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EXISTENCE OF FLIPS FOR GENERALIZED LC PAIRS

CHRISTOPHER D. HACON AND JIHAO LIU

Abstract. We prove the existence of flips for Q-factorial NQC generalized lc pairs, and the
cone and contraction theorems for NQC generalized lc pairs. This answers a question of C.
Birkar. As an immediate application, we show that we can run the minimal model program for
Q-factorial NQC generalized lc pairs. In particular, we complete the minimal model program
for Q-factorial NQC generalized lc pairs in dimension ≤ 3 and pseudo-effective Q-factorial NQC
generalized lc pairs in dimension 4.
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1. Introduction

We work over the field of complex numbers C, however many of the results also hold over any
algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero.

The main purpose of this paper is to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and U0 ⊂ U a non-empty open subset.
Let X0 := X ×U U

0, B0 := B×U U
0, and M0 := M×U U

0 (see Definition 2.21 below). Assume
that

(1) the morphism X → U is a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective varieties,
(2) (X0, B0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model,
(3) all glc centers of (X,B,M) intersect X0, and
(4) M0 descends to X0 and M0

X0 ∼R,U0 0.

Then (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model.

Here “glc g-pair” stands for “generalized lc pair” and “NQC” stands for “nef Q-Cartier
combination”. We remark that NQC generalized pairs in our paper exactly correspond to the
original generalized pairs defined in [BZ16]. See Definition 2.23 for more details.

As an immediate application of Theorem 1.1, we show the existence of flips for Q-factorial
NQC generalized lc pairs:

Theorem 1.2 (Existence of generalized lc flips). Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-
pair and f : X → Z a (KX +B+MX)-flipping contraction over U . Then the flip f+ : X+ → Z
of f exists.

In fact, we will also show that X+ is Q-factorial and ρ(X) = ρ(X+), and hence the flip
X 99K X+ is compatible with the minimal model program for generalized pairs. See Theorem
10.3 below.

As a complement to Theorem 1.2, we prove the cone and contraction theorems for NQC
generalized lc pairs, thus completely answering Birkar’s question on the existence of contractions
and flips [Bir20b, 6.1]:

Theorem 1.3 (Cone and contraction theorems for generalized lc pairs). Let (X,B,M)/U be
an NQC glc g-pair and π : X → U the associated morphism. Let {Rj}j∈Λ be the set of (KX +

B +MX)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then:

(1)

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ

Rj .

In particular, any (KX +B +MX)-negative extremal ray in NE(X/U) is rational.
(2) Each Rj is spanned by a rational curve Cj such that π(Cj) = {pt} and

0 < −(KX +B +MX) · Cj ≤ 2 dimX.

(3) For any ample/U R-divisor A on X,

ΛA := {j ∈ Λ | Rj ⊂ NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A<0}

is a finite set. In particular, {Rj}j∈Λ is countable, and is a discrete subset in

NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A<0. Moreover, we may write

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈ΛA

Rj.

(4) Let F be a (KX +B +MX)-negative extremal face in NE(X/U). Then F is a rational
extremal face. In particular, there exists a projective morphism contF : X → Y over U
satisfying the following.



EXISTENCE OF FLIPS FOR GENERALIZED LC PAIRS 3

(a) For any integral curve C such that π(C) is a point, contF (C) is a point if and only
if [C] ∈ F .

(b) OY ∼= (contF )∗OX . In other words, contF is a contraction.
(c) Let L be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X such that L ·C = 0 for any curve C such that

[C] ∈ F . Then there exists a Q-Cartier Q-divisor LY on Y such that L ∼Q f
∗LY .

An immediate corollary of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 is that we can run minimal model programs
(MMPs) for Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs:

Theorem 1.4. We can run the MMP for Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs. More precisely, for any
Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair (X,B,M)/U , there exists a sequence of (KX +B +MX)-flips and
divisorial contractions over U . Moreover, any such sequence ends either with a Mori fiber space,
or a minimal model, or an infinite sequence of flips over U .

Therefore, as long as we know the termination of flips, we can completely establish the minimal
model program for Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs. In particular, we have:

Theorem 1.5. The MMP for Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs in dimension ≤ 3 holds, and the
MMP for pseudo-effective Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs in dimension 4 holds. More precisely,
for any Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair (X,B,M)/U such that either dimX ≤ 3 or dimX = 4
and KX +B +MX is pseudo-effective/U , there exists a sequence of (KX +B +MX)-flips and
divisorial contractions over U . Moreover, any such sequence ends either with a Mori fiber space
or a minimal model over U .

The theory of generalized pairs (g-pairs for short) was introduced by C. Birkar and D.-Q.
Zhang in [BZ16] to tackle the effective Iitaka fibration conjecture. Some embryonic forms of this
theory can be found in [Bir12b, BH14], and can even be traced back to the early studies on the
moduli part of the canonical bundle formula and sub-adjunctions [Kaw98, FM00]. Although,
seemingly technical, in recent years, the theory of generalized pairs has proven to be a powerful
tool in birational geometry. In particular, this theory has been essentially used in the proof of
the Borisov-Alexeev-Borisov conjecture [Bir19, Bir21a]. For other results closely related to the
theory of generalized pairs, we refer the reader to [HX15, Fil18a, Mor18, HL18, Fil18b, Bir18,
HH19, HL19, LT19, HM20, HL20a, HL20b, HL20d, LP20a, LP20b, Li20, Hu20, FS20a, Fil20,
Bir20a, HL20c, CX20, Bir20c, FS20b, FW20, BDCS20, CT20, Sho20, Has20, Li21, Liu21, LX21,
Hu21, Jia21, Bir21b]. We also refer the reader to [Bir20b] for a more detailed introduction to
the theory of generalized pairs.

It has recently become apparent that the minimal model program (MMP) for generalized pairs
is closely related to the minimal model program for usual pairs and varieties. In particular,
generalized pairs have been used to prove the termination of pseudo-effective fourfold flips
[Mor18, HL18, HM20, CT20]. For this, and other reasons, it is important to study the minimal
model program for generalized pairs. For gklt (generalized klt) g-pairs or Q-factorial gdlt
(generalized dlt) g-pairs, the corresponding theory is very similar to the case of the usual klt or
Q-factorial dlt pairs (cf. [BZ16, Lemma 4.4], [HL18, Lemma 3.5]). However, when studying the
MMP for glc g-pairs, we encounter several non-trivial issues. Before discussing these, let us first
recall the main features of the usual minimal model program.

Step 1. We start with a Q-factorial projective pair (X,B) with at worst lc singularities.

Step 2. If KX +B is nef, i.e. (X,B) is a minimal model then we are done. Otherwise, by the
cone and the contraction theorems, we contract a (KX + B)-negative extremal ray and get a
contraction f : X → Z.

Step 3. If f is a Mori fiber space, then we are done. If f is a divisorial contraction, then we
replace X with Z and continue. If f is a flipping contraction and the flip f+ : X+ → Z of f
exists, then we replace X with X+ and continue. Note that the Q-factorial condition, which
usually follows from the cone and the contraction theorems, needs to be preserved.
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Step 4. If there does not exist an infinite sequence of flips, then the MMP terminates with
either a minimal model or a Mori fiber space, and we are done.

In summary, to complete a minimal model program, we need

(1) the cone and the contraction theorems,
(2) the existence of flips, and
(3) the termination of flips.

For the usual lc pairs, (1) and (2) are completely known. In fact, the cone and contraction
theorems for projective klt pairs appear in [Kaw84] and are completed in [Kol84], the relative
versions are proven in [KMM87], the cone and contraction theorems for lc pairs are proven in
[Amb03, Fuj11] by using the theory of quasi-log varieties, the existence of klt flips is proven
in [BCHM10], and the existence of lc flips is proven in [Bir12a, HX13]. The difficult part for
the minimal model program for usual pairs is (3): we only know the termination of flips in
full generality, in dimension ≤ 3 [Kaw92, Sho96]. In dimension 4, some special cases have
been proven: the terminal case in [KMM87], klt anti-effective case and some other special
cases in [AHK07], canonical case with rational coefficients in [Fuj04, Fuj05], effective case in
[Bir07, HMX14], and pseudo-effective case [Mor18, HL18, HM20, CT20] as we mentioned earlier.

For glc pairs that are neither gklt nor Q-factorial gdlt, the situation is completely different.
First of all, we usually need to add the NQC condition for technical reasons (cf. [HL18,
Example 3.15]), however this is a natural assumption and is contained in the original definition of
generalized pairs in [BZ16]. Under the NQC assumption, the known results on the termination
of flips are similar to the usual pair case (in particular, in full generality in dimension ≤ 3
[CT20] and in the pseudo-effective case in dimension 4 [HM20, CT20]). However, the cone
and contraction theorems and the existence of flips seem to be far more challenging even in
dimension 3, and we only know some partial results when M descends to X, i.e., MX is nef
[LP20a, LP20b]. We remark that for curves and surfaces, there are no flips, and the cone and
contraction theorems follow from the usual cone and contraction theorems as MX is always nef.

Very recently, there has been some progress towards the existence of flips for generalized pairs.
K. Hashizume has shown the non-vanishing theorem for glc pairs with a polarization [Has20,
Theorem 1.1], and also investigated the termination of a special MMP for glc pairs [Has20,
Theorem 1.3], which has a close connection with the existence of glc flips. Recently, Z. Hu
proved the finiteness of B-representations for glc pairs [Hu21, Theorem 1.5], a generalized pair
version of [FG14, Theorem 1.1] and [HX16, Theorem 1.2]. This result induces the generalized
pair version of [FG14, Theorem 1.4] and [HX16, Theorem 1.4] ([Hu21, Thereom 1.9]), and
[Bir12a, Theorem 1.7] and [HX16, Corollary 1.5] ([Hu21, Thereom 1.10]), which are important
theorems in the proof of the existence of lc flips. In this paper, we will prove the existence of
flips for Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs, which solves (2). We also expect that the methods in this
paper can be applied to the termination of flips under the setting of [Has20, Theorem 1.3].

It turns out that Z. Hu’s result is not only useful in the proof of the existence of glc flips,
but also useful in the proof of the cone and contraction theorems when applying induction on
the dimension. Combining [Hu21, Theorem 1.9] with results of F. Ambro and O. Fujino on
the cone and contraction theorems on non-lc pairs [Amb03, Fuj11], and with J. Han and W.
Liu’s recent result on generalized sub-adjunction [HL19], in this paper, we will prove the cone
and contraction theorems for any NQC glc g-pairs, which solves (1). We also remark that O.
Fujino has a recent paper [Fuj21] on similar topics, where he considers the cone and contraction
theorems for quasi-log schemes. Note that any quasi-lc pair is a generalized lc pair (cf. [Fuj18,
Remark 1.9]).

Sketch of the proof. We first sketch our proof on the existence of flips (Theorem 1.2).
Usually, proving the existence of flips is equivalent to proving the existence of a good minimal

model for some special pairs. Therefore, the proof needs to contain two parts: the first part is to
show the existence of a log minimal model, and the second part is to show that the log minimal
model is actually good, or equivalently to prove a Fukuda-type base point free theorem.
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We sketch the proof of the second part first. Notice that for a Q-factorial generalized pair
(X,B,M)/U equipped with a flipping contraction f : X → Z over U , we can always assume
that MX · C < 0 for any flipping curve, otherwise f is a (KX + B)-flipping contraction and
the existence of the flip just follows from the existence of flips for lc pairs. Notice that on the
complement of the flipping locus, we have MX ∼R 0 as a b-divisor over Z. In other words,
MX |f−1(Z0) ∼R,Z0 0 over some non-empty open subset Z0 of Z. We can further shrink Z0

and assume that M descends to X over Z0. Then we will have a Fukuda-type base-point-free
theorem similar to [Fuj12, Theorem 1.2] for such special generalized pairs (cf. Theorem 7.4).
With the help of [Hu21, Theorem 1.9], we can prove a base-point-free theorem similar to [HX13,
Theorem 4.1] (cf. Theorem 7.5). This is enough for us to show that the log minimal models
arising in this context are actually good.

Now we deal with the first part. With the condition MX |f−1(Z0) ∼R,Z0 0 in mind, we can
easily transform this part of the question to a question on the existence of generalized lc closures
(Theorem 1.1), which is similar to [HX13, Theorem 1.1] and [Has19, Theorem 1.2]. To show the
existence of a log minimal model for generalized pairs satisfying the conditions as in Theorem
1.1, we would like to follow similar statements in the proofs of the existence of lc flips. However,
two out of the three possible paths do not work for us: as we do not have the finite generation
of the log canonical ring for gklt pairs, we cannot follow [Bir12a]; as we do not have a precise
canonical bundle formula for Iitaka fibrations of generalized pairs, we cannot follow [HX13].
We also remark that the Kollár’s conjecture (cf. [Kol14, Theorem 4], [Bir12a, Theorem 1.1],
[HX13, Theorem 1.6], [Has19, Theorem 1.1]) has a negative answer for generalized pairs even
in dimension 1 by considering the projective generalized pair (X, 0,M) where X is an elliptic
curve and MX ≡ 0 is a non-torsion divisor (cf. [Fil18a, 6.2]).

Fortunately for us, we are able to follow an alternative approach given in [Has19], where
we combine the results of the generalized MMP with scaling from [HL18], the canonical
bundle formula for glc-trivial fibrations [Fil18b, HL19, FS20b], the Shokurov-type polytope for
generalized pairs [HL20d], and the special termination [HL18]. This allows us to prove Theorem
1.1, which immediately implies the existence of Q-factorial NQC glc flips (Theorem 1.2).

Now we sketch a proof of the cone and contraction theorems. Possibly perturbing the
generalized pair (X,B,M)/U with an ample divisor, we may assume that KX +B +MX ∼R,U

KX + ∆ for some pair (X,∆). (X,∆) is not necessary lc; however, we may assume that the
non-lc locus of (X,∆) is exactly the non-gklt locus of (X,B,M). Now we want to apply the
results of F. Ambro [Amb03] and O. Fujino [Fuj11]. The difficulty in applying these results is
that we need some semi-ampleness of special nef line bundles along the non-lc locus of (X,∆),
which cannot be guaranteed for any non-lc pair. However, since we have a generalized pair
structure, a key observation is that we can do sub-adjunction to any non-lc center of (X,B,M)
and still have a generalized lc pair structure after the sub-adjunction [HL19]. Therefore, we
can apply induction on dimension to get semi-ampleness on every glc center. With the help
of [Hu21, Theorem 1.9], we can glue these glc centers together on a gdlt model and get the
semi-ampleness on the non-lc locus of (X,∆). This allows us to prove a base-point-free theorem
for generalized pair. Using the same philosophy, the cone and contraction theorem (Theorem
1.3) follows from the base-point-free theorem and induction on the dimension. Finally, together
with the existence of flips we just proved, we know that we can run MMP for any Q-factorial
NQC glc g-pair (Theorem 1.4). In other words, for Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs, whenever we
know the termination of flips, we will have the complete MMP, and Theorem 1.5 follows from
[HM20, CT20].

Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce some notation and tools for generalized
pairs and MMPs which will be used in this paper. In Section 3, we study different models for
generalized pairs. In Section 4, we recall the results on abundance for pairs with numerical
dimension zero, and use them to prove a result on generalized pairs with numerical dimension
0. In Section 5, we prove a slight generalization of a canonical bundle formula for generalized
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pairs [Fil18b, HL19, FS20b] and use it to prove a special case of Theorem 1.1. In Section 6,
we prove a special termination result for generalized pairs similar to [HL18, Theorem 4.5]. In
Section 7, we prove a Fukuda-type base-point-free theorem for generalized pairs. In Section 8,
we prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 9, we prove the base-point-free theorem, contraction theorem,
and cone theorem for generalized lc pairs, which implies Theorem 1.3. In Section 10, we prove
the rest of our main theorems, i.e. Theorems 1.2, 1.4, and 1.5.

Acknowledgement. The second author would like to thank Jingjun Han, Junpeng Jiao, and
Yuchen Liu for useful discussions. The authors are partially supported by NSF research grants
no: DMS-1801851, DMS-1952522 and by a grant from the Simons Foundation; Award Number:
256202.

2. Preliminaries

We will freely use the notation and definitions from [KM98, BCHM10]. For generalized pairs,
we will follow the definitions in [HL18] but follow the notation as in [FS20b, Has20] (see Remarks
2.26, 2.27, 2.28 below).

2.1. Divisors.

Definition 2.1. Let a be a real number, X a normal variety, and D =
∑

i diDi an R-divisor
on X, where Di are the irreducible components of D. We define D≤a :=

∑
i|di≤a

diDi, D
=a :=∑

i|di=a
diDi, D

≥a :=
∑

i|di≤a
diDi, ⌊D⌋ :=

∑
i⌊di⌋Di, and {D} :=

∑
i{di}Di.

Definition 2.2. Let φ : X 99K Y be a birational map. We let Exc(φ) be the union of the
exceptional divisors of φ, and usually identify Exc(φ) with the reduced exceptional divisor of φ.

The following lemma and its proof are taken verbatim from [BCHM10, Lemma 3.2.1].

Lemma 2.3 (cf. [BCHM10, Lemma 3.2.1]). Let K = Q or R. Let π : X → U be a projective
morphism between normal quasi-projective varieties. Let D be a K-Cartier K-divisor on X and
let D′ be its restriction to the generic fiber of π.

If D′ ∼K B′ ≥ 0 for some K-divisor B′ on the generic fiber of π, then D ∼K,U B ≥ 0 for
some K-divisor B, such that B′ is the restriction of B to the generic fiber of π.

Proof. Taking the closure of the generic points of B′, we may assume that there exists a K-
divisor B1 ≥ 0 such that B′ is the restriction of B1 to the generic fiber of π. Since D′−B′ ∼K 0,
(D − B1)|π−1(U1) ∼K 0 for some non-empty proper open subset U1 of U . Then there exists a
K-divisor G on X such that D − B1 ∼K G and Z := π(SuppG) is a proper closed subset of
U . Since U is quasi-projective, there exists an ample K-divisor H ≥ 0 on U which contains Z,
such that F := π∗H ≥ −G. Thus D ∼K,U B1 + F +G ≥ 0. By our construction, F and G are
vertical over U , so B′ is the restriction of B := B1 + F +G to the generic fiber of π. �

2.2. Maps.

Definition 2.4 (Contraction and birational contraction). A contraction is a projective
morphism f : X → Y such that f∗OX = OY . In particular, f has connected fibers, and if
X → Z → Y is the Stein factorization of f , then Z → Y is an isomorphism. Moreover, if X is
normal, then Y is normal.

Let φ : X 99K Y be a birational map between normal varieties. Then φ is called a birational
contraction if φ does not extract any divisors.

Definition 2.5. For any birational contraction φ : X 99K Y and R-Cartier R-divisor D on X,
let p : W → X and q :W → Y be a common resolution such that q = φ ◦ p, and let DY := φ∗D.
Then f is called

(1) D-trivial if DY is R-Cartier and p∗D = q∗DY ,
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(2) D-non-positive if DY is R-Cartier, and p∗D = q∗DY + E for some E ≥ 0 that is
exceptional over Y , and

(3) D-negative if DY is R-Cartier, p∗D = q∗DY +E for some E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over
Y , and Exc(φ) ⊂ Supp(p∗E).

Lemma 2.6. Let π : X → U be a projective morphism such that X is normal. Let D be an R-
Cartier R-divisor on X, φ : X 99K Y a birational contraction over U such that φ is D-trivial, and
DY := φ∗D. Then for any non-empty open subset U0 ⊂ U , D0 := D ×U U

0 is semi-ample/U0

if and only if D0
Y := DY ×U U

0 is semi-ample/U0.

Proof. Let p : W → X and q : W → Y be a common resolution such that q = φ ◦ p. Since φ is
D-trivial, DW := p∗D = q∗DY . Let D

0
W := DW ×U U

0 and W 0 := W ×U U
0. Then

(p|W 0)∗D0 = (p∗D)|W 0 = D0
W = (q∗DY )|W 0 = (q|W 0)∗D0

Y ,

and the lemma follows. �

2.3. Numerical dimensions.

Definition 2.7 (Numerical dimension, cf. [HH20, Definition 2.7]). Let X be a normal projective
variety and D an R-Cartier R-divisor on X. The numerical dimension κσ(D) = κσ(X,D) of D
is defined in the following way.

For any Cartier divisor A on X, we first define a σ(D;A) as follows:

(1) If H0(X, ⌊mD⌋+A) 6= 0 only for finitely many positive integers m, then

σ(D;A) := −∞.

(2) If H0(X, ⌊mD⌋+A) 6= 0 for infinitely many positive integers m, then

σ(D;A) := max

{
k ∈ N | lim sup

m→+∞

dimH0(X, ⌊mD⌋ +A)

mk
> 0

}
.

We define

κσ(D) = κσ(X,D) := max{σ(D;A) | A is a Cartier divisor on X}.

Definition 2.8 (Relative numerical dimensions, cf. [HH20, Definition 2.7]). Let π : X → U
be a projective morphism from a normal variety to a variety, D an R-Cartier R-divisor on X,
and F a very general fiber of the Stein factorization of π. The relative numerical dimension
κσ(X/U,D) is defined in the following way:

(1) If dimF > 0, then κσ(X/U,D) := κσ(F,D|F ).
(2) If dimF = 0, then κσ(X/U,D) := 0.

Lemma 2.9 (cf. [Nak04, V. 2.6(5) Remark]). Let X be a normal projective variety and D an
R-Cartier R-divisor on X such that κσ(D) ≥ 0. Then D is pseudo-effective.

Proof. By definition, there exists a Cartier divisor A on X such that σ(D;A) ≥ 0. In particular,
there exists a sequence of strictly increasing positive integers mi, such that dimH0(X, ⌊miD⌋+
A) > 0, hence ⌊miD⌋ + A is effective for any i. Thus miD + A is effective for any i, hence
D + 1

mi
A is effective for any i. Thus D is the limit of the effective R-divisors D + 1

mi
A, hence

D is pseudo-effective. �

The following lemma is well-known. For the reader’s convenience, we give a short proof here.

Lemma 2.10. Let π : X → U be a projective morphism from a normal variety to a variety,
and D an R-Cartier R-divisor on X. Then:

(1) D is big/U if and only if κσ(X/U,D) = dimX − dimU .
(2) Let D1,D2 be two R-Cartier R-divisors on X. Suppose that D1 ∼R,U E1 ≥ 0 and

D2 ∼R,U E2 ≥ 0 for some R-divisors E1, E2 such that SuppE1 = SuppE2. Then
κσ(X/U,D1) = κσ(X/U,D2).
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(3) Let f : Y → X be a surjective birational morphism and DY an R-Cartier R-divisor on Y
such that DY = f∗D+E for some f -exceptional R-divisor E ≥ 0. Then κσ(Y/U,DY ) =
κσ(X/U,D).

(4) Let g : Z → X be a surjective morphism from a normal variety such that Z is projective
over U . Then κσ(Z/U, f

∗D) = κσ(X/U,D).
(5) Let D̄ be an R-Cartier R-divisor on X such that D ≡U D̄. Then κσ(X/U,D) =

κσ(X/U, D̄).
(6) Let φ : X 99K X ′ be a partial D-MMP/U and let D′ := φ∗D. Then κσ(X/U,D) =

κσ(X
′/U,D′).

Proof. For (1)-(5), let F be a very general fiber of the Stein factorization of π. Possibly replacing
X with F , U with {pt}, andD,D1,D2, D̄ withD|F ,D1|F ,D2|F , D̄|F respectively, we may assume
that X is projective and U = {pt}. (2) follows from [HH20, Remark 2.8(1)] and (3)(4) follow
from [HH20, Remark 2.8(2)].

To prove (1)(5), let h : X̃ → X be a resolution of X. By (4), we may replace X with X̃, D
with h∗D, and D̄ with h∗D̄, and assume that X is smooth.

If D is big, then κσ(D) = dimX by definition. If κσ(D) = dimX, then D is pseudo-effective
by Lemma 2.9, hence D is big by [Nak04, V. 2.7(3) Proposition]. This gives (1).

To prove (5), notice that D is pseudo-effective if and only if D̄ is pseudo-effective. If D is not
pseudo-effective, then κσ(D) = κσ(D̄) = −∞ by Lemma 2.9. If D is pseudo-effective, then (5)
follows from from [Nak04, V. 2.7(1) Proposition].

To prove (6), let p : W → X and q : W → X ′ be a common resolution such that q = φ ◦ p,
then p∗D = q∗D′ + F for some F ≥ 0 that is q-exceptional. By (3), we have

κσ(X/U,D) = κσ(W/U, p∗D) = κσ(W/U, q∗D′ + F ) = κσ(X
′/U,D′).

�

Lemma 2.11. Let π : X → U be a projective morphism from a normal variety to a variety,
D ≡U D′ ≥ A ≥ 0 for some R-Cartier R-divisors D,D′, A on X. Then for any real numbers
t1, t2 ∈ [0, 1),

κσ(X/U,D − t1A) = κσ(X/U,D − t2A).

Proof. By Lemma 2.10(5), we may assume that D = D′. We may write D = A + B for some
B ≥ 0. Since

Supp(D− t1A) = Supp((1− t1)A+B) = Supp(A+B) = Supp((1− t2)A+B) = Supp(D− t2B),

the lemma follows from Lemma 2.10(2). �

2.4. Iitaka dimension and invariant Iitaka dimension.

Definition 2.12 (Iitaka dimension, cf. [Nak04, II 3.2 Definition]). Let X be a normal projective
variety and D an R-divisor on X. For any positive integer m such that |⌊mD⌋| 6= ∅, we define

ΦmD : X 99K P(H0(X, ⌊mD⌋)).

The Iitaka dimension κ(D) = κ(X,D) of D is defined in the following way:

(1) If |⌊mD⌋| = ∅ for every positive integer m, then

κ(D) = κ(X,D) := −∞.

(2) If |⌊mD⌋| 6= ∅ for some positive integer m, then

κ(D) = κ(X,D) := max
m∈N+,|⌊mD⌋|6=∅

dimΦmD(X).

Proposition 2.13 (cf. [Nak04, II 3.8 Corollary]). Let X be a normal projective variety and D
an R-divisor on X. Then:

(1) If |⌊mD⌋| = ∅ for every positive integer m, then κ(D) = −∞.
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(2) If |⌊mD⌋| 6= ∅ for some positive integer m, then

κ(D) = max

{
k ∈ N+ | lim sup

m→+∞

dimH0(X, ⌊mD⌋)

mk
> 0

}
.

Definition 2.14 (Relative Iitaka dimensions, cf. [Cho08, Definition 2.1.1]). Let π : X → U be
a projective morphism between normal, D an R-divisor on X, and F a very general fiber of the
Stein factorialization of π. We define the relative Iitaka dimension κ(X/U,D) of D over U in
the following way:

(1) κ(X/U,D) := κ(F,D|F ) if |⌊mD⌋/U | 6= ∅ for some positive integer m and dimF > 0.
(2) κ(X/U,D) := −∞ if |⌊mD⌋/U | = ∅ for every positive integer m.
(3) κ(X/U,D) := 0 if dimF = 0.

Definition 2.15 (Invariant Iitaka dimension, cf. [Cho08, Definition 2.2.1]). Let π : X → U
be a projective morphism between normal varieties and D an R-divisor on X. The (relative)
invariant Iitaka dimension κι(X/U,D) of D over U is defined in the following way:

(1) If |D/U |R = ∅, then κι(X/U,D) := −∞.
(2) If |D/U |R 6= ∅, then we define

κι(X/U,D) := κ(X/U,D′)

for some R-divisor D′ ≥ 0 on X such that D ∼R,U D
′. κι(X/U,D) is independent of the

choice of D′ by [Cho08, Corollary 2.1.4].

If U = {pt}, then we define κι(D) = κι(X,D) := κ(X/U,D).

Definition 2.16. Let π : X → U be a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective
varieties. An R-divisor D on X is called abundant over U if κι(X/U,D) = κσ(X/U,D). We also
say that D is π-abundant. In addition, if U = {pt}, then we say that D is abundant.

Proposition 2.17 ([Cho08, Proposition 2.2.2(1)]). Let X → U be a projective morphism
between normal varieties, and D and D′ be two R-divisors on X. Then κ(X/U,D) ≤
κι(X/U,D), and κ(X/U,D) < κι(X/U,D) if and only if κ(X/U,D) = −∞ and κι(X/U,D) ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.18. Let X → U be a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective varieties
and D a Q-divisor on X. Then κι(X/U,D) = κ(X/U,D).

Proof. We may assume that dimX > dimU , otherwise there is nothing to prove. Assume that
κι(X/U,D) 6= κ(X/U,D). By Proposition 2.17, κι(X/U,D) ≥ 0 and κ(X/U,D) = −∞. Since
κι(X/U,D) ≥ 0, D ∼R,U D

′ ≥ 0 for some R-divisor D′ on X.
We may write D′ = D0 +

∑c
i=1 riDi for some non-negative integer c, Q-divisors D0, . . . ,Dc,

and real numbers r1, . . . , rc such that 1, r1, . . . , rc are linearly independent over Q. Moreover,
since D′ ≥ 0, we may pick rational numbers r′1, . . . , r

′
c that are sufficiently close to r1, . . . , rc

respectively, such that

D′′ := D0 +
c∑

i=1

r′iDi ≥ 0.

Since D ∼R,U D
′,

(D0 −D) +
c∑

i=1

riDi ∼R,U 0.

Since D is a Q-divisor, by [HLS19, Lemma 5.3], D0 − D ∼Q,U 0 and Di ∼Q,U 0 for every
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , c}. Thus D ∼Q,U D′′ ≥ 0, hence there exists a positive integer m such that
mD,mD′′ are Weil divisors and mD ∼U mD′′ ≥ 0. In particular, |⌊mD⌋/U | 6= ∅, hence
κ(X/U,D) ≥ 0 by definition, a contradiction. �

Lemma 2.19. Let π : X → U be a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective
varieties and F a very general fiber of the Stein factorization of π. Let D be an R-Cartier
R-divisor on X. Then:
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(1) If dimF > 0, then κι(X/U,D) = κι(F,D|F ).
(2) If dimF > 0, then κ(X/U,D) = κ(F,D|F ).
(3) Let f : Y → X be a surjective birational morphism and DY an R-Cartier R-divisor on Y

such that DY = f∗D+E for some f -exceptional R-divisor E ≥ 0. Then κι(Y/U,DY ) =
κι(X/U,D).

(4) Let φ : X 99K X ′ be a partial D-MMP/U and let D′ := φ∗D. Then κι(X/U,D) =
κι(X

′/U,D′).

Proof. First we prove (1). By definition, if |D/U |R 6= ∅, then (1) holds, so we may assume that
|D/U |R = ∅. Then κι(X/U,D) = −∞. By [HH20, Lemma 2.10], κι(F,D|F ) = −∞, and we
have (1).

We prove (2). Let h : X̃ → X be a log resolution of X. By Proposition 2.13, we may replace

X with X̃ , D with h∗D, and π with π ◦ h, and assume that X is smooth. If |⌊mD⌋/U | 6= ∅ for
some positive integer m, then (2) holds, so we may assume that |⌊mD⌋/U | = ∅ for any positive
integer m. Then κ(X/U,D) = −∞. If κ(F,D|F ) ≥ 0, then there exists a positive integer m0

such that |⌊m0D|F ⌋| = |⌊m0D⌋|F | 6= ∅. Let U0 ⊂ U be a non-empty open subset such that
OX0

(⌊mD⌋) is flat over U0 and X0 = π−1(U0). By semicontinuity, the set of points u ∈ U0 such
that h0(Xu,OXu(⌊mD⌋)) = 0 is an open subset. Since the fiber F corresponds to Xu where
u ∈ U is very general, we may assume that for some m > 0 as above, the open subset U0 is
non-empty. It follows that π∗OX(⌊mD⌋) 6= 0 and hence |⌊mD⌋/U | 6= ∅. This is a contradiction
and therefore, κ(F,D|F ) = −∞. We get (2).

To prove (3), possibly replacing X with F , U with {pt}, and D with D|F , we may assume
that X is projective and U = {pt}. (3) follows from [HH20, Remark 2.8(2)].

To prove (4), let p : W → X and q : W → X ′ be a common resolution such that q = φ ◦ p,
then p∗D = q∗D′ + F for some F ≥ 0 that is q-exceptional. By (3), we have

κι(X/U,D) = κι(W/U, p∗D) = κι(W/U, q∗D′ + F ) = κι(X
′/U,D′).

�

2.5. b-divisors.

Definition 2.20 (b-divisors). Let X be a normal quasi-projective variety. We call Y a birational
model over X if there exists a projective birational morphism Y → X.

Let X 99K X ′ be a birational map. For any valuation ν over X, we define νX′ to be the center
of ν on X ′. A b-divisor D over X is a formal sum D =

∑
ν rνν where ν are valuations over X

and rν ∈ R, such that νX is not a divisor except for finitely many ν. If in addition, rν ∈ Q for
every ν, then D is called a Q-b-divisor. The trace of D on X ′ is the R-divisor

DX′ :=
∑

νi,X′ is a divisor

riνi,X′ .

If DX′ is R-Cartier and DY is the pullback of DX′ on Y for any birational model Y of X ′, we
say that D descends to X ′, and also say that D is the closure of DX′ , and write D = DX′ .

Let X → U be a projective morphism and assume that D is a b-divisor over X such that D
descends to some birational model Y over X. If DY is nef/U , then we say that D is nef /U .
If DY is a Cartier divisor, then we say that D is b-Cartier. If DY is a Q-Cartier Q-divisor,
then we say that D is Q-b-Cartier. If D can be written as an R≥0-linear combination of nef/U
b-Cartier b-divisors, then we say that D is NQC/U .

We let 0 be the b-divisor 0̄.

Definition 2.21. LetX → U be a projective morphism such that X is a normal quasi-projective
varieties, and let U0 be a non-empty open subset of U . Let D be a b-divisor over X. We define
a b-divisor D0 := D ×U U0 in the following way. For any birational projective morphism
Y 0 → X0 = X ×U U0, we may assume that Y 0 = Y ×U U

0 where Y → X is a birational
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projective morphism. We let D0
Y 0 = DY |Y0 . It is easy to see that this definition is independent

of the choice of Y and defines a b-divisor.
It is easy to see that if W → X is a birational morphism such that D descends to W , then D0

is the closure of DW ×U U
0. Since base change is compatible with pullbacks, D0 is well-defined

and independent of the choice of W . We also note that if D is nef/U , then D0 is nef/U0, and
if D is NQC/U , then D0 is NQC/U0.

The following lemma is very useful in the proof of our main theorems:

Lemma 2.22. Let π : X → U be a projective morphism such that X is a normal quasi-projective
variety. Let U0 ⊂ U be an open subset and D a b-divisor over X, such that D0 := D ×U U

0

descends to X0 and D0
X0 ∼R,U0 0. Then for any birational map φ : X 99K Y over U , D0

descends to Y 0 := Y ×U U
0 and D0

Y 0 ∼R,U0 0.

Proof. Let p : W → X and q : W → Y be a common resolution such that q = φ ◦ p. Then D0

descends to W 0 := W ×U U
0 and D0

W 0 ∼R,U0 0. Therefore, D0
Y 0 = (q|W 0)∗D

0
W 0 ∼R,U0 0. By

the negativity lemma twice, D0 descends to Y 0. �

2.6. Generalized pairs.

Definition 2.23 (Generalized pairs). A generalized sub-pair (g-sub-pair for short) (X,B,M)/U
consists of a normal quasi-projective variety X associated with a projective morphism X → U ,
an R-divisor B on X, and a nef/U b-divisor M over X, such that KX +B +MX is R-Cartier.
If M is NQC/U , then we say that (X,B,M)/U is an NQC g-sub-pair. If B is a Q-divisor and
M is a Q-b-divisor, then we say that (X,B,M)/U is a Q-g-sub-pair.

IfM = 0, a g-sub-pair (X,B,M)/U is called a sub-pair and is denoted by (X,B) or (X,B)/U .
If U = {pt}, we usually drop U and say that (X,B,M) is a projective.
A g-sub-pair (resp. NQC g-sub-pair, Q-g-sub-pair) (X,B,M)/U is called a g-pair (resp. NQC

g-pair, Q-g-pair) if B ≥ 0. A sub-pair (X,B) is called a pair if B ≥ 0.

Notation 2.24. In the previous definition, if U is not important, we may also drop U . This
usually happens when we emphasize the structures of (X,B,M) that are independent of the
choice of U , such as the singularities of (X,B,M). See Definition 2.25 below.

Definition 2.25 (Singularities of generalized pairs). Let (X,B,M)/U be a g-(sub-)pair. For
any prime divisor E and R-divisor D on X, we define multE D to be the multiplicity of E along
D. Let h :W → X be any log resolution of (X,SuppB) such that M descends to W , and let

KW +BW +MW := h∗(KX +B +MX).

The log discrepancy of a prime divisor D on W with respect to (X,B,M) is 1−multD BW and
it is denoted by a(D,X,B,M).

We say that (X,B,M) is (sub-)glc (resp. (sub-)gklt) if a(D,X,B,M) ≥ 0 (resp. > 0) for
every log resolution h :W → X as above and every prime divisor D on W .

We say that (X,B,M) is gdlt if (X,B,M) is glc, and there exists a closed subset V ⊂ X,
such that

(1) X\V is smooth and BX\V is simple normal crossing, and
(2) for any prime divisor E over X such that a(E,X,B,M) = 0, centerX E 6⊂ V and

centerX E\V is an lc center of (X\V,B|X\V ).

If M = 0 and (X,B,M) is (sub-)glc (resp, (sub-)gklt, gdlt), we say that (X,B) is (sub-)lc (resp.
(sub-)klt, dlt).

Suppose that (X,B,M) is sub-glc. A glc place of (X,B,M) is a prime divisor E over X such
that a(E,X,B,M) = 0. A glc center of (X,B,M) is the center of a glc place of (X,B,M) on
X. The non-gklt locus Ngklt(X,B,M) of (X,B,M) is the union of all glc centers of (X,B,M).

We note that the definitions above are independent of the choice of U .
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Remark 2.26. The generalized pairs defined in [BZ16] correspond to the NQC generalized pairs
defined in Definition 2.23.

Remark 2.27. The definition of gdlt in Definition 2.25 is the same as the definition in [HL18,
Definition 2.2], and has slight difference with the definitions in [Bir19, Fil18b, FS20b]. This
definition is preserved by adjunction (see Proposition 6.2 below). We remark that when X is
Q-factorial, our definition for gdlt coincides with the definitions in [Bir19, Fil18b, FS20b].

Because of these differences in definitions, for the reader’s convenience, we will usually cite
[HL18] for generalized pair related results although other references may have similar results.

Remark 2.28. For the notation related to generalized pairs as above, we generally adopt the
same notation as in [FS20b] and [Has20]. These notation are more convenient and less confusing
in practice. We also remark that for log discrepancies of generalized pairs, we use the notation
a(D,X,B,M) instead of a(D,X,B+MX). This is because (X,B+MX) is a sub-pair, and the
log discrepancy of the sub-pair (X,B + MX) may not be equal to the log discrepancy of the
generalized pair (X,B,M). Our notation are also similar to the notation as in [HL19, HL20d]
where they use (X/U,B +M) for generalized pairs and aD(X/U,B +M) for log discrepancies.
We do not use their notation as well because it is important to notice that log discrepancies of
a generalized pair are independent of the base U .

2.7. Some results on MMPs for generalized pairs.

2.7.1. Set-up.

Definition 2.29. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair. We say that a (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U :
X 99K X ′ ends with a minimal model if KX′+B′+MX′ is nef/U , where B′ is the strict transform
of B on X ′. We say that We say that a (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U : X 99K X ′ ends with a Mori
fiber space if there exists a (KX′ +B′ +MX′-Mori fiber space structure X ′ → Z over U .

The following result tells us that we can always run the MMP for generalized lc pairs
(X,B,M)/U when X is Q-factorial klt.

Theorem 2.30 (cf. [HL18, Lemma 3.5]). Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial glc g-pair such that
X is klt. Then we can always run a (KX + B +MX)-MMP/U . More precisely, there exists a
sequence of flips and divisorial contractions over U , which ends either with a Mori fiber space,
or a minimal model, or an infinite sequence of flips over U .

We also make the following remark on MMPs with scaling of relatively ample R-divisors:

Remark 2.31. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial glc g-pair such that X is klt. When we say
“we run a (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor”, we always assume
that the choice of the ample/U R-divisor A on X satisfies that A ≥ 0, (X,B + A,M) is glc,
and KX +B +A+MX is nef/U . We remark that for any ample/U R-divisor A on X, one can
always choose A′ ∼R,U A such that (X,B +A′,M) is glc.

2.7.2. MMP for very exceptional divisors.

Lemma 2.32 (MMP for very exceptional divisors, cf. [HL18, Proposition 3.8]). Let
(X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial glc g-pair such that X is klt and KX+B+MX ≡U D1−D2 (resp.
∼R,U D1 −D2) where D1 ≥ 0, D2 ≥ 0 have no common components. Suppose that D1 is very
exceptional over U . Then any (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor
either terminates with a Mori fiber space or contracts D1 after finitely many steps. Moreover,
if D2 = 0, then this MMP terminates with a model Y such that KY + BY + MY ≡U 0 (resp.
∼R,U 0), where BY is the strict transform of B on Y .

Proof. The numerical equivalence part of the lemma is exactly [HL18, Proposition 3.8]. Thus
we we assume that KX + B +MX ∼R,U D1 −D2, D2 = 0, and we only need to show that the
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MMP terminates with a model Y such that KY + BY + MY ∼R,U 0, where BY is the strict
transform of B on Y .

By the numerical equivalence part of the lemma, the MMP contracts D1 after finitely many
steps. We may let φ : X 99K Y be the birational map corresponding to this partial MMP. Since
KX +B +MX ∼R,U D1 and φ contracts D1, we have KY +BY +MY ∼R,U 0, where BY is the
strict transform of B on Y , and the lemma is proved. �

2.7.3. MMP with scaling and log minimal models. We refer the reader to [HL18, Lemma 3.19,
Definition 3.20] for the definition MMP with scaling for generalized pairs.

We need the following definition for log minimal models. A detailed discussion of log minimal
models and other models for g-pairs will be given in Section 3.

Definition 2.33 (Log minimal models, cf. Definition 3.2(3) and [HL18, Definition 2.9]). Let
(X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair, φ : X 99K X ′ a birational map over U , and E := Exc(φ−1)
the reduced φ−1-exceptional divisor. A g-pair (X ′, B′,M)/U is called a log minimal model of
(X,B,M)/U if

(1) B′ = φ∗B + E,
(2) KX′ +B′ +MX′ is nef/U ,
(3) (X ′, B′,M) is Q-factorial gdlt, and
(4) for any prime divisor D on X which is exceptional over X ′, a(D,X,B,M) <

a(D,X ′, B′,M).

We need the following theorem from [BZ16]:

Theorem 2.34 (cf. [BZ16, Theorem 4.4(2)]). Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gklt g-pair
and A ≥ 0 an ample/U R-divisor on X, such that

(1) KX +B +MX is pseudo-effective/U ,
(2) KX +B +MX + (1 + α)B + (1 + β)MX is big/U for some α, β ≥ 0,
(3) (X,B +A,M) is glc and KX +B +A+MX is nef/U .

Then we can run a (KX + B + MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A, which terminates with a log
minimal model (X ′, B′,M)/U such that KX′ +B′ +MX′ is semi-ample/U .

Proof. We may pick a real number 0 < ǫ≪ 1 such that (1+ ǫ)(KX +B+MX) ∼R,U KX+∆ for
some klt pair (X,∆) such that ∆ is big/U . Then any (KX +B+MX)-MMP/U with scaling of
A is also a (KX+∆)-MMP/U with scaling of A′ ∼R (1+ǫ)A for some ample/U R-divisor A′ ≥ 0
such that (X,∆ + A′) is klt. By [BCHM10, Corollary 1.4,2], this MMP terminates with a log
minimal model X ′ such that KX′ +∆′ is semi-ample/U , where ∆′ is the strict transform of ∆
on ∆′. Thus (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log minimal model of (X,B,M)/U such that KX′ +B′ +MX′

is semi-ample/U , where B′ is the strict transform of B on X ′. �

Theorem 2.35 ([HL18, Remark 3.21, Theorem 4.1]). Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC
glc g-pair such that X is klt, D ≥ 0 an R-divisor on X, and N an NQC/U b-divisor over X,
such that (X,B +D,M+N) is glc and KX +B+D+MX +NX is nef/U . Assume that there
exists a (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of D +NX :

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . . ,

and let λi be the i-th scaling number of this MMP for each i, i.e.

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tDi +MXi

+ tNXi
is nef/U},

where Di is the strict transform of D on Xi. Then λi ≥ λi+1 for each i, and one of the following
holds:

(1) This MMP terminates after finitely many steps.
(2) This MMP does not terminate and λi = λi+1 for any i≫ 0.
(3) This MMP does not terminate, λ := limi→+∞ λi 6= λj for any j, and (X,B + λD,M+

λN)/U does not have a log minimal model.
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Theorem 2.36. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair such that X is klt, and A ≥ 0
an ample/U R-divisor on X such that (X,B + A,M) is glc and KX + B + A+MX is nef/U .
Let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . .

be a (KX + B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A, and let λi be the i-th scaling number of this
MMP for each i, i.e.

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tAi +MXi

is nef/U},

where Ai is the strict transform of A on Xi for each i. Then λi ≥ λi+1 for each i, and one of
the following holds:

(1) This MMP terminates after finitely many steps.
(2) limi→+∞ λi = 0, and (X,B,M) does not have a log minimal model.

In particular, if (X,B,M)/U is gdlt and has a log minimal model, then this MMP terminates
with log minimal model of (X,B,M)/U .

Proof. By Theorem 2.35, λi ≥ λi+1 for each i, and we may assume that this MMP does not
terminate and λi = λi+1 > 0 for any i ≫ 0. Let λ := limi→+∞ λi, then λ > 0. Since X is
Q-factorial klt, by [HL18, Lemma 3.5], we may pick

0 ≤ ∆ ∼R,U B +MX +
λ

2
A

such that (X,∆) is klt and ∆ is big/U . Now this MMP is also a (KX +∆)-MMP with scaling
of 0 ≤ A′ ∼R,U (1 − λ

2 )A for some A′ such that (X,∆ + A′) is klt. This MMP terminates by
[BCHM10, Corollary 1.4.2], a contradiction.

The in particular part follows from the fact that (Xi, Bi,M) is Q-factorial gdlt for each i if
(X,B,M) is gdlt, and a(D,X,B,M) < a(D,Xi, Bi,M) for any i and any prime divisor D on
X that is exceptional over Xi. �

Lemma 2.37. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair such that X is klt, and A ≥ 0
an ample/U R-divisor on X such that (X,B + A,M) is glc and KX + B + A+MX is nef/U .
Let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . .

be a (KX + B + MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A, and Ai the strict transform of A on Xi

for each i. Then there exists a positive integer n and a positive real number ǫ0, such that
KXj

+Bj+ǫAj+MXj
is movable/U for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) and j ≥ n. In particular, KXj

+Bj+MXj

is a limit of movable/U R-divisors.

Proof. Let λi be the i-th scaling number of this MMP for each i, i.e.

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tAi +MXi

is nef/U}.

We may assume that this MMP does not terminate. By Theorem 2.36, we have limi→+∞ λi = 0.
Let n be the minimal positive integer such that Xi 99K Xi+1 is a flip for any i ≥ n. For any

i, X 99K Xi is a (KX +B + tA+MX)-MMP/U with scaling of (1− t)A for any t ∈ [λi, λi−1).
Since X is Q-factorial klt, there exists ∆t ∼R,U B + tA + MX such that (X,∆t) is klt and
∆t is big for any t ∈ [0, 1]. Thus KXi

+ Bi + tAi + MXi
is semi-ample/U for any i and any

t ∈ [λi, λi−1). Let ǫ0 := λn, then for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0), there exists i ≥ n such that ǫ ∈ [λi, λi−1),
and KXi

+ Bi + ǫAi + MXi
is semi-ample/U . Since Xi 99K Xj is small for any i, j ≥ n,

KXj
+ Bj + ǫAj +MXj

is movable/U for any j ≥ n and ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0), and KXj
+Bj +MXj

is a
limit of movable/U R-divisors. �

Lemma 2.38. Let X → U be a projective morphism such that X is quasi-projective. Assume
that D is an R-Cartier R-divisor on X such that D is a limit of movable/U R-divisors on X,
and let φ : X 99K X ′ be a partial D-MMP/U . Then φ only contains flips.
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Proof. Since D is a limit of movable/U R-divisors, D is pseudo-effective/U , so φ only contains
flips and divisorial contractions.

If φ contains a divisorial contraction, let ψ : X1 → X ′
1 be the first divisorial contraction in

φ. Let D1 be the strict transform of D on X1, then since X 99K X1 only contains flips, D1 is a
limit of movable/U R-divisors on X1. Let D

′
1 := ψ∗D1, then

D1 = ψ∗D′
1 + F

for some F ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X ′
1.

Since D1 is a limit of movable/U divisors, D1 is also a limit of movable/X ′
1 divisors. Thus for

any very general ψ-exceptional curve C, D1 · C ≥ 0. By the general negativity lemma [Bir12a,
Lemma 3.3], −F ≥ 0. Thus F = 0, and ψ cannot be a D1-negative extremal contraction, a
contradiction. Thus φ only contains flips. �

The following two lemmas are similar.

Lemma 2.39. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair. Let U0 ⊂ U be a non-empty
open subset such that (X0 := X ×U U

0, B0 := B×U U
0,M0 := M×U U

0)/U0 has a log minimal
model. Then any (KX + B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor terminates
over U0 with a log minimal model of (X0, B0,M0)/U0.

Proof. We run a (KX + B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor A ≥ 0, such
that (X,B + A,M) is glc and KX + B + A +MX is nef/U . If this MMP terminates then we
are done. Otherwise, we may assume that this MMP does not terminate. Let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . .

be this MMP. Let Ai be the strict transform of A on Xi for each i and let λi the i-th scaling
number of this MMP for each i, i.e.

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tAi +MXi

is nef/U}.

By Theorem 2.35, λi ≥ λi+1 for each i, and limi→+∞ λi = 0. We let X0
i := Xi ×U U

0, B0
i :=

Bi ×U U
0, and A0

i := Ai ×U U
0. Let

N := {i ∈ N+ | X0
i 99K X0

i+1 is not the identity map over U0}.

There are two cases:

Case 1. N is a finite set. In this case, let n := max{j | j ∈ N} + 1. Then X0
i 99K X0

i+1 is the

identity map over U0 for any i ≥ n. In this case, KX0
i
+ B0

i + λiA
0
i + M0

X0
i

is nef/U0 for any

i ≥ n, hence KX0
n
+B0

n + λiA
0
n +M0

X0
n
is nef/U0 for any i ≥ n. Since λ = 0, KX0

n
+B0

n +M0
X0

n

is nef/U0. Thus (X0
n, B

0
n,M

0)/U0 is a log minimal model of (X0, B0,M0)/U0.

Case 2. N is not a finite set. We may write N = {ni}
+∞
i=1 such that ni < ni+1 for each i, then

we get a sequence of induced birational maps

(X0, B0,M0) = (X0
n1
, B0

n1
,M0) 99K (X0

n2
, B0

n2
,M0) 99K · · · 99K (X0

ni
, B0

ni
,M0) 99K . . . ,

which is a sequence of the (KX0 + B0 + M0
X0)-MMP/U0 with scaling of A0 := A ×U U0.

Since (X0, B0,M0)/U0 has a log minimal model, by Theorem 2.36, this MMP terminates, a
contradiction. �

Lemma 2.40. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair such that the induced
morphism π : X → U is a contraction. Let F be a very general fiber of π, and (F,BF ,M

F ) the
projective generalized pair given by the adjunction

KF +BF +MF
F := (KX +B +MX)|F .

Assume that (F,BF ,M
F ) has a log minimal model. Then any (KX + B +MX)-MMP/U with

scaling of an ample/U R-divisor terminates along F with a log minimal model of (F,BF ,M
F ).
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Proof. We may assume that F = π−1(z) for some very general point z ∈ U . We run a (KX +
B+MX)-MMP/U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor A ≥ 0, such that (X,B +A,M) is glc
and KX +B+A+MX is nef/U . If this MMP terminates then we are done. Otherwise, we may
assume that this MMP does not terminate. Let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . .

be this MMP. Let Ai be the strict transform of A on Xi for each i and let λi the i-th scaling
number of this MMP for each i, i.e.

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tAi +MXi

is nef/U}.

By Theorem 2.35, λi ≥ λi+1 for each i, and λ := limi→+∞ λi = 0.
Let πi : Xi → U be the induced morphism for each i. Since z is a very general point, we may

let Fi := π−1
i (z), (Fi, BFi

,MF ) the projective generalized pair given by the adjunction

KFi
+BFi

+MF
Fi

:= (KXi
+Bi +MXi

)|Fi
,

and AFi
:= Ai|Fi

. Note that the nef part MF does not depend on i by the construction of
generalized adjunction [BZ16, Definition 4.7]. Let

N := {i ∈ N+ | Fi 99K Fi+1 is not the identity map}.

There are two cases:

Case 1. N is a finite set. In this case, let n := max{j | j ∈ N} + 1. Then Fi 99K Fi+1 is the
identity map for any i ≥ n. In this case, KFi

+ BFi
+ λiAFi

+MF
Fi

is nef for any i ≥ n, hence

KFn + BFn + λiAFn +MF
Fn

is nef for any i ≥ n. Since λ = 0, KFn + BFn +MF
Fn

is nef. Thus

(Fn, BFn ,M
F ) is a log minimal model of (F,BF ,M

F ).

Case 2. N is not a finite set. We may write N = {ni}
+∞
i=1 such that ni < ni+1 for each i, then

we get a sequence of induced birational maps

(F,BF ,M
F ) = (Fn1

, BFn1
,M0) 99K (Fn2

, BFn2
,M0) 99K · · · 99K (Fni

, BFni
,M0) 99K . . . ,

which is a sequence of the (KF +BF +MF
F )-MMP with scaling of AF := A|F . Since (F,BF ,M

F )
has a log minimal model, by Theorem 2.36, this MMP terminates, a contradiction. �

2.7.4. Perturbation of MMPs.

Lemma 2.41. Let X → U be a projective morphism such that X is normal quasi-projective.
Let D,A be two R-Cartier R-divisors on X and let φ : X 99K X ′ be a partial D-MMP/U .
Then there exists a positive real number t0, such that for any t ∈ (0, t0], φ is also a partial
(D + tA)-MMP/U . Note that A is not necessarily effective.

Proof. We let

X := X1 99K X2 99K · · · 99K Xn = X ′

be this partial MMP, and Di, Ai the strict transforms of D and A on Xi respectively. Let
Xi → Zi be the Di-negative extremal contraction of a Di-negative extremal ray Ri in this MMP
for each i, then Di · Ri < 0 for each i. Thus there exists a positive real number t0, such that
(Di + t0Ai) · Ri < 0 for each i. In particular, (Di + tAi) · Ri < 0 for any i and any t ∈ (0, t0].
Thus φ is a partial (D + tA)-MMP/U for any t ∈ (0, t0]. �

Lemma 2.42 ([HL18, Lemma 3.17]). Let (X,B + A,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair
such that X is klt, (X,B,M) is glc, and KX + B +MX is nef/U . Then there exists a positive
real number t0, such that for any t ∈ (0, t0], any partial (KX + B + tA + MX)-MMP/U is
(KX +B +MX)-trivial. Note that A is not necessarily effective.
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Lemma 2.43. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair such that X is klt. Let H ≥ 0
be an R-divisor on X such that (X,B+H,M) is glc and KX +B+H +MX is nef/U . Assume
that (X,B + µH,M)/U has a log minimal model for any µ ∈ (0, 1]. Then we can construct a
(KX +B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of H:

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . . .

Let Hi be the strict transform of H on Xi for each i, and let

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tHi +MXi

is nef/U}

be the i-th scaling number of this MMP for each i. Then this MMP

(1) either terminates after finitely many steps, or
(2) does not terminate and limi→+∞ λi = 0.

Proof. If λ1 = 0 then there is nothing left to prove. So we may assume that λ1 > 0. By
Lemma 2.42 (applied with A = −H), we may pick λ′1 ∈ (0, λ1) such that any sequence of the
(KX +B + λ′1H +MX)-MMP/U is (KX +B + λ1H +MX)-trivial.

By Theorem 2.36, we may run a (KX + B + λ′1H +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of a general
ample/U divisor, which terminates with a log minimal model. We let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xk1 , Bk1 ,M)

be this sequence of the MMP/U . Then this sequence consists of finitely many steps of a (KX +
B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of H, with scaling numbers λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λk1−1. Since

KXk1
+Bk1 + λ′1Hk1 +MXk1

is nef/U , we have λk1 ≤ λ
′
1 < λ1.

We may replace (X,B,M)/U with (Xk1 , Bk1 ,M)/U and continue this process. If this MMP
does not terminate, then we may let λ := limi→+∞ λi. By our construction, λ 6= λi for any i,
and the lemma follows from Theorem 2.35. �

Lemma 2.44. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair such that X is klt. Let U0 ⊂ U
be an non-empety open subset such that KX+B+MX is semi-ample/U0. Let B′ be an R-divisor
on X such that (X,B +B′,M) is glc. Then there exists a positive real number t0, such that for
any t ∈ (0, t0) and any partial (KX +B + tB′ +MX)-MMP/U :

(X = X1, B + tB′ = B1 + tB′
1,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi + tB′

i,M) 99K (Xn, Bn + tB′
n,M),

KXn +Bn +MXn is semi-ample/U0, where Bn is the strict transform of B on Xn.

Proof. By Lemma 2.42, we may pick such t such that any MMP/U as above is (KX+B+MX)-
trivial/U0. The Lemma follows from Lemma 2.6. �

2.8. Rational polytopes for generalized pairs. In some situations, we need to perturb the
coefficients of NQC g-pairs in order to use the results for Q-g-pairs. The key idea is simple:
we have a rational polytope (Shokurov-type polytope) for NQC glc pairs with nef generalized
log canonical divisors ([HL18, 3.3]). However, it is not straightforward to state an analogous
theorem which also addresses some additional properties of the generalized pair. Although there
are many works and results in this direction ([HL18, HL19, HL20d, Che20]), directly applying
these results is not sufficient for our purposes. Therefore, we will prove Theorem 2.46.

First we prove an easy lemma.

Lemma 2.45. Let n, c be two non-negative integers, and let v1, . . . ,vc+1 ∈ Qn be c+1 rational
points. Let v ∈ Rn is a point which is contained in the interior of the convex hull of v1, . . . ,vc+1.
Then there exist real numbers a1, . . . , ac+1 ∈ (0, 1], such that

∑c+1
i=1 ai = 1 and

∑c+1
i=1 aivi = v.

Proof. Let v′
i := vi−v for each i. Then 0 is contained in the interior of the convex hull spanned

by v
′
1, . . . ,v

′
c+1. Thus there exist positive real numbers a′1, . . . , a

′
c+1 such that

∑c+1
i=1 a

′
iv

′
i = 0.

We may let ai :=
a′i∑c+1

j=1
a′j

for each i. �
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Some notation in the next theorem originated in [Nak16].

Theorem 2.46. Let c,m, n, l be four non-negative integers, r1, . . . , rc real numbers such that
1, r1, . . . , rc are linearly independent over Q, r := (r1, . . . , rc), and s1, . . . , sm+n : Rc+1 → R are
Q-linear functions, such that sj(1, r) ≥ 0 for any j.

Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair, B =
∑m

j=1 sj(1, r)Bj , and M =
∑n

j=1 sj+m(1, r)Mj ,

where each Bj ≥ 0 is a Q-divisor and each Mj is a nef/U Q-b-divisor. Let B(x) :=∑m
j=1 sj(1,x)Bj and M(x) :=

∑n
j=1 sj+m(1,x)Mj for any x ∈ Rc. Let U0 ⊂ U be a non-

empty open subset, X0 := X ×U U
0, and let S1, . . . , Sl be the normalization of the irreducible

components of ⌊B⌋.
Then there exists an open set V ∋ r of Rc (which may depend on (X,B,M)/U , etc.) satisfying

the following. For any v ∈ V ,

(1) sj(1,v) ≥ 0 for each j,
(2) (X,B(v),M(v))/U is an NQC glc g-pair,
(3) Ngklt(X,B(v),M(v)) = Ngklt(X,B,M),
(4) if X → Z is a projective surjective morphism over U such that KX + B +MX ∼R,Z 0,

then KX +B(x) +M(x)X ∼R,Z 0 for any x ∈ Rc,
(5) if MX |X0 ∼R,U0 0, then M(x)X |X0 ∼R,U0 0 for any x ∈ Rc,

(6) if M×U U
0 descends to X0, then M(x)×U U

0 descends to X0 for any x ∈ Rc,
(7) if KX +B +MX is nef/U , then KX +B(v) +M(v)X is nef/U ,
(8) if (KX + B + MX)|X0 is semi-ample/U0, then (KX + B(v) + M(v)X)|X0 is semi-

ample/U0,
(9) for any k, if (KX + B + MX)|Sk

is semi-ample/U , then (KX + B(v) + M(v)X )|Sk
is

semi-ample/U .

In particular, there exist positive real numbers a1, . . . , ac+1 ∈ (0, 1] and Q-g-pairs (X,Bi,Mi)/U ,
such that

•
∑c+1

i=1 ai = 1, B =
∑c+1

i=1 aiB
i, and M =

∑c+1
i=1 aiM

i,
• (X,Bi,Mi)/U is glc for each i,
• Ngklt(X,Bi,Mi) = Ngklt(X,B,M) for each i,
• if X → Z is a projective surjective morphism over U such that KX + B +MX ∼R,Z 0,
then KX +Bi +Mi

X ∼Q,Z 0 for each i,
• if MX |X0 ∼R,U0 0, then Mi

X |X0 ∼Q,U0 0 for each i,

• if M×U U
0 descends to X0, then Mi ×U U

0 descends to X0 for each i,
• if KX +B +MX is nef/U , then KX +Bi +Mi

X is nef/U for each i,
• if (KX + B +MX)|X0 is semi-ample/U0, then (KX + Bi +Mi

X)|X0 is semi-ample/U0

for each i,
• for any k, if (KX + B +MX)|Sk

is semi-ample/U , then (KX + Bi +Mi
X)|Sk

is semi-
ample/U for each i.

Proof. We only need to find open subsets V satisfying each individual condition and then take
their common intersections. (1) is obvious. (2) and (3) follow from [Che20, Theorem 1.4] and
the linearity of log discrepancies. (4) and (5) follow from the proof of [HLS19, Lemma 5.3].

To prove (6), let M0 := M×U U
0 and M(x)0 := M(x)×U U

0 for any x ∈ Rc. Let g : X̃ → X

be a resolution such that M and any Mj descend to X̃ , and let X̃0 := X̃ ×U U
0. Since M0

descends toX0, M0
X0 is R-Cartier. By [HLS19, Lemma 5.3], M(x)0X0 is R-Cartier for any x ∈ Rc.

By the Q-linearity of log discrepancies, there exists a Q-affine function F : Rc → DivR(X̃
0), such

that for any x ∈ Rc,

M(x)0
X̃0 = (g|X̃0)

∗M(x)0X0 + F (x),

where F (x) is exceptional over X0. Since M0 descends to X0, F (r) = 0. Thus F (x) = 0 for
any x ∈ Rc, hence M(x)0 descends to X0 for any x ∈ Rc.
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We prove (7). Let f : W → X be a gdlt modification of (X,B,M) (see Definition-Lemma 3.3
below) such that

KW + f−1
∗ B +E +MW = f∗(KX +B +MX)

where E := Exc(f). Let Bj,W be the strict transform of Bj on W for each j, and BW (x) :=∑m
j=1 sj(1,x)Bj,W + E for any x ∈ Rc. By Q-linearity of log discrepancies, we have

KW +BW (x) +M(x)W = f∗(KX +B(x) +M(x)X)

for any x ∈ Rc. By [HL18, Proposition 3.16], there exists an open subset V ∋ r such that
KW +BW (v) +M(v)W is nef/U for any v ∈ V , and this V satisfies (7).

We prove (8). If (KX + B + MX)|X0 is semi-ample/U0, then we let φ : X0 → Y 0 be the
contraction defined by (KX +B +MX)|X0 over U0. We have

(KX +B +MX)|X0 ∼R,U0 φ∗A

for some ample/U0 R-divisor A on Y 0. By (5), for any x ∈ Rc, we have (KX + B(x) +
M(x)X)|X0 ∼R,Y 0 0, so (KX + B(x) + M(x)X)|X0 ∼R,U0 φ∗A(x) for some R-divisor A(x) on

Y 0. Possibly replacing A(x), we may assume that Rc → DivR(Y
0) given by x → A(x) is an

affine function and A(r) = A. Since ampleness is an open condition, there exists an open set
V ∋ r such that A(v) is ample/U0 for any v ∈ V .

We prove (9), and finish the proof of the main part of the theorem. For any k, let
(Sk, BSk

,MSk) be the NQC glc g-pair given by the adjunction

KSk
+BSk

+M
Sk

Sk
:= (KX +B +MX)|Sk

,

then we may write BSk
=

∑mk

j=1 s
k
j (1, r)Bj,Sk

andMSk =
∑nk

j=1 sj+mk
(1, r)MSk

j , where Bj,Sk
≥ 0

are Q-divisors, M
Sk

j are nef/U Q-b-divisors, and skj (1, r) ≥ 0 for any j, k. Let BSk
(x) :=∑mk

j=1 s
k
j (1,x)Bj,Sk

and MSk(x) :=
∑nk

j=1 sj+mk
(1,x)MSk

j for any x ∈ Rc, then

KSk
+BSk

(x) +M
Sk

Sk
(x) := (KX +B(x) +MX(x))|Sk

for any x ∈ Rc. Thus (9) follows from (8).
To prove the in particular part of the theorem, we let v1, . . . ,vc+1 ∈ V ∩ Qc be c + 1 points

such that r is contained in the interior of the convex hull of v1, . . . ,vc+1. By Lemma 2.45,
we may let Bi := B(vi) and Mi := M(vi) for each i, and let a1, . . . , ac+1 ∈ (0, 1] be any real

numbers such that
∑c+1

i=1 ai = 1 and
∑c+1

i=1 aivi = r. �

3. Models

In this sections, we will study different types of models of generalized pairs. For the case of
models of usual pairs, we refer the reader to [Bir12a, Section 2], [Has19, Section 2].

3.1. Definitions.

Definition 3.1 (Log smooth model). Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and h : W → X a log
resolution of (X,SuppB) such that M descends toW . Let BW ≥ 0 and E ≥ 0 be two R-divisors
on W such that

(1) KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX) + E,
(2) (W,BW ) is log smooth dlt,
(3) E is h-exceptional, and
(4) for any h-exceptional prime divisor D such that a(D,X,B,M) > 0, D is a component

of E.

Then (W,BW ,M) is called a log smooth model of (X,B,M). If we additionally assume that

(5) for any h-exceptional prime divisor D such that a(D,X,B,M) > 0, D is a component
of {BW },

then (W,BW ,M) is called a proper log smooth model of (X,B,M).
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Definition 3.2 (Models). Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair, φ : X 99K X ′ a birational map over
U , and E := Exc(φ−1) the reduced φ−1-exceptional divisor. Let B′ := φ∗B + E.

(1) (X ′, B′,M)/U is called a log birational model of (X,B,M)/U .
(2) (X ′, B′,M)/U is called a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U if

(a) (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log birational model of (X,B,M)/U ,
(b) KX′ +B′ +MX′ is nef/U , and
(c) for any prime divisor D on X which is exceptional over X ′, a(D,X,B,M) ≤

a(D,X ′, B′,M).
(3) (X ′, B′,M)/U is called a log minimal model of (X,B,M)/U if

(a) (X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U ,
(b) (X ′, B′,M) is Q-factorial gdlt, and
(c) for any prime divisor D on X which is exceptional over X ′, a(D,X,B,M) <

a(D,X ′, B′,M).
(4) (X ′, B′,M)/U is called a good minimal model of (X,B,M)/U if

(a) (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log minimal model of (X,B,M)/U , and
(b) KX′ +B′ +MX′ is semi-ample/U .

Definition-Lemma 3.3 (Gdlt modification, [HL18, Proposition 3.9]). Let (X,B,M)/U be a
glc g-pair. Then there exists a birational morphism f : Y → X and a glc g-pair (Y,BY ,M)/U ,
such that

(1) (Y,BY ,M) is Q-factorial gdlt,
(2) KY +BY +MY = f∗(KX +B +MX), and
(3) any f -exceptional divisor is a component of ⌊BY ⌋.

For any birational morphism f and (Y,BY ,M) which satisfies (1-3), f will be called a gdlt
modification of (X,B,M), and (Y,BY ,M) will be called a gdlt model of (X,B,M).

Remark 3.4. As the definition of gdlt follows from [HL18] and is different from [Bir20a] and
[FS20b], we do not define the gdlt modifications for g-pairs that are not glc here.

Remark 3.5. Log birational models, weak glc models, log minimal models, and good minimal
models depend on the base U , so in the definitions, we have the notation “/U”. On the other
hand, log smooth models and gdlt models do not depend on the base U , so in the definitions,
we do not have the notation “/U”.

3.2. Proper log smooth models.

Lemma 3.6. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and h : W → X a log resolution of (X,SuppB)
such that M descends to W . Then (X,B,M) has a proper log smooth model (W,BW ,M) for
some R-divisor BW on W .

Proof. Assume that

KW + h−1
∗ B + Γ +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX),

then Γ is h-exceptional. Let E = Exc(h) be the reduced h-exceptional divisor. Then there
exists a real number ǫ ∈ (0, 1), such that for any component D of E, if multD Γ < 1, then
multD Γ < 1− ǫ. We let

BW := h−1
∗ B + ǫΓ=1 + (1− ǫ)E,

then (W,BW ,M) is a proper log smooth model of (X,B,M). �

Lemma 3.7. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and (W,BW ,M) a proper log smooth model of
(X,B,M) with induced morphism h : W → X. Assume that

KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX) + E,

then:

(1) SuppBW = Supph−1
∗ B ∪ Exc(h).
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(2) For any prime divisor D on W that is exceptional over X, D is a component E if and
only if a(D,X,B,M) > 0.

(3) Any glc place of (W,BW ,M) is a glc place of (X,B,M). In particular, the image of any
glc center of (W,BW ,M) on X is a glc center of (X,B,M).

Proof. First we prove (1). By construction, SuppBW ⊂ Supph−1
∗ B ∪Exc(h) and Supph−1

∗ B ⊂
SuppBW . Let D be a component of Exc(h). If a(D,X,B,M) = 0, then since E ≥ 0, D is
a component of BW . If a(D,X,B,M) > 0, by Definition 3.1(5), E is a component of {BW },
hence a component of BW . Thus Exc(h) ⊂ SuppBW , and we have (1).

We prove (2). Let D be a prime divisor on W . If a(D,X,B,M) > 0, then D is a component
of E by Definition 3.1(4). If a(D,X,B,M) = 0, then

0 = a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,W,BW − E,M) ≥ a(D,W,BW ,M) ≥ 0,

which implies that a(D,W,BW −E,M) = a(D,W,BW ,M), hence multD E = 0. Thus we have
(2).

We prove (3). Let D be a glc place of (W,BW ,M). Then the center of D on W is a stratum
of ⌊BW ⌋. If centerW D ⊂ SuppE, then since BW + E is simple normal crossing, there exists a
prime divisor F that is a component of ⌊BW ⌋ such that centerW D ⊂ F and F is a component
of E. By (2), a(F,X,B,M) > 0. By Definition 3.1(5), F is a component of {BW }, so F cannot
be a component of ⌊BW ⌋, a contradiction. Thus centerW D 6⊂ SuppE. Therefore, any glc place
of (W,BW ,M) is a glc place of of (W,BW −E,M), hence a glc place of (X,B,M), and we have
(3). �

3.3. Models under some birational maps.

3.3.1. Models under resolutions.

Lemma 3.8. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair, (X ′, B′,M)/U a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U
with birational map φ : X 99K X ′, and p : W → X and q : W → X ′ a common resolution of
(X,B,M) and (X ′, B′,M) such that q = φ ◦ p. Assume that

p∗(KX +B +MX) = q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) + E,

then

(1) E ≥ 0, and
(2) E is exceptional over X ′.

Proof. For any prime divisor D that is an irreducible component of E,

multD E = a(D,X ′, B′,M) − a(D,X,B,M).

Thus if D is not exceptional over X, then

• if D is not exceptional over X ′, then multD E = 0, and
• if D is exceptional over X ′, then multD E ≥ 0 by Definition 3.2(2.c).

Therefore, p∗E ≥ 0. Since KX′ +B′ +MX′ is nef/U , q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) is nef/X, hence E is
anti-nef/X. By the negativity lemma, E ≥ 0, which is (1).

We show (2). If E is not exceptional over X ′, then there exists a component D of E that is not
exceptional over X ′. If D is not exceptional over X, then multD E = 0, a contradiction. Thus D
is exceptional over X. By the definition of weak glc models, a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 0. Since E ≥ 0,
a(D,X,B,M) ≤ a(D,X,B′,M) = 0. Since (X,B,M)/U is a glc g-pair, a(D,X,B,M) ≥ 0.
Thus a(D,X,B,M) = 0, which implies that multD E = 0, a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.9. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair, (X1, B1,M)/U and (X2, B2,M)/U two weak
glc models of (X,B,M)/U with induced birational map φ : X1 99K X2, and g1 : W → X1 and
g2 :W → X2 a common resolution such that φ ◦ g1 = g2. Then:
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(1)
g∗1(KX1

+B1 +MX1
) = g∗2(KX2

+B2 +MX2
).

In particular, if KX2
+B2 +MX2

is ample/U , then φ is a morphism.
(2) If KX1

+ B1 + MX1
is semi-ample/U , then for any weak glc model (X ′, B′,M)/U of

(X,B,M)/U , KX′ +B′ +MX′ is semi-ample/U .

Proof. Let φ1 : X 99K X1 and φ2 : X 99K X2 be the induced birational maps. Possibly replacing
W , we may assume that the induced birational map h :W → X is a morphism. Let

Ei := h∗(KX +B +MX)− g
∗
i (KXi

+Bi +MXi
)

for i ∈ {1, 2}. By Lemma 3.8, Ei ≥ 0 and is exceptional over Xi for i ∈ {1, 2}. Thus g1,∗(E2 −
E1) ≥ 0 and E1−E2 is nef/X1, and g2,∗(E1−E2) ≥ 0 and E2−E1 is nef/X2. By the negativity
lemma, E2 − E1 ≥ 0 and E1 − E2 ≥ 0. Thus E1 = E2, which implies (1). (2) immediately
follows from (1). �

Lemma 3.10. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair, h : W → X a log resolution of (X,SuppB)
such that M descends to W , and (W,BW ,M) a log smooth model of (X,B,M). Then any weak
glc model (resp. log minimal model, good minimal model) of (W,BW ,M)/U is a weak glc model
(resp. log minimal model, good minimal model) of (X,B,M)/U .

Proof. Since (W,BW ,M) is a log smooth model of (X,B,M), we may write

KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX) + E

for some E ≥ 0 that is h-exceptional.

Claim 3.11. Let (X ′, B′,M)/U be a weak glc model of (W,BW ,M)/U . Then a(D,X,B,M) ≤
a(D,X ′, B′,M) for any prime divisor D over X.

Proof. Let φW : W 99K X ′ be the induced birational map, and let p : V → W and q : V → X ′

be a common resolution such that q = φW ◦ p. By Lemma 3.8,

p∗(KW +BW +MW ) = q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) + F

for some F ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X ′. Then we have

p∗h∗(KX +B +MX) = q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) + F − p∗E,

thus
p∗E − F ∼R,X q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′)

is nef/X. Since h∗p∗(F − p∗E) = h∗p∗F ≥ 0, by the negativity lemma, F ≥ p∗E. Thus
a(D,X,B,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M) for any prime divisor D over X or X ′. �

Proof of Lemma 3.10 continued. First we prove the weak glc model case. Let (X ′, B′,M)/U
be a weak glc model of (W,BW ,M)/U with induced birational map φW : W 99K X ′. We check
Definition 3.2(2) for (X,B,M)/U and (X ′, B′,M)/U . Definition 3.2(2.b) holds by construction.
For any prime divisor D on X which is exceptional over X ′, h−1

∗ D is a prime divisor onW which
is exceptional over X ′. Thus

a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,W,BW ,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M),

and we have Definition 3.2(2.c). Thus we only need to show that (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log birational
model of (X,B,M)/U . Let φ : X 99K X ′ be the induced morphism and B′′ := φ∗B+Exc(φ−1),
then we only need to show that B′ = B′′. By construction, B′ = (φW )∗BW + Exc(φ−1

W ). Let D
be a prime divisor on X ′. There are three cases:

Case 1. D is not exceptional over X. In this case,

1−multD B
′′ = a(D,X ′, B′′,M) = a(D,X,B,M)

= a(D,W,BW ,M) = a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 1−multD B
′,
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so multD B
′ = multD B

′′.

Case 2. D is exceptional over W . In this case, D is a component of Exc(φ−1
W ) and a component

of Exc(φ−1), hence
multD B

′ = 1 = multD B
′′.

Case 3. D is exceptional over X but not exceptional over W . In this case,

1−multD B
′ = a(D,X ′, B′,M) = a(D,W,BW ,M).

SinceE ≥ 0, a(D,W,BW ,M) ≤ a(D,X,B,M). By Claim 3.11, a(D,X,B,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M).
Thus

a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,X ′, B′,M) = a(D,W,BW ,M).

By Definition 3.1(4),

a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,X ′, B′,M) = a(D,W,BW ,M) = 0,

which implies that
multD B

′ = 1 = multD Exc(φ−1) = multD B
′′.

Thus B′ = B′′, so (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log birational model of (X,B,M)/U , and we have proved
the weak glc model case.

Next we prove the log minimal model case. Let (X ′, B′,M)/U be a log minimal model of
(W,BW ,M)/U . We check Definition 3.2(3) for (X,B,M)/U and (X ′, B′,M)/U . Definition
3.2(3.a) follows from (1). Definition 3.2(3.b) is immediate from the construction. For any prime
divisor D on X which is exceptional over X ′, f−1

∗ D is a prime divisor onW which is exceptional
over X ′. Thus

a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,W,BW ,M) < a(D,X ′, B′,M).

so we get Definition 3.2(3.c), and we have the log minimal model case.
The good minimal model case follows immediately from the log minimal model case. �

3.3.2. Models under the MMP.

Lemma 3.12. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and X 99K Y a partial (KX+B+MX)-MMP/U .
Let BY be the strict transform of B on Y . Then any weak glc model (resp. log minimal model,
good minimal model) of (Y,BY ,M)/U is a weak glc model (resp. log minimal model, good
minimal model) of (X,B,M)/U .

Proof. Since X 99K Y is a partial (KX + B + MX)-MMP/U , X 99K Y does not extract
any divisor, a(D,X,B,M) ≤ a(D,Y,BY ,M) for any prime divisor D over X or Y , and
a(D,X,B,M) < a(D,Y,BY ,M) for any prime divisor D on X that is exceptional over Y .

Assume that (X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,BY ,M)/U , and φ : X 99K X ′ and
φY : Y 99K X ′ are the induced birational maps. Then B′ = (φY )∗BY + Exc(φ−1

Y ). Let B′′ :=
φ∗B + Exc(φ−1) and let D be a prime divisor on X ′. There are three possibilities:

Case 1. D is not exceptional over X and Y . In this case,

1−multD B
′ = a(D,X ′, B′,M) = a(D,Y,BY ,M)

= a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,X ′, B′′,M) = 1−multD B
′′,

so multD B
′ = multD B

′′.

Case 2. D is exceptional over X and Y . In this case, D is a component of Exc(φ−1
Y ) and a

component of Exc(φ−1), hence

multD B
′ = 1 = multD B

′′.

Case 3. D is exceptional over Y but not exceptional over X. In this case, D is a component of
B′ and a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 0. By Lemma 3.8,

a(D,X,B,M) ≤ a(D,Y,BY ,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 0,



24 CHRISTOPHER D. HACON AND JIHAO LIU

so a(D,X,B,M) = 0, hence

multD B
′′ = 1− a(D,X ′, B′′,M) = 1− a(D,X,B,M) = 1 = multD B

′.

Thus B′ = B′′, hence (X ′, B′,M) is a log birational model of (X,B,M). By Lemma 3.8(1),

a(D,X,B,M) ≤ a(D,Y,BY ,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M)

for any prime divisor D over X. Since KX′ + B′ + MX′ is nef over U , by Definition 3.2(2),
(X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U , and we have proven the weak glc model case
of the lemma.

Now assume that (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log minimal model of (Y,BY ,M)/U . By the weak glc
model case of the lemma, (X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U . For any prime
divisor D on X which is exceptional over X ′, if D is exceptional over Y , then

a(D,X,B,M) < a(D,Y,BY ,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M),

and if D is not exceptional over Y , then

a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,Y,BY ,M) < a(D,X ′, B′,M).

Thus (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log minimal model of (X,B,M)/U by Definition 3.2(3), and we have
proven the log minimal model case of the lemma. The good minimal model case of the lemma
follows from the log minimal case. �

3.3.3. Models under gdlt modifications.

Lemma 3.13. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and (Y,BY ,M) a gdlt model of (X,B,M).
Then any log birational model (resp. weak glc model, log minimal model, good minimal model)
of (Y,BY ,M)/U is a log birational model (resp. weak glc model, log minimal model, good minimal
model) of (X,B,M)/U .

Proof. We begin by proving the log birational model case. Let (X ′, B′,M)/U be a log birational
model of (Y,BY ,M)/U with induced birational maps φY : Y 99K X ′ and φ : X 99K X ′. Let
B′′ := φ∗B + Exc(φ−1), then for any prime divisor D on X ′, there are three cases:

Case 1. D is not exceptional over X. In this case,

1−multD B
′′ = a(D,X ′, B′′,M) = a(D,X,B,M)

= a(D,Y,BY ,M) = a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 1−multD B
′,

so multD B
′ = multD B

′′.

Case 2. D is exceptional over Y . In this case, D is a component of Exc(φ−1
Y ) and a component

of Exc(φ−1), hence

multD B
′ = 1 = multD B

′′.

Case 3. D is exceptional over X but not exceptional over Y . In this case, a(D,X,B,M) =
a(D,Y,BY ,M) = 0. Thus

multD B
′ = 1− a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 1− a(D,Y,BY ,M) = 1 = multD Exc(φ−1) = multD B

′′.

Thus B′ = B′′, so (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log birational model of (X,B,M)/U .
The remainder of the lemma now follows easily. In particular, notice that as a(D,X,B,M) =

a(D,Y,BY ,M) for any prime divisor D over X and X 99K Y does not contract any divisor,
properties (2.c) and (3.c) of Definition 3.2 follow immediately. �
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3.4. Models under pullbacks. The goal of this subsection is the following theorem, which
will be proven at the end of this subsection.

Theorem 3.14. Let (X,B,M)/U and (Y,BY ,M)/U be two NQC glc g-pairs and let f : Y → X
be a projective birational morphism such that

KY +BY +MY = f∗(KX +B +MX) + E

for some E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X. Then (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model (resp. log
minimal model, good minimal model) if and only if (Y,BY ,M)/U has a weak glc model (resp.
log minimal model, good minimal model).

We prove several lemmas before proving Theorem 3.14.

Lemma 3.15. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair. If (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model, then
(X,B,M)/U has a log minimal model.

Proof. Let (X ′, B′,M)/U be a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U . Let h : W → X be a log
resolution of (X,SuppB) such that the induced map φW : W → X ′ is a morphism, and M

descends to W . We may write

KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX) + E

for some log smooth pair (W,BW ), such that BW := h−1
∗ B + Exc(h) and E ≥ 0 is exceptional

over X. Then (W,BW ,M) is a log smooth model of (X,B,M). By Lemma 3.8, we have

h∗(KX +B +MX) = φ∗W (KX′ +B′ +MX′) +G

where G ≥ 0 is exceptional over X ′. Thus

KW +BW +MW ∼R,X′ G+ E.

Claim 3.16. E is exceptional over X ′.

Proof. Let D be a component of E. By construction, a(D,X,B,M) > 0 and D is exceptional
over X.

Assume that D is not exceptional over X ′. Since (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log birational model
of (X,B,M)/U , a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 0. Since G ≥ 0, a(D,X,B,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M). Thus
a(D,X,B,M) = 0, hence D is not a component of E, a contradiction. �

Proof of Lemma 3.15 continued. By Claim 3.16, G+E is exceptional over X ′. By Lemma 2.32,
we may run a (KW +BW +MW )-MMP/X ′ with scaling of a general ample/X ′ divisor, which
terminates with a model Y such that KY +BY +MY ∼R,X′ 0, where BY is the strict transform
of B on Y . Applying the negativity lemma twice, we have that KY +BY +MY is the pullback
of KX′ +B′ +MX′ . Thus KY +BY +MY is nef/U . Since (W,BW ,M) is Q-factorial gdlt and
W 99K Y is a (KW +BW +MW )-MMP/X ′, (Y,BY ,M) is Q-factorial gdlt. Thus (Y,BY ,M)/U
is a log minimal model of (W,BW ,M)/U . The lemma follows from Lemma 3.10. �

Lemma 3.17. Let (X,B,M)/U and (Y,BY ,M)/U be two glc g-pairs, and f : Y → X a
projective birational morphism such that

KY +BY +MY = f∗(KX +B +MX) + E

for some E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X. Then any weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U is a weak
glc model of (Y,BY ,M)/U .

Proof. Let (X ′, B′,M)/U be a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U , φ : X 99K X ′ the induced
birational map, and φY := φ ◦ f . Let p : W → Y and q : W → X ′ be a common resolution and
let h := f ◦ p.
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By Lemma 3.8,
h∗(KX +B +MX) = q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) + F

for some F ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X ′. Thus

p∗(KY +BY +MY ) = q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) + p∗E + F.

Thus a(D,Y,BY ,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M) for any prime divisor D over X ′. In particular, if
a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 0, then a(D,Y,BY ,M) = 0.

Since (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log birational model of (X,B,M)/U , B′ = φ∗B + Exc(φ−1). Let
B′′ := (φY )∗BY + Exc(φ−1

Y ). For any prime divisor D on X ′, there are two cases:

Case 1. D is not exceptional over X. In this case,

1−multD B
′ = a(D,X ′, B′,M) = a(D,X,B,M)

= a(D,Y,BY ,M) = a(D,X ′, B′′,M) = 1−multD B
′′,

so multD B
′ = multD B

′′.

Case 2. D is exceptional over X. In this case,

a(D,X ′, B′,M) = 1−multD B
′ = 0.

Since a(D,Y,BY ,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M), a(D,Y,BY ,M) = 0. Thus if D is not exceptional over
Y , then

multD B
′′ = multD BY = 1− a(D,Y,BY ,M) = 1 = multD B

′,

and if D is exceptional over Y , then

multD B
′′ = multD Exc(φ−1

Y ) = 1 = multD B
′.

Thus B′ = B′′, hence (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log birational model of (Y,BY ,M)/U . Since KX′ +
B′ + MX′ is nef/U , and a(D,Y,BY ,M) ≤ a(D,X ′, B′,M) for any prime divisor D over X ′,
(X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,BY ,M)/U . �

Lemma 3.18. Let (X,B,M)/U and (Y,BY ,M)/U be two glc g-pairs, and f : Y → X a
projective birational morphism such that

KY +BY +MY = f∗(KX +B +MX) + E

for some E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X. If (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model (resp.
log minimal model, good minimal model), then (Y,BY ,M)/U has a weak glc model (resp. log
minimal model, good minimal model).

Proof. Let (X ′, B′,M)/U be a weak glc model (resp. log minimal model, good minimal model) of
(X,B,M)/U . By Lemma 3.17, (X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,BY ,M)/U . By Lemma
3.15, (Y,BY ,M)/U has a log minimal model (Y ′, BY ′ ,M)/U . By Lemma 3.9, if KX′+B′+MX′

is semi-ample/U , then KY ′ +BY ′ +MY ′ is semi-ample/U , and we finish the proof. �

Lemma 3.19. Let (X,B,M)/U and (Y,BY ,M)/U be two Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pairs, and
f : Y → X a projective birational morphism such that

KY +BY +MY = f∗(KX +B +MX) + E

for some E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X. Assume that

(1) M descends to Y ,



EXISTENCE OF FLIPS FOR GENERALIZED LC PAIRS 27

(2) (Y,BY + Exc(f)) is log smooth, and
(3) (Y,BY ,M)/U has a weak glc model.

Then (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model.

Proof. By our assumption, KY + BY +MY and KX + B +MX are pseudo-effective/U . Since
(X,B,M) is gdlt, we may pick an ample/U R-divisor A ≥ 0 on X such that (X,B + A,M) is
glc, and KX+B+A+MX and A+⌊B⌋ are ample. Since (X,B,M) is gdlt, (X, {B},M) is gklt,
so we may pick an ample/U R-divisor 0 ≤ A′ ∼R,U A + ⌊B⌋ such that (X,∆ := {B} + A′,M)
is gklt and f is a log resolution of (X,B + A). Since ∆ ∼R,U B +A, KX +∆+MX is big/U .
We may write

KY + Γ +MY = f∗(KX +∆+MX) + F

for some Γ ≥ 0, F ≥ 0 such that Γ ∧ F = 0. By our construction, M descends to Y , (Y,BY +
Exc(f)) is log smooth, (Y,Γ) is log smooth, (Y,Γ,M) is gklt, and KY + Γ +MY is big/U . We
let

∆t := t∆+ (1− t)B ∼R,U B + tA

and

Γt := tΓ + (1− t)BY

for any real number t. Then (X,∆t,M) and (Y,Γt,M) are gklt for any t ∈ (0, 1], and KX +
∆t +MX and KY + Γt +MY are big/U for any t ∈ (0, 1].

Since (Y,BY ,M)/U has a weak glc model, by Lemma 3.15, (Y,BY ,M)/U has a log minimal
model. Since Y is klt, by Theorem 2.36, we may run a (KY +BY +MY )-MMP/U with scaling
of a general ample/U divisor H, which terminates with a log minimal model (Y ′, BY ′ ,M)/U
with induced birational map φ : Y 99K Y ′.

We let Γ′
t be the strict transform of Γt on Y

′ for any t. By Lemmas 2.41 and 2.42, there exists
t0 ∈ (0, 1), such that

• φ is also a (KY + Γt0 +MY )-MMP/U , and
• for any t ∈ (0, t0], any partial (KY ′ +Γ′

t +MY ′)-MMP/U is (KY ′ +BY ′ +MY ′)-trivial.

Thus (Y ′,Γ′
t0 ,M) is gklt and KY ′ + Γ′

t0 + MY ′ is big/U . By Theorem 2.34, we may run a
(KY ′ + Γ′

t0 + MY ′)-MMP/U , which terminates with a log minimal model (Y ′′,Γ′′
t0 ,M)/U of

(Y ′,Γ′
t0 ,M)/U . We let Γ′′

t be the strict transform of Γt on Y ′′ for any t and BY ′′ the strict
transform of BY on Y ′′. Since the induced birational map φ′ : Y ′

99K Y ′′ is (KY ′ +BY ′ +MY ′)-
trivial, KY ′′ + BY ′′ + MY ′′ is nef/U . Moreover, the induced map φ′ ◦ φ : Y 99K Y ′′ does not
extract any divisor, and is both (KY + BY + MY )-non-positive and (KY + Γt0 + MY )-non-
positive. Thus (Y ′′, BY ′′ ,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,BY ,M)/U and (Y ′′,Γ′′

t0 ,M)/U is a
weak glc model of (Y,Γt0 ,M)/U , hence (Y ′′,Γ′′

t ,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,Γt,M)/U for
any t ∈ [0, t0].

By Theorem 2.30, we can run a (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A:

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . . .

Let Ai,∆i,∆t,i be the strict transforms of A,∆,∆t on Xi for any t, i respectively, and let

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tAi +MXi

is nef/U}

be the scaling numbers. If this MMP terminates, then there is nothing left to prove as we
already get a log minimal model for (X,B,M)/U . Thus we may assume that this MMP does
not terminate. By Theorem 2.36, limi→+∞ λi = 0.

In particular, there exists a positive integer n such that λn < λn−1 ≤ t0. Since ∆t,i ∼R,U Bi+
tAi for any t, (Xn,∆λn−1,n,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,∆λn−1

,M)/U and (Xn,∆λn,n,M)/U
is a weak glc model of (X,∆λn ,M)/U . Since

KY + Γt +MY = f∗(KX +∆t +MX) + tF + (1− t)E
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for any t, by Lemma 3.17, (Xn,∆λn−1,n,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,Γλn−1
,M)/U and

(Xn,∆λn,n,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,Γλn ,M)/U . By our construction, (Y ′′,Γ′′
λn−1

,M)/U

is a weak glc model of (Y,Γλn−1
,M)/U and (Y ′′,Γ′′

λn
,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,Γλn ,M)/U .

We let p : W → Xn and q :W → Y ′′ be a resolution of indeterminacy.

Y

f
��

φ //❴❴❴ Y ′ φ′ //❴❴❴ Y ′′ W

p

��

qoo

X //❴❴❴ X2
//❴❴❴ . . . //❴❴❴ Xn

By Lemma 3.9(1),

p∗(KXn +∆λn−1,n +MXn) = q∗(KY ′′ + Γ′′
λn−1

+MY ′′).

and

p∗(KXn +∆λn,n +MXn) = q∗(KY ′′ + Γ′′
λn +MY ′′).

Thus

p∗(KXn + t∆i + (1− t)Bi +MXn) = q∗(KY ′′ + tΓ′′
1 + (1− t)BY ′′ +MY ′′)

when t ∈ {λn−1, λn}. Since λn−1 6= λn, we have

p∗(KXn + t∆i + (1− t)Bi +MXn) = q∗(KY ′′ + tΓ′′
1 + (1− t)BY ′′ +MY ′′)

for any t. In particular,

p∗(KXn +Bn +MXn) = q∗(KY ′′ +BY ′′ +MY ′′)

is nef/U , hence KXn +Bn +MXn is nef/U , and λn = 0, a contradiction. �

Proof of Theorem 3.14. First we prove the weak glc model case. By Lemma 3.17, we only need
to prove that if (Y,BY ,M)/U has a weak glc model, then (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model.
Let g : X̄ → X be a gdlt modification of (X,B,M) such that

KX̄ + B̄ +MX̄ = g∗(KX +B +MX),

and let p : W → Y and q : W → X̄ be a resolution of indeterminacy, such that M descends
to W , p is a log resolution of (Y,Supp(BY + E)), and q is a log resolution of (X̄,Supp B̄). By
Lemma 3.6, we may find a proper log smooth model (W,BW ,M) of (Y,BY ,M). We have

KW +BW +MW = p∗(KY +BY +MY ) + F = (p ◦ f)∗(KX +B +MX) + p∗E + F

for some p-exceptional R-divisor F ≥ 0.
Let D be a component of p∗E + F . Then a(D,W,BW ,M) < a(D,X,B,M) and D is

exceptional over X. If D is not exceptional over X̄ , then a(D,W,BW ,M) < a(D,X,B,M) = 0,
which is not possible. Thus p∗E + F is exceptional over X̄.

By Lemma 3.17, (W,BW ,M)/U has a weak glc model. Since p∗E +F is exceptional over X̄ ,
M descends toW , (W,BW +p∗E+F ) is log smooth, by Lemma 3.19, we have that (X̄, B̄,M)/U
has a weak glc model. By Lemma 3.13, (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model, and we have proven
the weak glc model case.

Now we prove the general case. By Lemma 3.18, we only need to prove that if (Y,BY ,M)/U
has a weak glc (resp. log minimal model, good minimal model), then (X,B,M)/U has a weak
glc (resp. log minimal model, good minimal model). The weak glc case has just been proven,
and the log minimal model case follows from the weak glc model case and Lemma 3.15. Assume
that (Y,BY ,M)/U has a good minimal model. By the log minimal model case, we may assume
that (X ′, B′,M)/U is a log minimal model of (X,B,M)/U . By Lemma 3.17, (X ′, B′,M)/U is
also a weak glc model of (Y,BY ,M)/U . By Lemma 3.9(2), KX′ +B′ +MX′ is semi-ample/U ,
hence (X ′, B′,M)/U is a good minimal model of (X,B,M)/U , and the proof is concluded. �
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Corollary 3.20. Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and X 99K X ′ a partial (KX+B+MX)-
MMP/U . Let B′ be the strict transform of B on X ′. Then (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model
(resp. log minimal model, good minimal model) if and only if (X ′, B′,M)/U has a weak glc
model (resp. log minimal model, good minimal model).

Proof. Let p :W → X and q : W → X ′ be a resolution of indeterminacy of X 99K X ′ such that
M descends to W . Let (W,BW ,M) be a log smooth model of (X,B,M), then (W,BW ,M) is
also a log smooth model of (X ′, B′,M). By Theorem 3.14, (X,B,M)/U has a weak glc model
(resp. log minimal model, good minimal model) if and only if (W,BW ,M)/U has a weak glc
model (resp. log minimal model, good minimal model) if and only if (X ′, B′,M)/U has a weak
glc model (resp. log minimal model, good minimal model). �

4. Generalized pairs with numerical dimension 0

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem, which will be proven at the end of
this section. This theorem is similar to [Has19, Lemma 3.2] for the pair case.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair, U0 ⊂ U a non-empty open subset,
and π : X → V a contraction over U such that V is quasi-projective. Let X0 := X ×U U

0,
B0 := B×U U

0, and M0 := M×U U
0. Assume that κσ(X/V,KX +B+MX) = 0, M0 descends

to X0, and M0
X0 ∼R,U0 0. Then there exists a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair (X ′, B′,M)/U , a

contraction π′ : X ′ → V ′ over U , and a birational projective morphism ϕ : V ′ → V over U
satisfying the following:

X ′

π′

��

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ X

π
��

V ′ ϕ //

  ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆ V

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦

U

(1) X ′ is birational to X and V ′ is smooth,
(2) KX′ +B′ +MX′ ∼R,V ′ 0.
(3) (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (X ′, B′,M)/U has a good minimal

model, and (X0, B0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model if and only if (X ′0 := X ′ ×U
U0, B′0 := B′ ×U U

0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model.
(4) Any weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X ′, B′,M)/U , and any weak

glc model of (X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U .
(5) If all glc centers of (X,B,M) intersect X0, then all glc centers of (X ′, B′,M) intersect

X ′0.
(6) If all glc centers of (X,B,M) dominate V , then all glc centers of (X ′, B′,M) dominate

V ′.
(7) κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX) = κσ(X

′/U,KX′ +B′ +MX′).

Generally speaking, Theorem 4.1 shows that for any g-pair (X,B,M)/U in Theorem 1.1
equipped with an Iitaka fibration structure X → V , then we can replace this g-pair and
additionally assume that KX +B +MX ∼R,V 0.

We introduce some auxiliary results before proving Theorem 4.1.

4.1. MMP for generalized pairs with numerical dimension 0.

Lemma 4.2 (cf. [Gon11, Lemma 2.6(3)]). Let X be a normal projective variety and D a nef
R-Cartier R-divisor on X. Then

κσ(D) = max{k | k ∈ N,Dk 6≡ 0}.
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Proof. Let f :W → X be a resolution of X. Possibly replacing X with W and D with f∗D, we
may assume that X is smooth, and the lemma follows from [Nak04, V. 2.7(6) Proposition]. �

Theorem 4.3 (cf. [Gon11, Theorem 1.2]). Let (X,B) be a projective Q-factorial dlt pair such
that κσ(KX +B) = 0. Then (X,B) has a log minimal model.

Theorem 4.4 (cf. [Gon11, Theorem 6.2]). Let (X,B) be a projective lc pair such that KX+B ≡
0. Then KX +B ∼R 0.

Corollary 4.5. Let (X,B) be a projective lc pair such that κσ(KX +B) = 0. Then (X,B) has
a good minimal model (X ′, B′) such that KX′ +B′ ∼R 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.3, (X,B) has a log minimal model (X ′, B′). By Lemma 3.8, there exists a
common resolution p : W → X and q : W → X ′ such that p∗(KX +B) = q∗(KX′ +B′) +E for
some R-divisor E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X ′. By Lemma 2.10(3), κσ(KX′ +B′) = 0. Since
KX′ +B′ is nef, by Lemma 4.2, KX′ +B′ ≡ 0. By Theorem 4.4, KX′ +B′ ∼R 0. In particular,
(X ′, B′) is a good minimal model of (X,B). �

Theorem 4.6. Let (X,B,M) be a projective glc g-pair such that κσ(KX + B +MX) = 0, M
descends to X, and MX ∼R 0. Then (X,B,M) has a good minimal model (X ′, B′,M) such that
KX′ +B′ +MX′ ∼R 0.

Proof. By Corollary 4.5, (X,B) has a good minimal model (X ′, B′) such that KX′ + B′ ∼R 0.
Since M descends to X and MX ∼R 0, by Lemma 2.22, M descends to X ′ and MX′ ∼R 0. Thus
(X ′, B′,M) is a good minimal model of (X,B,M) such that KX′ +B′ +MX′ ∼R 0. �

Corollary 4.7. Let (X,B,M) be a projective glc g-pair such that κσ(KX +B +MX) = 0, M
descends to X, and MX ∼R 0. Then κι(KX +B +MX) = 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.6, (X,B,M) has a good minimal model (X ′, B′,M) such that KX′ +B′+
MX′ ∼R 0. By Lemma 3.8, there exists a common resolution p : W → X and q : W → X ′ such
that p∗(KX +B) = q∗(KX′ +B′) +E for some R-divisor E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X ′. By
Lemma 2.19(3), κι(KX +B +MX) = κι(KX′ +B′ +MX′) = 0. �

Lemma 4.8. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair such that X → U is a contraction, κσ(X/U,KX+
B+MX) = 0, and U is quasi-projective. Assume that U0 ⊂ U is a non-empty open subset such
that M0 := M×U U

0 descends to X0 := X ×U U
0 and M0

X0 ∼R,U0 0. Then κι(X/U,KX +B +
MX) = 0. In particular, KX +B +MX ∼R D ≥ 0 for some R-divisor D on X.

Proof. If dimX = dimU then there is nothing left to prove, so we may assume that dimX >
dimU . Let F be a very general fiber of X → U and (F,BF ,M

F ) the projective glc g-pair given
by the adjunction

KF +BF +MF
F := (KX +B +MX)|F .

Then κσ(KF + BF + MF
F ) = 0, (F,B,MF ) is glc, MF descends to F , and MF

F ∼R 0. By
Corollary 4.7, κι(KF + BF +MF

F ) = 0. By Lemma 2.19(1), κι(X/U,KX +B +MX) = 0, and
the lemma follows by the definition of invariant Iitaka dimensions. �

Lemma 4.9. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair and π : X → U the induced
morphism, such that

(1) π is an equidimensional contraction,
(2) U is quasi-projective and Q-factorial,
(3) κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX) = 0, and
(4) there exists a non-empty open subset U0 ⊂ U , such that M0 := M ×U U

0 descends to
X0 := X ×U U

0 and M0
X0 ∼R,U0 0.

Let A ≥ 0 be an ample/U R-divisor on X such that (X,B+A,M) is glc and KX +B+A+MX

is nef/U , and run a (KX + B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A. Then this MMP terminates
with a good minimal model (X ′, B′,M)/U of (X,B,M)/U . Moreover, KX′ +B′+MX′ ∼R,U 0.
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Proof. If dimX = dimU , then since π is an equidimensional contraction, π is the identity map,
and there is nothing left to prove. In the following, we assume that dimX > dimU .

By Lemma 4.8, KX + B + MX ∼R,U E ≥ 0 for some R-divisor E on X. We may write

E = Eh +Ev, such that Eh ≥ 0, Ev ≥ 0, each component of Eh is horizontal over U , and Ev is
vertical over U . Since π is equidimensional, the image of any component of Ev on U is a divisor.
Since U is Q-factorial, for any prime divisor P on U , we may define

νP := sup{ν | ν ≥ 0, Ev − νπ∗P ≥ 0}.

Then νP > 0 for only finitely many prime divisors P on U . Possibly replacing Ev with Ev −
π∗(

∑
P νPP ), we may assume that Ev is very exceptional over U .

Let F be a very general fiber of π, and (F,BF ,M
F ) the projective g-pair induced by the

adjunction to the fiber

KF +BF +MF
F := (KX +B +MX)|F .

Then κσ(KF +BF +MF
F ) = 0, MF descends to F , and MF

F ∼R 0. By Theorem 4.6, (F,BF ,M
F )

has a good minimal model (F ′, BF ′ ,MF ) such that KF ′ + BF ′ +MF
F ′ ∼R 0. By Lemma 2.40,

any (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A terminates along F with a log minimal model
of (F,BF ,M

F ). In particular, let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . .

be our (KX+B+MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A, and let Ai, E
h
i , E

v
i , Fi be the strict transforms

of A,Eh, Ev, F on Xi respectively, then there exists a positive integer n such that

Ehn|Fn = (Ehn + Evn)|Fn ∼R (KXn +Bn +MXn)|Fn ,

and the projective generalized pair (Fn, BFn ,M
F ) given by the adjunction

KFn +BFn +MF
Fn

:= (KXn +Bn +MXn)|Fn

is a log minimal model of (F,BF ,M
F ).

By Lemma 3.9(1), KFn + BFn + MF
Fn
∼R 0. Thus Ehn|Fn ∼R 0. Since Ehn ≥ 0 is horizontal

over U , Ehn = 0, and KXn + Bn + MXn ∼R,U Evn. Since this MMP/U is also a (Eh + Ev)-
MMP/U and Evn is very exceptional over U , by Lemma 2.32, this MMP terminates with a log
minimal model (X ′, B′,M)/U = (Xm, Bm,M)/U of (X,B,M)/U for some positive integer m,
such that KX′ + B′ + MX′ ∼R,U 0. In particular, (X ′, B′,M)/U is a good minimal model of
(X,B,M)/U . �

4.2. Semi-stable reduction.

Definition 4.10. A pair (X,B) is called quasi-smooth if X is Q-factorial and (X,B) is toroidal.

Theorem 4.11. Let (X,B) be a dlt pair and π : X → U a projective surjective morphism over
a normal variety U . Then there exists a commutative diagram of projective morphisms

Y
f //

π′

��

X

π
��

V
ϕ // U

such that

(1) f, ϕ are birational morphisms, π′ is an equidimensional contraction, Y only has Q-
factorial toroidal singularities, and V is smooth, and

(2) there exist two R-divisors BY and E on Y , such that
(a) KY +BY = f∗(KX +B) + E,
(b) BY ≥ 0, E ≥ 0, and BY ∧ E = 0,
(c) (Y,BY ) is lc quasi-smooth, and any lc center of (Y,BY ) on X is an lc center of

(X,B).
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Proof. This result follows from [AK00], see also [Hu20, Theorem B.6], [Kaw15, Theorem 2] and
[Has19, Step 2 of Proof of Lemma 3.2]. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let h : W → X be a log resolution of (X,SuppB) such that M descends
toW . By Lemma 3.6, (X,B,M) has a proper log smooth model (W,BW ,M) for some R-divisor
BW on W . By Lemma 2.10(3), Lemma 2.22, Theorem 3.14, Lemmas 3.10 and 3.17, and Lemma
3.7(3), we may replace (X,B,M) with (W,BW ,M), and assume that (X,B) is log smooth dlt
and M descends to X.

By Theorem 4.11, there exists a commutative diagram of projective morphisms

Y
f //

πY
��

X

π
��

V ′ ϕ // V

such that

• f, ϕ are birational morphisms, πY is an equidimensional contraction, Y only has Q-
factorial toroidal singularities, and V ′ is smooth, and
• there exist two R-divisors BY and E on Y , such that

– KY +BY +MY = f∗(KX +B +MX) + E,
– BY ≥ 0, E ≥ 0, and BY ∧ E = 0,
– (Y,BY ) is lc quasi-smooth, and any glc center of (Y,BY ,M) on X is a glc center of

(X,B,M).

In particular, (Y,BY ,M) is Q-factorial NQC gdlt. Since ϕ is birational, by Lemma 2.10(3),

κσ(Y/V
′,KY +BY +MY ) = κσ(Y/V,KY +BY +MY ) = κσ(X/V,KX +B +MX) = 0.

By Lemma 4.9, we may run a (KY + BY +MY )-MMP/V ′ with scaling of a general ample/V ′

divisor A on Y , which terminates with a good minimal model (X ′, B′,M)/V ′ of (Y,BY ,M)/V ′

such that KX′ +B′ +MX′ ∼R,V ′ 0. Let π′ : X ′ → V ′ be the induced contraction.

X ′

π′   ❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇ Yoo❴ ❴ ❴
f //

πY
��

X

π
��

V ′ ϕ // V

We show that (X ′, B′,M)/U, π′, ϕ satisfy our requirements. (1)(2) follow from our construction.
Let p : W ′ → Y and q : W ′ → X ′ be a resolution of indeterminacy of the induce map Y 99K X ′

such that p is a log resolution of (Y,BY ). Then we have

p∗(KY +BY +MY ) = q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) + F

for some F ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X ′. Let BW ′ := p−1
∗ BY +Exc(p), then (W ′, BW ′ ,M) is

a log smooth model of (Y,BY ,M) and (X ′, B′,M).
Since KY + BY + MY = f∗(KX + B + MX) + E, by Theorem 3.14, (X,B,M)/U has a

good minimal model if and only if (Y,BY ,M)/U has a good minimal model, if and only if
(W ′, BW ′ ,M)/U has a good minimal model, if and only if (X ′, B′,M)/U has a good minimal
model. Moreover, let Y 0 := Y ×U U0, B0

Y := BY ×U U0, W ′0 := W ′ ×U U0, and B0
W ′ :=

BW ′ ×U U
0, then by Theorem 3.14 again, (X0, B0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model if and

only if (Y 0 := Y ×U U
0, B0

Y := BY ×U U
0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model, if and only

if (W ′0 := W ′ ×U U
0, B0

W ′ := BW ′ ×U U
0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model, if and only if

(X ′0, B′0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model, hence (3).
By Lemmas 3.10 and 3.17, a g-pair (X ′′, B′′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U if and

only if (X ′′, B′′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (W ′, BW ′ ,M)/U , if and only if (X ′′, B′′,M)/U is
a weak glc model of (X ′, B′,M)/U , hence (4).
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Let D be a glc place of (X ′, B′,M). Since Y 99K X ′ is a (KY + BY +MY )-MMP/V ′, D is
a glc place of (Y,BY ,M), hence a glc place of (X,B,M). Thus if all glc centers of (X,B,M)
intersect X0, then the image of any glc place of (X,B,M) on U intersects U0, hence the image
of any glc place of (X ′, B′,M) on U intersects U0, hence all glc centers of (X ′, B′,M) intersect
X ′0, and we have (5). Moreover, if all glc centers of (X,B,M) dominate V , then all glc centers
of (X ′, B′,M) dominate V , hence all glc centers of (X ′, B′,M) dominate V ′ as ϕ is birational,
and we have (6).

Finally, by Lemma 2.10(3),

κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX) = κσ(Y/U,KY +BY +MY ) = κσ(W
′/U, p∗(KY +BY +MY ))

= κσ(W
′/U, q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′)) = κσ(X

′/U,KX′ +B′ +MX′),

and we get (7). �

5. A generalized canonical bundle formula and a special case of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove a generalized canonical bundle formula (Theorem 5.1) that is a small
modification of [Fil18b, Theorem 1.4], [FS20b, Theorem 2.20], and [HL19, Theorem 1.2]. We
then use this generalized canonical bundle formula to prove a special case of the main theorem
(Proposition 5.3).

Theorem 5.1. Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair such that U is quasi-projective, and let
π : X → V be a surjective morphism over U . Assume that KX + B +MX ∼R,V 0, then there

exists an NQC glc g-pair (V,BV ,M
V )/U , such that

(1) KX +B +MX ∼R π
∗(KV +BV +MV

V ),

(2) any glc center of (V,BV ,M
V ) is the image of a glc center of (X,B,M) in V , and

(3) if all glc centers of (X,B,M) dominate V , then (V,BV ,M
V ) is gklt.

Proof. By Theorem 2.46 we may assume that (X,B,M)/U is a Q-g-pair.

Step 1. In this step, we prove the case when X → V is a generically finite morphism. Within
this step, we assume that X → V is a generically finite morphism.

By [HL20d, Theorem 4.5, (4.3),(4.4)], there exists a glc Q-g-pair (V,BV ,M
V )/U , such that

KX +B +MX ∼Q π
∗(KV +BV +MV

V ), and BV and MV are defined in the following way:
Let V 0 be the smooth locus of V , X0 := X ×V V

0, and π|X0 : X0 → V 0 the restriction of π.
Then we have the Hurwitz formula

KX0 = (π|X0)∗KV 0 +R0

where R0 is the effective ramification divisor of f |X0 . Let R be the closure of R0 in X, and let
BV := 1

deg ππ∗(R + B). For any proper birational morphism µ : V ′ → V , let X ′ be the main

component of X ×V V
′ with induced birational map π′ : X ′ → V ′. We let MV

V ′ = 1
deg ππ

′
∗MX′ .

(1) follows immediately.
Since (V,B,MV )/U is a g-pair, for any prime divisor E over V , there exists a birational

morphism hV : Ṽ → V such that MV descends to Ṽ and E is on Ṽ . We let h : X̃ → X be
a birational morphism such that h descends to X̃ , M descends to X̃, and the induced map
π̃ : X̃ → Ṽ is a morphism.

X ′

π′

��

// X

π

��

X̃
hoo

π̃
��

V ′ µ // V Ṽ
hVoo

There are two cases:
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Case 1. E is exceptional over V . In this case, we let F ⊂ π̃−1(E) be a prime divisor, and let
r ≤ deg f be the ramification index of π̃ along F . Near the generic point of F , we have

KX̃ = h∗(KX+B+MX)+(a(F,X,B,M)−1)F ∼Q h
∗π∗(KV +BV +MV )+(a(F,X,B,M)−1)F

and

KX̃ = π̃∗KZ̃ + (r − 1)F = π̃∗h∗V (KV +BV +MV ) + r(a(E,V,BV ,M
V )− 1)F + (r − 1)F

= h∗π∗(KV +BV +MV ) + (ra(E,V,BV ,M
V )− 1)F.

Let X̃ → X̄ → V be the Stein factorization of π ◦ h = hV ◦ π̃. Since E is exceptional over V , F
is exceptional over X̄. By the negativity lemma, we have

a(F,X,B,M) − 1 = ra(E,V,BV ,M
V )− 1,

hence a(F,X,B,M) ≥ 0 if and only if a(E,V,BV ,M
V ) ≥ 0 and a(F,X,B,M) > 0 if and only

if a(E,V,BV ,M
V ) > 0. Moreover, since F ⊂ π̃−1(E), if E is a glc place of (V,BV ,M

V ), then
F is a glc place of (X,B,M) and centerV E is contained in the image of centerX F in V .

Case 2. E is not exceptional over V . In this case, if E is not a component of BV , then
a(E,V,BV ,M

V ) = 1 > 0. If E is a component of BV , then we may let B1, . . . , Bm ⊂ π−1(E)
be the prime divisors on X lying over V and let di be the degree of the induced morphism
π|Bi

: Bi → E. By our construction of BV ,

a(E,V,BV ,M
V ) = 1−multE BV = 1−

∑m
i=1 dimultBi

B

deg π
.

Since
∑m

i=1 di ≤ deg π, a(E,V,BV ,M
V ) ≥ 0 if multBi

B ≤ 1 for each i, and a(E,V,BV ,M
V ) > 0

if multBi
B < 1 for each i. Moreover, since Bi ⊂ π−1(E) for each i, if E is a glc place of

(V,BV ,M
V ), then Bi is a glc place of (X,B,M) for some i and E is contained in the image of

Bi in V .

By our discussions above, we finish the proof in the case when X → V is a generically finite
morphism.

Step 2. In this step, we prove the case when X → V is a contraction. Within this step, we
assume that X → V is a contraction.

By [FS20b, Theorem 2.20], there exists a glc Q-g-pair (V,BV ,M
V )/U , such that KX + B +

MX ∼Q π∗(KV + BV + MV
V ). Moreover, for any birational morphism hV : Ṽ → V , we have

an R-divisor BṼ satisfies that KṼ + BṼ + MV
Ṽ

= h∗V (KV + BV + MV
V ) and defined in the

following way: let X̃ be the main component of X ×V Ṽ , and h : X̃ → X and π̃ : X̃ → Ṽ the
induced morphisms. Let KX̃ + B̃ +MX̃ := h∗(KX +B +MX). For any prime divisor E on Ṽ ,
multE BṼ = 1− tE , where

tE := sup{s | (X̃, B̃ + sπ̃∗E,M) is glc over the generic point of E}.

Note that E may not be Q-Cartier but π̃∗E is always defined over the generic point of E.
(1) follows immediately.

If E is a glc place of (V,BV ,M
V ) on Ṽ , then tE = 0, hence π̃∗E contains a glc center F of

(X̃, B̃,M) over the generic point of E. We have F ⊂ Supp π̃∗E and π̃(F ) ⊂ E, hence π̃(F ) = E.

Thus E is the image of a glc center of (X̃, B̃,M) on Ṽ , hence centerV E is the image of a glc
center of (X,B,M) in V .

By our discussions above, we finish the proof in the case when X → V is a contraction.

Step 3. In this step we prove the general case.

We let X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ V be the Stein factorization of π. Then KX +B+MX ∼Q,Y 0, f : X → Y

is a contraction and g : Y → V is a finite morphism. By Step 2, KX + B +MX ∼Q f∗(KY +
BY + MY

Y ) for some glc Q-g-pair (Y,BY ,M
Y )/U such that any glc center of (Y,BY ,M

Y ) is

the image of a glc center of (X,B,M) in Y . Moreover, KY + BY + MY
Y ∼Q,V 0. By Step 1,
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KY +BY +MY
Y ∼Q g

∗(KV +BV +MV
V ) for some glc g-pair (V,BV ,M

V )/U such that any glc
center of (V,BV ,M

V ) is the image of a glc center of (Y,BY ,M
Y ) in V , hence the image of a glc

center of (X,B,M) in V . We immediately get (1)(2) and (3) follows from (2). �

Remark 5.2. We remark that in the previous theorem, we cannot apply the generalized
canonical bundle formula as in [Fil18b] because [Fil18b] requires that X is projective. On
the other hand, different from the generalized canonical bundle formula for contractions where
the log discrepancies are computed as lc thresholds, [HL20d] uses an alternative construction
for generically finite morphisms, so we need to check their construction in order to prove (2)(3).
[Hu20] also proves some results on the generalized canonical bundle formula, but only for
generically finite morphisms.

We also remark that we only need Theorem 5.1 when π is a contraction in our paper, but we
prove it in full generality for pontential further applications.

The following proposition is similar to [Has19, Proposition 3.4] for the usual pair case, and
can be viewed as a special case of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 5.3. Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and π : X → V a contraction over
U , such that

• V is normal quasi-projective,
• κσ(X/V,KX +B +MX) = 0 and κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX) = dimV − dimU ,
• all glc centers of (X,B,M) dominate V , and
• there exists a non-empty open subset U0 ⊂ U , such that M0 := M ×U U

0 descends to
X0 := X ×U U

0, and M0
X0 ∼R,U0 0.

Then:

(1) (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model, and
(2) Let (X̄, B̄,M)/U be a good minimal model of (X,B,M)/U and X̄ → V̄ is the contraction

over U induced by KX̄ + B̄ +MX̄ . Then all glc centers of (X̄, B̄,M) dominate V̄ .

Proof. By Theorem 4.1, there exists a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair (X ′, B′,M)/U , a contraction
π′ : X ′ → V ′ over U , and a birational projective morphism ϕ : V ′ → V over U , such that

• X ′ is birational to X and V ′ is smooth,
• KX′ + B′ + MX′ ∼R,V ′ 0. In particular, κσ(X

′/V ′,KX′ + B′ + MX′) = 0 by Lemma
2.10(5),
• (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (X ′, B′,M)/U has a good minimal
model,
• any weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X ′, B′,M)/U , and any weak
glc model of (X ′, B′,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U ,
• all glc centers of (X ′, B′,M) dominate V ′, and
• κσ(X

′/U,KX′+B′+MX′) = κσ(X/U,KX+B+MX) = dimV −dimU = dimV ′−dimU .

By Lemma 2.22, we also have that

• M0 descends to X ′0 := X ′ ×U U
0 and M0

X′0 ∼R,U0 0.

Claim 5.4. Assume that (X ′, B′,M)/U has a good minimal model (X̄ ′, B̄′,M)/U , X̄ ′ → V̄ ′ is
the contraction over U induced by KX̄′ + B̄′+MX̄′ , and all glc centers of (X̄ ′, B̄′,M) dominate
V̄ ′. Then Proposition 5.3(2) holds for (X,B,M)/U .

Proof. Let (X̄, B̄,M)/U be a good minimal model of (X,B,M)/U . Then (X̄, B̄,M)/U is a weak
glc model of (X ′, B′,M)/U . Since (X̄ ′, B̄′,M)/U is also a weak glc model of (X ′, B′,M)/U , by
Lemma 3.9(1), we may take a resolution of indeterminacy p : W → X̄ and q : W → X̄ ′ of the
induced birational map X̄ 99K X̄ ′, such that

p∗(KX̄ + B̄ +MX̄) = q∗(KX̄′ + B̄′ +MX̄′).
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Then KX̄ + B̄ +MX̄ is semi-ample/U , and if we let X̄ → V̄ be the contraction over U induced
by KX̄ + B̄ +MX̄ , then V̄ = V̄ ′. Since all glc centers of (X̄ ′, B̄′,M) dominate V̄ ′ = V̄ , all glc
centers of (X̄, B̄,M) dominate V̄ , and the claim is proved. �

Proof of Proposition 5.3 continued. By Claim 5.4, we may replace (X,B,M), V and π with
(X ′, B′,M), V ′ and π′ respectively, and assume that V is smooth and KX + B +MX ∼R,V 0.

By Theorem 5.1, there exists an NQC gklt g-pair (V,BV ,M
V )/U such that

KX +B +MX ∼R π
∗(KV +BV +MV

V ).

By Lemma 2.10(4)(5), we have

κσ(V/U,KV +BV +MV
V ) = κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX) = dimV − dimU.

By Lemma 2.10(1), KV +BV +MV
V is big/U . By Theorem 2.34, we may run a (KV +BV +MV

V )-
MMP/U with scaling of some general ample/U divisor A, which terminates with a good minimal

model (V̂ , BV̂ ,M
V )/U of (V,BV ,M

V )/U . Let φ : V 99K V̂ be the induced morphism, and let

g : Ṽ → V and ĝ : Ṽ → V̂ be a common resolution such that ĝ = φ ◦ g. Let h :W → X be a log
resolution of (X,SuppB) such that M descends to W and the induced map πW : W → Ṽ is a
morphism. By Lemma 3.6, there exists a proper log smooth model (W,BW ,M) of (X,B,M).
In particular,

KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX) + E

for some h-exceptional R-divisor E ≥ 0. Assume that

g∗(KV +BV +MV
V ) = ĝ∗(K

V̂
+B

V̂
+MV

V̂
) + F.

Then

KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX) + E ∼R (π ◦ h)∗(KV +BV +MV
V ) + E

= π∗W g
∗(KV +BV +MV

V ) + E = π∗W ĝ
∗(K

V̂
+B

V̂
+MV

V̂
) + π∗WF +E.

Since E is exceptional over X, E is very exceptional over V . Since φ is a birational contraction,

E is very exceptional over V̂ . Since F is exceptional over V̂ , π∗WF is very exceptional over V̂ .

Thus π∗WF + E is very exceptional over V̂ . In particular,

KW +BW +MW ∼R,V̂ π
∗
WF + E

is very exceptional over V̂ . By Lemma 2.32, we may run a (KW + BW + MW )-MMP/V̂

with scaling of a general ample/V̂ divisor which terminates with a good minimal model

(Ŵ ,B
Ŵ
,M)/V̂ such that K

Ŵ
+ B

Ŵ
+M

Ŵ
∼

R,V̂
0 and the induced birational map W 99K Ŵ

exactly contracts Supp(π∗WF + E). In particular, let π
Ŵ

: Ŵ → V̂ be the induced morphism,
then

K
Ŵ

+B
Ŵ

+M
Ŵ
∼R π

∗
Ŵ
(KV̂ +BV̂ +MV

V̂
).

Since (V̂ , BV̂ ,M
V )/U is a good minimal model of (V,BV ,M

V )/U , KV̂ + BV̂ + MV
V̂

is semi-

ample/U , hence K
Ŵ

+ B
Ŵ

+ M
Ŵ

is semi-ample/U . Thus (Ŵ ,B
Ŵ
,M)/U is a good minimal

model of (W,BW ,M)/U . By Lemma 3.10, (Ŵ ,B
Ŵ
,M)/U is a good minimal model of

(X,B,M)/U , which implies (1).
Let (X̄, B̄,M)/U be a good minimal model of (X,B,M)/U . By Lemma 3.9(1), there exists a

resolution f : Z → X̄ and f̂ : Z → Ŵ of indeterminacy of the induced birational map X̄ 99K Ŵ ,
such that

f∗(KX̄ + B̄ +MX̄) = f̂∗(K
Ŵ

+B
Ŵ

+M
Ŵ
).

In particular, any glc place of (X̄, B̄,M) is a glc place of (Ŵ ,B
Ŵ
,M), hence a glc place of

(W,BW ,M), and hence a glc place of (X,B,M) by Lemma 3.7 as (W,BW ,M) is a proper log
smooth model of (X,B,M). In particular, any glc place of (X̄, B̄,M) dominates V . Moreover,
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the contraction X̄ → V̄ induced by KX̄+B̄+MX̄ factors through V̂ , and the induced morphism

V̂ → V̄ is birational as KV̂ + BV̂ + MV
V̂

is big/U . In particular, the induced map V 99K V̄

is birational. Thus all glc places of (X̄, B̄,M) dominate V̄ , hence all glc centers of (X̄, B̄,M)
dominate V̄ , which implies (2).

Z

f̂

!!

f
��

W

h
��

πW

  ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅
//❴❴❴ Ŵ

π
Ŵ

��

X̄

��

X

π

��

oo❴ ❴ ❴ Ṽ
g

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦

ĝ
��

V̄ V
φ //❴❴❴oo❴ ❴ ❴ V̂__

�

6. Special termination

In this section, we prove a special case of special termination for generalized pairs (Theorem
6.4) which will be used later in the proof of our main theorem. The proof is very similar to
[HL18, Theorem 4.5]. We recall the definitions related to the concept of difficulty for g-pairs as
in [HL18, Theorem 4.5]:

Definition 6.1. Let I ⊂ [0, 1] and I ′ ⊂ [0,+∞) be two sets. We define

S(I,I ′) := {1−
1

m
+

∑

j

rjbj
m

+
∑

i

siµi
m
| m ∈ N+, ri, si ∈ N, bj ∈ I, µj ∈ I

′} ∩ (0, 1].

Proposition 6.2 ([HL18, Proposition 2.8]). Let I ⊂ [0, 1] and I ′ ⊂ [0,+∞) be two sets. Let
(X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair such that B ∈ I and M =

∑
µiMi, where µi ∈ I

′

for each i and each Mi is nef/U b-Cartier. Then for any glc center S of (X,B,M), the g-pair
(S,BS ,M

S)/U given by the adjunction

KS +BS +MS
S := (KX +B +MX)|S

is gdlt, and BS ∈ S(I,I ′).

Definition 6.3 (Difficulty, [HL18, Definition 4.3]). Let I and I ′ be two finite sets of non-
negative real numbers. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair such that B ∈ I and
M =

∑
µiMi, where µi ∈ I

′ for each i and each Mi is nef/U b-Cartier. For any glc center S of
(X,B,M) of dimension ≥ 1, let (S,BS ,M

S) be the g-pair given by the generalized adjunction

KS +BS +MS
S := (KX +B +MX)|S ,

then we define

dI,I′(S,BS ,M
S) :=

∑

α∈S(I,I′)

#{E | a(E,BS ,M
S) < 1− α, centerS E 6⊂ ⌊BS⌋}

+
∑

α∈S(I,I′)

#{E | a(E,BS ,M
S) ≤ 1− α, centerS E 6⊂ ⌊BS⌋}.

Theorem 6.4. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair and A ≥ 0 an R-divisor on
X, such that (X,B +A,M) is glc and KX +B +A+MX is nef/U . Let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K . . .

be a (KX +B +MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A, such that the scaling numbers

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KXi
+Bi + tAi +MXi

is nef/U}
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satisfies that limi→+∞ λi = 0. Here Ai is the strict transform of A on Xi for each i.
For any glc center Si of (Xi, Bi,M) of dimension ≥ 1, let (Si, BSi

,MSi)/U be the generalized
pair given by the adjunction

KSi
+BSi

+M
Si

Si
:= (KXi

+Bi +MXi
)|Si

.

Assume that for any i and any glc center Si of (Xi, Bi,M) of dimension ≥ 1, (Si, BSi
,MSi)/U

has either a log minimal model or a Mori fiber space. Then the MMP terminates near the strict
transform of ⌊B⌋.

Proof. Let I ⊂ [0, 1] be a finite set such that B ∈ I, and let I ′ ⊂ [0,+∞) be a finite set such
that M =

∑
µiMi, where each Mi is nef/U b-Cartier and each µi ∈ I

′. Let φi : Xi 99K Xi+1

be the induced birational maps.
We may assume that the MMP does not terminate, otherwise there is nothing left to prove.

Possibly replacing X with Xi for i ≫ 0, we may assume that each φi is a flip. We let Xi →
Zi ← Xi+1 be the flip given by φi, where Xi → Zi is the flipping contraction. Since the number
of glc centers of (X,B,M) is finite, possibly replacing X with Xi for i≫ 0, we may assume that
the flipping locus of φi does not contain any glc centers. In particular, φi is an isomorphism of
0-dimensional glc places for each i.

We show that φi induces an isomorphism of every glc center by induction on dimension d
of glc centers, and the theorem will follow from the d = dimX − 1 case. Pick an integer
1 ≤ k ≤ dimX − 1, and suppose that φi induces an isomorphism for every d-dimensional glc
centers for each d ≤ k − 1 and i ≫ 0. Possibly replacing X with Xi for i ≫ 0, we may assume
that φi induces an isomorphism for every d-dimensional glc center for each d ≤ k−1 and each i.

Let S be a k-dimensional glc center of (X,B,M). Since the flipping locus of φi does not
contain any glc centers, we may let Si be the birational transform of S on Xi. By Proposition
6.2, the g-pair (Si, BSi

,MSi) given by the adjunction

KSi
+BSi

+M
Si

Si
:= (KXi

+Bi +MXi
)|Si

is gdlt, and BSi
∈ S(I,I ′). By our construction, MSi = MS for each i. To check this, since

(X,B,M) is gdlt, we may assume that S is an irreducible component of ⌊B⌋. Let p : W → X
and q : W → Xi be a resolution of indeterminacy such that p is a log resolution of (X,B) and q
is a log resolution of (Xi, Bi) and M descends to W . Let SW be the strict transform of S (and

of Si) on W . We then have that MS
SW

= MW |SW
= M

Si

SW
as claimed above.

By the induction hypothesis, φi induces an isomorphism on ⌊BSi
⌋ for each i. Thus for any

i and any prime divisor E over Si, centerSi
E ⊂ ⌊BSi

⌋ if and only if centerSi+1
E ⊂ ⌊BSi+1

⌋.

By the negativity lemma, a(E,Si, BSi
,MS) ≤ a(E,Si+1, BSi+1

,MS) for each i and any prime
divisor E over Si. Thus

dI,I′(Si, BSi
,MS) ≥ dI,I′(Si+1, BSi+1

,MS)

for each i. Moreover, for any i such that Si and Si+1 are not isomorphic in codimension 1, if
there exists a prime divisor E on Si+1 that is exceptional over Si, then

1− α = a(E,Si+1, BSi+1
,MS) > a(E,Si, BSi

,MS)

for some α ∈ S(I,I ′), and hence

dI,I′(Si, BSi
,MS) > dI,I′(Si+1, BSi+1

,MS).

By [HL18, Remark 4.4], dI,I′(Si, BSi
,MS) < +∞. Thus possibly replacing X with Xi for some

i ≫ 0, we may assume that Si 99K Si+1 does not extract any divisor for any i. In particular,
ρ(Si+1) ≤ ρ(Si), and ρ(Si+1) < ρ(Si) if Si 99K Si+1 contracts a divisor. Thus possibly replacing
X with Xi for some i ≫ 0, we may assume that Si and Si+1 are isomorphic in codimension 1
for each i.
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In particular, let φi,j : Si 99K Sj be the induced birational map for each i, j, then

KSi
+BSi

+MS
Si

= lim
j→+∞

(φ−1
i,j )∗((KXj

+Bj + λjAj +MXj
)|Sj

)

for each i. Since KXj
+Bj + λjAj +MXj

is nef/U , KSi
+BSi

+MS
Si

is pseudo-effective/U for

each i. By our assumption, (S1, BS1
,MS)/U has a log minimal model.

Let Ti be the normalization of the image of Si in Zi for each i, and let T be the image of S on
U . Then we have an induced birational map Si 99K Si+1 over Ti for each i. Let (S

′
1, BS′

1
,MS) be

a gdlt model of (S1, BS1
,MS), and let AS′

1
be the pullback of A on S′

1. We prove the following
claim:

Claim 6.5. (1) The (KX+B+MX)-MMP/U with scaling of A induces a (KS′

1
+BS′

1
+MS

S′

1

)-

MMP/T with scaling of AS′

1
.

(2) The induced (KS′

1
+BS′

1
+MS

S′

1

)-MMP/T with scaling of AS′

1
terminates.

Proof. Since (S1, BS1
,MS)/U has a log minimal model, (S1, BS1

,MS)/T has a log minimal
model. By Lemma 3.13, (S′

1, BS′

1
,MS)/T has a log minimal model. By Lemma 3.12, for any

partial (KS′

1
+ BS′

1
+MS

S′

1

)-MMP/T (S′
1, BS′

1
,MS) 99K (S′′

1 , BS′′

1
,MS), (S′′

1 , BS′′

1
,MS)/T has a

log minimal model.
We run a (KS′

1
+BS′

1
+MS

S′

1

)-MMP/T1 with scaling of a general ample/T divisor. Since

KS′

1
+BS′

1
+ λ1AS′

1
+MS

S′

1
≡T1 0,

this MMP is also a (KS′

1
+BS′

1
+MS

S′

1

)-MMP/T1 with scaling of λ1AS′

1
.

Since (S′
1, BS′

1
,MS)/T has a log minimal model, by Theorem 2.36, this MMP terminates with

a log minimal model (S′
2, BS′

2
,MS)/T1. Since S1 99K S2 is an isomorphism in codimension 1,

KS2
+B2 +MS

S2
is ample/T1, and S

′
2 99K S2 does not extract any divisor, (S2, B2,M

S)/T1 is a

weak glc model of (S′
2, B

′
2,M

S)/T1. By Lemma 3.9, the birational map S′
2 → S2 is a morphism,

and (S′
2, BS′

2
,MS) is a gdlt model of (S2, BS2

,MS).

We may replace (S1, B1,M
S)/T with (S2, B2,M

S)/T and continue this process. This gives
us the desired (KS′

1
+BS′

1
+MS

S′

1

)-MMP/T with scaling of AS′

1
.

(S′
1, BS′

1
,MS) //❴❴❴❴

��

(S′
2, BS′

2
,MS) //❴❴

��

. . . //❴❴ (S′
i, BS′

i
,MS) //❴❴❴

��

(Si+1, BSi+1
,MS) //❴❴

��

. . .

(S1, BS1
,MS) //❴❴❴❴

&&◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
(S2, BS2

,MS) //❴❴

xx♣♣♣
♣♣
♣

. . . //❴❴ (Si, BSi
,MS) //❴❴❴

&&▼▼
▼▼

▼▼
(Si+1, BSi+1

,MS) //❴❴

vv♥♥♥
♥♥
♥♥

. . .

T1 Ti

Let (S′
i, B

′
i,M

S)/T be the generalized pair constructed in the MMP that is a gdlt model of
(Si, Bi,M

S)/T for each i. Then the scaling numbers of any step of the MMP after (S′
i, B

′
i,M

S)/T
are ≤ λi. In particular, let µi be the scaling numbers of the (KS′

1
+BS′

1
+MS

S′

1

)-MMP/T with

scaling of AS′

1
we constructed, then limi→+∞ µi = 0. By Theorem 2.35, this MMP terminates.

�

Proof of Theorem 6.4 continued. By Claim 6.5, Si 99K Si+1 is the identity map for i≫ 0. Thus
the original (KX +B+MX)-MMP/U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor A on X terminates
near Si. We apply this for every k-dimensional glc center, and the theorem follows by induction
on k. �
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7. Fukuda-type base-point-free theorems

Definition 7.1 (Special b-divisors, [Fuj12, Definitions 3.7, 3.9, 3.21]). Let (X,B) be a sub-pair
such that B is a Q-divisor.

(1) The discrepancy b-divisor of (X,B) is the b-divisor A(X,B) defined in the following
way: for any birational morphism f : Y → X, we define

A(X,B)Y := KY − f
∗(KX +B).

(2) The non-klt b-divisor of (X,B) is the b-divisor N(X,B) defined in the following way:
for any birational morphism f : Y → X such that

KY = f∗(KX +B) + EY ,

we define N(X,B)Y := E≤−1
Y .

(3) We define

A∗(X,B) := A(X,B)−N(X,B).

(4) We define ⌈A∗(X,B)⌉ to be the b-divisor such that ⌈A∗(X,B)⌉Y = ⌈A∗(X,B)Y ⌉ for
any birational morphism Y → X.

(5) For any b-divisor D, we define OX(D) to be the OX-module whose sesctions on an open
subset U ⊂ X are given by

H0(U,OX (D)) := {a ∈ k(X)× | ((a) +D)|U ≥ 0} ∪ {0}.

In particular, OX(⌈A
∗(X,B)⌉) is a coherent OX-module by [Fuj12, Lemma 3.22].

The following theorem is a slight generalization of [Fuj12, Theorem 6.1].

Theorem 7.2. Let X be a smooth variety and let B be a Q-divisor on X such that (X,B) is sub-
lc and SuppB is a simple normal crossing divisor. Let π : X → U be a proper morphism onto
a variety U , and let M and H be two π-nef Q-divisors on X. Assume the following conditions:

(1) H − (KX +B +M) is nef and big over U ,
(2) (Saturation condition) there exist positive integers b and j0 such that π∗OX(⌈A

∗(X,B)⌉+
jbH̄) ⊂ π∗OX(jbH) for every integer j ≥ j0, and

(3) there is a positive integer c such that cH is Cartier and that OT (cH) := OX(cH)|T is
π-generated, where T = −N(X,B)X .

Then mH is π-generated for all m≫ 0 sufficiently divisible and in particular H is π-semi-ample.

Proof. Suppose that (X,B) is sub-klt, then note that H − (KX +B +M) ∼Q,U A+E where A
is ample/U and E ≥ 0. Let µ : Y → X be a log resolution of (X,B + E) and assume that

KY = µ∗(KX +B) +
∑

ajFj .

Then, for any rational number 0 < ǫ≪ 1,

KX +B +M + ǫ(A+ E) ∼Q,U KX +B′

for some sub-klt pair (X,B′), such that if we write

KY = µ∗(KX +B′) +
∑

a′jFj ,

then ⌈a′j⌉ = ⌈aj⌉ for each j. Then

H − (KX +B′) ∼Q,U (1− ǫ)(H − (KX +B +M))

is nef and big over U , and by [Fuj12, Lemma 3.11],

π∗OX(⌈A
∗(X,B′)⌉+ jbH̄) = π∗OX(⌈A

∗(X,B)⌉ + jbH̄) ⊂ π∗OX(jbH)

for every integer j ≥ j0. Thus the claim follows from [Fuj12, Theorem 2.1].
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Now we assume that (X,B) is not sub-klt. Then T 6= ∅. Replacing H by a multiple, we may
assume that j0 = b = c = 1. Since

lH + ⌈A∗(X,B)X⌉ − T − (KX + {B}) = lH − (KX +B +M) +M

is nef and big over U for any positive integer l, by applying relative Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing
to lH + ⌈A∗(X,B)X⌉ − T , we have a surjection

π∗OX(lH + ⌈A∗(X,B)X⌉) ։ π∗OT (lH + ⌈A∗(X,B)X⌉).

By assumption (2) and [Fuj12, Lemma 3.11], the left hand side is isomorphic to π∗OX(lH) and
the map factors through π∗OT (lH) and so we have an isomorphism π∗OT (lH) ∼= π∗OT (lH +
⌈A∗(X,B)X⌉). Since OT (lH) is π-generated, from the surjection π∗OX(lH) → π∗OT (lH), it
follows that the base locus of lH over U does not intersect T .

We can now deduce the theorem along the lines of the proof of [Fuk96, Theorem 3]. Fix p a
prime number, it suffices to show that |pmH| is generated over U for m≫ 0. Suppose that this
is not the case and pick m0 > 0 such that the base locus of |pm0H| over U coincides with the
base locus of |pmH| over U for any m ≥ m0. As we have seen above, this base locus does not
intersect T . Let µ : Y → X be a log resolution such that

(I) KY = µ∗(KX +B) +
∑
ajFj ,

(II) µ∗|pm0H| = |P |+
∑
rjFj where |P | is free over U and rj ≥ 0, and

(III) µ∗(H − (KX +B))−
∑
δjFj is ample/U for some 0 ≤ δj ≪ 1.

Let c = minrj 6=0{
aj+1−δj

rj
}. Note that as the base locus does not intersect T , if rj 6= 0, then

aj > −1 and so c > 0. Possibly perturbing the δj , we may assume that the above minimum is
achieved for a unique j = j0 and that µ(Fj0) ∩ T = ∅. Define A :=

∑
(−crj + aj − δj)Fj and

A′ = (⌈A⌉)≥0 = ⌈A⌉ + Fj0 + Γ where µ(Γ) = T . Note that 0 ≤ A′ ≤ ⌈A∗(X,B)X⌉. Define

N := µ∗(pmH) +A−KY ≡ cP + µ∗((pm − cpm0)H − (KX +B))−
∑

δjFj .

If pm − cpm0 ≥ 1, then N is ample/U and so Riφ∗OY (µ
∗(pmH) + ⌈A⌉) = 0 for i > 0 where

φ : Y → U is the induced morphism. Since Fj0 ∩ Supp(Γ) = ∅, it follows that the short exact
sequence

0→ OY (µ
∗(pmH) + ⌈A⌉)→ OY (µ

∗(pmH) +A′)→ OFj0
+Γ(µ

∗(pmH) +A′)→ 0

induces a surjection φ∗OY (µ
∗(pmH) +A′)→ φ∗OFj0

(µ∗(pmH) +A′). Since

(pmµ∗H +A+ Fj0 + Γ)|Fj0
−KFj0

= (pmµ∗H +A−KY )|Fj0
= N |Fj0

is ample/U , then φ∗OFj0
(µ∗(pmH) + A′) 6= 0 for all m ≫ 0 by Shokurov’s non-vanishing. But

then Fj0 is not contained in the base locus of µ∗pmH+A′ over U . Since 0 ≤ A′ ≤ ⌈A∗(X,B)X⌉,
by [Fuj12, Lemma 3.11] φ∗OFj0

(µ∗(pmH)+A′) = φ∗OFj0
(µ∗(pmH)) and so Fj0 is not contained

in the base locus of µ∗pmH over U , so that µ(Fj0) is not contained in the base locus of pmH
over U . This is a contradiction as this base locus coincides with the base locus of pm0H over
U and by property (II) above, µ(Fj0) is contained in the base locus of pm0H over U . Thus
pmH is generated over U for some m > 0. Let q be another prime, then by the same argument
qnH is generated over U for some n > 0. Since pm and qn are coprime, we may write any
integer r ≫ 0 as a linear combination r = apm + bqn where a, b are positive integers. But then
|rH| ⊃ |pmH|×a × |qnH|×b is generated over U . In particular the stable base locus of H over U
is empty as required.

�

We will now prove the following variant of [Fuj12, Theorem 6.2].

Theorem 7.3. Let X be a smooth variety and let B be a Q-divisor on X such that (X,B) is
sub-lc and SuppB is a simple normal crossing divisor. Let π : X → U be a projective morphism
to a normal variety U and η the generic point of U , such that
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(1) M is a nef/U Q-b-Cartier Q-b-divisor over X such that M descends to X and
MX |Xη ∼Q 0, where Xη is the generic fiber of π,

(2) H is a π-nef Q-divisor on X and H − (KX +B +MX) is π-nef and π-abundant,
(3) κ(aHη − (KX + B +MX)η) ≥ 0 and κσ(aHη − (KX + B +MX)η) = κσ(Hη − (KX +

B +MX)η) for some rational number a > 1, where (.)η denotes restriction to Xη,
(4) (Rank condition) if g : X 99K Z is the Iitaka fibration for H − (KX +B +MX) over U ,

then we assume that replacing Z by a higher model, for a log resolution µ : Y → X such
that the induced map f : Y → Z is a morphism, then rkf∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )⌉) = 1 where
µ∗(KX +B) = KY +BY ,

(5) (Saturation condition) there exist positive integers b and j0 such that π∗OX(⌈A
∗(X,B)⌉+

jbH̄) ⊂ π∗OX(jbH) for every integer j ≥ j0, and
(6) there is a positive integer c such that cH is Cartier and OX(cH)|T is π-generated where

T := −N(X,B)X .

Then H is π-semi-ample.

Proof. If H − (KX +B +MX) is nef and big over U , then this follows from Theorem 7.2.
By [KMM87, Proposition 6-1-3, Remark 6-1-4] (see also [Nak86, Lemma 6]), we may let

µ : Y → X be a log resolution with morphisms f : Y → Z and ϕ : Z → U , such that

(I) p := π ◦ µ = ϕ ◦ f : Y → U where Y and Z are smooth, f and ϕ are projective, µ is
birational, and f has connected fibers,

(II) there is a ϕ-nef and ϕ-big Q-divisor P0 on Z such that

µ∗(H − (KX +B +MX)) ∼Q,U f
∗P0,

(III) there is a ϕ-nef Q-divisor D on Z such that µ∗H ∼Q,U f
∗D, and

(IV) since properties (II) and (III) are preserved under further base change, we can further
assume that f : Y → Z has equidimensional fibers.

Y
f //

µ

��

p

  ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅ Z

ϕ

��
X

π // U

We write KY + BY +MY = µ∗(KX + B +MX) and HY = µ∗H. By construction, (Y,BY ) is
sub-lc, MY = µ∗MX is nef, and f is birational to the Iitaka fibration of H − (KX +B +MX)
over U .

We show that MY ∼Q,Z 0. By our construction, MY |Yη ∼Q 0 where Yη is the generic fiber of
p. Thus MY ∼Q 0 over the generic point ηZ of Z. By Lemma 2.3, MY ∼Q,Z E where E ≥ 0
is vertical over Z. Since f is equidimensional, f(E) is a Q-divisor on Z. Since Z is smooth, for
any prime divisor P on Z, we may define

νP := sup{ν | ν ≥ 0, E − νf∗P ≥ 0},

then νP > 0 for only finitely many prime divisors P on Z. Let F := E − f∗(
∑

P νPP ), then
MY ∼Q,Z F ≥ 0 and F is very exceptional over Z. By the general negativity lemma [Bir12a,
Lemma 3.3], MY ∼Q,Z 0. In particular, since MY is nef/U , MY ∼Q,U f

∗PZ for some Q-divisor
PZ that is nef/U .

We now let T ′ = −N(Y,BY )Y and observe that µ(T ′) = T and so OY (cHY )|T ′ is p-generated.
If T ′ dominates Z, then there exists an irreducible component T ′

0 of T ′ such that f(T ′
0) = Z.

Thus (HY )|T ′

0
∼Q,U (f∗D)|T ′

0
is p-semi-ample, hence HY ∼Q,U f∗D is p-semi-ample and H is

p-semi-ample and we are done. Thus we may assume that T ′ does not dominate Z and therefore
that (Y,BY ) is sub-klt over ηZ .

Since MY ∼Q,Z 0, KY + BY ∼Q,Z 0. By the usual canonical bundle formula (cf. [Kol07,
Theorem 8.5.1]; note that the second condition of this theorem follows from assumption (4)), we
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have KY + BY ∼Q f∗(KZ + BZ +MZ
Z) for some sub-glc g-sub-pair (Z,BZ ,M

Z)/U . We show
that we can assume the following:

(i) KY +BY +MY ∼Q f
∗(KZ +BZ +MZ

Z + PZ),
(ii) (Z,BZ ,M

Z + P̄Z) is sub-glc,
(iii) MZ + P̄Z is a nef/U , Q-b-divisor on Z,
(iv) ϕ∗OZ(⌈A

∗(Z,BZ)⌉+ jD̄) ⊂ ϕ∗OZ(jD),
(v) D − (KZ +BZ +MZ

Z + PZ) is ϕ-nef and ϕ-big,
(vi) Y and Z are smooth, Supp(BY ) and Supp(BZ) have simple normal crossings, and
(vii) OT ′′(D) = OZ(D)|T ′′ is ϕ-semi-ample, where T ′′ = −N(Z,BZ)Z .

Note that properties (i-iii) follow from the usual canonical bundle formula and the fact that PZ
is nef/U . Replacing Z (and Y ) by a higher model, we may assume that MZ descends to the nef
divisor MZ

Z and (Z,BZ) and (Y,BY ) are log smooth sub-lc. Thus we may assume that (vi) is
satisfied by an appropriate choice of models of Y and Z.

Since f∗P0 ∼Q,U µ
∗(H − (KX +B+MX)) ∼Q,U f

∗(D− (KZ +BZ +MZ
Z +PZ)) is p-nef and

P0 is ϕ-big, (v) follows.
(iv) holds, since by [Fuj12, Lemma 6.5] applied to the lc-trivial fibration f : (Y,BY )→ Z, we

have

OZ(⌈A
∗(Z,BZ)⌉+ jD̄) ⊂ f∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )⌉+ jH̄Y ).

By assumption (5),

ϕ∗OZ(⌈A
∗(Z,BZ)⌉+ jD̄) ⊂ p∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )⌉+ jH̄Y ) ⊂ p∗OY (jHY ) = ϕ∗OZ(jD),

and so (iv) holds.
Finally we check (vii). We have

lHY + ⌈A∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉ − T
′ − (KY + {BY }) ∼Q f

∗((l − 1)D + P0 + PZ)

where P0 is ϕ-nef and ϕ-big and so (l−1)D+P0+PZ is ϕ-nef and ϕ-big for l ≥ 1. It follows that
R1f∗OY (lHY +⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉−T
′) is a torsion free sheaf on Z. Since f∗OT (lHY +⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)
is supported on T ′′ = f(T ′) and hence a torsion sheaf on Z, then

0→ f∗OY (lHY+⌈A
∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉−T

′)→ f∗OY (lHY+⌈A
∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)→ f∗OT (lHY+⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)→ 0

is exact. By [Fuj13, Corollary 1.5], R1ϕ∗f∗OY (lHY + ⌈A∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉ − T ′) = 0. Thus we have a
surjection

p∗OY (lHY ) ∼= p∗OY (lHY + ⌈A∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)→ p∗OT ′(lHY + ⌈A∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)

which factors through p∗OT ′(lHY ). Therefore the natural inclusion p∗OT ′(lHY ) →֒ p∗OT ′(lHY +
⌈A∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉) is an isomorphism and p∗OY (lHY ) → p∗OT ′(lHY ) is surjective. Since, as
observed above, the latter is p-generated, it follows that the relative base locus of OY (lHY )
is disjoint from T ′. Since HY ∼Q f∗D and T ′′ = f(T ′), it follows that OZ(lD) is generated
along T ′′ so that OT ′′(D) is ϕ-semi-ample and thus (vii) holds.

The theorem now follows. In fact by Theorem 7.2 applied to (Z,BZ), D and MZ
Z , one sees

that OZ(D) is ϕ-semi-ample. Since µ∗H = f∗D, OX(H) is π-semi-ample. �

The following theorem is similar to [Fuj12, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 7.4. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc Q-g-pair. Let η be the generic point of U , Xη the
generic fiber of π : X → U , and Dη the restriction of D to Xη for any Q-divisor D on X.
Assume that

(1) M descends to X near Xη and MX |Xη ∼Q 0,
(2) H is a π-nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X such that H − (KX + B + MX) is π-nef and

π-abundant,
(3) for some rational number a > 1, κ(Xη , (aHη−(KX+B+MX)η) ≥ 0 and κσ(Xη , (aHη−

(KX +B +MX)η) = κσ(Xη, (Hη − (KX +B +MX)η), and
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(4) there is a positive integer c such that cH is Cartier and OX(cH)|T is π-generated where
T := Ngklt(X,B,M).

Then H is π-semi-ample.

Proof. Let h : W → X be a log resolution of (X,SuppB) such that M descends to W . Let
KW +BW +MW := h∗(KX + B +MX). Let HW := h∗H, π′ := π ◦ h, Wη the generic fiber of
π′, and Dη the restriction of D to Wη for any Q-divisor D on W . Then

• W is smooth, (W,BW ) is sub-lc and SuppBW is a simple normal crossing divisor,
• By Lemma 2.22, M is a nef/U Q-b-Cartier Q-b-divisor over W such that M descends
to W and MW |Wη ∼Q 0,
• HW is a π′-nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor and HW − (KW +BW +MW ) = h∗(H − (KX +B+
MX)) is π

′-nef and π′-abundant,
• κ((aHW − (KW +BW +MW ))η) = κ(aHη − (KX +B +MX)η) ≥ 0, and

κσ((aHW − (KW +BW +MW ))η) = κσ(aHη − (KX +B +MX)η)

= κσ(Hη − (KX +B +MX)η)

= κσ((HW − (KW +BW +MW ))η)

for some rational number a > 1.
• (Rank condition) This follows along the lines of [Fuj10, Lemma 2.3]. We include the
proof for the reader’s convenience. Since (X,B,M) is glc, then ⌈A∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉ is h-
effective and exceptional. Let f : Y → Z be an appropriate model of the Iitaka fibration
of H − (KX + B + MX) over U . In particular OZ = f∗OY ⊂ f∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)
so that rkf∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉) ≥ 1. Let C be the cokernel of the above inclusion.
We may shrink U and assume that it is affine. Pick A sufficiently ample on Z so
that f∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉) ⊗ OZ(A) is generated and H1(OZ(A)) = 0. In particular
H0(f∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉) ⊗ OZ(A)) → H0(C ⊗ OZ(A)) is surjective and C ⊗ OZ(A) is
generated. Recall that

f∗P0 ∼Q HY − (KY +BY +MY ) = h∗(H − (KX +B +MX))

where P0 is big and so we have an inclusion OZ(A) → OZ(mP0) for some m > 0. We
also see that

H0(OY (⌈A
∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉+ k(HY − (KY +BY +MY ))) ∼= H0(OY (k(HY − (KY +BY +MY )))

for any k ≥ 0 such that k(HY − (KY + BY + MY )) is Cartier. Thus we have
an isomorphism H0(f∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉) ⊗ OZ(kP0)) ∼= H0(OZ(kP0)) for all k > 0
sufficiently divisible. Consider the corresponding diagram

H0(OZ(A)) //

��

H0(f∗OY (⌈A
∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)⊗OZ(A)) //

��

H0(C ⊗ OZ(A)) //

��

0

H0(OZ(kP0)) // H0(f∗OY (⌈A
∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉)⊗OZ(kP0)) // H0(C ⊗ OZ(kP0))

where both rows are exact and the first homomorphism on the bottom row is an
isomorphism. If the rank of f∗OY (⌈A

∗(Y,BY )Y ⌉) is bigger than 1, then C is not torsion
and so the map C⊗OZ(A)→ C⊗OZ(kP0) is non-zero. Since C⊗OZ(A) is generated, the
corresponding map of global sections H0(C ⊗ OZ(A)) → H0(C ⊗ OZ(kP0)) is non-zero.
An easy diagram chase now gives a contradiction.
• (Saturation condition) Since B ≥ 0, ⌈A∗(W,BW )⌉ is effective and exceptional over X,
i.e. for any birational morphism W ′ →W , ⌈A∗(W,BW )W ′⌉ ≥ 0 and is exceptional over
X. Thus

π′∗OW (⌈A∗(W,BW )⌉+ jbHW ) ⊂ π′∗OW (jbHW )

for any positive integers j and b such that bH is Cartier.
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• Let TW := −N(W,BW )W , then since h(−N(W,BW )W ) = T , OW (cHW )|TW is π′-
generated.

By Theorem 7.3, h∗H is π′-generated and by the projection formula h is π-generated. �

Theorem 7.5. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair. Assume that there exists an
open subset U0 ⊂ U , such that

(1) M0 := M×U U
0 descends to X0 := X ×U U

0 and M0
X0 ∼R,U0 0,

(2) the image of any strata of S := ⌊B⌋ in U intersects U0,
(3) KX +B+MX is nef/U and KX0 +B0+M0

X0 is semi-ample/U0, where B0 := B×U U
0,

and
(4) for any component Si of S, (KX +B +MX)|Si

is semi-ample/U .

Then KX +B +MX is semi-ample/U .

Proof. By Theorem 2.46, we may assume that (X,B,M) is a Q-g-pair. Since X is Q-factorial
klt, by [Hu21, Lemma 2.16(3)], the generalized pair (S,BS ,M

S)/U given by the adjunction

KS +BS +MS
S := (KX +B +MX)|S

is gslc in the sense of [Hu21, Definition 1.6]. By [Hu21, Theorem 1.9], (KX + B + MX)|S is
semi-ample/U . Applying Theorem 7.4 for H := 2(KX +B+MX), we have that KX +B+MX

is semi-ample/U , hence KX +B +MX is semi-ample/U . �

8. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is similar to [Has19, Proof of Theoem 1.2] for the usual pair case.
For the reader’s convenience, we provide all details of the proof, and also decompose a part of
the proof into several different lemmas.

8.1. Some useful lemmas.

Lemma 8.1. Let (X,B,M)/U and (X,B′,M′)/U be two NQC glc g-pairs, f : Y → X a
birational morphism, KY +BY +MY := f∗(KX +B +MX) and KY +B′

Y +M′
Y := f∗(KX +

B′ +M′
X), such that Y is Q-factorial klt and (Y,BY ,M)/U and (Y,B′

Y ,M
′)/U are glc g-pairs.

Assume that there exists a positive real number r such that KX + B + MX ∼R,U r(KX +
B′ +M′

X). Then (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (X,B′,M′) has a good
minimal model.

Proof. Let AY be a general ample/U divisor on Y such that (Y,BY +AY ,M)/U and (Y,B′
Y +

AY ,M
′)/U are glc, and KY +BY +AY +MY and KY +B′

Y + rAY +M′
Y are nef/U .

Without lost of generality, we may assume that (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model
and only need to show that (X,B′,M′)/U has a good minimal model. By Theorem 3.14,
(Y,BY ,M)/U has a good minimal model. By Theorem 2.36 and Lemma 3.9(2), we may let
φ : Y 99K Z be a (KY +BY +MY )-MMP/U with scaling of AY , such that (Z,BZ ,M)/U is a weak
glc model of (Y,BY ,M)/U andKZ+BZ+MZ is semi-ample/U , where BZ is the strict transform
of BY on Z. Then φ is also a (KY +B′

Y +M′
Y )-MMP/U with scaling of rAY . We let B′

Z be the
strict transform of B′

Y on Z, then KZ+BZ+MZ ∼R,U r(KZ+B
′
Z+M′

Z). Thus (Z,B
′
Z ,M

′)/U
is a weak glc model of (Y,B′

Y ,M
′)/U and KZ + B′

Z +M′
Z is semi-ample/U . By Lemmas 3.15

and 3.9(2), (Y,B′
Y ,M

′) has a good minimal model. By Theorem 3.14, (X,B′,M′)/U has a good
minimal model. �

Lemma 8.2. Let f : X → Y and g : Y → Z be two contractions between normal quasi-projective
varieties such that general fibers of Y → Z are smooth and Y is Q-Gorenstein. Let (X,B) be a
pair that is lc over a non-empty open subset of Y . Let D be an R-Cartier R-divisor on X such
that D − (KX/Y +B) is nef/Z. Then for any R-Cartier R-divisor Q on Y ,

κσ(X/Z,D + f∗Q) ≥ κσ(X/Y,D) + κ(Y/Z,Q).
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Proof. Let z ∈ Z be a very general point and let Xz := (g ◦ f)−1(z), Yz := g−1(z) be the fibers
of X and Y over z respectively. We have an induced contraction fz : Xz → Yz. Let F be a very
general fiber of fz, then F is also a very general fiber of f .

First assume that dimY > dimZ. By our assumption, Yz is smooth, (Xz, B|Xz) is lc over a
non-empty open subset of Yz, and

D|Xz − (KXz/Yz +B|Xz) = (D − (KX/Y +B))|Xz

is nef. By Lemma 2.19(2) and [Fuj19, (3.3)],

κσ(X/Z,D + f∗Q) = κσ(Xz ,D|Xz + f∗zQ|Yz) ≥ κσ(Xz/Yz,D|Xz ) + κ(Yz , Q|Yz)

= κσ(F,D|F ) + κ(Y/Z,Q) = κσ(X/Y,D) + κ(Y/Z,Q).

Now assume that dimY = dimZ. If dimX = dimY then there is nothing left to prove, so we
may assume that dimX > dimY . In this case, f∗Q|Xz = 0, so we have

κσ(X/Z,D + f∗Q) = κσ(Xz,D|Xz + f∗Q|Xz) = κσ(Xz ,D|Xz) = κσ(X/Z,D)

≥ κσ(X/Y,D) = κσ(X/Y,D) + κ(Y/Z,Q).

�

Lemma 8.3. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair such that KX+B+MX ≡U G for some R-divisor
G ≥ 0, such that U is quasi-projective and G is abundant over U . Let X 99K V be the Iitaka
fibration over U associated to G, and (W,BW ,M) a log smooth model of (X,B,M) such that
the induced map ψ :W → V is a morphism over U . Then

(1) κσ(W/U,KW +BW +MW ) = dimV − dimU , and
(2) κσ(W/V,KW +BW +MW ) = 0.

Proof. Let hV : V̄ → V be a resolution of V . By Lemmas 2.10(3) and 3.6 possibly replacing
(W,BW ,M)/U with a higher model, we may assume that the induced map ψ̄ : W → V̄ is a
morphism. Since (W,BW ,M) a log smooth model of (X,B,M), we have

KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX) + E

where h : W → X is the induced morphism, M descends to W , and E ≥ 0.

W

ψ̄
��

ψ

''PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
P

h // X

��✤
✤

✤

V̄

  ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆

hV // V

��⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦

U

Since G ≥ 0 is abundant over U , by Proposition 2.17,

dimV − dimU = κ(X/U,G) = κι(X/U,G) = κσ(X/U,G) ≥ 0.

Since X 99K V is the Iitaka fibration associated to G over U , there exists an ample/U R-divisor
A on V and an R-divisor F ≥ 0 onW such that h∗G = ψ∗A+F for some h-exceptional R-divisor
F ≥ 0 on W . Then for any real number k, we have

KW +BW +MW + kψ∗A ≡U (1 + k)ψ∗A+ E + F.

By Lemma 2.10(2)(3)(5), for any k ≥ 0 we have

κσ(W/U,KW +BW +MW + kψ∗A) = κσ(W/U, (1 + k)ψ∗A+ E + F ) = κσ(W/U,ψ∗A+ E + F )

= κσ(W/U,KW +BW +MW ) = κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX)

= κσ(X/U,G) = κ(X/U,G) = dimV − dimU
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for any non-negative real number k. In particular, we get (1). Since A is ample/U , h∗VA is
big/U , and we may pick a sufficiently large positive integer k such that KV̄ + kh∗V A is big/U .

Since (W,BW ,M) is a log smooth model of (X,B,M), (W,BW ) is lc. Since V̄ is smooth, any
very general fiber of the induced morphism V̄ → U is smooth. Let D := KW+BW+MW−ψ̄

∗KV̄

and Q := KV̄ + kh∗VA, then D − (KW/V̄ +BW ) = MW is nef/U . By Lemma 8.2,

dimV − dimU = κσ(W/U,KW +BW +MW + kψ∗A) = κσ(W/U,KW +BW +MW + kψ̄∗h∗V A)

= κσ(W/U,D + ψ̄∗Q) ≥ κσ(W/V̄ ,D) + κ(V̄ /U,Q)

= κσ(W/V̄ ,KW +BW +MW − ψ̄
∗KV̄ ) + κ(V̄ /U,KV̄ + kh∗V A)

= κσ(W/V̄ ,KW +BW +MW ) + (dimV − dimU).

Thus κσ(W/V̄ ,KW +BW +MW ) ≤ 0, hence κσ(W/V,KW +BW +MW ) ≤ 0. Since KW +BW +
MW ≡U h

∗G+E ≥ 0, κσ(W/V,KW +BW +MW ) ≥ 0. Thus κσ(W/V,KW +BW +MW ) = 0,
and we get (2). �

Lemma 8.4. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair. Then there exists a proper log smooth model
(W,BW = B~

W +Bν
W ,M) of (X,B,M), such that

(1) B~
W ≥ 0 and Bν

W is reduced,
(2) Bν

W is vertical over U , and
(3) for any real number t ∈ (0, 1], all glc centers of (W,BW − tB

ν
W ,M) dominate U .

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, possibly replacing (X,B,M) with a proper log smooth model, we may
assume that (X,SuppB) is log smooth and M descends to X. By [Has18, Lemma 2.10], there
exists a proper log smooth model (W,BW = B~

W +Bν
W ) of (X,B), such that

• B~
W ≥ 0 and Bν

W is reduced,
• Bν

W is vertical over U , and
• for any real number t ∈ (0, 1], all lc centers of (W,BW − tB

ν
W ) dominate U .

Since M descends to X, (W,BW ,M) is a proper log smooth model of (X,B,M), and for any
real number t ∈ (0, 1], any glc center of (W,BW − tB

ν
W ,M) is an lc center of (W,BW − tB

ν
W )

and dominates U . Thus (W,BW = B~
W +Bν

W ,M) satisfies our requirements. �

Lemma 8.5. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair. Then there exists a gdlt model (Y,BY = B~
Y +

Bν
Y ,M) of (X,B,M), such that

(1) B~
Y ≥ 0 and Bν

Y is reduced,
(2) Bν

Y is vertical over U , and
(3) for any real number t ∈ (0, 1], all glc centers of (Y,BY − tB

ν
Y ,M) dominate U .

Proof. By Lemma 8.4, there exists a proper log smooth model (W,BW = B~
W + Bν

W ,M) of
(X,B,M), such that

• B~
W ≥ 0 and Bν

W is reduced,
• Bν

W is vertical over U , and
• for any real number t ∈ (0, 1], all glc centers of (W,BW − tB

ν
W ,M) dominate U .

By Lemma 2.32, we may run a (KW +BW +MW )-MMP/X with scaling of a general ample/X
divisor, which terminates with a good minimal model (Y,BY ,M)/X such that KY + BY +
MY ∼R,X 0. Let φ : W 99K Y be the induced birational map over X and let f : Y → X be the
induced morphism. By applying the negativity lemma twice, we have that KY + BY +MY =
f∗(KX + B + MX). By Lemma 3.10, (Y,BY ,M)/X is a log minimal model of (X,B,M)/X,
hence (Y,BY ,M) is a gdlt model of (X,B,M). Let B~

Y := φ∗B
~
W and let Bν

Y := φ∗B
ν
W .

We show that (Y,BY := B~
Y + Bν

Y ,M)/U satisfies our requirements. (1) and (2) clearly
hold. By Lemma 2.41, we may pick t0 ∈ (0, 1] such that for any t ∈ (0, t0], φ is also a partial
(KW + BW − tBν

W + MW )-MMP/X. Then for any t ∈ (0, t0], a(D,W,BW − tBν
W ,M) ≤

a(D,Y,BY − tB
ν
Y ,M) for any prime divisor D over X. Thus for any t ∈ (0, 1], any glc place of



48 CHRISTOPHER D. HACON AND JIHAO LIU

(Y,BY − tB
ν
Y ,M) is a glc place of (Y,BY − min{t, t0}B

ν
Y ,M), hence a glc place of (W,BW −

min{t, t0}B
ν
W ,M), which dominates U by our construction, and we get (3). �

Lemma 8.6. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and π : X → V a contraction over U , such that
KX +B+MX ∼R,V 0 and κσ(X/U,KX +B+MX) = dimV − dimU . Then there exists a gdlt

model (Y,BY = B~
Y + Bν

Y ,M) of (X,B,M), two R-divisors E~
Y , E

ν
Y ≥ 0 on Y , and a positive

real number ǫ0, such that

(1) B~
Y ≥ 0 and Bν

Y is reduced,
(2) Bν

Y is vertical over V ,

(3) all glc centers of (Y,B~
Y ,M) dominate V ,

(4) KY +BY +MY ∼R,U E
~
Y + EνY , such that

(a) E~
Y ≥ 0, EνY ≥ 0, and E~

Y ∧ E
ν
Y = 0,

(b) SuppEνY = SuppBν
Y ,

(c) for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0),
(i) (Y,BY + ǫE~

Y ,M) is gdlt, and

(ii) for any prime divisor D over Y , and a(D,Y,BY + ǫE~
Y ,M) = 0 if and only

if a(D,Y,BY ,M) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 8.5, there exists a gdlt model (Y1, BY1 = B~
Y1

+ Bν
Y1
,M) of (X,B,M), such

that

• B~
Y1
≥ 0 and Bν

Y1
is reduced,

• Bν
Y1

is vertical over V , and

• all glc centers of (Y1, B
~
Y1
,M) dominate V .

By Lemma 2.10(3), we may replace (X,B,M)/U with (Y1, BY1 ,M)/U , and assume that B =
B~ +Bν , such that

• B~ ≥ 0 and Bν is reduced,
• Bν is vertical over V , and
• all glc centers of (X,B~,M) dominate V .

Moreover, we may assume that (X,B,M) is Q-factorial gdlt. Since KX+B+MX ∼R,V 0, there
exists an R-divisor GV on V such that KX +B +MX ∼R,U π

∗GV . By Lemma 2.10(4)(5),

κσ(V/U,GV ) = κσ(X/U, π
∗GV ) = κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX) = dimV − dimU,

hence GV is big/U by Lemma 2.10(1). Since Bν is vertical over V , we may pick 0 ≤ G′
V ∼R,U GV

such that Supp(π∗B
ν) ⊂ SuppG′

V . Let G := π∗G′
V , then G ≥ 0 is vertical over V , SuppBν ⊂

SuppG, and KX +B +MX ∼R,U G.
Let g : W → X be a log resolution of (X,Supp(B + G)) such that M descends to W . By

Lemma 3.6, we may find a proper log smooth model (W,BW ,M) of (X,B,M). We let

Bν
W := ⌊BW ∧ Supp(g∗Bν)⌋, and B~

W := BW −B
ν
W .

We may assume that g∗G = E~
W + EνW , such that E~

W ≥ 0, EνW ≥ 0, E~
W ∧ E

ν
W = 0, and

SuppEνW = SuppBν
W .

Since g is a log resolution of (X,Supp(B+G)), (W,Supp(BW +E~
W )) is log smooth. We show

that E~
W and ⌊BW ⌋ do not have any common component. In fact, if there exists a component D

of SuppE~
W ∩Supp⌊BW ⌋, then since g(D) ⊂ Supp g(E~

W ) ⊂ Supp g(g∗G) = SuppG, D is vertical
over V . Since D is a component of ⌊BW ⌋, D is a glc place of (W,BW ,M), hence a glc place
of (X,B,M) by Lemma 3.7(3). Since all glc centers of (X,B~,M) dominate V , g(D) ⊂ Bν .
Thus D ⊂ Supp(g∗Bν). Since Bν

W = ⌊BW ∧ Supp(g∗Bν)⌋, D ⊂ SuppBν
W = SuppEνW , which

contradicts E~
W ∧ E

ν
W = 0.

By Lemma 2.32, we may run a (KW +BW+MW )-MMP/X with scaling of a general ample/X
divisor, which terminates with a good minimal model (Y,BY ,M)/X such that KY + BY +
MY ∼R,X 0. Let φ : W 99K Y be the induced map and let f : Y → X be the induced morphism.
By applying the negativity lemma twice, we have that KY + BY +MY = f∗(KX + B +MX).
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By Lemma 3.10, (Y,BY ,M)/X is a log minimal model of (X,B,M)/X, hence (Y,BY ,M) is
a gdlt modification of (X,B,M). Since E~

W and ⌊BW ⌋ do not have common components, by
Lemma 2.41, there exists a positive real number ǫ0, such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0],

• (W,BW + ǫE~
W ,M) is gdlt, and

• φ is also a (KW +BW + ǫE~
W +MW )-MMP/X.

Let B~
Y := φ∗B

~
W , Bν

Y := φ∗B
ν
W , E~

Y := φ∗E
~
W , and EνY := φ∗E

ν
W . We show that (Y,BY =

B~
Y + Bν

Y ,M)/U , E~
Y , E

ν
Y , and ǫ0 satisfy our requirements. (1) follows from our construction

immediately.
Since Supp(g∗B

ν
W ) ⊂ SuppBν is vertical over V , Bν

W is vertical over V . Thus Bν
Y is vertical

over V , hence (2).
For any glc place F of (Y,B~

Y ,M), F is a glc place of (Y,BY ,M) such that centerY F is not
contained in Bν

Y . Thus F is a glc place of (X,B,M) and centerX F is not contained in Bν .

Thus F is a glc place of (X,B~,M), hence F dominates V . Thus all glc centers of (Y,B~
Y ,M)

dominate V , hence (3).
Since KX +B+MX ∼R,U G and g∗G = E~

W +EνW , we have KY +BY +MY ∼R,U E
~
Y +EνY .

Since E~
W ≥ 0, EνW ≥ 0, and E~

W ∧E
ν
W = 0, we have (4.a). Since SuppEνW = SuppBν

W , we have

(4.b). Since φ is also a (KW +BW + ǫ0E
~
W +MW )-MMP/X and (W,BW + ǫ0E

~
W ,M) is gdlt,

(Y,BY + ǫ0E
~
Y ,M) is gdlt, and we have (4.c). �

8.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Now we are ready to prove our main theorem.

Theorem 8.7 (=Theorem 1.1). Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair, U0 ⊂ U a non-empty
open subset, X0 := X ×U U

0, B0 := B ×U U
0, and M0 := M×U U

0. Assume that

(1) the morphism X → U is a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective varieties,
(2) (X0, B0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model,
(3) all glc centers of (X,B,M) intersect X0, and
(4) M0 descends to X0 and M0

X0 ∼R,U0 0.

Then (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model.

Proof. We prove Theorem 8.7 in several steps. We sketch the proof here.
From Step 1 to Step 3, we show that we may additionally assume that (X,B,M) satisfies

certain properties, and construct auxiliary varieties and divisors. More precisely, in Step 1,
we introduce an auxiliary variety V equipped with a morphism π : X → V over U , and add
assumptions (5)-(7). In Step 2, we introduce auxiliary R-divisors B~, Bν , E~, Eν and a real
number ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1), and additionally add assumptions (8)-(11). In Step 3, we introduce an
auxiliary real number t0 ∈ (0, 1), add assumptions (12)-(14) while losing the morphism X → V
and the assumptions (6)(9)(10), and we also modify assumption (11.c). In Step 4, we construct
some partial MMPs over U with induced birational maps φi : X 99K X̄i satisfying properties
(I)-(IX). In Step 5, we show that possibly passing to a subsequence, (X,B,M)/U has a good
minimal model if (Z,BZ ,M)/U := (X̄1, B̄1,M)/U has a good minimal model. Finally, in Step
6, we construct a good minimal model for (Z,BZ ,M)/U , and conclude our proof.

Step 1. We show that we may additionally assume that

(5) (X,B,M) is Q-factorial gdlt,
(6) there exists a contraction π : X → V over U , such that KX +B +MX ∼R,V 0, and
(7) κσ(X/U,KX +B +MX) = dimV − dimU .

By Lemmas 3.13 and 2.22, possibly replacing (X,B,M) with a Q-factorial gdlt model, we
may assume that (X,B,M) is Q-factorial gdlt. Since (X0, B0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal
model, we have KX0 +B0+M0

X0 ∼R,U0 E0 for some R-divisor E0 ≥ 0 such that E0 is abundant

over U0. By Lemma 2.3, KX + B +MX ∼R,U E1 for some R-divisor E1 ≥ 0 on X such that
E1|Xη = E0|Xη , where Xη is the generic fiber of X → U . In particular, E1 is abundant over

U . Let ϕ : X 99K V 1 be the Iitaka fibration over U associated to E1, and let h : W → X
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be a log resolution of (X,SuppB), such that M descends to W and the induced birational
map ϕW : W → V 1 is a morphism. By Lemma 3.6, there exists a proper log smooth model
(W,BW ,M) of (X,B,M).

By Lemma 8.3, we have κσ(W/U,KW +BW +MW ) = dimV 1− dimU and κσ(W/V 1,KW +
BW + MW ) = 0. By Lemma 2.22, M0 descends to W 0 := W ×U U

0 and M0
W 0 ∼R,U0 0. By

Theorem 3.14, (W 0, B0
W := BW ×U U

0,M0) has a good minimal model, and (W,BW ,M)/U has
a good minimal model if and only if (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model. By Lemma 3.7(3),
all glc centers of (W,BW ,M) intersect W 0. Therefore, by Theorem 4.1, there exists a birational
map X ′

99K W , a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair (X ′, B′,M)/U , a contraction π : X ′ → V over
U , and a birational projective morphism V → V 1 over U satisfying the following:

• KX′ +B′ +MX′ ∼R,V 0.
• κσ(X

′/U,KX′ +B′ +MX′) = κσ(W/U,KW +BW +MW ) = dim(V 1/U) = dim(V/U).
• (X ′0 := X ′ ×U U

0, B′0 := B′ ×U U
0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model,

• all glc centers of (X ′, B′,M) intersect X ′0, and
• (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (X ′, B′,M)/U has a good minimal
model.

Since M0 descends to X0 and M0
X0 ∼R,U 0, by Lemma 2.22,

• M0 descends to X ′0 and M0
X′0 ∼R,U 0.

Thus we may replace (X,B,M)/U with (X ′, B′,M)/U and let π : X → V be the contraction
X ′ → V , and (5)-(7) follow from our construction.

Step 2. We show that we may additionally assume that there exist R-divisors B~, Bν , E~, Eν

on X and a positive real number ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1), such that

(8) B = B~ +Bν, B~ ≥ 0, and Bν is reduced,
(9) Bν is vertical over V ,

(10) all glc centers of (X,B~,M) dominate V ,
(11) KX +B +MX ∼R,U E

~ +Eν , such that

(a) E~ ≥ 0, Eν ≥ 0, and E~ ∧ Eν = 0,
(b) SuppEν = SuppBν ,
(c) for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0),

(i) (X,B + ǫE~,M) is gdlt, and
(ii) for any prime divisor D over X such that a(D,X,B+ ǫE~,M) = 0, the image

of D on U intersects U0.

By Lemma 8.6, there exists a gdlt model (Y,BY = B~
Y + Bν

Y ,M)/U of (X,B,M)/U , two

R-divisors E~
Y , E

ν
Y ≥ 0 on Y , and a positive real number ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1), such that

• B~
Y ≥ 0 and Bν

Y is reduced,
• Bν

Y is vertical over V ,

• all glc centers of (Y,B~
Y ,M) dominate V ,

• KY +BY +MY ∼R,U E
~
Y + EνY , such that

– E~
Y ≥ 0, EνY ≥ 0, and E~

Y ∧ E
ν
Y = 0,

– SuppEνY = SuppBν
Y ,

– for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0),
∗ (Y,BY + ǫE~

Y ,M) is gdlt, and

∗ for any prime divisor D over Y , and a(D,Y,BY + ǫE~
Y ,M) = 0 if and only if

a(D,Y,BY ,M) = 0.

By Lemma 3.13, (Y 0 := Y ×U U
0, B0

Y := BY ×U U
0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model. Since

(Y,BY ,M) is a gdlt model of (X,B,M),

• all glc centers of (Y,BY ,M) intersect Y 0,
• M0 descends to Y 0 over U0 and M0

Y 0 ∼R,U0 0, and
• (Y,BY ,M) is Q-factorial gdlt and KY +BY +MY ∼R,V 0 by (5).
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By Lemma 3.13, (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (Y,BY ,M)/U has a
good minimal model. By Lemma 2.10(3), κσ(Y/U,KY +BY +MY ) = κ(X/U,KX +B+MX) =
dimV −dimU . Thus we may replace (X,B,M)/U with (Y,BY ,M)/U , and let B~ := B~

Y , B
ν :=

Bν
Y , E

~ := E~
Y , and E

ν := EνY . (1)-(11.c.i) are immediately satisfied by our construction. For any

ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) and any prime divisor D over X such that a(D,B+ǫE~,M) = 0, by our construction,
a(D,B,X,M) = 0. By (3), the image of D on U intersects U0, and we get (11.c.ii).

Step 3. We show that we may additionally assume that there exists a positive real number
t0 ∈ (0, 1), such that

(12) (X0, B0,M0)/U0 is a good minimal model of itself and KX + B + MX is a limit of
movable/U R-divisors,

(13) Bν ≥ t0E
ν ,

(14) for any t ∈ (0, t0),
(a) κσ(X/U,KX +B − tEν +MX) = dimV − dimU ,
(b) (X,B − tEν ,M)/U has a good minimal model, and
(c) for any good minimal model (X̄, B̄ − tĒν ,M)/U of (X,B − tEν ,M)/U with

contraction X̄ → V̄ induced by KX̄ + B̄ − tĒν + MX̄ over U , all glc centers of
(X̄, B̄ − tĒν ,M) dominate V̄ ,

and
(6’) we may lose assumption (6),
(9’) we may lose assumption (9),
(10’) we may lose assumption (10), and

(11.c’) we may lose assumption (11.c), but for any t ∈ (0, t0),
(i) (X,B + tE~,M) is gdlt, and
(ii) for any prime divisor D over X such that a(D,X,B+ tE~,M) = 0, the image of D

on U intersects U0.

By (5), (X,B,M) is Q-factorial gdlt, so we may run a (KX +B+MX)-MMP/U with scaling
of a general ample/U divisor A on X, and let

(X,B,M) := (X1, B1,M) 99K (X2, B2,M) 99K · · · 99K (Xi, Bi,M) 99K

be this MMP. By (3), (X0, B0,M0)/U0 has a good minimal model. By Lemmas 2.39 and 2.37,
there exists a positive integer n such that (X0

n := Xn ×U U
0, B0

n := Bn ×U U
0,M0)/U0 is a log

minimal model of (X0, B0,M0)/U0 and KXn + Bn +MXn is a limit of movable/U R-divisors.
By Lemmas 3.9(2), (X0

n, B
0
n,M

0)/U0 is a good minimal model of (X0, B0,M0)/U0.
By (11.b) and (11.c.i), SuppEν = SuppBν and (X,B + tE~,M) is gdlt for any t ∈ (0, ǫ0).

By Lemma 2.41, there exists a positive real number t0 ∈ (0, ǫ0), such that

• Bν ≥ t0E
ν , and

• for any real number t ∈ (0, t0), the induced birational map X 99K Xn is also a partial
(KX +B + tE~ +MX)-MMP/U and a partial (KX +B − tEν +MX)-MMP/U .

Claim 8.8. For any t ∈ (0, t0),

1) κσ(X/U,KX +B − tEν +MX) = dimV − dimU ,
2) κσ(X/V,KX +B − tEν +MX) = 0, and
3) all glc centers of (X,B − tEν ,M) dominate V .

Proof. 1) follows from (7)(11) and Lemma 2.11.
By (9) and (11.b), SuppEν = SuppBν and Bν is vertical over V , hence Eν is vertical over

V . By (6), for any real number t ∈ (0, t0),

κσ(X/V,KX +B − tEν +MX) = κσ(X/V,KX +B +MX) = 0,

hence 2).
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Since SuppEν = SuppBν , for any real number t ∈ (0, t0), there exists a real number λt ∈ (0, 1)
such that λtB

~ + (1 − λt)B ≥ B − tEν ≥ B~. By (10), all glc centers of (X,B~,M) dominate
V , hence all glc centers of (X,B− tEν,M) dominate V for any t ∈ (0, t0), which implies 3). �

Proof of Theorem 8.7 continued. By Lemma 2.10(6) and Claim 8.8 1), for any t ∈ (0, t0),

κσ(Xn/U,KXn +Bn − tE
ν
n +MXn) = κσ(X/U,KX +B − tEν +MX) = dimV − dimU.

By Claim 8.8 and Proposition 5.3, for any t ∈ (0, t0),

• (X,B − tEν ,M)/U has a good minimal model, and
• for any good minimal model (X̄, B̄ − tĒν ,M)/U of (X,B − tEν ,M)/U , let X̄ → V̄
be the contraction over U induced by KX̄ + B̄ − tĒν + MX̄ . Then all glc centers of
(X̄, B̄ − tĒν ,M) dominate V̄ .

Since X 99K Xn is a partial (KX +B − tEν +MX)-MMP/U for any t ∈ (0, t0), by Lemma 3.12
and Corollary 3.20,

• (Xn, Bn − tE
ν
n,M)/U has a good minimal model, and

• for any good minimal model (X̄, B̄ − tĒν ,M)/U of (Xn, Bn − tEνn,M)/U , (X̄, B̄ −
tĒν ,M)/U is a good minimal model (X,B − tEν ,M)/U . Therefore, if we let X̄ → V̄
be the contraction over U induced by KX̄ + B̄ − tĒν + MX̄ , then all glc centers of
(X̄, B̄ − tĒν ,M) dominate V̄ .

We let Bν
n, B

~
n, E

ν
n and E~

n be the strict transforms of Bν, B~, Eν and E~ on Xn respectively.
We show that we may replace (X,B,M)/U,Bν , B~, Eν , E~ with (Xn, Bn,M)/U,Bν

n, B
~
n, E

ν
n, E

~
n

respectively. (1)(5)(8)(11.a)(11.b)(12)(13)(14) follow immediately from our construction. (2)
follows from (12). (4) follows from Lemma 2.22. (7) follows from Lemma 2.10(6). Since X 99K

Xn is a (KX + B + MX)-MMP/U , for any glc place D of (Xn, Bn,M), D is a glc place of
(X,B,M), hence the image of D on U intersects U0, and hence the image of D on Xn intersects
X0
n. This implies (3).
For any t ∈ (0, t0), since t0 < ǫ0, by (11.c.i), (X,B + tE~,M) is gdlt. By our construction,

X 99K Xn is also a (KX + B + tE~ +MX)-MMP/U , so (Xn, Bn + tE~
n,M) is gdlt, and we get

(11’.c.i). For any t ∈ (0, t0) and any prime divisor D over Xn such that a(D,Xn, Bn+tE
~
n,M) =

0, since X 99K Xn is a (KX +B+ tE~ +MX)-MMP/U , a(D,X,B + tE~,M) = 0, so the image
of D on U intersects U0 by (11.c.ii), and we get (11’.c.ii).

By Corollary 3.12, (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (Xn, Bn,M)/U has
a good minimal model. Thus we may replace (X,B,M)/U,Bν , B~, Eν , E~ with (Xn, Bn,M)/U ,
Bν
n, B

~
n, E

ν
n, E

~
n respectively, and assume that (X,B,M)/U,Bν , B~, Eν , E~ satisfy (1)-(5), (7)-

(8), (11.a)-(11.b), (12)-(14), and (11’.c). Note that although (6) no longer holds, we still have a
rational map X 99K V .

Step 4. In this step, we construct

• two sequences of strictly decreasing positive real numbers {si}
+∞
i=1 , {ti}

+∞
i=1 , and

• for every positive integer i, a birational map φi : X 99K X̄i over U ,

satisfying the following:

(I) limi→+∞ ti = 0, t1 <
1
2t0 <

1
2 , and si < ti for each i.

(II) For each i, φi is a (KX +B− tiE
ν +MX)-MMP/U and (X̄i, B̄i− tiĒ

ν
i ,M)/U is a good

minimal model of (X,B − tiEν ,M)/U , where B̄i and Ē
ν
i are the strict transforms of B

and Eν on X̄i respectively.
(III) For each i, KX̄i

+ B̄i − tĒ
ν
i +MX̄i

is semi-ample/U for any t ∈ [si, ti].

(IV) For each i, (X̄i, B̄i,M) is Q-factorial gdlt.
(V) For each i, (X̄i, B̄i − tĒ

ν
i ,M)/U has a good minimal model for any t ∈ (0, ti].

(VI) Possibly passing to a subsequence, for any i, j, X̄i and X̄j are isomorphic in codimension
1.

(VII) For each i, (X̄0
i := X̄i×U U

0, B̄0
i := B̄i×U U

0,M0)/U0 is a good minimal model of itself.
(VIII) For each i, all glc centers of (X̄i, B̄i,M) intersect X̄0

i .
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(IX) For each i, M0 descends to X̄0
i and M0

X̄0
i

∼R,U0 0.

By (12), (X0, B0,M0)/U0 is a good minimal model of itself. By Lemma 2.44, there exists a
positive real number t′0 ∈ (0, 12t0), such that for any t ∈ (0, t′0), and any partial (KX +B− tEν+
MX)-MMP/U X 99K X̄, (X̄ ×U U

0, B̄ ×U U
0,M0)/U0 is a good minimal model of itself, where

B̄ is the strict transform of B on X̄.
Let {si}

+∞
i=1 be a strictly decreasing sequence of positive real numbers such that limi→+∞ si = 0

and s1 < t′0. By (14.b), (X,B− siE
ν ,M)/U has a good minimal model for each i. By Theorem

2.36 and Lemma 3.9(2), we may run a (KX+B−siE
ν+MX)-MMP/U with scaling of a general

ample/U divisor A, which terminates with a good minimal model (X̂i, B̂i − siÊ
ν
i ,M)/U of

(X,B−siE
ν ,M)/U , where B̂i and Ê

ν
i are the strict transforms of B and Eν on X̂i respectively.

Let ψi : X 99K X̂i be the induced birational map for each i, and let s0 := t′0. By Lemmas
2.41 and 2.42, for each i, there exists a real number ti ∈ (si, si−1), such that

• ψi is also a partial (KX +B − tiE
ν +MZ)-MMP/U , and

• any partial (K
X̂i

+B
X̂i
− tiÊ

ν
i +M

X̂i
)-MMP/U is (K

X̂i
+B

X̂i
− siÊ

ν
i +M

X̂i
)-trivial.

By (14.b) and Corollary 3.20, (X̂i, B̂i − tiÊ
ν
i ,M)/U has a good minimal model over U . By

Theorem 2.36 and Lemma 3.9(2), we may run a (K
X̂i

+ B̂i− tiÊ
ν
i +M

X̂i
)-MMP/U with scaling

of a general ample/U divisor Ai on X̂i, which terminates with a good minimal model (X̄i, B̄i −

tiĒ
ν
i ,M)/U of (X̂i, B̂i − tiÊ

ν
i ,M)/U , where B̄i and Ē

ν
i are the strict transforms of B̂i and Ê

ν
i

on X̄i respectively. For each i, we let ϕi : X̂i 99K X̄i and φi := ϕi ◦ ψi be the induced birational
maps over U .

In the following, we show that {si}
+∞
i=1 , {ti}

+∞
i=1 and φi : X 99K X̄i satisfy our requirements.

(I)(VII) follows immediately from our construction, and (IX) follows from Lemma 2.22.

Since ψi is a partial (KX + B − tiE
ν + MX)-MMP/U and ϕi is a (K

X̂i
+ B̂i − tiÊ

ν
i +

MX̂i
)-MMP/U which terminates with a good minimal model (X̄i, B̄i− tiĒ

ν
i ,M)/U of (X̂i, B̂i−

tiÊ
ν
i ,M)/U , (X̄i, B̄i − tiĒ

ν
i ,M)/U is a good minimal model of (X,B − tiE

ν ,M)/U by Lemma
3.12, and we have (II).

By our construction, ϕi is (KX̂i
+ BX̂i

− siÊ
ν
i +MX̂i

)-trivial, so KX̄i
+ B̄i − siĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

is

semi-ample/U . By (II), (X̄i, B̄i − tiĒ
ν
i ,M)/U is a good minimal model of (X,B − tiE

ν ,M)/U ,
so KX̄i

+ B̄i − tiĒ
ν
i +MX̄i

is semi-ample/U . Thus KX̄i
+ B̄i − tĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

is semi-ample/U for
any t ∈ [si, ti], and we have (III).

For each i, Let Ē~
i be the strict transform of E~ on X̄i. By (11), KX+B+MX ∼R,U E

~+Eν ,
so

KX +B − tiE
ν +MX ∼R,U (1− ti)(KX +B +

ti
1− ti

E~ +MX)

for each i. By (I), for each i, ti
1−ti

< 2ti ≤ 2t1 < t0, so by (5) and (11.c’.i), (X,B + ti
1−ti

E~,M)

is Q-factorial gdlt. By (II), for each i, φi is a (KX + B − tiE
ν + MX)-MMP/U , so φi is

a (KX + B + ti
1−ti

E~ + MX)-MMP/U . Thus (X̄i, B̄i +
ti

1−ti
Ē~,M) is Q-factorial gdlt, hence

(X̄i, B̄i,M) is Q-factorial gdlt, which is (IV). Moreover, for any glc place D of (X̄i, B̄i,M), since
a(D, X̄i, B̄i,M) = 0, a(D, X̄i, B̄i +

ti
1−ti

Ē~,M) = 0, hence a(D,X,B + ti
1−ti

E~,M) = 0. By (I)

and (11.c’.ii), the image of D on U intersects U0, hence the image of D on X̄i intersects X̄
0
i .

This implies (VIII).
Since KX +B +MX ∼R,U E

~ + Eν , φi only contracts components of Supp(E~ + Eν). Thus
possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that φi contracts the same components of
Supp(E~ +Eν) for all i, and we have (VI).

We are left to prove (V). By (II), KX̄i
+ B̄i − tiĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

is semi-ample/U , so we may let

πi : X̄i → V̄i be the contraction induced by KX̄i
+ B̄i − tiĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

over U . By (14.c), all glc
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centers of (X̄i, B̄i − tiĒ
ν
i ,M) dominate V̄i. By (IV), (X̄i, B̄i,M) is Q-factorial gdlt, so for any

t ∈ (0, ti], all glc centers of (X̄i, B̄i − tĒ
ν
i ,M) dominate V̄i.

By (II), (11), (14.a), Lemma 2.10(2), and Lemma 2.11,

dimV − dimU = κσ(X/U,KX +B − tiE
ν +MX) = κσ(X̄i/U,KX̄i

+ B̄i − tiĒ
ν
i +MX̄i

)

= κσ(X̄i/U,KX̄i
+ B̄i − tĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

)

for any t ∈ (0, ti]. Since X̄i → V̄i is the contraction induced by KX̄i
+ B̄i − tiĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

over U ,
by (11) and Lemma 2.11,

0 = κσ(X̄i/V̄i,KX̄i
+ B̄i − tiĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

) = κσ(X̄i/V̄i,KX̄i
+ B̄i − tĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

)

for any t ∈ (0, ti]. (V) follows from (VIII)(IX) and Proposition 5.3.

Step 5. By (VI), possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that X̄i and X̄j are
isomorphic in codimension 1 for any i, j. We let Z := X̄1, BZ := B̄1 and EνZ := Ēν1 . In this step,
we prove the following claim:

Claim 8.9. Assume that (Z,BZ ,M)/U has a good minimal model. Then (X,B,M)/U has a
good minimal model.

Proof. Assume that (Z,BZ ,M)/U has a good minimal model. By (IV), Theorem 2.36 and
Lemma 3.9(2), we may run a (KZ +BZ +MZ)-MMP/U which terminates with a good minimal

model (Ẑ, BẐ ,M)/U of (Z,BZ ,M)/U . Let ψZ : Z 99K Ẑ be the induced birational map over U

and let Eν
Ẑ
be the strict transform of EνZ on Ẑ. By Lemmas 2.41 and 2.42, there exists a real

number t′1 ∈ (0, t1), such that

• ψZ is also a partial (KZ +BZ − t
′
1E

ν
Z +MZ)-MMP/U , and

• any partial (K
Ẑ
+B

Ẑ
− t′1E

ν
Ẑ
+M

Ẑ
)-MMP/U is (K

Ẑ
+B

Ẑ
+M

Ẑ
)-trivial.

By (V) and Corollary 3.20, (Ẑ, B
Ẑ
− t′1E

ν
Ẑ
,M)/U has a good minimal model. By Theorem 2.36

and Lemma 3.9(2), we may run a (KẐ + BẐ − t
′
1E

ν
Ẑ
+ MẐ)-MMP/U , which terminates with

a good minimal model (Z̄, BZ̄ − t
′
1E

ν
Z̄
,M)/U of (Ẑ, BẐ − t1E

ν
Ẑ
,M)/U , where BZ̄ and Eν

Z̄
are

the strict transforms of B
Ẑ

and Eν
Ẑ

on Z̄ respectively. We let ϕZ : Ẑ 99K Z̄ be the induced

birational map. Since ϕZ is (KẐ +BẐ +MẐ)-trivial, (KZ̄ +BZ̄ +MZ̄) is semi-ample/U , hence
KZ̄ +BZ̄ − tE

ν
Z̄
+MZ̄ is semi-ample/U for any t ∈ [0, t′1].

By (12), KX +B +MX is a limit of movable/U R-divisors, hence KZ +BZ +MZ is a limit
of movable/U R-divisors. By (III), KZ + BZ − t1E

ν
Z + MZ is semi-ample/U , hence for any

t ∈ [0, t1],

KZ +BZ − tE
ν
Z +MZ =

t

t1
(KZ +BZ − t1E

ν
Z +MZ) + (1−

t

t1
)(KZ +BZ +MZ)

is a limit of movable/U R-divisors. Since ϕZ is a (K
Ẑ
+B

Ẑ
− t′1E

ν
Ẑ
+M

Ẑ
)-MMP/U and ψZ is a

partial (KZ+BZ− t
′
1E

ν
Z+MZ)-MMP/U , φZ := ϕZ ◦ψZ is a (KZ+BZ− t

′
1E

ν
Z+MZ)-MMP/U .

By Lemma 2.38, φZ only contains flips, hence Z and Z̄ are isomorphic in codimension 1. Thus
X̄i and Z̄ are isomorphic in codimension 1 for any i.

In particular, let n be a positive integer such that ti ∈ (0, t′1) for any i ≥ n. Let gi : X̄i 99K Z̄
be the induced birational map, and let pi : Wi → X̄i and qi : Wi → Z̄ be a common resolution
such that qi = gi ◦ pi. Since X̄i and Z̄ are isomorphic in codimension 1, we have

p∗i (KX̄i
+ B̄i − tiĒ

ν
i +MX̄i

) = q∗i (KZ̄ +BZ̄ − tiE
ν
Z̄ +MZ̄) + Fi

for some Fi that is exceptional over X̄i and Z̄. Since ti ∈ (0, t′1), KZ̄ + BZ̄ − tiE
ν
Z̄
+ MZ̄ is

semi-ample/U . By (III), KX̄i
+ B̄i − tiĒ

ν
i + MX̄i

is semi-ample/U . Applying the negativity

lemma twice, and we see that Fi = 0 for each i. Since (X̄i, B̄i − tiĒνi ,M)/U is a good minimal
model of (X,B− tiE

ν ,M)/U , (Z̄, BZ̄ − tiE
ν
Z̄
,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X,B− tiE

ν ,M)/U .
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Let p : W̄ → X and q : W̄ → Z̄ be a resolution of indeterminacy of the induced birational map
X 99K Z̄. By Lemma 3.8,

p∗(KX +B − tiE
ν +MX) = q∗(KZ̄ +BZ̄ − tiE

ν
Z̄ +MZ̄) + F̄i

for some F̄i ≥ 0 that is exceptional over Z̄ for each i ≥ n. By (I), limi→+∞ ti = 0, hence

p∗(KX +B +MX) = q∗(KZ̄ +BZ̄ +MZ̄) + F̄

for some F̄ ≥ 0 that is exceptional over Z̄. Since KZ̄+BZ̄+MZ̄ is semi-ample/U , (Z̄, BZ̄ ,M)/U
is a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U , and by Lemmas 3.9(2) and 3.15, (X,B,M)/U has a good
minimal model. �

Proof of Theorem 8.7 continued.

Step 6. In this step we construct a good minimal model for (Z,BZ ,M)/U , hence completing
the proof.

Let m > s1
t1−s1

be a positive integer. By (IV), Z is Q-factorial klt. By (III), there exists

0 ≤ HZ ∼R,U m(KZ +BZ − t1E
ν
Z +MZ) such that (Z,BZ +HZ ,M)/U is glc. Since

KZ +BZ +HZ +MZ ∼R,U (m+ 1)(KZ +BZ −
mt1
m+ 1

EνZ +MZ)

and s1 <
mt1
m+1 < t1, by (III), KZ + BZ + HZ + MZ is semi-ample/U . For any positive real

number µ, since

KZ +BZ + µHZ +MZ ∼R,U (µm+ 1)(KZ +BZ −
µmt1
µm+ 1

EνZ +MZ)

and µmt1
µm+1 ∈ (0, t1), by (IV)(V) and Lemma 8.1, (Z,BZ+µHZ ,M)/U has a good minimal model

for any µ ∈ (0, 1]. By Lemma 2.43, we may run a (KZ +BZ +MZ)-MMP/U with scaling of HZ

(Z,BZ ,M) := (Z1, BZ1
,M) 99K (Z2, BZ2

,M) 99K · · · 99K (Zi, BZi
,M) 99K . . . ,

such that either this MMP terminates, or the scaling numbers

λi := inf{t | t ≥ 0,KZi
+BZi

+ tHZi
+MZi

is nef/U}

satisfy limi→+∞ λi = 0, where HZi
is the strict transform of HZ on Zi for each i.

Claim 8.10. This (KZ +BZ +MZ)-MMP/U with scaling of HZ terminates with a log minimal
model (Z̄, BZ̄ ,M)/U of (Z,BZ ,M)/U .

Proof. Assume that this MMP does not terminate. Then limi→+∞ λi = 0.
For any i, by (VII)(VIII)(IX), we have the following:

• (Z0
i := Zi ×U U

0, B0
Zi

:= BZi
×U U

0,M0)/U0 is a good minimal model of itself.

• Since any glc place of (Zi, BZi
,M) is a glc place of (Z,BZ ,M), all glc centers of

(Zi, BZi
,M) intersect Z0

i .
• For each i, by Lemma 2.22, M0 descends to X̄0

i and M0
X̄0

i

∼R,U0 0.

In particular, by Theorem 8.7 in lower dimensions, for any glc center Si of (Zi, BZi
,M) of

dimension ≥ 1, (Si, BSi
,MSi)/U has a good minimal model, where (Si, BSi

,MSi)/U is the
generalized pair given by the adjunction

KSi
+BSi

+M
Si

Si
:= (KZi

+BZi
+MZi

)|Si
.

By Theorem 6.4, the (KZ +BZ +MZ)-MMP/U with scaling of HZ terminates near ⌊BZ⌋.
For each i, let EνZi

be the strict transform of EνZ on Zi. For any curve Ci contracted by
Zi 99K Zi+1, we have that (KZi

+BZi
+ λiHZi

+MZi
) ·Ci = 0 and (KZi

+BZi
+MZi

) ·Ci < 0.
Since HZ ∼R,U m(KZ + BZ − t1E

v
Z + MZ), HZi

∼R,U m(KZi
+ BZi

− t1E
ν
Zi

+ MZi
). Thus

EνZi
· Ci < 0, hence Ci ⊂ EνZi

. Therefore, the MMP we have constructed only contract curves
in EνZ . By (11.b) and (8), the MMP only appears in ⌊BZ⌋, hence the MMP terminates, a
contradiction. �
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Proof of Theorem 8.7 continued. By (IV)(VII)(VIII)(IX),

• (Z̄, BZ̄ ,M) is Q-factorial gdlt,
• (Z̄0 := Z̄ ×U U

0, B0
Z̄
:= BZ̄ ×U U

0,M0)/U0 is a good minimal model of itself,

• all glc centers of (Z̄, BZ̄ ,MZ̄) intersect Z̄
0, and

• M0 descends to Z̄0 and M0
Z̄0 ∼R,U0 0.

By Theorem 8.7 in lower dimensions, for any glc center S of (Z̄, BZ̄ ,M), (KZ̄ +BZ̄ +MZ̄)|S is
semi-ample/U . Therefore, (Z̄, BZ̄ ,M)/U is a good minimal model of (Z,BZ ,M)/U by Theorem
7.5. Theorem 8.7 follows from Claim 8.9. �

9. Base-point-free, contraction, and cone theorems for generalized pairs

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. For reader’s convenience, we will prove Theorem
1.3(1)(2)(3) (the cone theorem) and Theorem 1.3(4) (the contraction theorem) separately, and
will also prove a base-point-free theorem. More precisely, we will prove the following three
theorems:

Theorem 9.1 (Base-point-free theorem for glc g-pairs). Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair
and π : X → U the associated projective morphism. Let L be a π-nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor on
X. Assume that qL − (KX + B + MX + A) is π-ample for some positive real number q and
ample/U R-divisor A on X. Then L is π-semi-ample.

Theorem 9.2 (Contraction theorem for glc g-pairs). Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair
and π : X → U the associated projective morphism. Let H be a π-nef Cartier divisor on X,
F := NE(X/U)∩H⊥ an extremal face of NE(X/U), such that F is a (KX+B+MX)-negative
extremal face. Then there exists a projective morphism contF : X → Y over U satisfying the
following:

(1) Let C be an integral curve such that π(C) is a point. Then contF (C) is a point if and
only if [C] ∈ F .

(2) OY ∼= (contF )∗OX . In other words, contF is a contraction.
(3) Let L be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X such that L · C = 0 for every curve C such that

[C] ∈ F . Then there exists a Q-Cartier Q-divisor LY on Y such that L ∼Q f
∗LY .

Theorem 9.3 (Cone theorem for glc g-pairs). Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and
π : X → U the associated projective morphism. Let {Rj}j∈Λ be the set of (KX + B + MX)-

negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then:

(1)

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ

Rj .

In particular, any (KX +B +MX)-negative extremal ray in NE(X/U) is rational.
(2) Each Rj is spanned by a rational curve Cj such that π(Cj) = {pt} and

0 < −(KX +B +MX) · Cj ≤ 2 dimX.

(3) For any ample/U R-divisor A on X,

ΛA := {j ∈ Λ | Rj ⊂ NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A<0}

is a finite set. In particular, {Rj}j∈Λ is countable, and is a discrete subset in

NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A<0. Moreover, we may write

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈ΛA

Rj.

(4) Let F be a (KX +B +MX)-negative extremal face in NE(X/U). Then F is a rational
extremal face.
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Remark 9.4. (1) In Theorem 9.1, it is easy to check that the condition “qL− (KX +B +
MX+A) is π-ample” is equivalent to the condition “qL− (KX+B+MX+A) is π-nef”,
and is also equivalent to the condition “qL− (KX +B+MX) is π-ample”. We choose to
use “qL− (KX+B+MX+A) is π-ample” because this is the most convenient condition
when applying induction on the dimension.

(2) There are some technical difficulties if we want to replace “L is π-semi-ample” with “mL
is π-generated for any m ≫ 0 when L is Cartier” in Theorem 9.1, or if we want to
replace “L ∼Q f∗LY ” with “L ∼ f∗LY for some Cartier divisor LY when L is Cartier”
in Theorem 9.2. Nevertheless, our theorems are still strong enough for us to run the
minimal model program.

9.1. Preliminary results on non-lc pairs. Before we give the proof, let us first recall some
results on non-lc pairs.

Definition 9.5. Let (X,∆) be a sub-pair. A non-lc place of (X,∆) is a prime divisor D over
X such that a(D,X,∆) < 0. A non-lc center of (X,∆) is the center of a non-lc place of (X,∆)
on X. The non-lc locus Nlc(X,∆) of (X,∆) is the union of all non-lc centers of (X,∆).

Some of the notation and results below are adopted from the theory of quasi-log varieties.
Although there are many papers in this direction, we will only use the results in [Amb03, Fuj11],
and we will always translate them into the language of (not necessarily lc) pairs. To make these
translations valid, we only need to recall the following result:

Lemma 9.6 (cf. [Amb03, Example 4.3.1]). Let (X,∆) be a pair. Then (X,∆) can be considered
as a quasi-log variety [X,KX+∆], such that Nlc(X,∆) is exactly the non-qlc locus of [X,KX+∆].

Definition 9.7 (cf. [Amb03, Definition 5.2], [Fuj11, Theorem 4.5.2(1), Definition 6.7.1]). Let
(X,∆) be a (not necessarily lc) pair. We define

NE(X/U)Nlc(X,∆) := Im(NE(Nlc(X,∆)/U)→ NE(X/U)).

Definition 9.8 (cf. [Amb03, Definition 5.3], [Fuj11, Definition 6.7.2]). Let (X,∆) be a (not
necessarily lc) pair and π : X → U a projective morphism. Let F be an extremal face of
NE(X/U).

(1) A supporting function of F is a π-nef R-divisor H such that F = NE(X/U)∩H⊥. If H
is a Q-divisor, we say that H is a rational supporting function. Since F is an extremal
face of NE(X/U), F always has a supporting function.

(2) For any R-Cartier R-divisor D on X, we say that F is D-negative if

F ∩NE(X/U)D≥0 = {0}.

(3) We say that F is rational if F has a rational supporting function.
(4) We say that F is relatively ample at infinity with respect to (X,∆) if

F ∩NE(X/U)Nlc(X,∆) = {0}.

Equivalently, H|Nlc(X,∆) is π|Nlc(X,∆)-ample for any supporting function H of F .
(5) We say that F is contractible at infinity with respect to (X,∆) if F has a rational

supporting function H and H|Nlc(X,∆) is π|Nlc(X,∆)-semi-ample.

Theorem 9.9 (Base-point-free theorem for not necessarily lc pairs, cf. [Amb03, Theorem 5.3],
[Fuj11, Theorems 4.5.5, 6.5.1]). Let (X,∆) be a (not necessarily lc) pair and π : X → U a
projective morphism. Let L be a π-nef Cartier divisor on X. Assume that

(1) qL− (KX +∆) is π-ample for some real number q > 0, and
(2) mL|Nlc(X,∆) is π|Nlc(X,∆)-generated for any m≫ 0,

then mL is π-generated for any m≫ 0. In particular, L is π-semi-ample.
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Theorem 9.10 (Cone theorem for not necessarily lc pairs, cf. [Amb03, Theorem 5.10], [Fuj11,
Theorems 4.5.2, 6.7.4]). Let (X,∆) be a (not necessarily lc) pair and π : X → U a projective
morphism. Let {Rj}j∈Λ be the set of (KX + ∆)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are
rational and relatively ample at infinity with respect to (X,∆). Then:

(1)

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+∆≥0 +NE(X/U)Nlc(X,∆) +
∑

j∈Λ

Rj .

(2) Each Rj is spanned by a rational curve Cj such that π(Cj) = {pt} and

0 < −(KX +∆) · Cj ≤ 2 dimX.

(3) For any π-ample R-divisor A on X,

ΛA := {j ∈ Λ | Rj ⊂ NE(X/U)KX+∆+A<0}

is a finite set. In particular, {Rj}j∈Λ is a discrete subset in NE(X/U)KX+∆<0, and we
may write

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+∆+A≥0 +NE(X/U)Nlc(X,∆) +
∑

j∈ΛA

Rj.

(4) Let F be a (KX + ∆)-negative extremal face in NE(X/U) that is relatively ample at
infinity with respect to (X,∆). Then F is a rational extremal face, and is contractible
at infinity with respect to (X,∆).

We also include the following contraction theorem for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 9.11 (Contraction theorem for not necessarily lc pairs, cf. [Amb03, Theorem 5.6,
Lemma 6.3], [Fuj11, Theorems 4.5.2(4), 6.7.3]). Let (X,∆) be a (not necessarily lc) pair and
π : X → U a projective morphism. Let H be a π-nef Cartier divisor on X, F := NE(X/U)∩H⊥

an extremal face of NE(X/U), such that F is (KX+∆)-negative and contractible at infinity with
respect to (X,∆). Then there exists a projective morphism contF : X → Y over U satisfying
the following:

(1) Let C be an integral curve such that π(C) is a point. Then contF (C) is a point if and
only if [C] ∈ F .

(2) OY ∼= (contF )∗OX . In other words, contF is a contraction.
(3) Let L be a line bundle on X such that L · C = 0 for every curve C such that [C] ∈ F .

Assume that L⊗m|Nlc(X,∆) is contF |Nlc(X,∆)-generated for every m ≫ 0. Then there
exists a line bundle LY on Y such that L ∼= (contF )

∗LY .

9.2. Sub-adjunction. We need the following sub-adjunction result for NQC glc g-pairs:

Theorem 9.12 (Generalized sub-adjunction, cf. [HL19, Theorem 5.1]). Let (X,B,M)/U be an

NQC glc g-pair, W̃ a glc center of (X,B,M), and W the normalization of W̃ . Let ι : W → X
be the induced morphism. Then there exists an NQC glc g-pair (W,BW ,M

W )/U on W , such
that

KW +BW +MW
W ∼R ι

∗(KX +B +MX).

Remark 9.13. Note that the fact that (W,BW ,MW )/U is NQC is not written down in the
statement of [HL19, Thereom 5.1], but it is stated on line -3 of Page 25 of [HL19].

9.3. Proof of the base-point-free theorem and the contraction theorem. We first prove
a useful lemma which allows us to associate a generalized lc pair with a (not necessarily lc) pair.

Lemma 9.14. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and A a nef and big/U R-divisor on X. Then
there exists a pair (X,∆), such that

(1) ∆ ∼R,U B +MX +A, and
(2) Nlc(X,∆) = Ngklt(X,B,M).
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Proof. Let h : W → X be a log resolution of (X,SuppB) such that M descends to W , and
suppose that

KW +BW +MW = h∗(KX +B +MX)

for some sub-glc g-sub-pair (W,BW ,M)/U . Since MW is nef/U , MW + h∗A is nef and big/U .
Thus there exists an R-divisor E ≥ 0 such that

MW + h∗A = Hn +
1

n
E

for any positive integer n and some ample/U R-divisors Hn on W . Since h : W → X is a log
resolution of (X,SuppB), we may pick n ≫ 0 such that Nlc(W,BW + 1

nE) ⊂ SuppB=1
W . In

particular, for any positive real number ǫ, Nlc(W,BW + ǫB=1
W + 1

nE) = SuppB=1
W .

Now we may pick a real number 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1 such that Hn− ǫ0B
=1
W is ample/U . Then we may

pick 0 ≤ AW ∼R,U Hn − ǫ0B
=1
W such that (W,∆W := BW + ǫ0B

=1
W + 1

nE + AW ) is a sub-pair

and Nlc(W,∆W ) = SuppB=1
W .

(X,∆ := h∗∆W ) satisfies our requirements. �

Now we prove the base-point-free theorem (Theorem 9.1) for glc g-pairs.

Proof of Theorem 9.1. Since qL−(KX+B+MX+A) is ample/U , we may write qL−(KX+B+
MX + A) =

∑
rjHj where each rj ∈ (0, 1) and each Hj is an ample/U Cartier divisor. We let

H :=
∑
rjH

′
j where H ′

j ∈ |Hj/U | is a general element. We also write A =
∑
ajAj where each

aj ∈ (0, 1) and each Aj is an ample/U Cartier divisor. Possibly replacing A, we may assume
that each Aj is a general element in |Aj/U |. In particular, we may assume that A ≥ 0,H ≥ 0,
(X,B+A+H,M) is glc, and Ngklt(X,B,M) = Ngklt(X,B+A,M) = Ngklt(X,B+A+H,M).

Let f : Y → X be a gdlt modification of (X,B,M)/U , KY +BY +MY := f∗(KX+B+MX),
LY := f∗L, AY := f∗A, and HY := f∗H. Let S = ⌊BY ⌋, S1, . . . , Sn the irreducible components
of S for some non-negative integer n, and Wi the normalization of the center of Si on X. Let
(Si, BSi

,Mi) be the NQC glc g-pair given by the adjunction

KSi
+BSi

+Mi
Si

:= (KY +BY +MY )|Si
,

LSi
:= LY |Si

, ASi
:= AY |Si

, and HSi
:= HY |Si

. Then (Si, BSi
+ASi

+HSi
,Mi) is glc.

There is a natural induced projective surjective morphism fi : Si → Wi for each i, such that
KSi

+BSi
+Mi

Si
∼R,Wi

0. By Theorem 5.1, there exists an NQC glc g-pair (Wi, BWi
,MWi)/U

such that
KSi

+BSi
+Mi

Si
∼R f

∗
i (KWi

+BWi
+M

Wi

Wi
).

Let ιi : Wi → X be the natural inclusion for each i, LWi
:= L|Wi

, AWi
:= A|Wi

, and HWi
:=

H|Wi
. Then we have KWi

+ BWi
+ M

Wi

Wi
∼R ι

∗
i (KX + B +MX), f

∗
i LWi

= LSi
, f∗i AWi

= ASi
,

and f∗i HWi
= HSi

. Moreover, (Wi, BWi
+AWi

+HWi
,MWi) is glc.

By our construction, for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n},

• LWi
= L|Wi

is Q-Cartier and nef/U ,

• qLWi
− (KWi

+BWi
+M

Wi

Wi
+AWi

) = (qL− (KX +B +MX +A))|Wi
is ample/U , and

• AWi
= A|Wi

is ample/U .

By Theorem 9.1 in lower dimensions, we have that LWi
is semi-ample/U . Thus LSi

= f∗i LWi
is

semi-ample/U . Since KX+B+A+H+MX ∼R,U qL, KSi
+BSi

+ASi
+HSi

+Mi
Si
∼R,U qLSi

is

semi-ample/U . Since S = ⌊BY ⌋ = ⌊BY +AY +HY ⌋, by [Hu21, Lemma 2.16(3)], the generalized
pair (S,BS +AS +HS ,M

S)/U given by the adjunction

KS +BS +AS +HS +MS
S := (KY +BY +AY +HY +MY )|S

is gslc in the sense of [Hu21, Definition 1.6]. By [Hu21, Theorem 1.9], qLY |S ∼R,U (KY +BY +
AY +HY +MY )|S is semi-ample/U .

Since qL− (KX +B+MX +A) is ample/U , qLY − (KY +BY +MY +AY ) is nef and big/U .
Thus there exists an R-divisor E ≥ 0 on Y such that qLY − (KY + BY + MY + AY ) − ǫE
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is ample/U for any 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. By Lemma 9.14, there exists 0 ≤ ΓY ∼R,U BY + MY + AY
such that Nlc(Y,ΓY ) = Ngklt(Y,BY ,M) = ⌊BY ⌋ = S. Thus we may pick 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1 and let
∆Y := ΓY + ǫ0E, such that Nlc(Y,∆Y ) = ⌊BY ⌋ = S.

By our construction, there exists a positive integer m0, such that

• m0LY is a nef/U Cartier divisor,
• q

m0
(m0LY )− (KY +∆Y ) is ample/U , and

• (mm0LY )|Nlc(Y,∆Y ) is π-generated for any m≫ 0.

By Theorem 9.9, LY is semi-ample/U , hence L is π-semi-ample. �

The contraction theorem (Theorem 9.2) immediately follows of the base-point-free theorem:

Proof of Theorem 9.2. F is also a (KX+B+MX+A)-negative extremal face for some ample/U
R-divisor A on X. Thus there exists a positive real number q such that qH−(KX+B+MX+A)
is ample/U . By Theorem 9.1, H is semi-ample/U , hence defines a contraction contF : X → Y
over U . (1) and (2) immediately follow.

Since −(KX + B + MX + A) is ample/Y , for any Q-Cartier Q-divisor L on X such that
L · C = 0 for every curve C such that [C] ∈ F , L − (KX + B + MX + A) is ample/Y . By
Theorem 9.1, L is semi-ample/Y and L ≡Y 0. Therefore, there exists a sufficiently divisible
positive integer m such that mL is Cartier and contF is defined by |mL| over Y , which implies
that mL ∼ f∗LY,m for some Cartier divisor LY,m on Y . We may let LY := 1

mLY,m. �

9.4. Proof of the cone theorem. In this subsection, we prove the cone theorem (Theorem
9.3), and finish the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 9.15. Let d ≥ 2 be an integer. Assume Theorem 9.3 in dimension ≤ d− 1.
Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair of dimension d and π : X → U the associated projective

morphism. Let A be an ample/U R-divisor on X and {Rj}j∈Λ′

A
the set of (KX +B+MX +A)-

negative extremal rays (that are not necessarily rational) in NE(X/U). Then:

(1) Λ′
A is a finite set. In particular,

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ′

A

Rj.

(2) For any j ∈ Λ′
A, Rj is spanned by a rational curve Cj such that π(Cj) = {pt} and

0 < −(KX +B +MX +A) · Cj ≤ 2 dimX.

Proof. By Lemma 9.14, we may pick 0 ≤ ∆ ∼R,U B + MX + A such that Nlc(X,∆) =
Ngklt(X,B,M).

For any glc center W̃ of (X,B,M) with normalization W , we let (W,BW ,M
W )/U be the

NQC glc g-pair given by the sub-adjunction

KW +BW +MW
W ∼R (KX +B +MX)|W

as in Theorem 9.12, and let AW := A|W . By Theorem 9.3 in dimension ≤ d− 1, we have

NE(W/U) = NE(W/U)KW+BW+M
W
W+AW≥0 +

∑

j∈ΛAW

Rj,W ,

where {Rj,W}j∈ΛAW
is the set of (KW +BW +MW

W +AW )-negative extremal rays in NE(W/U)
that are rational, where ΛAW

is a finite set. For any j ∈ ΛAW
, we let Rj be the image of Rj,W

in X under the map

∪WNE(W/U)→ NE(Nlc(X,∆)/U) → NE(X/U)

and let Λ0
A := ∪WΛAW

. Then Λ0
A is a finite set. Finally, we let {Rj}j∈Λ1

A
be the set of

(KX +B +MX +A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are relatively ample at infinity
with respect to (X,∆). By Theorem 9.10(3), Λ1

A is a finite set.
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Claim 9.16.

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ0
A

Rj +
∑

j∈Λ1
A

Rj.

Proof. For simplicity, we let

V := NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ0
A

Rj +
∑

j∈Λ1
A

Rj.

For any curve C on X, we will write [C] for its class in NE(X/U), and for any glc center W̃ of
(X,B,M) with normalization W , if C ⊂W , then we will write [C]W for its class in NE(W/U).

Suppose that NE(X/U) 6= V. By Theorem 9.10(1), we have

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +NE(X/U)Nlc(X,∆) +
∑

j∈Λ1
A

Rj.

Thus there exists an integral curve C ⊂ Nlc(X,∆) = Ngklt(X,B,M), such that [C] is not
contained in V . We may write

C =
∑

W |W is a glc center of (X,B,M)

CW ,

where each CW is an integral curve in W . For any CW , we have

[CW ]W = c0WR
0
W +

∑

j∈ΛAW

cj,WRj,W

where c0W and each cj,W are non-negative real numbers, andR0
W ∈ NE(W/U)KW+BW+M

W
W+AW≥0.

Since the image of R0
W in X is contained in NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0, [CW ] is contained in

NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ0
A
Rj. Thus [CW ] is contained in V , hence [C] is contained in

V , a contradiction. �

Proof of Lemma 9.15 continued. By Claim 9.16, any (KX +B+MX +A)-negative extremal ray
in NE(X/U) must be contained in {Rj}j∈Λ0

A∪Λ1
A
, so Λ′

A ⊂ Λ0
A ∪ Λ1

A. Since Λ0
A ∪ Λ1

A is a finite

set, Λ′
A is a finite set, and we get (1).

By Theorem 9.3 in dimension ≤ d− 1, for any j ∈ ΛAW
, Rj,W is spanned by a rational curve

Cj such that the image of Cj in U is a point, and

0 < −(KW +BW +MW
W +AW ) · Cj ≤ 2 dimW < 2 dimX.

Therefore, for any j ∈ Λ0
A = ∪WΛAW

, Rj is spanned by the curve Cj such that π(Cj) = {pt}
and

0 < −(KX +B +MX +A) · Cj ≤ 2 dimX.

By Theorem 9.10(2), for any j ∈ Λ1
A, Rj is spanned by a rational curve Cj such that π(Cj) = {pt}

and

0 < −(KX +B +MX +A) · Cj ≤ 2 dimX.

Thus (2) holds and the proof is complete. �

Lemma 9.17. Let d ≥ 2 be an integer. Assume Theorem 9.3 in dimension ≤ d− 1.
Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc Q-g-pair of dimension d and π : X → U the associated

projective morphism. Let A be an ample/U Q-divisor on X and {Fj}j∈Λ̄A
the set of (KX +B+

MX +A)-negative extremal faces in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then Λ̄A is a finite set, and

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ̄A

Fj .
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Proof. We may assume that dimRN
1(X/U) ≥ 2, otherwise there is nothing to prove.

The Fj are spanned by (KX+B+MX+A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U). By Lemma

9.15, the number of (KX +B+MX +A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) is a finite set, so
Λ̄A is a finite set.

For simplicity, we let V := NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ̄A
Fj . Suppose that V 6=

NE(X/U). Since dimRN
1(X/U) ≥ 2, there exists a Cartier divisor N on X satisfying the

following:

• N is not numerically equivalent to a multiple of KX +B +MX +A over U ,
• N is positive on V \{0}, and
• N · z0 < 0 for some z0 ∈ NE(X/U).

Let Q be the dual cone of NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0, i.e.,

Q = {D ∈ N1(X/U) | D · z ≥ 0 for any z ∈ NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0},

then Q is generated by π-nef divisors and KX + B + MX + A. Since N is positive on
NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0\{0}, N is in the interior of Q. By Kleiman’s Criterion, there exists
an ample/U Q-divisor H on X and a positive real number p, such that

N = H + p(KX +B +MX +A).

Since N · z0 < 0 and H is ample/U , we may let

t := sup{s | H + s(KX +B +MX +A) is nef/U}.

Then 0 < t < p. Since (H+ t(KX+B+MX+A)) ·z ≥ 0 for any z ∈ NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0,
by Lemma 9.15,

t = max{s | (H + s(KX +B +MX +A)) · Rj ≥ 0,∀j ∈ Λ′
A}

where {Rj}j∈Λ′

A
the set of (KX + B + MX + A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) and is

a finite set. Thus t is a rational number. Since N is not a multiple of KX + B + MX + A,
H + t(KX +B +MX +A) is a rational supporting function of a (KX +B +MX +A)-negative
extremal face FN . Thus N is positive on FN , hence p < t, a contradiction. �

Lemma 9.18. Let d ≥ 2 be an integer. Assume Theorem 9.3 in dimension ≤ d− 1.
Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc Q-g-pair of dimension d and π : X → U the associated

projective morphism. Let A be an ample/U Q-divisor on X and {Rj}j∈ΛA
the set of (KX +B+

MX +A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then ΛA is a finite set, and

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈ΛA

Rj.

In particular, any (KX +B +MX +A)-negative extremal ray in NE(X/U) is rational.

Proof. Let F be a (KX+B+MX+A)-negative extremal face in NE(X/U) that is rational and
of dimension ≥ 2. By Theorem 9.2, there exists a contraction contF : X → Y of F over U . Let
{Gj}j∈ΛF

be the rational proper (KX + B + MX + A)-negative extremal faces in NE(X/Y ),
then ΛF is a finite set for each F , and

NE(X/Y ) =
∑

j∈ΛF

Gj .

Each Gj is also a (KX+B+MX+A)-negative extremal face in NE(X/U), and dimGj < dimF
for any F . By induction on the dimension of extremal faces and Lemma 9.17, we get the desired
result. �

Lemma 9.19. Let d ≥ 2 be an integer. Assume Theorem 9.3 in dimension ≤ d− 1.
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Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair of dimension d and π : X → U the associated projective
morphism. Let A be an ample/U R-divisor on X and {Rj}j∈ΛA

the set of (KX +B+MX +A)-

negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then ΛA is a finite set, and

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈ΛA

Rj.

In particular, any (KX +B +MX +A)-negative extremal ray in NE(X/U) is rational.

Proof. Let {Rj}j∈ΛA′
be the set of (KX + B +MX + A)-negative extremal rays (that are not

necessarily rational) in NE(X/U). By Lemma 9.15, Λ′
A is a finite set, and we have

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j∈Λ′

A

Rj.

By Theorem 2.46, there exist real numbers a1, . . . , ak ∈ (0, 1], such that

•
∑k

i=1 ai = 1,

• KX +B =
∑k

i=1 ai(KX +Bi) and M =
∑k

i=1 aiM
i, and

• (X,Bi,Mi)/U is a glc Q-g-pair for each i.

Let A =
∑c

i=1 riAi, where r1, . . . , rc > 0 are real numbers such that r1, . . . , rc are linearly
independent over Q, and A1, . . . , Ac are ample/U Q-divisors.

Since Λ′
A is a finite set, we may pick rational numbers ā1, . . . , āk ∈ (0, 1] and r̄1, . . . , r̄c > 0,

such that
∑k

i=1 āi = 1, each āi is sufficiently close to ai and each r̄i is sufficiently close to ri,
such that

• (X, B̄ :=
∑k

i=1 āiBi,M̄ :=
∑k

i=1 āiM
i) is glc,

• Ā :=
∑c

i=1 r̄iAi is ample, and
• (KX + B̄ + M̄X + Ā) · Rj < 0 for any j ∈ Λ′

A.

By Lemma 9.18, we have

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)KX+B̄+M̄X+Ā +
∑

j∈Φ

Rj,

where {Rj}j∈Φ is the set of (KX+B̄+M̄X+Ā)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U). Moreover,
Rj is rational for any j ∈ Φ. By our construction, Λ′

A ⊂ Φ. Thus Rj is rational for any j ∈ Λ′
A,

hence ΛA = Λ′
A and we are done. �

Proof of Theorem 9.3. We apply induction on dimension of X. The dimX = 1 case is obviously
true. So we may assume that dimX = d where d ≥ 2 is an integer and Theorem 9.3 holds in
dimension ≤ d− 1.

For any (KX+B+MX)-negative extremal ray R in NE(X/U), R is also a (KX+B+MX+A)-
negative extremal ray for some ample/U R-divisor A on X. By Lemma 9.19, R is rational. By
Lemma 9.15(2), R is generated by a rational curve C such that π(C) = {pt} and

0 < −(KX +B +MX +A) · C ≤ 2 dimX.

Since R is also a (KX + B + MX + ǫA)-negative extremal ray for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1), by Lemma
9.15(2) again, we have

0 < −(KX +B +MX + ǫA) · C ≤ 2 dimX

for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1). Thus

0 < −(KX +B +MX) · C ≤ 2 dimX,

and we get (2). (3) follows from Lemma 9.19 and the fact that

{Rj}j∈Λ ⊂ ∪
+∞
n=1{Rj}j∈Λ 1

nA

for any ample/U R-divisor A on X. (1) follows from (3).
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We now prove (4). For any (KX + B + MX)-negative extremal face F in NE(X/U), F is
also a (KX + B +MX + A)-negative extremal face for some ample/U R-divisor A on X. Let
V := F⊥ ⊂ N1(X/U). Then since F is spanned by a subset of {Rj}j∈ΛA

, V is defined over Q.
We let

WF := NE(X/U)KX+B+MX+A≥0 +
∑

j|j∈ΛA,Rj 6⊂F

Rj.

Then WF is a closed cone, NE(X/U) =WF +F , and WF ∩F = {0}. The supporting functions
of F are the elements in V that are positive on WF\{0}, which is a non-empty open subset of
V , and hence contains a rational element H. In particular, F = H⊥ ∩ NE(X/U), hence F is
rational, and we get (4). �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. It immediately follows from Theorems 9.2 and 9.3. �

9.5. Corollaries. With the cone and contraction theorems proven, we can prove the following
three corollaries, which guarantee that negative extremal contractions associated with NQC glc
g-pairs behave similarly to negative extremal contractions associated with usual pairs. The
statements and proofs are similar to [KM98, Corollaries 3.17, 3.18]. These corollaries are
necessary for us to run the minimal model programs.

Corollary 9.20. Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and f : X → Z a contraction of a
(KX +B +MX)-negative extremal ray R over U . Then ρ(X) = ρ(Z) + 1.

Proof. R is generated by a curve C by Theorem 9.3(2). We consider the maps

0→ PicQ(Z)
D→f∗D
−−−−−→ PicQ(X)

L→(L·C)
−−−−−−→ Q.

We show that the sequence above is an exact sequence.
By Theorem 9.2(2), f is a contraction, so f∗f

∗D = D for any D ∈ PicQ(Z), hence

PicQ(Z)
D→f∗D
−−−−−→ PicQ(X) is an injection. By Theorem 9.2(3), for any L ∈ PicQ(X), if L ·C = 0,

then L ∼Q f∗LY for some Q-divisor LY in Y . In particular, L and f∗LY corresponds to the
same element in PicQ(X). Thus the sequence above is exact, and we have ρ(X) = ρ(Z)+ 1. �

Corollary 9.21. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair and f : X → Z a contraction
of a (KX+B+MX)-negative extremal ray R over U . Assume that f is a divisorial contraction,
i.e. dimX = dimZ and the exceptional locus of f is an irreducible divisor. Then Z is Q-
factorial.

Proof. Let DZ be an R-divisor on Z and E the exceptional divisor of f . Let D be the strict
transform of DZ on X. Then there exists a real number t such that (E + tD) · R = 0. By
Theorem 9.2(3), E + tD ∼R f∗H for some R-Cartier R-divisor H on Z. Thus DZ ∼R

1
tH is

R-Cartier. Therefore, Z is Q-factorial. �

Corollary 9.22. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair and f : X → Z a contraction
of a (KX + B + MX)-negative extremal ray R over U . Assume that f is a Fano contraction,
i.e. dimX > dimZ. Then Z is Q-factorial.

Proof. Let DZ be a divisor on Z and Z0 the smooth locus of Z. Let D be the closure of
f−1(DZ |Z0

). Then D does not intersect any general fiber of f , hence D ·R = 0. Thus D ∼Q f
∗H

for some Q-Cartier Q-divisor H on Z. Thus DZ ∼Q H is Q-Cartier. Therefore, Z is Q-
factorial. �

Remark 9.23. Comparing with [KM98, Corollary 3.17], we use PicQ(Z) and PicQ(X) instead of
Pic(Z) and Pic(X) in Corollary 9.20 because the statement Theorem 9.2(3) has some differences
with the usual contraction theorem (cf. [KM98, Theorem 3.7(4)]).

The following corollary will allow us to run Q-factorial generalized MMP with scaling (once
the existence of flips is proven in the next section). It is similar to [HL18, Lemma 3.19].
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Corollary 9.24. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair, D ≥ 0 an R-divisor on X,
and N an NQC/U b-divisor over X, such that (X,B +D,M +N) is glc and KX + B +D +
MX +NX is nef/U . Then either KX + B +D is nef/U , or there exists an extremal ray R of
NE(X/U), such that (KX +B +MX) ·R < 0 and (KX +B+ tD+MX + tNX) ·R = 0, where

t := sup{s ≥ 0 | KX +B + sD +MX + sNX is nef/U}.

In particular, KX +B + tD +MX + tNX is nef/U .

Proof. Let ∆ := B +D and P := M +N. By Theorem 2.46, we may write KX + B +MX =∑k
i=1 ai(KX +Bi +Mi

X) and KX +∆+PX =
∑l

i=1 ci(KX +∆i +Pi
X), such that

• each ai, ci ∈ (0, 1] and
∑k

i=1 ai = 1,
∑l

i=1 ci = 1,

• M =
∑k

i=1 aiM
i and P =

∑l
i=1 ciP

i,
• each (X,Bi,Mi) is glc, each (X,∆i,Pi) is glc, and
• each KX +∆i +Pi is nef/U .

Let m be a positive integer such that m(KX + Bi +Mi
X) and m(KX + ∆i + Pi

X) are Cartier
for any i.

If KX + B +MX is nef then there is nothing left to prove. Therefore, we may assume that
KX +B+MX is not nef. By Theorem 1.3, we may let {Rj}j∈Λ be the set of (KX +B+MX)-

negative extremal rays in NE(X/U), and Cj a curve which generates Rj such that

−2 dimX ≤ (KX +B +MX) · Cj < 0

for each j. Then for each j, we have

−2 dimX ≤ (KX +B +MX) · Cj =
k∑

i=1

aini,j
m

< 0

and

(KX +∆+PX) · Cj =
l∑

i=1

cin
′
i,j

m
≥ 0,

where ni,j, n
′
i,j are integers, each ni,j ≥ −2m dimX, and each n′i,j ≥ 0. Therefore, I := {(KX +

B +MX) · Cj | j ∈ Λ} and I ′ := {(KX +∆+PX) · Cj | j ∈ Λ} are DCC sets.
For any j ∈ Λ, let tj be the real number such that (KX +B +MX + tj(D +NX)) · Cj = 0.

Let αj := (KX + B +MX) · Cj and βj := (KX +∆+ PX) · Cj , then αj ∈ I, βj ∈ I
′, αj < 0,

βj ≥ 0, and

tj =
−αj

βj − αj
=

1

1 +
βj
−αj

.

Thus {tj}j∈Λ is an ACC set, hence

t = sup{s ≥ 0 | KX +B + sD +MX + sNX is nef/U} = sup
j∈Λ
{tj} = max

j∈Λ
{tj} = tj0

for some j0 ∈ Λ. We may pick R = Rj0 . �

10. Proof of Theorems 1.2, 1.4, and 1.5

Now we are ready to prove the rest of our main theorems. We start with Theorem 1.2. In
fact, we can prove a slightly stronger result only assuming that MX is R-Cartier. Before we
state the proof, let us recall the definitions of flipping contractions and flips.

Definition 10.1 (Flipping contraction). Let X → U be a projective morphism such that X is
normal quasi-projective and D an R-Cartier R-divisor on X. A D-flipping contraction over U
is a contraction f : X → Z over U satisfying the following:

(1) f is the contraction of a D-negative extremal ray R in NE(X/U). In particular,
ρ(X/Z) = 1.
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(2) f is small, i.e. dimX = dimZ and the exceptional locus of f is of codimension ≥ 2 in
X.

Definition 10.2 (Flip). LetX be a normal quasi-projective variety, D an R-Cartier R-divisor on
X, and f : X → Z a D-flipping contraction. A D-flip is a birational contraction f+ : X+ → Z
satisfying the following.

(1) D+ is R-Cartier and ample/Z, where D+ is the strict transform of D on X+.
(2) f+ is small.

Theorem 10.3. Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and f : X → Z a (KX + B + MX)-
flipping contraction over U . Assume that MX is R-Cartier. Then the flip f+ : X+ → Z of f
exists.

In particular, MX+ is R-Cartier, and if X is Q-factorial, then X+ is Q-factorial and ρ(X) =
ρ(X+).

Proof. We prove the theorem in three steps. In Step 1, we construct the morphism f+ : X+ → Z.
In Step 2, we show that the morphism f+ constructed in Step 1 is a (KX + B +MX)-flip. In
Step 3, we prove the in particular part of the theorem.

Step 1. In this step, we construct the morphism f+ : X+ → Z.
Let h : X̃ → X be a birational morphism such that M descends to X̃ . Since MX is R-Cartier

and MX̃ is nef/X, we have
MX̃ + E = h∗MX

for some E ≥ 0 that is exceptional over X. Let T ⊂ X be the flipping locus and let C be any
flipping curve contracted by f . There are two cases:

Case 1. MX · C ≥ 0. Then (KX + B) · C < 0, and f is also a (KX + B)-flipping contraction.
Thus there exists an ample/Z R-divisor A ≥ 0 on X such that KX+B+A ∼R,Z 0 and (X,B+A)
is lc. By [Has19, Theorem 1.1], (X,B)/U has a good minimal model. By Theorem 9.2(3), we
have KX+B ∼R,Z r(KX+B+MX) for some positive real number r. We let g : Y → X be a dlt
modification of (X,B) and letKY +BY = g∗(KX+B), thenKY +BY +MY = g∗(KX+B+MX),
and (Y,BY ,M)/U and (Y,BY ,0)/U are glc g-pairs such that Y is Q-factorial klt. By Lemma
8.1, (X,B,M)/Z has a good minimal model (X ′, B′,M)/Z, and we may let X ′ → X+ be the
contraction induced by KX′ +B′+MX′ over Z and let f+ : X+ → Z be the induced morphism.

Case 2. MX · C < 0. In this case, C ⊂ h(E), hence T ⊂ h(E). Let Z0 := Z\{f(h(E))},
X0 := X ×Z Z

0, B0 := B ×Z Z
0, and M0 := M×Z Z

0. Since centerX E does not contain any
glc center of (X,B, (1 − ǫ)M), for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

• all glc centers of (X,B, (1 − ǫ)M) intersect X0,
• (X0, B0, (1− ǫ)M0)/Z0 is a good minimal model of itself (this is because X0 ∼= Z0), and
• M0 descends to X0 and M0

X0 ∼R,Z0 0.

Let ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1) be a real number such that f is also a (KX+B+(1−ǫ0)MX)-flipping contraction.
By Theorem 1.1, (X,B, (1−ǫ0)M)/Z has a good minimal model. Since ρ(X/Z) = 1, there exists
a positive real number r such that KX +B +MX ≡Z r(KX +B + (1 − ǫ0)MX). By Theorem
9.2(3), KX +B +MX ∼R,Z r(KX +B + (1− ǫ0)MX). Let g : Y → X be a dlt modification of
(X,B) and let KY +BY := g∗(KX+B), then KY +BY +(1−ǫ0)MY = g∗(KX+B+(1−ǫ0)MX)
and KY +BY +MY = g∗(KX +B+MX), and (Y,BY , (1− ǫ0)M)/U and (Y,BY ,M)/U are glc
g-pairs such that Y is Q-factorial klt. By Lemma 8.1, (X,B,M)/Z has a good minimal model
(X ′, B′,M)/Z, and we may let X ′ → X+ be the contraction induced by KX′ +B′ +MX′ over
Z and let f+ : X+ → Z be the induced morphism.

Step 2. In this step, we show that the f+ we constructed in Step 1 is a (KX + B +MX)-flip.
Let B+ be the strict transform of B on X+. We only need to check the following two conditions
by the definition of a flip:

(I) KX+ +B+ +MX+ is R-Cartier and ample/Z.
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(II) f+ is small.

(I) is immediate from our construction. Since f is small, to prove (II), we only need to show
that the rational map X 99K X+ does not extract any divisor.

Let p : W → X and q : W → X ′ be a resolution of indeterminacy of X 99K X ′. By Lemma
3.8, p∗(KX +B +MX) = q∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) + F where F ≥ 0 is exceptional over X ′. Let D
be a prime divisor on X ′ that is exceptional over X and DW its strict transform on W . Then
DW is covered by a family of p-vertical curves Σt such that Σt · p

∗(KX +BX +MX) = 0. Since
F · Σt ≥ 0, then Σt · q

∗(KX′ +B′ +MX′) ≤ 0. Let Σ′
t = q∗Σt, then Σ′

t · (KX′ +B′ +MX′) ≤ 0
so that Σ′

t are contracted by X ′ → X+ and hence D is also contracted. Thus X 99K X+ does
not extract any divisor, which implies (II). Thus f+ is a (KX +B +MX)-flip.

Step 3. Now we prove the in particular part of the theorem. Pick any R-divisor D+ on X+,
and let D be the strict transform of D+ on X.

Assume that D is R-Cartier. Since ρ(X/Z) = 1, there exists a real number t such that
D + t(KX + B + MX) ≡Z 0. By Theorem 9.2(3), D + t(KX + B + MX) ∼R,Z 0. Thus
D + t(KX + B + MX) ∼R f∗DZ for some R-Cartier R-divisor DZ on Z. Therefore, D+ +
t(KX+ + B+ + MX+) ∼R (f+)∗DZ . Since KX+ + B+ + MX+ is R-Cartier, D+ is R-Cartier.
Therefore, if MX is R-Cartier, then MX+ is R-Cartier, and if X is Q-factorial, then X+ is
Q-factorial.

Since X 99K X+ is an isomorphism in codimension 1, there is a natural isomorphism between
the groups of Weil divisors on X and X+. When X and X+ are both Q-factorial, we have
ρ(X) = ρ(X+), and the proof is concluded. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. It immediately follows from Theorem 10.3. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. It immediately follows from Theorems 10.3, 9.2, 9.3, and Corollaries 9.20
and 9.21. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. It immediately follows from Theorem 1.4 and [HM20, Corollary 1],
[CT20, Theorems 1.2,1.3]. �
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