godbillon-Vey. Let (𝑧, 𝑤) be local coordinates
centered at 𝑝 and let 𝜔 = 𝐹 (𝑧, 𝑤)𝑑𝑤 − 𝐺 (𝑧, 𝑤)𝑑𝑧 be a holomorphic 1-form that
generates F locally. Let 𝛽 be a complex valued smooth 1-form of type (1, 0) on a
punctured neighborhood𝑈∗ = 𝑈 \ {𝑝} such that

𝑑𝜔 = 𝛽 ∧ 𝜔 .

For instance one may take:

𝛽 =

𝜕𝐹
𝜕𝑧

+ 𝜕𝐺
𝜕𝑤

|𝐹 |2 + |𝐺 |2
(
𝐹 𝑑𝑧 + 𝐺 𝑑𝑤

)
.

Then one has (see [23]):

BB(F , 𝑝) =
1

(2𝜋 𝑖)2

∫
S3
𝜀

𝛽 ∧ 𝑑𝛽 ,
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where S3
𝜀 is the boundary sphere of a small ball around 𝑝 with its natural orientation.

If the surface 𝑋 is compact then one has a global result in the vein of the Poincaré-
Hopf index theorem:

𝑐2
1 (𝑁F) =

∑︁
𝑝∈singF

BB(F , 𝑝) . (7)

Now let 𝑆 be a separatrix of F at 𝑝. That is, a local holomorphic curve containing
𝑝 which is invariant by F . It is not assumed that this curve is neither smooth nor
irreducible. The following invariant is defined in [68]:

Definition 13. The variation of F at 𝑝 relative to 𝑆 is:

Var(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) =
1

2𝜋𝑖

∫
𝑆∩S𝜀

𝛽 ,

with 𝛽 as above.

This invariant has the following important global property.

Proposition 3 (Khanedani-Suwa). Suppose 𝑆 is now a compact holomorphic curve
in 𝑋 , invariant by the foliation, then:∑︁

𝑝∈Sing(F)∩𝑆
Var(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) = 𝑐1 (𝑁F ) · 𝑆 .

Now we come to the Camacho-Sad index. This plays a key role for proving in
[32] the separatrix theorem: every germ of a holomorphic vector field in C2 with
an isolated singularity at the origen has at least one separatrix 𝑆. Yet, this index is
not actually defined in C2 but up in a “desingularization” of the vector field, where
one assumes that there is a smooth divisor 𝐶, invariant under the induced foliation,
with isolated singularities. One attaches a CS-index to each such singularity, which
actually is a localization of the Chern class of the normal bundle of 𝐶.

Let 𝑆 be again a separatrix in 𝑋 for the foliation F and 𝑝 ∈ 𝑆 a singularity of the
foliation. Let 𝜔 be a local 1-form on 𝑋 generating F locally and 𝑓 a local function
that defines 𝑆 near 𝑝, and we assume it is reduced. Then we know from [88] that
there are functions 𝑔, 𝜉 and a 1-form 𝜂 on a neighborhood of 𝑝 such that

𝑔𝜔 = 𝜉 𝑑𝑓 + 𝑓 𝜂

with 𝑘 ≠ 0 on 𝑆∗ = 𝑆 \ {𝑝}. Notice that on 𝑆 we have 𝑔𝜔 = 𝜉 𝑑𝑓 and 𝑔 ≠ 0 on 𝑆∗.

Definition 14. The Camacho-Sad index of F at 𝑝 relative to 𝑆 is:

CS(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) = − 1
2𝜋𝑖

∫
𝑆∩S3

𝜀

1
𝜉
𝜂 .

One has:

Proposition 4.
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𝑝∈Sing(F)∩𝑆

CS(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) = 𝑆 · 𝑆 = 𝑐1 (𝑁𝑆) [𝑆] .

Notice that all these formulas have a similar flavor, involving the geometry of
the foliation to localize the Chern class of some normal bundle. This contrasts with
the GSV index, which (by Proposition 9) is the localization of a Chern class of the
virtual tangent bundle.

3.2 The GSV index for 1-dimensional holomorphic foliations

Given a foliation F on a complex surface 𝑋 as above, with a singularity at 𝑝 and a
separatrix 𝑆 through 𝑝, 𝑆 is locally generated by a holomorphic vector field 𝑣. Hence
𝑆 can be regarded itself as being a hypersurface in 𝑋 with an isolated singularity at
𝑝 (in fact 𝑝 can be a regular point of 𝑆), equipped with a vector field 𝑣. Thus one has
the local GSV index of 𝑣 in 𝑆 at 𝑝, which we take as being its Poincaré-Hopf index
in a Milnor fiber of a local defining function 𝑓 for 𝑆 (we take this as its definition
even if 𝑆 has several branches).

Brunella in [23] used the foliation to introduce an invariant 𝑍 (F , 𝑆, 𝑝) in the
setting we now envisage, and proved that it coincides with the GSV index. Brunella
then established surprising deep relationships between the Baum-Bott, Camacho–
Sad, the variation and the GSV indices.

Let 𝑋 be a compact complex surface, and let F denote a one-dimensional holo-
morphic foliation on 𝑋 . Let 𝐶 be a reduced curve on 𝑋 and 𝑥 a point in 𝐶. When
𝐶 is invariant under F , we say that F is logarithmic along 𝐶. Let 𝑓 = 0 be a local
equation for 𝐶 in a neighborhood 𝑈𝛼 of 𝑥, and let 𝜔𝛼 be a holomorphic 1-form
that induces the foliation F on 𝑈𝛼. Since F is logarithmic along 𝐶, it follows from
[81, 88] that there exist holomorphic functions 𝑔 and 𝜉 defined in a neighborhood of
𝑥 that do not both vanish identically on 𝐶, such that

𝑔
𝜔𝛼

𝑓
= 𝜉

𝑑𝑓

𝑓
+ 𝜂, (8)

where 𝜂 is an appropriate holomorphic 1-form.

Definition 15 (Brunella [23]). Let F be a one-dimensional holomorphic foliation
on a compact complex surface 𝑋 that is logarithmic along a reduced curve 𝐶 ⊂ 𝑋 .
Given 𝑥 ∈ 𝐶, we define

Z(F , 𝐶, 𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑖

ord𝑥

(
𝜉

𝑔
|𝐶𝑖

)
,

where 𝐶𝑖 ⊂ 𝐶 are the irreducible components of 𝐶 at 𝑥, and ord𝑥

(
𝜉

𝑔
|𝐶𝑖

)
denotes

the order of vanishing of 𝜉

𝑔
|𝐶𝑖

at 𝑥.
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First, we will see that Brunella’s Z index coincides with the GSV index.

Proposition 5. [23, Page 532 ] Let 𝑝 ∈ Sing(F ) ∩ 𝐶. Then

Z(F , 𝐶, 𝑝) = GSV(F , 𝐶, 𝑝).

Proof. Let 𝑓 be a holomorphic function on a neighborhood 𝑈 of 𝑝 and defining
𝐶 |𝑈 = { 𝑓 = 0}. So, if 𝜔 induces F on𝑈 we have

𝜔 =
𝜉

𝑔
𝑑𝑓 + 𝑓

𝑔
𝜂.

Let 𝐽 : Ω1
𝑈

→ 𝑇𝑈 denote the isomorphism from 1-forms to vector fields in a
neighborhood𝑈 of 𝑝, defined by

𝜔 = 𝑃 𝑑𝑥 +𝑄 𝑑𝑦 ↦→ 𝐽 (𝜔) = 𝑄 𝜕

𝜕𝑥
− 𝑃 𝜕

𝜕𝑦
.

The holomorphic vector field 𝐽 (𝜔) defines the foliation F and can be expressed as
the sum of two meromorphic vector fields:

𝐽 (𝜔) = 𝜉

𝑔
𝐽 (𝑑𝑓 ) + 𝑓

𝑔
𝐽 (𝜂) = 𝑣1 + 𝑣2,

with 𝑣1 =
𝜉

𝑔
𝐽 (𝑑𝑓 ) and 𝑣2 =

𝑓

𝑔
𝐽 (𝜂). Now, observe that

𝐽 (𝜔) |𝐶 =

(
𝜉

𝑔
𝐽 (𝑑𝑓 ) + 𝑓

𝑔
𝐽 (𝜂)

)
|𝐶 =

𝜉

𝑔
𝐽 (𝑑𝑓 ) |𝐶 = 𝑣1 |𝐶

and 𝑣1 is tangent to 𝐶𝜖 = { 𝑓 = 𝜖}, for a small 𝜖 . The restriction 𝑣1 |𝐶𝜖
has poles at

the points of 𝐶𝜖 ∩ {𝑔 = 0} and zeros at the points of 𝐶𝜖 ∩ {𝜉 = 0}. Since the GSV
index in 𝐶𝜖 is the Poincaré–Hopf index of 𝑣1 |𝐶𝜖

, it is the difference between the
number of zeroes and the number of poles of 𝑣1 |𝐶𝜖

. Therefore,

GSV(F , 𝐶, 𝑝) = 1
2𝜋𝑖

∫
𝜕𝐶𝜖

𝑑𝜉

𝜉
−
∫
𝜕𝐶𝜖

𝑑𝑔

𝑔
=

1
2𝜋𝑖

∫
𝜕𝐶

𝑔

𝜉
𝑑

(
𝜉

𝑔

)
= Z(F , 𝐶, 𝑝).

This proves the proposition.

One has:

Proposition 6. [23, Proposition 5] If 𝐶 is any separatrix at 𝑝, then

Var(F , 𝐶, 𝑝) = GSV(F , 𝐶, 𝑝) + CS(F , 𝐶, 𝑝),

where Var(F , 𝑉, 𝑝) denotes the variational Khanedani–Suwa index of F along 𝑉 at
𝑝 [68] and CS(F , 𝐶, 𝑝) is the Camacho–Sad index [32].
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Remark 5. Recently, in [41], the authors generalized the variational index for currents
invariant under foliations, with applications to the study of transcendental leaves of
foliations and their accumulation on the singular set.

Theorem 13 (Brunella [23]). Let F be a one-dimensional holomorphic foliation on
a compact complex surface 𝑋 , logarithmic along a reduced curve 𝐶 ⊂ 𝑋 . Then∑︁

𝑥∈Sing(F)∩𝐶
GSV(F , 𝐶, 𝑥) = 𝑁F · 𝐶 − 𝐶 · 𝐶 ,

The GSV index is an integer and we already know that it can be negative. In fact,
consider Example 2 and the foliation in C2 given by the homogeneous vector field
𝑣 = 𝑤𝑘 𝜕

𝜕𝑧
− 𝑧𝑘 𝜕

𝜕𝑤
, whose leaves are the fibers of the map 𝑓 = 𝑧𝑘+1 + 𝑤𝑘+1. Then

𝑆 = 𝑓 −1 (0) is a separatrix (with 𝑘 +1 branches) and its GSV index is 1− 𝑘2, which is
negative whenever 𝑘 > 1. Notice that this foliation has infinitely many separatrices.

Marco Brunella remarked that the non-negativity of the GSV index is the obstruc-
tion to the positive solution to “Poincaré problem”, as we explain below in Section
4. The following results from [23] point in that direction and they are interesting on
their own.

Recall that a separatrix 𝑆 of F at 𝑝 is nondicritical if there is a sequence of
blow-ups based at 𝑝, 𝜋 : 𝑋 → 𝑋 , such that 𝜋 is a resolution of 𝑆, 𝑆 = 𝜋−1 (𝑆) has
only normal crossing singularities, and the divisor 𝜋−1 (𝑝) is 𝐹-invariant, where 𝐹
is the induced foliation on 𝑋 (see [30]). Then (see [23, Propositions 6 and 7]):

Theorem 14. If 𝑆 is a nondicritical separatrix at 𝑝 then:

GSV(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) ≥ 0 .

If 𝑆 further is a generalized curve (i.e. there are no saddle-nodes in its resolution)
and 𝑆 is maximal, union of all separatrices at 𝑝, then:

GSV(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) = 0 .

In [36], Cavalier and D. Lehmann proved that the converse is also true, i.e., if

GSV(F , 𝑆, 𝑝) = 0,

then the foliation F is a generalized curve at 𝑝, and 𝑆 is the maximal separatrix.

4 Indices in higher dimensions and the Poincaré problem

As noted before, indices and residues play a significant role for the study of the
famous Poincaré problem in dimensions 2 and higher. In this section we review
some of these. The literature is vast and we will focus only on some of the works
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most related with this article. Let us start by saying a few words about the problem
itself.

In [79] H. Poincaré asked whether it is possible to decide if an algebraic differential
equation in two variables is algebraically integrable, and he observed that in order
to answer this question it is sufficient to know whether one can bound the degree
of the generic leaves. He posed a question that in modern language can be stated as
follows. Let F be a holomorphic foliation in P2

C
and 𝐶 an irreducible curve which is

invariant by F : Is it possible to bound the degree of 𝐶 in terms of the degree of F ?
This problem has been studied by many authors in more generality. One may ask,

for instance, if given a foliation F on P𝑛
C

of degree 𝑑 and a hypersurface 𝑉 in P𝑛
C

invariant by F , is it possible to bound the degree of 𝑉 by a number which depends
only on 𝑑?

The answer in general is obviously negative, even for 𝑛 = 2. For instance the
foliation defined by the form 𝑝𝑤𝑑𝑧 − 𝑞𝑧𝑑𝑤 has degree 1 and the invariant curve
𝑧𝑝 − 𝑤𝑞 = 0 has degree equal to the maximum of 𝑝, 𝑞. There are many more
easy examples. Yet, there are many positive examples, and as explained in [26] the
philosophy is that the failure of having a uniform bound is due to the existence of
”bad singularities” of 𝑉 or of F .

As mentioned before, for 𝑛 = 2 , Brunella in [23] established a connection
between the GSV-index and both the Khanedani-Suwa variational index [68] and
the Camacho-Sad index [32], and he demonstrated that the non-negativity of the
GSV-index acts as an obstruction to providing an affirmative answer to the Poincaré
problem on compact complex surfaces.

In fact, more generally, the non-negativity of the GSV-index provides an obstruc-
tion to solving the generalized Poincaré problem for Pfaff systems on projective
complex spaces as explained below.

In [44], a GSV-type index for varieties was introduced, in the spirit of Brunella,
for varieties invariant under holomorphic Pfaff systems (which may not be locally
decomposable) on projective manifolds.

Let 𝑈 be a germ of an 𝑛-dimensional complex manifold. Let 𝐷 be an analytic
reduced hypersurface on 𝑈 and consider its decomposition into irreducible compo-
nents

𝐷 = 𝐷1 ∪ · · · ∪ 𝐷𝑛−𝑘 ,

and suppose that the analytic subvariety𝑉 = 𝐷1 ∩ · · · ∩𝐷𝑛−𝑘 has pure codimension
𝑘 . We assume that

𝑉 = {𝑧 ∈ 𝑈 : 𝑓1 (𝑧) = · · · = 𝑓𝑛−𝑘 (𝑧) = 0},

with 𝑓1, . . . , 𝑓𝑛−𝑘 ∈ O𝑈 and for each 𝑖 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑘},

𝐷𝑖 = {𝑧 ∈ 𝑈 : 𝑓𝑖 (𝑧) = 0}.

Since 𝑉 is a reduced variety, then the 𝑘-form 𝑑𝑓1 ∧ . . . ∧ 𝑑𝑓𝑛−𝑘 is not identically
zero on each irreducible component of 𝑉 . Following Aleksandrov [5], we denote
by Ω

𝑞

𝑈
(�̂�𝑖), for 𝑞 ≥ 1, the O𝑈-module of meromorphic differential 𝑞-forms with
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simple poles on the

�̂�𝑖 = 𝐷1 ∪ · · · ∪ 𝐷𝑖−1 ∪ 𝐷𝑖+1 ∪ · · · ∪ 𝐷𝑛−𝑘 ,

for each 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛 − 𝑘 . We have the following Aleksandrov’s Decomposition
Theorem, which is a generalization of Saito’s residues [81].

Theorem 15 (Aleksandrov [5]). Let 𝜔 ∈ Ω
𝑞

𝑈
(𝐷) be a meromorphic 𝑞-form with

simple poles on 𝐷. If for each 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑘 ,

𝑑𝑓 𝑗 ∧ 𝜔 ∈
𝑘∑︁
𝑖=1

Ω
𝑞+1
𝑈

(�̂�𝑖)

then, there exist a holomorphic function 𝑔, which is not identically zero on every irre-
ducible component of 𝑉 , a holomorphic (𝑞 − 𝑘)-form 𝜉 ∈ Ω

𝑞−𝑘
𝑈

and a meromorphic
𝑞-form 𝜂 ∈ ∑𝑘

𝑖=1 Ω
𝑞

𝑈
(�̂�𝑖) such that the following decomposition holds

𝑔𝜔 =
𝑑𝑓1
𝑓1

∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓𝑘

𝑓𝑘
∧ 𝜉 + 𝜂. (9)

We can apply this decomposition in our context.

Proposition 7. Let 𝜔 ∈ H0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑋

⊗ L) be a Pfaff system of dimension 𝑘 on a
complex manifold 𝑋 , and 𝑉 ⊂ 𝑋 a reduced local complete intersection subvariety
of dimension 𝑛 − 𝑘 which is invariant by 𝜔. Then for all local representations
𝜔𝛼 = 𝜔 |𝑈𝛼

of 𝜔, and all local expressions of 𝑉 in𝑈𝛼

𝑉 ∩𝑈𝛼 = {𝑧 ∈ 𝑈𝛼 : 𝑓𝛼,1 (𝑧) = · · · = 𝑓𝛼,𝑛−𝑘 (𝑧) = 0},

there are holomorphic functions 𝑔𝛼, 𝜉𝛼 ∈ O(𝑈𝛼) such that

𝑔𝛼 𝜔𝛼 = 𝜉𝛼𝑑𝑓𝛼,1 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓𝛼,𝑛−𝑘 + 𝜂𝛼 . (10)

Moreover, 𝑔𝛼 is not identically zero on every irreducible component of 𝑉 and 𝜂𝛼 is
given by

𝜂𝛼 = 𝑓𝛼,1 𝜂𝛼,1 + · · · + 𝑓𝛼,1 𝜂𝛼,𝑛−𝑘 ,

where each 𝜂𝛼,𝑖 ∈ Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑈𝛼

is a holomorphic (𝑛− 𝑘)-form. In particular, the restriction

𝜉𝛼

𝑔𝛼
|𝑉

is well defined.

In this context, we define the GSV index in Brunella’s spirit, which coincides
with the GSV index when 𝑉 is a curve invariant under a foliation on a surface.
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Definition 16. Under the assumptions of Proposition 7, suppose that 𝑆 ⊂ Sing(𝜔)∩𝑉
is a codimension one subvariety of𝑉 . The GSV-index of𝜔 relative to𝑉 in 𝑆 is defined
by

GSV(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑆) :=
∑︁
𝑗

ord𝑆
(
𝜉𝛼

𝑔𝛼
|𝑉𝑗

)
,

where the sum is taken over all irreducible components 𝑉 𝑗 of 𝑉 and ord𝑆
(
𝜉𝛼

𝑔𝛼
|𝑉𝑗

)
denotes the order of vanishing of 𝜉𝛼

𝑔𝛼
|𝑉𝑗

along 𝑆.

The following result was proved in [44].

Theorem 16. Let 𝑋 be a projective manifold, and let 𝑉 ⊂ 𝑋 be a reduced, locally
complete intersection subvariety of dimension 𝑘 , invariant under a Pfaff system of
same dimension induced by a twisted form𝜔 ∈ H0 (𝑋,Ω𝑛−𝑘

𝑋
⊗L). Then the following

statements hold:

(a) The integer number GSV(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑆𝑖) depends only on the local representatives of
𝜔, 𝑉 , and 𝑆𝑖;

(b) If Sing(𝜔,𝑉) := Sing(𝜔) ∩ 𝑉 has codimension one in 𝑉 , then the following
formula is satisfied:∑︁

𝑖

GSV(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑆𝑖) [𝑆𝑖] = 𝑐1 ( [L ⊗ det(𝑁𝑉/𝑋)−1]) |𝑉 ⌢ [𝑉],

where 𝑆𝑖 denotes an irreducible component of Sing(𝜔,𝑉), and 𝑁𝑉/𝑋 is the
normal sheaf of the subvariety 𝑉 .

The following result offers a method for calculating the GSV-index for Pfaff
systems, which can be compared with formulas in [90, Proposition 5.1] and [61].
Moreover, it partially addresses Suwa’s question in [90, Remark 5.3.(6)].

Theorem 17. With the setup as in Theorem 16, let 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 , and let { 𝑓1 = · · · = 𝑓𝑛−𝑘 =

0} be a local equation for 𝑉 in a neighborhood𝑈 of 𝑥. Consider

𝜔 |𝑈 =
∑︁

|𝐼 |=𝑛−𝑘
𝑎𝐼 𝑑𝑍𝐼 , where 𝑎𝐼 ∈ O(𝑈),

as the holomorphic (𝑛 − 𝑘)-form that induces the Pfaff system

𝜔 ∈ H0 (𝑈,Ω𝑛−𝑘
𝑈 ⊗ L)

on𝑈. Then the following formula holds:

GSV(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑆𝑖) = ord𝑆𝑖 (𝑎𝐼 |𝑉 ) − ord𝑆𝑖 (Δ𝐼 |𝑉 ), (11)
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where Δ𝐼 is the (𝑛 − 𝑘) × (𝑛 − 𝑘) minor of the Jacobian matrix Jac( 𝑓1, . . . , 𝑓𝑛−𝑘),
corresponding to the multi-index 𝐼.

More precisely, let𝜔 ∈ H0 (P𝑛,Ω𝑘
P𝑛 (𝑑 +𝑛− 𝑘 +1)) be a holomorphic Pfaff system

of dimension 𝑘 and degree 𝑑. Let𝑉 ⊂ P𝑛 be a reduced complete intersection variety
of dimension 𝑘 and multidegree (𝑑1, . . . , 𝑑𝑛−𝑘), invariant under 𝜔. Suppose that
Sing(𝜔,𝑉) has codimension one in 𝑉 . Then,∑︁

𝑖

GSV(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑆𝑖) deg(𝑆𝑖) = [𝑑 + 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1 − (𝑑1 + · · · + 𝑑𝑛−𝑘)] · (𝑑1 · · · 𝑑𝑛−𝑘),

where 𝑆𝑖 denotes an irreducible component of Sing(𝜔,𝑉). Therefore, if GSV(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑆𝑖) ≥
0 for all 𝑖, we have

𝑑1 + · · · + 𝑑𝑛−𝑘 ≤ 𝑑 + 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1.

This bound is similar to those established by Esteves and Cruz [48] and by Corrêa
and Jardim [38]. Related results were previously obtained by Cerveau and Lins Neto
[37], Soares [87], Cavalier and Lehmann [35], Brunella and Esteves in [26]. In
particular, Soares in [87] gave this bound for a foliation by curves:

𝑑1 + · · · + 𝑑𝑛−1 ≤ 𝑑 + 𝑛,

whenever 𝑉 is a smooth complete intersection invariant curve.

Example 8. Consider the Pfaff system 𝜔 ∈ H0 (P𝑛,Ω𝑛−𝑘
P𝑛 (𝑑 + 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1)) given by

𝜔 =
∑︁

0≤ 𝑗≤+𝑛−𝑘
(−1) 𝑗𝑑 𝑗 𝑓 𝑗 𝑑𝑓0 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓 𝑗 ∧ · · · ∧ 𝑑𝑓𝑛−𝑘 ,

where 𝑓 𝑗 is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 𝑑 𝑗 . We can see that

𝑑0 + 𝑑1 + · · · + 𝑑𝑛−𝑘 = 𝑑 + 𝑛 − 𝑘 + 1.

Suppose that deg( 𝑓0) = 𝑑0 = 1 and that 𝑉 = { 𝑓1 = · · · = 𝑓𝑛−𝑘 = 0} is smooth. Then
𝑉 is invariant by 𝜔, and we have

𝑑1 + · · · + 𝑑𝑛−𝑘 = 𝑑 + 𝑛 − 𝑘.

4.1 GSV-indices for vector fields as residues

Suwa in [90] provided an alternative interpretation of the GSV and virtual indices for
vector fields as residues on complete intersection varieties with isolated singularities.
He considered the residue arising from the localization of the relevant Chern class
of the ambient tangent bundle using a frame consisting of 𝑣 and additional vector
fields. Suwa’s definition is recalled as follows and does not depend on the choices
made.
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Let𝑈 be a neighborhood of the origin 0 inC𝑚, and let𝑉 be a subvariety (reduced,
but not necessarily irreducible) of pure dimension 𝑛 in 𝑈. Assume that 𝑉 contains
0 and that 𝑉 \ {0} is non-singular. We consider a closed ball 𝐵 around 0 that is
sufficiently small so that 𝑅 = 𝐵 ∩ 𝑉 has a cone structure over 𝜕𝑅 = 𝐿, the link of 𝑉
at 0.

Let 𝐸 be a 𝐶∞ complex vector bundle of rank 𝑙 on 𝑈, and let s = (𝑠1, . . . , 𝑠𝑟 ) be
a 𝐶∞ 𝑟-frame of 𝐸 on a neighborhood 𝑉0 of 𝐿 in 𝑉 , where 𝑟 = 𝑙 − 𝑛 + 1. Let ∇0 be
an s-trivial connection for 𝐸 |𝑉0 , and let ∇1 be a connection for 𝐸 .

Definition 17. The residue of s at 0 with respect to 𝑐𝑛 is defined by

Res𝑐𝑛 (s, 𝐸 |𝑉 ; 0) =
∫
𝑅

𝑐𝑛 (∇1) −
∫
𝜕𝑅

𝑐𝑛 (∇0,∇1).

We have an exact sequence

0 −→ 𝑇𝑉0 −→ 𝑇𝑈 |𝑉0

𝜋−→ 𝑁𝑉0 −→ 0, (12)

where𝑇𝑉0 and𝑇𝑈 denote the holomorphic tangent bundles of𝑉0 and𝑈, respectively,
and 𝑁𝑉0 is the normal bundle of 𝑉0 in 𝑈. Suppose that 𝑉 is a complete intersection
defined by 𝑓 = ( 𝑓1, . . . , 𝑓𝑘) in 𝑈, where 𝑘 = 𝑚 − 𝑛. In a neighborhood of a regular
point of 𝑓 , we may choose ( 𝑓1, . . . , 𝑓𝑘) as part of the local coordinates on 𝑈, so
that we have holomorphic vector fields 𝜕

𝜕 𝑓1
, . . . , 𝜕

𝜕 𝑓𝑘
away from the critical set of 𝑓 .

These vector fields are linearly independent and normal to the non-singular part of
𝑉 , so that

𝜕 𝑓 :=
(
𝜋

(
𝜕

𝜕 𝑓1

���
𝑉0

)
, . . . , 𝜋

(
𝜕

𝜕 𝑓𝑘

���
𝑉0

))
forms a frame for 𝑁𝑉0. Suppose that we have a 𝐶∞ nonsingular vector field 𝑣 on 𝑉0.

Theorem 18. [90, Theorems 3.4 and 4.4] We have

GSV(𝑣, 0) = Res𝑐𝑛 ((𝑣, 𝜕 𝑓 ), 𝑇𝑈 |𝑉 ; 0) = Vir(𝑣, 0),

where Vir(𝑣, 0) is the virtual index of 𝑣 at 0.

Since the indices do not depend on the choices made, we have the following
consequence.

Corollary 3. Let 𝑉 = { 𝑓1 = · · · = 𝑓𝑘 = 0} be a complete intersection, with isolated
singularity at 0, invariant by a foliation by curves F singular at most at 0. Then

GSV(F , 0) = Res𝑐𝑛 (F , 𝑇𝑈 |𝑉 ; 0) = Vir(F , 0).

Now, if 𝑛 = 2, the formula 11 generalizes Suwa’s formula for the GSV index. In
fact, if 𝑛 = 2, then 𝑘 = 1, and 𝑉 is a curve, and 𝜔 induces a foliation by curves. Let
𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 , and { 𝑓 = 0} be a local equation for 𝑉 in a neighborhood𝑈 of 𝑥. Consider

𝜔 = 𝑎1𝑑𝑥 − 𝑎2𝑑𝑦
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and its dual vector field
𝑣 = 𝑎2

𝜕

𝜕𝑥
+ 𝑎1

𝜕

𝜕𝑦

Proposition 8. [90, Corollary 5.2] Let 𝑉 = { 𝑓 = 0} be a curve, with isolated
singularity at 0, invariant by a foliation by curves F singular at most at 0. Then

Z(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑥) = ord𝑥 (𝑎1 |𝑉 ) − ord𝑥 (𝜕𝑥 𝑓 |𝑉 ) = ord𝑥 (𝑎2 |𝑉 ) − ord𝑥 (𝜕𝑦 𝑓 |𝑉 ).

An interesting application is that the GSV index provides an obstruction to the
continuous extension of the normal bundle of the foliation from the regular part of
the invariant variety. Indeed, let (𝑉, 0) ⊂ C𝑚 be an ICIS of dimension 𝑛 ≥ 2, and
let 𝑣 be a holomorphic vector field on 𝑉 , singular only at 0. This vector field defines
a one-dimensional holomorphic foliation F on 𝑉 singular at 0. On 𝑉 \ {0}, we have
the tangent bundle 𝑇F to the foliation, and we consider the smooth normal bundle
𝑁F = 𝑇 (𝑉 \ {0})/𝑇F .

Corollary 4. [84, Theorem 2] Let (𝑉, 0) and F be as above. Then the normal bundle
to F in 𝑉 \ {0} extends to 0 as a vector bundle (continuous or smooth) if and only if
GSV(F , 0) is a multiple of (𝑛 − 1)!

5 Log Baum–Bott residues and Aleksandrov’s logarithmic index

Using techniques from homological algebra, Aleksandrov [4] introduced an algebraic
index, inspired by the work of Gómez-Mont, to measure the variation between the
Poincaré–Hopf and homological indices. This is defined as follows: Let 𝑣 be a
holomorphic local vector field that induces foliation F . The interior multiplication
𝑖𝑣 then generates a complex of logarithmic differential forms:

0 −→ Ω𝑛
𝑋,𝑝 (log D) 𝑖𝑣−→ Ω𝑛−1

𝑋,𝑝 (log D) 𝑖𝑣−→ · · · 𝑖𝑣−→ Ω1
𝑋,𝑝 (log D) 𝑖𝑣−→ O𝑋,𝑝 −→ 0.

Let 𝑝 be an isolated singularity of the foliation F . The 𝑖𝑣-homology groups of the
complex Ω•

𝑋,𝑝
(log D) are finite-dimensional vector spaces. Accordingly, the Euler

characteristic

𝜒(Ω•
𝑋,𝑝 (log D), 𝑖𝑣) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=0

(−1)𝑖 dim𝐻𝑖 (Ω•
𝑋,𝑝 (log D), 𝑖𝑣)

of this complex of logarithmic differential forms is well-defined. Since this invariant
does not depend on the choice of the local representative 𝑣 of the foliation F at 𝑝,
the logarithmic index of F at the point 𝑝 is given by

Indlog (F ,D, 𝑝) := 𝜒(Ω•
𝑋,𝑝 (log D), 𝑖𝑣).
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In [43, 45], the authors addressed the problem of establishing a global logarithmic
residue theorem for meromorphic vector fields on compact complex manifolds. They
proved the following result under the assumption that the invariant divisors are of
normal crossings type.

Theorem 19. Let F be a one-dimensional foliation with isolated singularities and
logarithmic along a normal crossing divisor 𝐷 in a compact complex manifold 𝑋 .
Then∫
𝑋

𝑐𝑛 (𝑇𝑋 (− log𝐷) − 𝑇F ) =
∑︁

𝑥∈Sing(F)∩(𝑋\𝐷)
𝜇𝑥 (F ) +

∑︁
𝑥∈Sing(F)∩𝐷

Indlog (F , 𝐷, 𝑥),

where 𝜇𝑥 (F ) is the Milnor number of F at 𝑥.

In [43], the authors prove that if F is a one-dimensional foliation on P𝑛, with
𝑛 odd, and isolated singularities (non-degenerate) along a smooth divisor 𝐷, then
Sing(F ) ⊂ 𝐷 if and only if Soares’ bound [87] for the Poincaré problem is achieved,
i.e, if and only if

deg(𝐷) = deg(F ) + 1.

More recently, in [39], the authors developed a Baum–Bott residue theory for
foliations by logarithmic curves along free divisors:

Theorem 20. Let F be a one-dimensional holomorphic foliation on a complex man-
ifold 𝑋 , logarithmic along a free divisor 𝐷 ⊂ 𝑋 , and let 𝜑 be a homogeneous
symmetric polynomial of degree 𝑛. If F has only isolated singularities, then∫
𝑋

𝜑(𝑇𝑋 (− log𝐷) −𝑇F ) =
∑︁

𝑥∈Sing(F)∩(𝑋\𝐷)
BB𝜑 (𝑣, 𝑥) +

∑︁
𝑥∈Sing(F)∩𝐷

Reslog
𝜑 (F , 𝑝),

where BB𝜑 (𝑣, 𝑥) is the Baum–Bott residue of F at 𝑥 with respect to 𝜑. If, in addition,
𝐷 has normal crossings at 𝑝, then

Reslog
𝜑 (F , 𝐷, 𝑝) = (2𝜋

√
−1)𝑛 Res𝑝

[
𝜑(𝐽log𝜗)
𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛

]
.

Also, when 𝜑 = det, we have

Reslog
det (F , 𝐷, 𝑝) = (−1)𝑛 (2𝜋

√
−1)𝑛 Indlog (F , 𝐷, 𝑝).

As an application of this result, we can derive a Baum–Bott-type formula for
singular varieties. Consider 𝑇𝑌 := Hom(Ω1

𝑌
,O𝑌 ) the tangent sheaf of 𝑌 , where Ω1

𝑌

represents the sheaf of Kähler differentials on 𝑌 . A holomorphic foliation on 𝑌 is a
reflexive subsheaf 𝑇F of 𝑇𝑌 such that [𝑇F , 𝑇F ] ⊂ 𝑇F . Then the following result
holds.

Corollary 5. Let 𝑌 be a compact normal variety, and let 𝑇F ⊂ 𝑇𝑌 be a one-
dimensional holomorphic foliation with isolated singularities. Let 𝜑 be a homoge-
neous symmetric polynomial of degree 𝑛 = dim(𝑌 ). If 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐷) → (𝑌, ∅) is a
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functorial log resolution of 𝑌 , then∫
𝑋

𝜑(𝑇𝑋 (− log𝐷)−(𝑇𝜋−1F )∗) =
∑︁

𝑥∈Sing(F)∩𝑌reg

BB𝜑 (F , 𝑥)+
∑︁

𝑆𝜆⊂𝐷∩Sing(𝜋∗F)
Reslog

𝜑 (𝜋∗F , 𝑆𝜆),

where BB𝜑 (F , 𝑥) is the Baum–Bott index of F at 𝑥 with respect to 𝜑. In particular,
if 𝐷 ∩ Sing(𝜋−1F ) is isolated, then∫

𝑋

𝜑(𝑇𝑋 (− log𝐷) − (𝑇𝜋−1F )∗) =

=
∑︁

𝑥∈Sing(F)∩𝑌reg

BB𝜑 (F , 𝑥) +
∑︁

𝑥∈𝐷∩Sing(𝜋−1𝑣)
Res𝑝

[
𝜑(𝐽log (𝜋−1𝑣))
𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛

]
.

If, in addition, 𝜋−1F is induced by a global vector field 𝑣 and Sing(F ) ⊂ Sing(𝑌 ),
then the following Poincaré–Hopf type formula holds:

𝜒(𝑌 ) =
∑︁

𝑥∈𝐷∩Sing(𝜋−1𝑣)
Res𝑝

[
𝜑(𝐽log (𝜋−1𝑣))
𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑛

]
+ 𝜒(Sing(𝑌 )).

As a consequence of Theorem 20, we can show that the difference between
the Baum-Bott and logarithmic indices can be expressed in terms of the GSV and
Camacho-Sad indices. Before stating this result, let us first establish some notation.
If 𝑆 ⊂ 𝑋 is an analytic subset and F is a foliation by curves in 𝑋 , with isolated
singularities, we denote by

R(F , 𝑆) =
∑︁

𝑥∈𝑆𝑖𝑛𝑔 (F)∩𝑆
R(F , 𝑥),

where R denotes some residue associated with F along 𝑆. One gets (see [39, Corol-
lary 1.5]:

Theorem 21. Let F be a one-dimensional holomorphic foliation on a compact
complex surface 𝑋 with a reduced invariant curve 𝑆 ⊂ 𝑋 . Then

BB𝑐2
1
(F , 𝑆) − Reslog

𝑐2
1
(F , 𝑆) = 2GSV(F , 𝑆) − CS(F , 𝑆).

Hence, in particular, the non-negativity of

BB𝑐2
1
(F , 𝑆) − Reslog

𝑐2
1
(F , 𝑆) + CS(F , 𝑆)

is an obstruction to an affirmative answer to the Poincaré problem. Moreover, if F
is a generalized curve along 𝑆, then

Reslog
𝑐2

1
(F , 𝑆) = 2Res𝑐2

1
(F , 𝑆).
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Finally, a new obstruction to giving an affirmative answer to the Poincaré problem
for foliations by curves on P𝑛, 𝑛 odd, is introduced as a log index as follows(see [39,
Corollary 1.4]): let F be a one-dimensional foliation, with isolated singularities, on
P𝑛 with an invariant free divisor 𝐷. If 𝑛 is odd and

Reslog
𝑐𝑛1

(F , Sing(F )) ≥ 0

then

deg(𝐷) ≤ deg(F ) + 𝑛.

6 Final remarks

We have explored the intertwining amongst invariants for singular varieties and for
singular foliations. There is a lot more in the literature, and in this section we briefly
comment on some recent developments related to this work.

The Milnor number permeates this work and it is a topological invariant, funda-
mental in singularity theory. There are plenty of extensions and applications of this
concept in the literature, see for instance [29] for an account on this.

The Tjurina number was introduced by Greuel in [64]; this is the dimension of the
base space of a semi-universal deformation of an isolated hypersurface singularity.
In fact one has the Milnor and the Tjurina algebras. For a map germ (C𝑛, 𝑜) → (C, 0)
these are, respectively:

𝑀 𝑓 =
OC𝑛 ,0

( 𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧1
, · · · 𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧𝑛
)

and T𝑓 =
OC𝑛 ,0

( 𝑓 , 𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧1
, · · · 𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑧𝑛
)
.

Their dimensions overC are the corresponding Milnor and Tjurina numbers, 𝜇( 𝑓 )
and 𝜏( 𝑓 ). There are deep relations between these two invariants (see for instance
[65, 49]).

The Tjurina algebra for holomorphic vector fields, to our knowledge, appears first
in Gómez-Mont’s formula in [61] for the homological index (see 6), though he does
not use this name. The actual name of Tjurina number for foliations was coined in
[33, p. 159], where F. Cano, N. Corral and R. Mol use the intersection properties
of polar curves for 1-dimensional foliations in complex surfaces, to study properties
about non-dicritical singularities. In particular, they use the formula in [61] to give
a polar interpretation of the GSV-index and use this to study the Poincaré problem
for foliations in P2

C
.

In [55] the authors study relations between the Milnor and Tjurina numbers
of singular foliations in the complex plane with respect to a balanced divisor of
separatrices, an interesting concept introduced in [57]. In the non-dicritical case,
where there are only finitely many separatrices of the foliation, a balanced divisor
just means the union of all separatrices. For dicritical singularities this is a finite
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set of separatrices which includes all the isolated separatrices and some separatrices
from the ones associated to dicritical components. A balanced divisor provides a
certain control of the algebraic multiplicity of the foliation and of its separatrices.
The authors find in [55] important relations between various indices of a singular
foliation, such as the Baum-Bott, Camacho-Sad, GSV variational indices and the
Milnor and Tjurina numbers.

In [31], Camacho, Lins Neto and Sad posed the problem of determining whether
non-trivial minimal sets exist for foliations on P2. This question remains an open
problem to this day. In [74], Lins Neto proved the non-existence of minimal sets for
codimension one foliations on P𝑛, with 𝑛 ≥ 3. Motivated by Lins Neto’s work, Marco
Brunella in [25] initiated the investigation of this problem in higher dimensions for
codimension one holomorphic foliations with ample normal bundles. More precisely,
Brunella proposed the following conjecture: let F be a codimension-one foliation on
a projective manifold of dimension 𝑛 ≥ 3. If F possesses an ample normal bundle,
then every leaf of F necessarily accumulates on its singular set. In the remarkable
work [28] by Brunella and Perrone, the authors, utilizing Baum-Bott residues, proved
this conjecture for projective manifolds with Picard rank one. In [2], Adachi and
Brinkschulte completely solved Brunella’s conjecture by employing the localization
of the first Atiyah class, folowing [1], of the determinant of the normal bundle
of the foliation. A second proof of Brunella’s conjecture was provided by Adachi,
Biard, and Brinkschulte in [3], where the authors employed a residue formula for
meromorphic connections. This approach was inspired by a residue formula proved
by Pereira in [78]. Recently, in [41], the authors generalized the variational index for
currents invariant under foliations, with applications to the study of transcendental
leaves of foliations and their accumulation on the singular set. This result represents
a higher-dimensional generalization of the result previously established by Brunella
for foliations by curves, as proven in [24].

The adjunction formulas for foliations have played an important role in the classi-
fication of regular foliations on projective surfaces, as given by Brunella, and also in
foliated birational geometry, see [27]. When the curve is invariant under the foliation,
the difference 𝐾F − 𝐾𝐶 is the total sum of the GSV indices along 𝐶. More recently,
Cascini and Spicer [34] obtained an adjunction formula for foliations on algebraic
varieties, where a correction term serves as a generalization of Brunella’s GSV index
whenever the divisor is invariant under the foliation. We observe that Theorem 16
also provides an adjunction formula

𝐾F |𝑉 − 𝐾𝑉 = det(𝑁F )|𝑉 + det(𝑁𝑉/𝑋)−1 =
∑︁
𝑖

GSV(𝜔,𝑉, 𝑆𝑖) [𝑆𝑖],

since det(𝑁F )|𝑉 = −𝐾𝑋 |𝑉 + 𝐾F |𝑉 and det(𝑁𝑉/𝑋) = −𝐾𝑋 |𝑉 + 𝐾𝑉 .
In fact the GSV index was originally defined for vector fields on hypersurface

singularities. The extension to complete intersections was given in [86] where this
is used to prove an adjunction formula for local complete intersections.
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premier degré, Rendiconti del Circolo Matematico di Palermo 5 (1891), 161-191; 11 (1897),
193–239. 33

80. R. Rosas, Transversely product singularities of foliations in projective spaces, Comptes
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