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LOGARITHMIC VECTOR FIELDS AND

FOLIATIONS ON TORIC VARIETIES

DANIELE FAENZI, MARCOS JARDIM, AND WILLIAM D. MONTOYA

Abstract. We introduce a toric version of the sheaf of logarithmic vector fields along a
divisor of a simplicial toric variety. The notion is also relevant for algebraically independent
families of polynomials in the Cox ring. We provide a generalization of the Saito criterion for
the freeness of the toric logarithmic sheaf. We explain the relationship between this sheaf and
the usual sheaf of logarithmic vector fields and the connection with holomorphic foliations
on toric varieties.

1. Introduction

The study of vector fields or derivations tangent to some reduced divisor D in a complex
variety X is a classical object in algebra, geometry, and algebraic geometry that has been
studied for decades. Over the affine space An, writing f for the equation of the divisor D,
the logarithmic derivations form a finitely generated module over the polynomial ring S =
C[x1, . . . , xn], or equivalently a sheaf over OAn , denoted by TAn〈D〉, which is identified with
the sheaf of Jacobian syzygies, namely, TAn〈D〉 is the kernel of the gradient ∇̄(f), seen as a
map O⊕n

An → OD. Indeed, logarithmic derivations θ are defined by the condition that f divides
θ(f), which is to say that θ(f) vanishes modulo the equation of D.

In the influential paper [Sai80], K. Saito observed that for certain divisors the set of loga-
rithmic derivations admits a basis, meaning that they form a free module over the algebra of
holomorphic or polynomial functions. Furthermore, Saito also provided a simple and effective
criterion that characterizes such special divisors, thus initiating a rich new area of research
within complex/algebraic geometry and commutative algebra.

The main goal of this paper is to define and study a toric version of the sheaf of logarithmic
vector fields, letting f be a square-free element of the Cox ring S of a simplicial toric variety X
defined by a fan Σ and considering the gradient ∇(f) with respect to the variables x1, . . . , xr
defining torus-invariant divisors D1, . . . ,Dr associated with the r rays Σ(1) of Σ. Writing
∇̄(f) for the gradient of f , taken modulo f , we get the (extended) toric sheaf of logarithmic
vector fields

TΣ〈D〉 := ker(∇̄(f)), with ∇̄(f) :
⊕

1≤i≤r

OX(Di) → OD(D).

Note that this gives back TΣ〈D〉 = TAn〈D〉 if X = An. More generally, this sheaf is an

extension of the usual sheaf TX〈D〉 by O⊕ρ
X , where ρ = r − n is the rank of the Néron–Severi

group of X, namely (see Proposition 3.2), we have a canonical exact sequence

(1) 0 −→ O⊕ρ
X → TΣ〈D〉 −→ TX〈D〉 −→ 0.

Our first main result is a toric version of Saito’s criterion. We call free a coherent sheaf F
which is a direct sum of reflexive sheaves of rank 1, in which case the divisors associated with
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the dual of such sheaves are called the exponents of F . For instance, TΣ〈D〉 is easily seen to
be free for hypercube arrangements, see Example 4.6. Our result in this sense is the following
(see Theorem 4.5 for a comprehensive statement).

Theorem 1. Let X = XΣ be a simplicial toric variety with no torus factors, and let D =
V(f) ⊂ X be a reduced divisor. Then TΣ〈D〉 is free if and only if there is a free sheaf F
and a map ν : F →

⊕

1≤i≤r OX(Di) such that det(ν|ǫ) = cf , with c ∈ C∗. If, in addition,

H0(OX(−κi)) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then TX〈D〉 is isomorphic to F .

Here, ǫ refers to the Euler matrix which is also responsible for the first morphism in sequence
(1), see Definition 4.4 for a precise setting including the coefficient matrix. This result allows
us to prove the freeness of sheaves of logarithmic derivations of what we call toric braid
arrangements, see Proposition 4.8. Also, it recovers and generalizes some examples of free
divisors in Hirzebruch surfaces first given by Di Gennaro and Malaspina, see Example 3.4. In a
different direction, Napame studied in [Nap24] when the logarithmic tangent sheaf associated
with an equivariant divisor in a projective toric variety is slope-stable for some choice of
polarization. Our Saito criterion affords some results in this spirit, see Corollary 4.10 and
Example 4.11.

Turning to more general sheaves of logarithmic derivations, the first two named authors
and Vallès proposed in [FJV21] a generalization of the notion of logarithmic tangent sheaves
for algebraically independent k-tuples of homogeneous polynomials f = (f1, . . . , fk) in n + 1
variables, interpolating the sheaf TPn〈V(f1, . . . , fk)〉. To be precise, setting di := deg(fi) for
1 ≤ i ≤ k, we regard the Jacobian matrix ∇(f) as a morphism of sheaves

OPn(1)⊕n+1 ∇(f)
−−−→

k
⊕

i=1

OPn(di).

Then the logarithmic tangent sheaf associated with f is defined as the kernel of ∇(f). It can
be interpreted as the intersection of all the logarithmic tangent sheaves for each of the divisors
V(fi), see [FJV21, Lemma 2.5]. For k > 1, Muniz noticed that ker

(

∇(f)
)

is the tangent sheaf
of a foliation of codimension k− 1 on Pn, see [FJV21, Appendix]. In this direction, given a k-
tuple of homogeneous elements f = (f1, . . . , fk) in the Cox ring S of a simplicial toric variety,
we define a morphism of abelian groups Z⊕k → Cl(X) by sending (a1, . . . , ak) to

∑

i ai deg(fi);
let q be the rank of this morphism and assume that q < k. When X is projective, the degree
vector deg(f) ∈ Cl(X)⊕k can be seen as a set of k points in Pq−1 and we say that deg(f)
has the Cayley–Bacharach property if these points satisfy Cayley–Bacharach with respect to
the hyperplane divisor, i.e., no k − 1 points are contained in a hyperplane. This holds, for
instance, when q = 1, hence a fortiori when ρ = 1.

Again, we get a toric sheaf of logarithmic derivations (see Definition 5.1 below) that can
be interpreted as the intersection of toric logarithmic sheaves defined by the divisors V(fi),
see Lemma 5.3. Our main result regarding this sheaf (see Theorem 5.5 for a more precise
statement) is the following.

Theorem 2. Let X = XΣ be a smooth projective simplicial toric variety. Let f be a sequence
of k ≥ 2 pairwise coprime algebraically independent homogeneous polynomials. Assume that f
has degree rank q with k−n < q < k and that deg(f) satisfies the Cayley–Bacharach condition.
Then f induces a foliation Df of codimension k−q on X whose singular scheme contains V(f).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is dedicated to a brief review of simplicial toric
varieties, the existence of a generalized Euler sequence, and the Euler formula. In Section 3
we define the main characters of our work, namely the (extended) toric logarithmic sheaves
on a toric variety for one polynomial. Section 4 is mainly devoted to the notion of freeness
for divisors on toric varieties and the proof of Theorem 1. We then work out three examples,
addressing cones on weighted projective space, toric braid arrangement, and invariant divisors.
Section 5 is about the case of several polynomials and their relationship with holomorphic
distributions, leading up to the proof of Theorem 2.
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2. Preliminaries and notation

Let us recall some basic material on toric varieties. In this paper, the word variety refers
to a normal integral separated scheme of finite type over C.

2.1. Toric varieties. A toric variety is a variety X containing a torus T ≃ (C∗)n as a
Zariski open subset (thus dim(X) = n) such that the action of T on itself extends to an
action T ×X → X of T on X.

2.1.1. Cones and fans. Let us summarize some basic definitions and properties of cones and
fans related to toric varieties.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a free abelian group of rank n. Let

N = HomZ(M,Z), NR = N ⊗Z R.

i) A convex subset σ ⊂ NR is a rational s-dimensional cone if there exist over R, s-
elements e1, . . . , es ∈ N such that

σ = {µ1e1 + · · · + µses | (µ1, . . . , µs) ∈ Rs
+}.

ii) For any i ∈ {1, . . . , s}, the generator ei is integral if for any non-negative rational
number l the product l.ei is in N only if l is an integer.

iii) Given two rational cones σ, σ′ one says that σ′ is a face of σ (σ′ < σ) if the set of
integral generators of σ′ is a subset of the set of integral generators of σ.

iv) A cone σ is strongly convex if {0} is a face of σ.
v) A finite set Σ = {σ1, . . . , σt} of strongly convex rational cones is called a fan if:

• all faces of cones in Σ are in Σ;
• if σ, σ′ ∈ Σ then σ ∩ σ′ < σ and σ ∩ σ′ < σ′.

A fan Σ ⊂ NR defines a toric variety XΣ with torus TN = N ⊗Z C∗. By [CLS11, Corollary
3.1.8] if X is a toric variety containing the torus TN as an affine open subset, then there exists
a fan Σ ⊂ NR such that X ≃ XΣ.

We denote by Σ(i) the i-dimensional cones of Σ. We call Σ(1) the set of rays of Σ. Each
̺ ∈ Σ(1) corresponds to an irreducible T -invariant Weil divisor D̺ on XΣ. Any Weil divisor
D is linearly equivalent to

∑

̺∈Σ(1) a̺D̺. We have an isomorphism:

Σ(1) ≃ ZrΣ , where rΣ = #Σ(1) is the toric rank of XΣ.

The divisors of the form
∑

̺∈Σ(1) u̺D̺ are precisely those divisors which are invariant under

the torus action on XΣ:

DivTN
(XΣ) =

⊕

̺∈Σ(1)

ZD̺ ⊂ Div(XΣ).

Here, DivTN
(XΣ) is the group of TN -invariant Weil divisors on XΣ.

2.1.2. The Cox ring. The Cox ring of XΣ is the polynomial ring

S = C[x̺ | ̺ ∈ Σ(1)].

We refer to [ADHL14] for an exhaustive study of this ring. Let us only mention here that the
ring S has a Cl(XΣ)-grading, which is described as follows. A monomial xa :=

∏

̺∈Σ(1) x
a̺
̺ ∈ S

is associated to the Weil divisor D =
∑

̺∈Σ(1) a̺D̺. Then

deg(xa) = [D] ∈ Cl(XΣ).

Remark 2.2. Writing ρ = ρ(XΣ) for the Picard rank of XΣ, [CLS11, Theorem 4.2.1] gives

ρ(XΣ) = rΣ − dim(XΣ).
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2.1.3. Torus factors. Let us recall here what we mean by a toric variety X having a torus
factor and the implications of this notion to the set of divisors on X.

Definition 2.3. A toric variety X has a torus factor if it is equivariantly isomorphic to the
product of a nontrivial torus and a toric variety of smaller dimension.

Theorem 2.4 (See [CLS11, Corollary 3.3.10]). The following are equivalent:

i) XΣ has no torus factors.
ii) Every morphisms XΣ → C∗ is constant, i.e., Γ(XΣ,OXΣ

)∗ = C∗.
iii) The minimal generators u̺ of ̺ ∈ Σ(1) span NR.

Theorem 2.5 ([CLS11, Theorem 4.1.3]). One has the exact sequence

M −→ DivTN
(XΣ)

deg
−→ Cl(XΣ) −→ 0.

Moreover, one has a short exact sequence

0 −→ M −→ DivTN
(XΣ) −→ Cl(XΣ) −→ 0.

if and only if XΣ has no torus factors.

2.1.4. Simplicial toric varieties. Let us recall the notion of simplicial toric variety and its
connection to orbifold singularities.

Definition 2.6. A strongly convex rational polyhedral cone σ ⊂ NR is simplicial if its minimal
generators are linearly independent over R and we say that a fan Σ is simplicial if every cone
σ in Σ is simplicial.

Theorem 2.7 (Theorem 3.1.19 in [CLS11]). A toric variety XΣ is an orbifold, i.e., XΣ has
only finite quotient singularities if and only if Σ is simplicial.

When XΣ is simplicial and without torus factors, it may be represented as

XΣ ≃ Cr \ Z(Σ)/G

where G = HomZ(Cl(Σ),C
∗) and Z(Σ) = V(B(Σ)) with B(Σ) the irrelevant ideal, that is,

B(Σ) :=
(

∏

6̺∈σ(1) x̺ | σ ∈ Σ
)

.

Remark 2.8. A toric orbifold XΣ without torus factors has Cl(XΣ) = 0 if and only if XΣ is
the affine space. Indeed, XΣ is affine and smooth and by [CLS11, Example 1.2.21] we must
have that XΣ is the product of the affine space and a torus. So, since XΣ has no torus factors
it must be the affine space.

Proposition 2.9 (Proposition 4.2.7 in [CLS11]). For a given toric variety XΣ, the following
are equivalent:

i) For every Weil divisor D of XΣ, there is an integer m > 0 such that mD is Cartier,
namely, the variety XΣ is Q-factorial.

ii) The group Pic(XΣ) has a finite index in Cl(XΣ).
iii) The fan Σ is simplicial.

2.2. Generalized Euler sequence in toric varieties. Let us continue to use the notation
introduced above, so Σ is a simplicial fan, X = XΣ is the associated toric variety, r = rΣ =
#Σ(1) is the toric rank of X.

Definition 2.10 (Zariski 1-forms). Let j : U0 →֒ X the inclusion of the smooth locus of X.
We define the sheaf of Zariski 1-forms as

Ω̂1
X := j∗Ω

1
U0
.

In general Ω̂1
X may fail to be locally free but it is always reflexive.
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Theorem 2.11 ([BC94, Theorem 12.1]). Assume X has no torus factors and Σ is simplicial.
Then there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Ω̂1
X −→

r
⊕

i=1

OX(−Di) −→ Cl(X) ⊗Z OX −→ 0

and its dual sequence

0 −→ Cl(X)∨ ⊗Z OX
ǫ
−→

r
⊕

i=1

OX(Di) −→ T X −→ 0.

Jaczewski showed in [Jac94] that, if X is a smooth variety that has a generalized Euler
sequence, then X is a toric variety.

Proposition 2.12 ([BC94, Lemma 3.8]). If φ ∈ HomZ(Cl(X),Z) and f ∈ H0(OX(β)), then
there exists a generalized Euler relation

r
∑

i=1

φ([Di])xi
∂f

∂xi
= φ(β) · f

Remark 2.13. If the rank of Cl(X) is strictly greater than 1, then there are more than 1
generalized Euler relations depending on the choice of φ.

3. Toric logarithmic tangent sheaves

Following Sernesi [Ser06], recall that the logarithmic tangent sheaf TX〈D〉 of a reduced
divisor D in a variety X is defined as the kernel of the composition:

(2) τD : TX −→ TX |D −→ OD(D)

where OD(D) is seen as the normal sheaf of D in X and the map TX |D −→ OD(D) is the
usual epimorphism appearing in the normal sheaf sequence.

We remark that TX〈D〉 := ker(τD) is always reflexive; in addition, if X is non-singular, and
D is a normal crossing divisor, then TX〈D〉 is locally free.

Here, we will define two classes of sheaves of logarithmic derivations that are adapted to the
context of toric geometry and Jacobian matrices and explain how they are related to TX〈D〉.
Let X = XΣ be a n-dimensional simplicial toric variety and consider its Cox ring

S = C[x1, . . . , xr] =
⊕

α∈Cl(X)

H0(OX(α)).

Consider a nonzero homogogenous element f ∈ S and set D = V(f), β = deg(f) ∈ Cl(X).
We assume that D is reduced. Then we have the Jacobian matrix:

∇(f) =

(

∂f

∂x1
, . . . ,

∂f

∂xr

)

:
⊕

1≤i≤r

OX(Di) −→ OX(β).

Composing this with the projection OX → OD we get:

∇(f) =

(

∂f

∂x1
, . . . ,

∂f

∂xr

)

:
⊕

1≤i≤r

OX(Di) −→ OD(β).

We introduce the following two sheaves associated with D.

Definition 3.1. Let X = XΣ be a simplicial toric variety and let D be a reduced divisor
of X. The extended toric logarithmic sheaf and the toric logarithmic sheaf associated with a
reduced divisor D ⊂ X are respectively defined as:

TΣ〈D〉 := ker
(

∇(f)
)

, and TΣ〈D〉0 := ker
(

∇(f)
)

.

The extended toric logarithmic tangent sheaf is related to the classical logarithmic tangent
sheaf by a very simple exact sequence, which also explains our choice of terminology.
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Proposition 3.2. For a reduced divisor D ⊂ X, we have:

0 −→ Cl(X)∨ ⊗Z OX −→ TΣ〈D〉 −→ TX〈D〉 −→ 0.

In particular, TΣ〈D〉 is reflexive, and it is locally free whenever TX〈D〉 is locally free.

Proof. The morphism τD in display (2) can be written, in local coordinates, as the restriction
to D of the gradient of a defining equation f of D. Up to lifting vector fields to local sections
of
⊕

1≤i≤r OX(Di) via the Euler sequence, this map is globally described as the map ∇(f),
hence we get a commutative diagram

0

��

0

��

Cl(X)∨ ⊗Z OX

��

Cl(X)∨ ⊗Z OX

��

0 // TΣ〈D〉 //

��

⊕

1≤i≤r OX(Di)
∇(f)

//

��

OD(β)

0 // TX〈D〉

��

// TX
τD

//

��

OD(β)

0 0

The leftmost column gives the desired sequence. Since TX〈D〉 is reflexive, then TΣ〈D〉 is
also reflexive because it is an extension of a reflexive sheaf. Similarly, if TX〈D〉 is locally free,
then so is TΣ〈D〉. �

Next, we explain the relation between the two sheaves introduced in Definition 3.1.

Proposition 3.3. Given a reduced divisor D = V(f) ⊂ X with deg(f) = β ∈ Cl(X), choose
φ ∈ HomZ(Cl(X),Z) such that φ(β) 6= 0. Then we have a splitting:

TΣ〈D〉 ≃ TΣ〈D〉0 ⊕OX .

Proof. The image of map ∇(f) is the ideal sheaf of a closed subscheme Z of codimension
at least 2 in X, tensored with OX(β). We denote this by IZ/X(β), and call Z the Jacobian
subscheme of f . Since D is reduced, Z has codimension at least 2 in X. Also, Z is contained
in D because, being φ(β) 6= 0, the Euler relation (see Proposition 2.12) induces an exact
sequence:

(3) 0 −→ OX −→ IZ/X(β) −→ IZ/D(β) −→ 0.

Now, by definition, we have an inclusion TΣ〈D〉0 ⊂ TΣ〈D〉 giving rise to an exact sequence:

(4) 0 −→ TΣ〈D〉0 −→ TΣ〈D〉 −→ OX −→ 0,

where the factor OX appears in view of (4). However, again the Euler relation shows that the
map OX →

⊕

1≤i≤r OX(Di) given by (x1, . . . , xr) provides a splitting of (4). �

We conclude that TΣ〈D〉0 is also reflexive, and it is locally free if and only if TΣ〈D〉 is locally
free. Moreover, putting together Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, we obtain the exact sequence

(5) 0 −→ O
⊕ρ(X)−1
X −→ TΣ〈D〉0 −→ TX〈D〉 −→ 0,

holding under the same hypotheses as in Proposition 3.3. In particular, TΣ〈D〉0 is isomorphic
to TX〈D〉 whenever X has Picard rank 1.

Example 3.4. Let X = P
(

OP1(a1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ OP1(an)
) π
→ P1 with 0 ≤ a1 ≤ · · · ≤ an; set

a := a1 + · · · + an. This is a toric variety of dimension n; its Cox ring can be written as
C[x, y, u1, . . . , un], where x, y are coordinates for the base of the fibration π and u1, . . . , un are
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coordinates in the fibres; in addition, Pic(X) = Z ·H ⊕ Z · F where F := c1(π
∗OP1(1)) and

H := c1(OP(1)) and OP(1) is the relative hyperplane bundle.
Let D = L1 ∪ · · · ∪ Lk be the divisor given by a union of fibers; note that D = V(f) for

some polynomial f ∈ C[x, y, u1, . . . , un] that depends only on x and y and deg(D) = kF . We
will now describe both TΣ〈D〉0 and TX〈D〉. The divisors V(x) and V(y) are of class F , while
V(uj) is of class H for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Then we have an exact sequence

0 −→ TΣ〈D〉0 −→ OX(F )⊕2 ⊕OX(H)⊕n ∇(f)
−−−→ OX(kF ).

We note that, since f only depends on the variables x and y, the latter n summands of the
middle term must factor to the kernel of ∇(f), so

TΣ〈D〉0 ≃ OX(H)⊕n ⊕ ker
(

O⊕2
X → OX(kF )

)

;

The second summand must be a rank 1 reflexive sheaf, so it is the line bundle since X is
non-singular; computing degrees, we conclude that it must be OX((2 − k)F ). It follows that
TΣ〈D〉0 splits as a sum of line bundles and the exact sequence in display (5) becomes

(6) 0 −→ OX −→ OX(H)⊕n ⊕OX((2 − k)F ) −→ TX〈D〉 −→ 0.

Assuming now that k ≥ 3, we have that the morphism OX → OX((2−k)F ) in the previous
sequence must vanish, so OX((2 − k)F ) must be a summand of TX〈D〉. Additionally, the
cokernel of the morphism OX −→ O⊕n

X (H) is precisely the relative tangent bundle TπX with
respect to the base P1. We then conclude that TX〈D〉 ≃ OX((2− k)F )⊕ TπX.

Finally, when n = 2, then TπX = OX(2H−aF ), so TX〈D〉 ≃ OX((2−k)F )⊕OX (2H−aF ),
a fact observed by di Gennaro and Malaspina in [DGM23, Proposition 4.3] under the condition
that k ≥ a2 − a1 + 1.

4. The Saito criterion for toric logarithmic sheaves

An important class of divisors in the study of singularities and their unfoldings is that of
free divisors. Here, we give a definition of freeness that is suitable for the toric setting. Let
X = XΣ be a simplicial toric variety.

Definition 4.1. A coherent sheaf F is free if it is the direct sum of rank 1 reflexive sheaves:

F ≃
s
⊕

i=1

OX(αi).

Here s is the rank of F and, for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, αi ∈ Cl(X) is a class of a Weil divisor. In this case
(−α1, . . . ,−αt) are called the exponents of F . Note that the exponents are in Cl(X).

The goal of this section is to give a simple, effective criterion, analogous to Saito’s freeness
criterion, to check whether the extended toric logarithmic tangent sheaf associated with a
reduced divisor is free. Recall the map ǫ appearing in the Euler sequence, see §2.2.

Before enunciating our criterion, we must understand the notion of homogeneous syzygies
in the toric context.

4.1. Jacobian syzygies. Here we interpret the maps appearing in the Saito criterion as
homogeneous syzygies. We do it for an algebraically independent family f = (f1, . . . , fk) ∈ Sk.

Definition 4.2. A homogeneous syszygy of ∇(f) is an r-tuple µ = (µ1, . . . , µr) ∈ S⊕r with:

∇(f) ◦ µ = 0, deg(µ1)− deg(x1) = · · · = deg(µr)− deg(xr).

Letting κ ∈ Cl(X) be deg(µi)− deg(xi), for any given i in 1, . . . , r, we get that deg(µi) =
κ+ deg(xi). Hence µ can be regarded as a morphism of sheaves:

OX(−κ)
µ

−−→
r
⊕

i=1

OX(Di)

The next lemma provides the elementary relationship between syzygies and global sections.
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Lemma 4.3. For κ ∈ Cl(X), let Syzκ(∇(f)) be the syzygies of degree κ for ∇(f). Then,

H0(TΣ〈f〉0(κ)) ≃ Syzκ(∇(f)).

Proof. Let µ be a homogeneous syzygy of degree κ. Then ∇(f) ◦ µ = 0, so the map
µ : OX(−κ) →

⊕r
i=1OX(Di) factors through TΣ〈f〉0 and hence provides an element of

H0(TΣ〈f〉0(κ)). The converse follows the same argument. �

Definition 4.4 (Coefficient matrix). Consider a vector of p homogeneous syzygies ν =
(ν1, . . . νp) of ∇(f). Then the coefficient matrix of ν is

M = M(ν) :=







ν1,1 . . . ν1,p
... . . .

...
νr,1 . . . νr,p







where νi,j are the coefficents of the syzygy νj , for 1 ≤ k ≤ p and 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

Fix φ1, . . . , φρ, a basis of Cl(X)∨. With respect to this basis, we set, for 1 ≤ i ≤ ρ:

ǫi =







φ1([D1])x1
...

φr([Dr])xr






, ǫ = (ǫ1, . . . , ǫρ);

these are the coefficients of Euler derivations associated with φ1, . . . , φρ. We then consider the
r × r matrix of elements of S given by (recall that n+ ρ = r):

M(ν|ǫ) :=







ν11 . . . ν1,n φ1([D1])x1 · · · φρ([D1])x1
... . . .

...
... · · ·

...
νr,1 . . . νr,n φ1([Dr])xr · · · φρ([Dr])xr






.

Note that M(ν|ǫ) can be regarded as a morphism of sheaves




⊕

1≤i≤n

OX(−κi)



⊕Oρ
X −→

⊕

1≤i≤r

OX(Di).

We can finally state our general freeness criterion for divisors in toric varieties, rephrased
in terms of the syzygy matrix M(ν|ǫ).

Theorem 4.5. Let X = XΣ be a simplicial toric variety with no torus factors, and let
D = V(f) ⊂ X be a reduced divisor of class β ∈ Cl(X).

(i) The sheaf TΣ〈D〉 is free with exponents (0ρ, κ1, . . . , κn) if and only if there are n-
syzygies ν = (ν1, . . . νn) of ∇(f) such that det(M(ν|ǫ)) = cf with c ∈ C∗.

(ii) Given syzygies ν as above, we have det(M(ν|ǫ)) = cf , with c ∈ C∗, if,

β0 +
∑

1≤j≤n

κj − β is not effective

where β0 is the sum of classes of all toric divisors, i.e., the anticanonical class of X.
(iii) If, in addition, H0(OX(−κi)) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then

TX〈D〉 ≃ OX(−κ1)⊕ · · · OX(−κn).

The proof relies on a technical result regarding reflexive sheaves which might be of inde-
pendent interest. An easy example goes as follows.

Example 4.6 (Hypercube arrangement). Let n ≥ 1 be an integer and let X be the product
of n copies of P1. Then the Cox ring S is C[x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn], where xi, yi generate the vector
space of global sections of the line bundle OX(Fi) obtained as pull-back of OP1(1) via the
projection πi : X → P1 onto the i-th factor, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let f1, . . . , fn be homogeneous
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polynomials of degree d1, . . . , dn ≥ 0, with fi = fi(xi, yi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and set f = f1 · · · fn,
d = d1 · · · dn and D = V(f). Then we get

TΣ〈D〉 ≃
n
⊕

i=1

OX(−diFi)⊕O⊕n
X ,

and, if di ≥ 2 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then:

TX〈D〉 ≃
n
⊕

i=1

OX(−diFi).

Indeed, we have syzygies ν1, . . . , νn are expressed by column matrices having n blocks of size
2, the i-th block being (for di ≥ 1) the transpose of

(

∂fi
∂yi

, −
∂fi
∂xi

)

.

Hence, considering the Euler syzygies ǫi = (xi, yi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, up to rearranging the entries
of M(ν|ǫ) we get a block-diagonal matrix of n blocks of size 2, the i-th block being

(

∂fi
∂yi

xi

− ∂fi
∂xi

yi

)

The determinant of each such block is difi, hence det(M(ν|ǫ)) = df and the theorem applies.

4.2. A general lemma on reflexive sheaves. Let us highlight a simple and general state-
ment affording isomorphisms of reflexive sheaves that will be useful later on.

Lemma 4.7. Let W be a normal integral scheme, and let θ : F →֒ T be a monomorphism be-
tween reflexive sheaves on W , with rk(F) = rk(T ). If codim(V(det(θ))) ≥ 2, or alternatively
if c1(T )− c1(F) is not effective, then θ is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let Y := V(det(θ)) = Supp(coker(θ)). The assumption is that Y has codimension at
least two in W . Note that, since the divisorial part of coker(θ) has class c1(T ) − c1(F), this
is guaranteed by the fact that such a divisor class is not effective.

Then, for any open subset U ⊆ W , we have an exact sequence

0 −→ F(U)
θ(U)
−→ T (U) −→ coker(θ(U))

If U ∩ Y = ∅, then θ(U) : F(U) → T (U) is an isomorphism. If V := U ∩ Y 6= ∅, then we
use the fact that every reflexive sheaf on a normal integral scheme is also normal (see [Har80,
Proposition 1.6] and the definition right before it) to obtain the sequence of isomorphisms

F(U) ≃ F(U \ V )
θ
(

U\V
)

−→ T (U \ V ) ≃ T (U);

the morphism in the middle is an isomorphism because coker θ(U \ V ) = 0; the leftmost and
rightmost identifications come from the hypotheses that F and T are reflexive sheaves.

Thus θ(U) is an isomorphism for every open subset U of W , so it must be an isomorphism.
�

Note that the previous lemma does not require W to be complete although we are work-
ing with complete toric varieties not necessarily projective. For examples of non-projective
complete toric varieties, see [CLS11, Example 6.1.17].

4.3. Proof of the Saito criterion for divisors in toric varieties. Assume first Cl(X) 6= 0,
so that there is φ such that Proposition 3.3 applies. Then and we can work with TΣ〈D〉0 and
prove that it is free with exponents (0ρ−1, κ1, . . . , κn). Recall the notation IZ/X(β) for the
ideal of the Jacobian subscheme of f in X already used in the proof of Proposition 3.3. Set
F =

⊕

1≤i≤n OX(−κi).
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Let ν = (ν1, . . . , νn) be Jacobian syzygies of degrees (κ1, . . . , κn). Then we have a commu-
tative diagram

0

��

0

��

0

��

0 // F ⊕O⊕ρ−1
X

θ
��

// F ⊕O⊕ρ
X

M
��

// OX

f
��

// 0

0 // TΣ〈D〉0 //

��

⊕

1≤i≤r OX(Di)

��

∇(f)
// IZ/X(β)

��

// 0

0 // G //

��

coker(M)

��

ϑ
// IZ/D(β)

��

// 0

0 0 0

The monomorphism θ appearing in the leftmost column is induced by the diagram. We
show that θ meets the requirements of Lemma 4.7 if the hypothesis of (i) or (ii) are fulfilled
so that θ is an isomorphism, or equivalently G = 0.

Note that the codimension-1 part C of coker(M) is a hypersurface of X defined by the
equation C = V(det(M)) and that C is a divisor of class β0 +

∑

1≤j≤n κj . Further:

c1(TΣ〈D〉0) = −β + β0, c1(F ⊕O⊕ρ−1
X ) = −

∑

1≤j≤n

κj ,

so the assumption (ii) already implies that TΣ〈D〉0 is free with the required exponents.
On the other hand, if TΣ〈D〉 is free with the desired exponents, we get the syzygies ν

directly and coker(M) ≃ IZ/D(β) so C is the support of IZ/D(β), hence C = D, so that
det(M) = cf which c ∈ C∗. So (ii) and the converse of (i) are proved.

To finish the proof of (i), assume that det(M) = cf with c ∈ C∗, so C = D. To apply
Lemma 4.7 we need to see that the support Y of G has codimension at least 2 in X. Note that
Y ⊂ C and that C is reduced so we have to exclude that Y contains an irreducible component
of D. By contradiction, let D0 be an irreducible component of D contained in Y . Set D′ for
the union of the irreducible components of D distinct from D0 and consider the Zariski-open
subset U of X defined as the smooth locus of X\D′. Restricting the diagram to U , the reflexive
sheaves under consideration become locally free, hence coker(M |U ) has projective dimension
1 and det(M |U ) = f |U vanishes with multiplicity 1 on D0 ∩ U , so coker(M |U ) is torsion-free
(actually locally Cohen–Macaulay) of rank 1 on D0∩U . Since the restriction of IZ/D(β) to U
is also torsion-free of rank 1 on D0∩U and the map ϑ|U induced by the diagram is surjective,
its kernel, namely G|U , is actually zero, so Y does not meet U and therefore does not contain
the whole D0, a contradiction. Hence the support of G has no divisorial components and the
proof of (i) is finished.

If Cl(X) = 0, the argument works almost verbatim up to replacing O⊕ρ−1
X with O⊕ρ

X and
TΣ〈D〉0 with TΣ〈D〉. Indeed, in this case, we get a diagram as follows:

0

��

0

��

F ⊕O⊕ρ
X

θ
��

F ⊕O⊕ρ
X

M
��

0 // TΣ〈D〉0 //

��

⊕

1≤i≤r OX(Di)

��

∇̄(f)
// IZ/D(β) // 0

0 // G //

��

coker(M)

��

ϑ
// IZ/D(β) // 0

0 0
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Working with the same open subsets and using again that ϑ is surjective, we conclude once
more that G has no divisorial components and that Lemma 4.7 applies to show (i).

To check (iii), just note that if TΣ〈D〉 ≃ O⊕ρ
X ⊕F and H0(F) = 0, then by Proposition 3.2

we must have TX〈D〉 ≃ F . This completes the proof. �

4.4. Cones in weighted projective space. If D ⊂ Pn is a free divisor, then it is easy to
check that a cone D̂ on D in Pn+1 is also free. We will now check that a similar claim is true
for weighted projective spaces.

To be precise, let X = P[w0, . . . , wn] with Cox ring S = C[x0, . . . , xn]; recall that ρ(X) = 1.
Take f ∈ S and assume that D = V(f) is free with exponents (κ1, . . . , κn), i.e.

TX〈D〉 =
n
⊕

i=1

OX(κi) and T 〈D〉 = OX ⊕
n
⊕

i=1

OX(κi).

Considering now f as a polynomial on Ŝ = C[x0, . . . , xn, xn+1] regarded as the Cox ring of

X̂ = P[w0, . . . , wn, wn+1], set D̂ = V(f) as a divisor on X̂ . We will argue that D̂ is free with
exponents (0, κ1, . . . , κn).

Since D ⊂ P[w0, . . . , wn] is free, Theorem 4.5(i) implies that we can find n syzygies
ν1, . . . , νn for ∇(f) such that det(M(ν1, . . . , νn|ǫ)) = cf for some c ∈ C∗. When f is re-

garded as a polynomial on Ŝ, we have that ∂f/∂xn+1 = 0, thus νn+1 = (0, . . . , 0, 1) is an
additional syzygy for ∇(f), and the new coefficient matrix is given by

M̂(ν1, . . . , νn|ǫ) =











0 φ([D1])x1

M(ν1, . . . , νn−1)
...

...
0 φ([Dn−1])xn−1

0 · · · 0 1 φ([Dn])xn











.

It is then easy to check that det(M̂ ) = det(M) = cf , so Theorem 4.5(i) implies that

TΣ̂〈D〉 = O⊕2

X̂
⊕

n
⊕

i=1

OX̂(κi) and TX̂〈D〉 = OX̂ ⊕
n
⊕

i=1

OX̂(κi),

as desired.

4.5. Toric braid arrangements. The braid arrangement is a classic example of hyperplane
arrangement on projective or affine spaces, see [OT92, Example 1.9] for more details. We will
now introduce a divisorial arrangement on simplicial toric varieties that generalizes the braid
arrangement.

Let X = XΣ be a simplicial toric variety with Cox ring S = C[x1, x2, . . . , xr] and let
L = {x1, . . . , xr} be the set of generators of S. Note that L has a natural partition L =
L1
⋃

· · ·
⋃

Ls where every element l ∈ Li, 1 ≤ i ≤ s has the same degree. Let ri be the
cardinality of Li for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and, without loss of generality, let us assume that L1 =
{x1, . . . , xr1}, L2 = {xr1+1, . . . , xr1+r2}, . . . , Ls = {xrs−1+1, . . . , xrs−1+rs}.

With these definitions in mind, consider the following homogeneous polynomial in S:

bΣ :=
∏

1≤i<j≤r1

(xi − xj)
∏

r1+1≤i<j≤r1+r2

(xi − xj) · · ·
∏

rs−1+1≤i<j≤rs−1+rs

(xi − xj),

or equivalently,

bΣ :=

s
∏

k=1

∏

i<j
xi,xj∈Lk

(xi − xj).

The toric braid arrangement is the divisor defined as BΣ := V
(

bΣ
)

. Let us consider some
concrete examples:

1. WhenX is the affine or the projective space, one recovers the usual braid arrangement.
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2. When X is the product of projective spaces of dimension Pn1 × · · · × Pnp , the Cox
ring is S = C[x0,1, . . . , x0,n1

, . . . , xp,1, . . . , xp,np ]. Its braid arrangement is given by the
polynomial

bΣ =
∏

0≤j1<i1≤n1

(xi1,1 − xj1,1) · · ·
∏

0≤jp<ip≤np

(xip,p − xjp,p).

This arrangement is free with:

TΣ〈D〉 ≃
⊕

1≤i≤p

⊕

0≤j≤ni

OX((1− j)Fi),

where for 1 ≤ i ≤ p, Fi is the pull-back of the hyperplane divisor of Pni under the
projection of X onto Pni .

3. When X is the weighted projective space P(w0, . . . , wn) with gcd(w0, . . . , wn) = 1,
the Cox ring is C[x0, . . . , xn] with deg(xi) = wi. Then its braid arrangement is just
bΣ = V(x0 · · · xn) and we get:

TΣ〈D〉 ≃ O⊕n+1
X , TX〈D〉 ≃ O⊕n

X .

To state the result, set r0 = 0 and, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s and any integer j with ri−1+1 ≤ j ≤ ri,
put κi = deg(V(xj)). Note that this is consistent with our assumption on the degree of the
variables x1, . . . , xr. Then we have the following.

Proposition 4.8. Let XΣ be a simplicial toric variety with no torus factors. Then

TΣ〈bΣ〉 ≃
⊕

1≤i≤s

⊕

1≤j≤ri

OX((1 − j)κi).

Proof. Without loss of generality one assumes that the cardinality of Li is greater or equal to
Lj if and only if i ≤ j, i.e., ri ≥ rj for i ≤ j. Now, for every i ∈ {1, . . . s} and with r0 = 0 one
can consider

Mri =











1 φri([D1])xri+1 · · · xri−1
ri+1

1 φri([D2])xri+2 · · · xri−1
ri+2

...
... · · ·

...

1 φri([Dri+ri+1
])xri+ri+1

· · · xri−1
ri+ri+1











ri×ri

which it is a Vandermonde matrix up to the constant φri([D]ri) = · · · = φri([D]ri+ri+1
) ∈ Z.

This matrix has determinant
∏

rk−1+1≤i<j≤rk−1+rk
(xi−xj). Hence considering M as the block

diagonal matrix made of the matrices Mri plus, possibly, a lower triangular block matrix with
zero block diagonal matrix, one can apply the toric Saito criterion of Theorem 4.5 to obtain
the required result. �

4.6. Reduced invariant divisors. One can also use other coefficient matrices, with more
than n syzygies and less than ρ Euler derivations. Let us consider a concrete example, in
which only one Euler derivation is necessary.

Let X = XΣ a simplicial toric variety with Cox ring S = C[x1, . . . , xr], and recall that
a divisor D ⊂ X is invariant under the torus action if and only if (up to the order of the
variables x1) D = V(x1 · · · xs) where s ≤ r. We show that:

Proposition 4.9. Let X = XΣ be a simplicial toric variety with no torus factors. The toric
logarithmic tangent sheaf TΣ〈D〉0 associated to the invariant divisor D = V(x1 · · · xs) is free:

TΣ〈D〉0 ≃ O⊕s
X ⊕

r
⊕

i=s+1

OX(Di).

Proof. We have s− 1 syzygies of the form

ν1 = (x1,−x2, 0, . . . , 0) . . . νs−1 = (0, . . . , 0, xs−1,−xs, 0, . . . , 0).
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Ignoring the zeros in the last s − 1 entries We then put together the s × (s − 1) coefficient
matrix Ms := M(ν1, . . . , νs−1), which can be regarded as a morphism of sheaves

Ms : O
⊕s−1
X →֒

s
⊕

i=1

OX(Di).

Adding a (r − s)× (r − s) identity matrix regarded as the morphism

1r−s :
r
⊕

i=s+1

OX(Di) →֒
r
⊕

i=s+1

OX(Di).

Finally, choose a nontrivial Euler derivation φ ∈ Cl(X), and complete the r×(r−1) block diag-
onal matrixMs⊕1r−s to a square matrix by adding the column ǫ = (φ([D1])x1, . . . , φ([Dr ])xr).
We end up with the r × r coefficient matrix

M(ν|1r−s|ǫ) :=

(

Ms 0 ǫ
0 1r−s

)

whose first r − 1 columns are syzygies for ∇f . It defines a morphism of sheaves

M(ν|1r−s|ǫ) : O
⊕s−1
X ⊕

r
⊕

i=s+1

OX(Di)⊕OX −→
r
⊕

i=1

OX(Di).

Next, note that

det
(

M(ν|1r−s|ǫ)
)

=det



















−x1 0 . . . 0 φ([D1])x1
x2 −x2 . . . 0 φ([D2])x2
0 x3 . . . 0 φ([D3])x3
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 . . . −xs−1 φ([Ds−1])xs−1

0 0 . . . xs φ([Ds])xs



















=det



















−x1 0 . . . 0 0
x2 −x2 . . . 0 0
0 x3 . . . 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 . . . −xs−1 0
0 0 . . . xs cφ.xs



















= (−1)s−1cφx1 · · · xs,

where cφ ∈ C is a constant depending on the coefficients φ([Di]); the equality from the first
to the second lines comes from inductively adding φ([D1]) times the first column with the
last column, and so on always using the coefficient left in the ith-entry of the last column to
multiply the ith-column and adding it back into the last column.

One can then use the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.5 to show that the
induced map

θ : O⊕s−1
X ⊕

r
⊕

i=s+1

OX(Di) −→ TΣ〈D〉0

is an isomorphism. �

An immediate consequence of Proposition 4.9 is that if a reduced divisor D ⊂ X is an
invariant divisor, then the toric logarithmic tangent sheaf TΣ〈D〉0 is also invariant under the
torus action. For comparison, Napame showed that a logarithmic tangent sheaf TX〈D〉 for a
reduced divisor D is torus invariant if and only if D is an invariant divisor [Nap24, Proposition
3.3].

Napame has also studied in [Nap24] the slope-stability of logarithmic tangent sheaf TX〈D〉
for an invariant divisor in a projective toric variety X. Recall that a torsion-free sheaf E
on a (possibly singular) complex projective variety X is slope-(semi)stable with respect to a
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polarization L, if for any proper coherent subsheaf F of E with 0 < rk(F) < rk(E), one has
µL(F) < µL(E) (resp. µL(F ) ≤ µL(E)) where the slope µL of E with respect to L is

µL(E) =
c1(E) · L

dim(X)−1

rk(E)
.

Napame proved the following claim in [Nap24, Section 4.1] using pure toric geometry tech-
niques for toric invariant reflexive sheaves. In the context of the present paper, it is an imme-
diate consequence of Proposition 4.9 and Propositions 3.2 and 3.3.

Corollary 4.10. Let X = XΣ be a simplicial projective toric variety with Picard rank 1. If
D ⊂ X is an invariant divisor, then the associated logarithmic sheaf TX〈D〉 is never slope-
stable with respect to any polarization on X.

Example 4.11. Let us revisit Example 3.4 by considering the case X = P
(

OP1 ⊕OP1(1)
) π
→

(i.e. a1 = 0 and a2 = 1) and the divisor D ⊂ X consisting of a single fiber of π (k = 1 in
the example); to be precise, we take f = y in the Cox ring C[x, y, u1, u2], so D = V(y) and
OX(D) ≃ OX(F ) (in the notation of Example 3.4). The exact sequence in display (6) then
becomes

0 −→ OX −→ OX(H)⊕2 ⊕OX(F ) −→ TX〈D〉 −→ 0.

Napame has shown in [Nap24, Theorem 5.5] that TX〈D〉 is slope-stable with respect to a
polarization of the form L = π∗OP1(a) ⊗OX(b) with 0 < a < b. In fact, TX〈D〉 satisfies the
following short exact sequence

0 −→ OX(F ) −→ TX〈D〉 −→ OX(2H − F ) −→ 0,

with the rightmost sheaf being precisely TπX.
In particular, TX〈D〉 does not split as a sum of line bundle, even though it is a nontrivial

extension of line bundles; therefore, the condition on the number of lines imposed in Example
3.4 (k ≥ 2 in the example at hand) is indeed necessary for the freeness of a union of fibers in
X = P

(

OP1(a1)⊕OP1(a2)
)

.

5. Logarithmic tangent sheaves for several polynomials and foliations

On a simplicial toric variety X = XΣ with Cox ring S = C[x1, . . . , xn], let f = (f1, . . . , fk)
be a sequence of elements of S. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , k} write deg(fi) = βi ∈ Cl(X). Recall
that a set of polynomials {f1, . . . , fm} ⊂ C[x1, . . . , xn] is called algebraically independent if
there is no non-zero polynomial F such that F (f1, . . . , fm) = 0.

5.1. Toric logarithmic tangent sheaves for several polynomials. Given a sequence
f = (f1, . . . , fk) ⊂ S, let ∇(fi) be the Jacobian matrix, and consider their union

∇(f) :=







∇(f1)
...

∇(fk)






and ∇(f) :=







∇(f1)
...

∇(fk)







as the Jacobian matrices, which can be regarded as a morphism between sheaves, namely

∇(f) :

r
⊕

i=1

OX(Di) −→
k
⊕

i=1

OX(βi) and ∇(f) :

r
⊕

i=1

OX(Di) −→
k
⊕

i=1

ODi
(βi),

where Di := V(fi). If f is algebraically independent, then ∇(f) has maximal rank k.

Definition 5.1. The extended toric logarithmic tangent sheaf and the toric logarithmic tan-
gent sheaf associated with a sequence f as above are respectively defined to be

TΣ〈f〉 := ker
(

∇(f)
)

and TΣ〈f〉0 := ker
(

∇(f)
)

.

Note that rk
(

TΣ〈f〉
)

= r, while rk
(

TΣ〈f〉0
)

= r − k when f is algebraically independent.
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Remark 5.2. In certain special cases, the Definition 5.1 recovers certain objects that the
first two named authors and Vallès have previously studied.

i) When X is the projective space Pn, TΣ〈f〉0 coincides with the logarithmic tangent
sheaf for the algebraically independent sequence f introduced by the first two named
authors and Vallès in [FJV21]; this was denoted by Tf in that reference.

ii) When X is the affine space Cn, the sheaves TΣ〈f〉 and TΣ〈f〉0 are the sheafification of
the logarithmic tangent modules Der(f1, . . . , fk) and Der0(f1, . . . , fk) introduced by
the first two authors and Vallès in [FJV24, Section 6].

iii) When k = 1, we simply recover the toric logarithmic tangent sheaves TΣ〈D〉 and
TΣ〈D〉0 introduced in Definition 3.1 above.

We complete this section by mentioning the following version of [FJV21, Lemma 2.5]
adapted to the toric context.

Lemma 5.3. We have

TΣ〈f〉 =
k
⋂

i=1

TΣ〈Di〉 and TΣ〈f〉0 =
k
⋂

i=1

TΣ〈Di〉0

with the intersections taken as subsheaves of
⊕r

i=1OX(Di). In particular, if each fi is torus
invariant, then TΣ〈f〉 and TΣ〈f〉0 are also torus invariant.

Proof. The first claim just follows from the fact that ker
(

∇(f)
)

=
⋂k

i=1 ker
(

∇(fi)
)

, and

similarly for the morphisms ∇(f) and ∇(fi). Moreover, if each fi is torus invariant, then, as
observed in Section 4.6, each TΣ〈Di〉 and TΣ〈Di〉0 are also torus invariant; the second claim
follows immediately. �

Remark 5.4. If the polynomials f1, . . . , fk form a regular sequence and therefore define a
k-codimensional complete intersection subscheme Y := V(f1, . . . , fk) ⊂ X, then the toric
logarithmic tangent sheaf TΣ〈f〉0 is a subsheaf of the usual logarithmic sheaf TX〈Y 〉 of vector
fields on X tangent to Y , which controls the locally trivial deformations of Y in X, see [Ser06].

5.2. Foliations on toric varieties. Recall that a distribution of codimension c on a (possibly
singular) complex variety X of dimension n is a short exact sequence

D : 0 −→ TD
ν

−→ TX −→ ND −→ 0,

where ND is a torsion-free sheaf of rank c; ND is called the normal sheaf, while TD is called
the tangent sheaf of D. When X is normal, then the tangent sheaf TD is automatically
reflexive. The singular scheme of D is defined as follows: the maximal exterior power of the
dual morphism ν∨ : Ω1

X → T ∨
D gives a morphism Ωn−c

X → det(TD)
∨; its image is a twisted

ideal sheaf IZ/X ⊗ det(TD)
∨ for a subscheme Z ⊂ X, and this is the singular scheme of D.

When X is non-singular, Z coincides, as a closed subset, with the singular locus of the normal
sheaf ND, namely the variety

{x ∈ X | (ND)x not free} =

n
⋃

p=1

Supp
(

Extp(ND,OX )
)

.

A foliation is an integrable distribution; that is, in the notation of the previous paragraph,
for each x ∈ X \Z, there is an open neighborhood x ∈ U ⊂ X (in the Euclidean topology) and
an analytic submersion φ : U → Cm such that TD|U ≃ ker(dφ); the fibers of φ glue together
and define immersed analytic subvarieties called the leaves of D. Equivalently by Frobenius’
theorem, the tangent sheaf TD is closed under the Lie bracket of vector fields.

We suggest [CACJ20] as a general reference for distributions; in addition, we also refer to
two recent papers about distributions and foliations on toric varieties, namely [RPn24] and
[Wan23]. When X = Pn, Muniz showed in [FJV21, Appendix A] that the logarithmic tangent
sheaf T 〈f〉0 associated with a sequence of homogeneous polynomials f coincides, up to a twist
by OPn(−1), with the tangent sheaf of a rational foliation on Pn.
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The goal of the present section is to provide a partial generalization of [FJV21, Proposition
A.2] to the context of toric varieties. More precisely, given a k-tuple of homogeneous elements
f = (f1, . . . , fk) in the Cox ring S of a simplicial toric variety X = XΣ, we define the following
morphism of abelian groups:

(7) degf : Z
⊕k → Cl(X), (a1, . . . , ak) 7→

∑

1≤i≤k

ai deg(fi).

Define the rank degree of f as the rank of this morphism and set βi := deg(fi). If q :=
rk(degf ), then deg(f) = (β1, . . . , βk) determines k points [β1], . . . , [βk] with integral coefficients
in the projective space Pq−1 over Q. If X is projective, then βi 6= 0 for all i ∈ J1, kK =
{1, . . . , k}. By definition of q, these points are contained in no hyperplane. We say that deg(f)
satisfies the Cayley–Bacharach condition if there is no hyperplane of Pq−1 containing k −
1 points among [β1], . . . , [βk]. Note that this condition is always satisfied when q = 1; in
particular, this happens if ρ = 1. When q = 2, the Cayley–Bacharach property holds as soon
as deg(f) consists of at least 3 non-proportional vectors in Z2.

In addition, the degree morphism in display (7) induces, by dualization and tensoring with
OX , the following morphism of sheaves

Φf : Cl(X)∨ ⊗Z OX −→ O⊕k
X , Φf (φ⊗ g) := (φ(β1) · g, . . . , φ(βk) · g).

Recall that that Cl(X) is a finitely generated group of rank ρ (possibly with torsion), so

Cl(X)∨ is free and Cl(X)∨ ⊗Z OX ≃ O⊕ρ
X . Since Im(Φf ) is a subsheaf of O⊕k

X and a quotient

of O⊕ρ
X , we get that Im(Φf ) = O⊕q

X . Furthermore, it also follows that ker(Φf ) ≃ O⊕ρ−q
X .

Theorem 5.5. Let X = XΣ be a projective simplicial toric variety, and let f be a sequence of
k < n pairwise coprime algebraically independent polynomials of degree rank q with k − n <
q < k. If deg(f) satisfies the Cayley–Bacharach condition, then f induces a foliation Df of
codimension k − q on X. If X is non-singular, the singular scheme of Df contains V(f).

We will break down the proof into two lemmas. We will first construct the distribution
underlying the induced foliation Df .

Lemma 5.6. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 5.5, f induces a distribution Df of codimension
k − q on X. If X is non-singular, the singular scheme of this distribution contains V(f).

Proof. The Euler relation for φ ∈ Hom(Cl(X),Z) gives

r
∑

j=1

φ([Dj ])xj
∂fi
∂xj

= φ(βi)fi, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Using such relation and the generalized Euler sequence in toric varieties, we construct the next
commutative exact diagram, where ǫ is defined by φ 7→ (φ([D1])x1, . . . φ([Dr])xr) and diag(f)
is the k×k diagonal matrix with entries (f1, . . . , fk). We then have the following commutative
diagram:

0

��

0

��

0

��

0 // ker(Φf ) //

��

Cl(X)∨ ⊗Z OX

ǫ
��

Φf
// O⊕k

X

diag(f)
��

0 // TΣ〈f〉0 //
⊕r

i=1OX(Di)
∇(f)

//
⊕k

i=1OX(βi).

Set Tf := TΣ〈f〉0/ ker(Φf ) and note that this is a subsheaf of coker(ǫ) = TX . Moreover, since
diag(f) maps Im(diag(f)) into Im(∇(f)), we set Nf := Im(∇(f))/ Im(diag(f)). We end up
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with the following commutative diagram:

0

��

0

��

0

��

0 // ker(Φf ) //

��

Cl(Σ)∨ ⊗Z OX

η
��

// Im(Φf )

��

// 0

0 // TΣ〈f〉0 //

��

⊕r
i=1OX(Di)

��

∇(f)
// Im(∇(f))

��

// 0

0 // Tf

��

// TX //

��

Nf

��

// 0

0 0 0

(8)

Our goal is to show that the bottom line in the previous diagram defines a distribution of
codimension k − q on X.

Since f is algebraically independent, the sheaf Im(∇(f)) has maximal rank k by [ER93,
Theorem 2.3]; it follows that rk(Nf ) = k − q. In addition, TX is reflexive (because X is
normal), therefore, it is enough to prove that Nf is torsion-free.

By hypothesis, f has degree rank q, so there are (γ1, . . . , γq) ∈ Cl(X)⊕q and a rank-q matrix
A = (ai,j), with 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ q such that, for all φ ∈ Cl(X)∨, one has

Φf (φ) = A







φ(γ1)
...

φ(γq)






.

We have q < k by assumption and recall that Im(Φf ) ≃ O⊕q
X and ker(Φf ) ≃ Oρ−q

X . Let f̃ be
the restriction of diag(f) to Im(Φf ); its matrix expression is then given by

diag(f)A =







a1,1f1 · · · a1,qf1
...

. . .
...

ak,1f1 · · · ak,qfk






.

We then obtain the following commutative diagram

0

��

0

��

O⊕q
X

��

O⊕q
X

f̃
��

0 // Im(∇(f)) //

��

⊕k
j=1OX(βj)

��

// coker(∇(f)) // 0

0 // Nf

��

// coker(f̃ ) //

��

coker(∇(f)) // 0

0 0

(9)

Now, we claim that coker(f̃) is torsion-free, implying that Nf is also torsion-free. To check
this, it suffices to show that the maximal minors of the matrix in the previous display have
no common factor. Any maximal minor of this matrix is obtained by choosing 1 ≤ i1 < · · · <
iq ≤ k and considering the matrix Ai1,...,iq obtained by selecting the columns (i1, . . . , iq) of A:
the minor will be

det((diag(f)A)i1,...,iq ) = det(Ai1,...,iq)fi1 · · · fiq
.
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Since f1, . . . , fk are pairwise coprime, to check that these minors have no common factor
it suffices to show that, for any j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, there is a non-vanishing minor Ai1,...,iq , where
the indices 1 ≤ i1, . . . , iq ≤ k lie in J1, kK \ {j}, as then det(Ai1,...,iq )fi1 · · · fiq is coprime to
fj. Since deg(f) satisfies the Cayley–Bacharach property of rank-degree q, for any choice of
j ∈ J1, kK, the points of Pq−1 determined by {[βi] | i ∈ J1, kK \ {j}} span Pq−1, so there is
a minor det(Ai1,...,iq) 6= 0, where i1, . . . , iq ∈ J1, kK are distinct from j. This shows that the
maximal minors of diag(f)A have no common factor.

In conclusion, Nf is torsion-free, so the bottom sequence of the diagram in display (9)
defines a distribution on X, namely:

Df : 0 −→ Tf −→ TX −→ Nf −→ 0.

For the second claim, assume now that X is non-singular. The bottom sequence in diagram
(9) yields the short exact sequence for each p = 1, . . . , n

Extp(coker f̃ ,OX) −→ Extp(Nf ,OX) −→ Extp+1(coker(∇(f)),OX ).

Dualizing the middle column we notice:

Supp
(

Ext1(coker f̃ ,OX)
)

= V(f),

Extp(coker f̃ ,OX) = 0, for p > 1,

codim
(

Extp+1(coker(∇(f)),OX )
)

≥ p+ 1.

It follows that V(f) ⊂ Supp
(

Ext1(Nf ,OX)
)

, as desired. �

Next, we complete the proof of Theorem 5.5 by showing that Df is integrable.

Lemma 5.7. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 5.5, there exists a toric variety Y and a
rational map φ : X 99K Y such that Tf is tangent to its fibers.

Proof. The matrix A appearing in the proof of Theorem 5.5 defines an action of Tq = (C∗)q

on Ck by the weights given by coefficients of A. In other word,s we consider the torus Tk =
(C∗)k ⊂ Ck and the morphism Tq → Tk defined by the matrix (ai,j) as:

(λ1, . . . , λq) 7→ (λ
a1,1
1 · · · λ

a1,q
q , . . . , λ

ak,1
1 · · · λ

ak,q
q ).

Then this morphism has a finite kernel, the associated map of Lie algebras being given by
matrix (ai,j), which has rank q by definition. Then Tq operates on Tk and we get the expected

action on Ck. This way, f = (f1, . . . , fk) defines a rational map:

φ : X 99K Tk/Tq, x 7→ (f1(x), . . . , fk(x)).

Indeed, let U be the intersection of the smooth locus of X with the complement of V(f1)∪
· · · ∪V(fk). Then for any x ∈ U and any representative x′ of x, there is λ = (λ1, . . . , λq) ∈ Tq

such that

fi(x
′) = λ

ai,1
1 · · · λ

ai,q
q fi(x), for all i ∈ J1, kK.

We argue that the fibers of φ are the leaves of a foliation whose tangent sheaf is Tf . Indeed,
let Y = Tk/Tq. Then the differential of φ along U gives a map

dφ : TU → φ∗(TY ),

and the kernel of dφ at a point x ∈ U is the tangent space to the fiber of φ passing through x.
On the other hand, the tangent sheaf of Y is the cokernel of the map g : O⊕q

Y → V where V
is the tautological bundle of rank k on Y given by the weights of Tq acting on Tk. By definition

of φ, the pull-back φ∗(V) is just
⊕

1≤j≤k OX(βi) and the pull-back of g is just f̃ . Moreover,
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lifting TU to
⊕

1≤i≤r OU (Di), the map dφ is expressed by ∇(f). So dφ fits into:

O⊕q
U

��
⊕

1≤i≤r OU (Di)

f̃
��

∇f
//
⊕

1≤j≤k OU (βj)

��

TU
dφ

// φ∗(TY )

Therefore, comparing with the diagrams in displays (9) and (8), we conclude that ker(dφ) is
isomorphic to Tf . It follows that the distribution Df is indeed a foliation, with leaves given by
the fibers of the rational map φ. �

The following claim is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.5; it is a version of Propo-
sition 3.2 for sequences of homogeneous polynomials.

Corollary 5.8. Assume that X and f satisfy the conditions of Theorem 5.5. The following
short exact sequence relates the logarithmic tangent sheaf TΣ〈f〉0 and the tangent sheaf Tf of
the induced foliation Df :

0 −→ O⊕ρ−q
X −→ TΣ〈f〉0 −→ Tf −→ 0,

where q is the rank degree of f . In particular, if q = ρ(X) then TΣ〈f〉0 = Tf .

Note that the equality TΣ〈f〉0 = Tf happens ρ(X) = 1. Here is one example with a higher
Picard rank.

Example 5.9. Choose positive integers n,m with n + m ≥ 3. Set X = Pn × Pm with
coordinates x = (x0, . . . , xn) and y = (y0, . . . , ym). Consider the sequence f = (f1, . . . , fk) in
the following cases.

i) If k = 2 and f1(x, y) and f2(x, y) are non-constant bihomogeneous of the bidegree
(d1, e1) and (d2, e2) with d1e2 6= e1d2, for instance m ≥ 2, f1(x, y) = x0y0 and
f2(x, y) = x1y1y2, then q = k = 2 and Theorem 5.5 does not apply.

ii) In the same situation as before, if d1e2 = e1d2, then 1 = q < k = 2 and f induces a
foliation of codimension k−q = 1. For instance for f1(x, y) = x0y0 and f2(x, y) = x1y1,
we get TΣ〈f〉0 = O⊕2

X . Corollary 5.8 implies that Tf = OX , so the foliation induced by
the second sequence is given by the short exact sequence

0 −→ OX −→ TX −→ IZ(2, 2) −→ 0,

where Z consists of 8 points, namely V(f) ∪V
(
∧2∇(f)

)

.
iii) If k = 3 and f1, f2, f3 are non-constant bihomogeneous of bidegree (d1, e1), (d2, e2) and

(d3, e3) with d1e2 6= e1d2, d1e3 6= e1d3, and d2e3 6= e2d3, then we have 2 = q < 3 = k
and the three points (d1 : e1), (d2 : e2), (d3 : e3) of P

1 satisfy the Cayley–Bacharach
property, so Theorem 5.5 applies to give a foliation of codimension 1.

iv) Take n = 3, m = 4, k = 3 and f1 = x0y0, f2 = x1x2y1y2 and f3 = x3y3y4 so the
degrees are (1, 1), (2, 2) and (1, 2), hence q = 2 < 3 = k but these degrees do not
satisfy the Cayley–Bacharach property hence Theorem 5.5 does not apply. Note that
the map f̃ can be expressed as:





x0y0 x0y0
2x1x2y1y2 2x1x2y1y2
x3y3y4 2x3y3y4





The cokernel of this map has torsion along the divisor V(x3y3y4). In this case, the
subsheaf Tf of TX has determinant OX(−1,−1) and is not saturated, its saturation
has determinant OX(0, 1), the difference being given by the bidegree of V(x3y3y4).
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