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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 which was conjectured by J. Han and Z. Li. 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 U° C U a non-empty open subset.
Let XY := X xyU°, BY := Bxy U, and M" := M xy U° (see Definition 2.21 below). Assume
that

(1) the morphism X — U is a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective varieties,

(2) (X° B° M) /U° has a good minimal model,

(3) all glc centers of (X, B, M) intersect X°, and

(4) MY descends to X° and MS, ~g r0 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*: Xt — Z
of f exists.

In fact, we will also show that X* is Q-factorial and p(X) = p(X ™), and hence the flip
X --» X7 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] which was originally conjectured by Han-Li [HL18, Conjectures 3.1, 3.3].

Theorem 1.3 (Cone and contraction theorems for generalized lc pairs). Let (X, B,M)/U be
an NQC glc g-pair and m : X — U the associated morphism. Let {R;}jen be the set of (Kx +
B + My)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then:

(1)
NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)ky+pimy>0+ » Rj.
JEA
In particular, any (Kx + B + My)-negative extremal ray in NE(X/U) is rational.
(2) Each R; is spanned by a rational curve C; such that 7(C;) = {pt} and
0< —(KX + B +Mx) . Cj < 2dim X.
(3) For any ample/U R-divisor A on X,
Ay ={j € M| R; C NE(X/U)kx+B+My+a<0}

is a finite set. In particular, {Rj}jen 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)ky+Bimyraz0 + Y Ry,
JEAA
(4) Assume that Mx is R-Cartier. Let R be a (Kx + B + Mx)-negative extremal ray in

NE(X/U). Then R is a rational extremal ray. In particular, there exists a projective
morphism contr : X — Y over U satisfying the following.
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(a) For any integral curve C' such that w(C) is a point, contr(C) is a point if and only
if [C] € R.

(b) Oy = (contr).Ox. In other words, contr is a contraction.

(c) Let L be a line bundle on X such that L - R = 0. Then there exists a line bundle
Ly onY such that L = 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 4+ 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 [Birl12b, 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 [Birl9, Bir2la]. For other results closely related to the
theory of generalized pairs, we refer the reader to [HX15, Fill8a, Mor18, HL18, Fill8b, Birl8,
HH19, HL19, L'T19, HM20, HL20a, HL20b, HL.20d, LP20a, LP20b, Li20, Hu20, FS20a, Fil20,
Bir20a, HL20c, CX20, Bir20c, FS20b, FW20, BDCS20, CT20, Sho20, Has20, Li21, Liu21, LX21,
Hu2l1, Jia21, Bir21b, FH21]. 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™ : Xt — 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 [KMMS87], the cone and contraction theorems for lc pairs are proven in
[Amb03, Fujll] 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 [Birl2a, 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 [KMMS87], kit anti-effective case and some other special
cases in [AHKO7], canonical case with rational coefficients in [Fuj04, Fujo5], effective case in
[Bir07, HMX14], and pseudo-effective case [Morl8, 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. [HLI1S,
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 M x 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 some special 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 [Birl2a, Theorem 1.7] and [HX16, Corollary 1.5] ([Hu21, Thereom 1.10}), which are
important theorems in the proof of the existence of Ic flips. In this paper, we will prove the
existence of flips for Q-factorial NQC glc g-pairs, which solves (2). Although it turns out that
we do not need K. Hashizume’s result and Z. Hu’s result to prove the existence of glc flips,
their results motivated us. We also expect that the methods in [Hu21] can be applied to the
termination of flips under the setting of [Has20, Theorem 1.3].

To guarantee that we can run the minimal model program for Q-factorial glc g-pairs, we
are only left to prove the corresponding cone and contraction theorems. We can prove the
cone theorem by combining results of F. Ambro and O. Fujino on the cone and contraction
theorems of non-lc pairs [Amb03, Fujl1] and recent results of J. Han and W. Liu on generalized
sub-adjunction [HL19]. Although we cannot prove the base-point-free theorem in the same
generality as in [Amb03, Fujl1], fortunately for us, we are able to prove the contraction theorem
for extremal rays by using the special properties of extremal rays. Combining with the cone
theorem, we solve (1). We remark that O. Fujino has a recent paper [Fuj21] on related 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. [Fujl8, Remark 1.9]).

Sketch of the proof. We first sketch our proof on the existence of flips (Theorem 1.2).
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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.

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 ~gr 0 as a b-divisor over Z. In other words,
Mx/|f-1(z0) ~r,z0 0 over some non-empty open subset 7% of Z. We can further shrink Z°
and assume that M descends to X over Z°. Then we will have a Fukuda-type base-point-free
theorem similar to [Fujl2, Theorem 1.2] for such special generalized pairs (cf. Theorem 7.4).
Using the property Mx]| F-1(20) ~R,zo 0 again, 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 [Birl2a]; 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 Kollar’s conjecture (cf. [Koll4, Theorem 4], [Birl2a, 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. [Fill8a, 6.2]).

Fortunately for us, we are able to follow an alternative approach given in [Hasl9], where
we combine the results of the generalized MMP with scaling from [HL18], the canonical
bundle formula for gle-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 theorem. Possibly perturbing the generalized pair
(X,B,M)/U with an ample divisor, we may assume that Kx + B + Mx ~rpy Kx + A for
some pair (X, A). (X,A) is not necessary lc; however, we may assume that the non-lc locus of
(X, A) is exactly the non-gklt locus of (X, B, M). Now we want to apply the results of F. Ambro
[Amb03] and O. Fujino [Fujll]. 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]. Applying induction on the dimension, we
immediately get the cone theorem.

We can use the cone theorem to deduce the contraction theorem. Assume that My is R-
Cartier. To prove the contraction theorem for any (Kx + B + My )-negative extremal ray R,
we only need to prove some special base-point-freeness theorems for any supporting function L
of a (Kx + B + My )-negative extremal ray. We can always assume that Mx - R < 0. In this
case, possibly replacing M with (1 —¢)M for 0 < € < 1, we may assume that Ngklt(X, B, M) =
Nklt(X, B) = Nlc(X,A) and Nlc(X,A) does not contain any curve C' such that [C] € R. By
the cone theorem and Kleiman’s Criterion, we know that L\Nlc( x,A) is ample. Now we can apply
the results of F. Ambro [Amb03] and O. Fujino [Fujl1] to prove the base-point-freeness theorem
for L.

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,
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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
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.

Postscript. After the first version of our paper appeard, we were informed by Haidong Liu
and Zhengyu Hu that there are some troubles with [Hu21, Theorem 1.9], a result we used in
the proofs of Theorems 7.5 and 9.1 of the first version of the paper. Therefore some of the
corresponding proofs in the first version of this paper are incomplete. Fortunately for us, we
could avoid using [Hu21| and still prove all our main results except Theorem 1.3(4): without
applying [Hu21], we could only contract (Kx + B + Mx )-negative extremal rays rather than
faces, and we need to assume that My is R-Cartier. Nevertheless, this modification will not
influence the other main theorems of the paper. Indeed, the current Theorem 1.3(4.c) is even
comparably stronger than that of the first version from the perspective of running the minimal
model program: for example, the current Theorem 1.3(4.c) will imply the Q-factorial glc version
of Lemma 2.41 while the first version did not. We were later informed by Nikolaos Tsakanikas
that he and Vladimir Lazi¢ have obtained some results on the minimal model program for
generalized pairs [LT21] based on the main theorems of our paper, where they need the current
Theorem 1.3(4.c).
We thank Zhengyu Hu, Haidong Liu, and Nikolaos Tsakanikas for these discussions.

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 ['S20b, 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 = ), d;D; an R-divisor
on X, where D; are the irreducible components of D. We define D<¢ := Z” di<a d;D;, D=% .=
Zi\di:a d;D;, D= := Zi|di§a d;iD;, | D] == }_;|di| D;, and {D} := > {d;}D;.

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

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

Lemma 2.3 (cf. [BCHMI10, Lemma 3.2.1]). Let K= Q or R. Let m : 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 .



EXISTENCE OF FLIPS FOR GENERALIZED LC PAIRS 7

If D' ~g B" > 0 for some K-divisor B" on the generic fiber of w, then D ~g gy B > 0 for
some K-divisor B, such that B’ is the restriction of B to the generic fiber of m.

Proof. Taking the closure of the generic points of B’, we may assume that there exists a K-
divisor By > 0 such that B’ is the restriction of B; to the generic fiber of 7. Since D' — B’ ~x 0,
(D — Bl)‘ﬂfl(Ul) ~xk 0 for some non-empty proper open subset U; of U. Then there exists a
K-divisor G on X such that D — B; ~x G and Z := 7(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' :=7n*H > —G. Thus D ~gy By + F + G > 0. By our construction, F' and G are
vertical over U, so B’ is the restriction of B := By + F + G to the generic fiber of 7. 0

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 ¢ : X --» Y be a birational map between normal varieties. Then ¢ is called a birational
contraction if ¢ does not extract any divisors.

Definition 2.5. For any birational contraction ¢ : X --» Y and R-Cartier R-divisor D on X,
let p: W — X and ¢ : W — Y be a common resolution such that ¢ = ¢pop, and let Dy := ¢, D.
Then f is called
(1) D-trivial if Dy is R-Cartier and p*D = ¢*Dy,
(2) D-non-positive if Dy is R-Cartier, and p*D = ¢*Dy + E for some E > 0 that is
exceptional over Y, and
(3) D-negative if Dy is R-Cartier, p*D = ¢* Dy + E for some E > 0 that is exceptional over
Y, and Exc(¢) C Supp(p«E).

Lemma 2.6. Let w: X — U be a projective morphism such that X is normal. Let D be an R-
Cartier R-divisor on X, ¢ : X --+ Y a birational contraction over U such that ¢ is D-trivial, and
Dy = ¢.D. Then for any non-empty open subset U C U, D° := D xy U° is semi-ample/U°
if and only if DY := Dy xy U° is semi-ample/U".

Proof. Let p: W — X and ¢ : W — Y be a common resolution such that ¢ = ¢ o p. Since ¢ is
D-trivial, Dy := p*D = ¢*Dy. Let DIQV = Dy xy UY and W0 := W xy U°. Then

(plwo)*D° = (p*D)lwo = DYy = (¢* Dy)lwo = (qlwo)* Dy,
and the lemma follows. O
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 k,(D) = ks(X, D) of D
is defined in the following way.

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

(1) If HY(X, |mD] + A) # 0 only for finitely many positive integers m, then
o(D; A) == —oc.
(2) If HY(X, |mD] + A) # 0 for infinitely many positive integers m, then
dim H°(X, [mD| + A
m B InD] £ ) o)

m——+o0 mk

o(D; A) := max {k‘ € N | limsup

We define
ko (D) = ke(X, D) := max{o(D; A) | A is a Cartier divisor on X}.
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Definition 2.8 (Relative numerical dimensions, cf. [HH20, Definition 2.7]). Let 7 : 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 w. The relative numerical dimension
ke(X/U, D) is defined in the following way:

(1) If dim F > 0, then k,(X/U, D) := ko (F, D|F).

(2) If dim F' = 0, then k,(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 k,(D) > 0. Then D is pseudo-effective.

Proof. By definition, there exists a Cartier divisor A on X such that o(D; A) > 0. In particular,
there exists a sequence of strictly increasing positive integers m;, such that dim H(X, |m;D| +
A) > 0, hence |m;D] + A is effective for any i. Thus m;D + A is effective for any ¢, hence
D+ m%A is effective for any i. Thus D is the limit of the effective R-divisors D + m%A, hence
D is pseudo-effective. O

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

Lemma 2.10. Let w : 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 ke (X/U,D) =dim X — dim U.

(2) Let D1,Dy be two R-Cartier R-divisors on X. Suppose that Dy ~ry Ey > 0 and
Dy ~py Ey > 0 for some R-divisors Ey, Ey such that Supp Ey = Supp Fs. Then
ke (X/U, D1) = ko (X/U, Dy).

(8) 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 k(Y /U, Dy) =
ke (X/U, D).

(4) Let g : Z — X be a surjective morphism from a normal variety such that Z is projective
over U. Then k,(Z/U, f*D) = k,(X/U, D).

(5) Let D be an R-Cartier R-divisor on X such that D =y D. Then r,(X/U,D) =
ke (X/U, D).

(6) Let ¢ : X --» X' be a partial D-MMP/U and let D' := ¢.D. Then k,(X/U,D) =
ke (X' /U, D).

Proof. For (1)-(5), let F' be a very general fiber of the Stein factorization of 7. Possibly replacing
X with F, U with {pt}, and D, D1, Do, D with D|g, D1|r, Da|r, D|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 o : X — X be a resolution of X. By (4), we may replace X with X, D
with h*D, and D with h*D, and assume that X is smooth.

If D is big, then k,(D) = dim X by definition. If k,(D) = dim X, 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 D is pseudo-effective. If D is not
pseudo-effective, then k,(D) = ks (D) = —oo 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 ¢ : W — X’ be a common resolution such that ¢ = ¢ o p,
then p*D = ¢*D’ + F for some F > 0 that is g-exceptional. By (3), we have

ko (XU, D) = ke (W/U,p*D) = k,(W/U,¢*D' + F) = k(X' /U, D).
O
Lemma 2.11. Let w : X — U be a projective morphism from a normal variety to a variety,
D=y D' > A >0 for some R-Cartier R-divisors D, D', A on X. Then for any real numbers

t1,t2 € [0’ 1);
ko (XU, D — t1A) = kg (X/U, D — t2A).
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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). O
2.4. Titaka dimension and invariant Iitaka dimension.

Definition 2.12 (litaka dimension, cf. [Nak04, IT 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]| # 0, we define
®,p : X --» P(HY(X, |mD])).

The Ilitaka dimension k(D) = k(X, D) of D is defined in the following way:
(1) If ||[mD]| = 0 for every positive integer m, then
k(D) = k(X,D) := —o0.
(2) If |[mD]| # 0 for some positive integer m, then

k(D) =k(X,D) = max dim ®,,p(X).
meNt,||[mD]|#0

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

(1) If ||[mD]| = 0 for every positive integer m, then k(D) = —oo.

(2) If ||[mD]| # 0 for some positive integer m, then

dim H(X D
n(D):max{kGN+]1imsup m A7(X, [mD]) >O}.

m—+00 mk

Definition 2.14 (Relative litaka dimensions, cf. [Cho08, Definition 2.1.1]). Let 7 : 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 m. We define the relative Ilitaka dimension (X /U, D) of D over U in
the following way:
(1) k(X/U, D) := k(F, D|p) if |[mD]/U| # () for some positive integer m and dim F' > 0.
(2) kK(X/U,D) := —c0 if ||[mD|/U| = 0 for every positive integer m.
(3) k(X/U,D) :=0if dim F = 0.
Definition 2.15 (Invariant Iitaka dimension, cf. [Cho08, Definition 2.2.1]). Let 7 : X — U

be a projective morphism between normal varieties and D an R-divisor on X. The (relative)
invariant litaka dimension k,(X/U, D) of D over U is defined in the following way:

(1) If |ID/U|g = 0, then ,(X/U, D) := —o0.
(2) If |D/U|r # 0, then we define
k. (X/U,D) == (XU, D)
for some R-divisor D’ > 0 on X such that D ~g ¢ D’. k,(X/U, D) is independent of the
choice of D' by [Cho08, Corollary 2.1.4].
If U = {pt}, then we define x,(D) = k,(X, D) := r(X/U, D).

Definition 2.16. Let 7 : X — U be a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective
varieties. An R-divisor D on X is called abundant over U if k,(X/U, D) = k,(X/U, D). We also
say that D is m-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 k(X/U,D) <
k,(X/U,D), and k(X/U, D) < k,(X/U, D) if and only if k(X/U, D) = —o0 and k,(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 k,(X/U,D) = k(X/U, D).
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Proof. We may assume that dim X > dim U, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Assume that
k,(X/U,D) # k(X/U, D). By Proposition 2.17, x,(X/U,D) > 0 and «(X/U, D) = —oco. Since
k,(X/U,D) >0, D ~g gy D" > 0 for some R-divisor D" on X.

We may write D' = Dy + )i, 7;D; for some non-negative integer ¢, Q-divisors D, ..., D,
and real numbers rq,...,7. such that 1,r,...,r. are linearly independent over Q. Moreover,
since D’ > 0, we may pick rational numbers r},...,7. that are sufficiently close to ry,...,7.

respectively, such that

C
D" := Dy + ngDi > (.

=1

Since D ~R,U D/,
c
(Do — D) + Z?“iDi ~r,u 0.
=1

Since D is a Q-divisor, by [HLS19, Lemma 5.3], Dg — D ~qu 0 and D; ~qgu 0 for every
i € {1,2,...,¢}. Thus D ~gu D" > 0, hence there exists a positive integer m such that
mD, mD" are Weil divisors and mD ~y mD” > 0. In particular, ||[mD]/U| # (), hence
k(X/U, D) > 0 by definition, a contradiction. O

Lemma 2.19. Let m : X — U be a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective
varieties and F' a very general fiber of the Stein factorization of w. Let D be an R-Cartier
R-divisor on X. Then:

(1) If dim F' > 0, then k,(X/U, D) = k,(F, D|p).

(2) If dim F' > 0, then x(X/U,D) = k(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 k,(Y /U, Dy) =
k,(X/U, D).

(4) Let ¢ : X --» X' be a partial D-MMP/U and let D' := ¢.D. Then k,(X/U,D) =
k(X' /U, D").

Proof. First we prove (1). By definition, if |D/U|g # 0, then (1) holds, so we may assume that
|ID/U|g = 0. Then ,(X/U,D) = —oco. By [HH20, Lemma 2.10], ,(F, D|r) = —oo, and we
have (1).

We prove (2). Let h: X = X be a log resolution of X. By Proposition 2.13, we may replace
X with X, D with h*D, and 7 with 7 o h, and assume that X is smooth. If ||mD|/U| # 0 for
some positive integer m, then (2) holds, so we may assume that |[mD]/U| = () for any positive
integer m. Then k(X/U,D) = —oo. If k(F,D|r) > 0, then there exists a positive integer mg
such that ||moD|r]| = ||moD]|r| # 0. Let Uy C U be a non-empty open subset such that
Ox,(|mD]) is flat over Uy and X = 71 (Up). By semicontinuity, the set of points u € Uy such
that h%(X,,Ox,(|mD])) = 0 is an open subset. Since the fiber F' corresponds to X, where
u € U is very general, we may assume that for some m > 0 as above, the open subset Uy is
non-empty. It follows that m.Ox (|mD]) # 0 and hence ||[mD|/U| # 0. This is a contradiction
and therefore, k(F, D|p) = —oco. We get (2).

To prove (3), possibly replacing X with F, U with {pt}, and D with D|r, 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 ¢ : W — X’ be a common resolution such that ¢ = ¢ o p,
then p*D = ¢*D' + F for some F' > 0 that is g-exceptional. By (3), we have

k,(X/U,D) = k,(W/U,p*D) = k,(W/U,q*D' + F) = x,(X' /U, D).
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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 ¥ — X.

Let X --» X’ be a birational map. For any valuation v over X, we define vy to be the center
of v on X’'. A b-divisor D over X is a formal sum D = )" r,v where v are valuations over X
and 7, € R, such that vx is not a divisor except for finitely many v. If in addition, r, € Q for
every v, then D is called a Q-b-divisor. The trace of D on X’ is the R-divisor

DX’ = E TV X'

v; x is a divisor

If Dx/ is R-Cartier and Dy is the pullback of Dxs 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 Dy, and write D = D x-.

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 QQ-divisor,
then we say that D is Q-b-Cartier. If D can be written as an R>q-linear combination of nef/U
b-Cartier b-divisors, then we say that D is NQC'/U.

We let 0 be the b-divisor 0.

Definition 2.21. Let X — U be a projective morphism such that X is a normal quasi-projective
varieties, and let U° be a non-empty open subset of U. Let D be a b-divisor over X. We define
a b-divisor D? := D xy UY in the following way. For any birational projective morphism
Y0 5 X0 = X xpy U° we may assume that Y° = Y xy UY where Y — X is a birational
projective morphism. We let Dg],o = Dy |y,. 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 D°
is the closure of Dy x gy U°. Since base change is compatible with pullbacks, D? is well-defined
and independent of the choice of W. We also note that if D is nef/U, then D is nef/U°, and
if D is NQC/U, then D is NQC/U°.

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

Lemma 2.22. Let 7 : X — U be a projective morphism such that X is a normal quasi-projective
variety. Let U° C U be an open subset and D a b-divisor over X, such that D° := D xy U°
descends to X9 and Dg(() ~ryo 0. Then for any birational map ¢ : X --» Y over U, DO
descends to Y? :=Y xy U° and Dg]/o ~p,yo 0.

Proof. Let p: W — X and ¢ : W — Y be a common resolution such that ¢ = ¢ o p. Then D°
descends to W0 := W xy U° and D?,Vo ~g,po 0. Therefore, DOY0 = (Q|W0)*D1O/VO ~gpo 0. By
the negativity lemma twice, D° descends to Y°. O

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 + My 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.

If M = 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.
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Definition 2.25 (Singularities of generalized pairs). Let (X, B,M)/U be a g-(sub-)pair. For
any prime divisor ¥ and R-divisor D on X, we define multy D to be the multiplicity of E along
D. Let h: W — X be any log resolution of (X, Supp B) 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 — multp By 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 gdit if (X, B,M) is glc, and there exists a closed subset V C X,
such that

(1) X\V is smooth and Bx\y is simple normal crossing, and
(2) for any prime divisor E over X such that a(E,X,B,M) = 0, centery £ ¢ 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).
If M = 0, a glc place (resp. a glc center, the non-gklt locus) of (X, B,M) will be called an lc
place (resp. an lc center, the non-klt locus) of (X, B), and we will denote Ngklt(X, B, M) by
NKlt(X, B).

We note that the definitions above are independent of the choice of U.

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 [Birl9, 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 [Birl9, 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+ Myx). 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 ap(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 --» X' ends with a minimal model if K x'+ B’'+My is nef/U, where B’ is the strict transform
of B on X’. We say that We say that a (Kx + B+ My )-MMP/U: X --» 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.
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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 glec,
and Ky + B+ A+ My is nef/U. We remark that for any ample/U R-divisor A on X, one can
always choose A’ ~g 7 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 kit and Kx + B+ Mx =y D1 — Dy (resp.
~ru D1 — D3) where D1 > 0, Dy > 0 have no common components. Suppose that Dy is very
exceptional over U. Then any (Kx + B+ My )-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 Dy = 0, then this MMP terminates with a model Y such that Ky + By + My =y 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 gy D1 — D2, Dy = 0, and we only need to show that the
MMP terminates with a model Y such that Ky + By + My ~gry 0, where By is the strict
transform of B on Y.

By the numerical equivalence part of the lemma, the MMP contracts D, after finitely many
steps. We may let ¢ : X --+ Y be the birational map corresponding to this partial MMP. Since
Kx + B +Mx ~ry D1 and ¢ contracts Dy, we have Ky + By + My ~g ¢y 0, where By is the
strict transform of B on Y, and the lemma is proved. O

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, ¢ : X --» X’ a birational map over U, and E := Exc(¢™!)
the reduced ¢~ !-exceptional divisor. A g-pair (X', B’,M)/U is called a log minimal model of
(X,B,M)/U if

(1) B'=¢.B+E,

(2) KXI + 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+a)B+ (14 8)Mx is big/U for some o, 3 > 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.
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Proof. We may pick a real number 0 < € < 1 such that (1+¢€)(Kx +B+Myx) ~ry Kx+ A for
some klt pair (X, A) such that A is big/U. Then any (Kx + B + My )-MMP /U with scaling of
Aisalso a (Kx +A)-MMP /U with scaling of A’ ~g (1+¢€)A for some ample/U R-divisor A’ > 0
such that (X, A 4+ A’) is klt. By [BCHM10, Corollary 1.4,2], this MMP terminates with a log
minimal model X’ such that Kx/ + A’ is semi-ample/U, where A’ is the strict transform of A
on A’. Thus (X', B';M)/U is a log minimal model of (X, B,M)/U such that Kx/ + B+ My
is semi-ample/U, where B’ is the strict transform of B on X'. O

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 kit, 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) = (leBlaM) -—* (X25B25M) A g (XZaBZaM) AR
and let A\; be the i-th scaling number of this MMP for each i, i.e.
Ni=inf{t |t >0,Kx, + B; +tD; + Mx, + tNx, is nef/U},

where D; is the strict transform of D on X;. Then A; > A\i11 for each i, and one of the following
holds:

(1) This MMP terminates after finitely many steps.

(2) This MMP does not terminate and \; = A\iy1 for any i > 0.

(3) This MMP does not terminate, X :=lim; , oo Aj # A for any j, and (X,B + AD,M +
AN) /U does not have a log minimal model.

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) = (Xl, Bl, M) -—> (XQ, B27M) ——> s ——D (Xi7Bia M) -——> ...

be a (Kx + B + Mx)-MMP/U with scaling of A, and let \; be the i-th scaling number of this
MMP for each i, i.e.

Ai=inf{t|t>0,Kx, + B; +tA; + Mx, is nef/U},

where A; is the strict transform of A on X; for each i. Then \; > A\j41 for each i, and one of
the following holds:

(1) This MMP terminates after finitely many steps.
(2) lim; 400 A\; = 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, \; > A\;41 for each i, and we may assume that this MMP does not
terminate and A\; = Ajy1 > 0 for any ¢ > 0. Let A := lim; 4o A;, then A > 0. Since X is
Q-factorial klt, by [HL18, Lemma 3.5], we may pick

A
OSANR,UB+MX+§A

such that (X, A) is kIt and A is big/U. Now this MMP is also a (Kx + A)-MMP with scaling
of 0 < A" ~py (1 — 3)A for some A’ such that (X,A + A’) is klt. This MMP terminates by
[BCHM10, Corollary 1.4.2], a contradiction.

The in particular part follows from the fact that (X;, B;, M) is Q-factorial gdlt for each i if
(X, B,M) is gdlt, and a(D, X, B,M) < a(D, X;, B;, M) for any i and any prime divisor D on
X that is exceptional over X;. O
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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) = (Xl,Bl,M) -—> (XQ,BQ,M) ——> s —— (X“BZ,M) -——> ...

be a (Kx + B+ Mx)-MMP/U with scaling of A, and A; the strict transform of A on X
for each i. Then there exists a positive integer n and a positive real number ey, such that
Kx,+Bj+eA;j+Mx; is movable/U for any e € (0,¢€) and j > n. In particular, Kx,+B;+Mx;
is a limit of movable/U R-divisors.

Proof. Let \; be the i-th scaling number of this MMP for each ¢, i.e.
Ai=inf{t|t>0,Kx, + B; +tA; + My, is nef/U}.

We may assume that this MMP does not terminate. By Theorem 2.36, we have lim;_, o A\; = 0.

Let n be the minimal positive integer such that X; --+ X, is a flip for any ¢ > n. For any
i, X --» X;isa (Kx + B+ tA+ Mx)-MMP /U with scaling of (1 — ¢)A for any ¢t € [A\;, \i—1).
Since X is Q-factorial klt, there exists A; ~gryy B + tA + Mx such that (X,4A;) is kit and
Ay is big for any ¢ € [0,1]. Thus Kx, + B; + tA; + Mx;, is semi-ample/U for any ¢ and any
t € [Ai, ANi—1). Let €g := A, then for any € € (0,¢), there exists ¢ > n such that € € [A\;, \j—1),
and Kx, + B; + €A; + My, is semi-ample/U. Since X; --» X; is small for any i,j > n,
Kx, + Bj + €Aj + My, is movable/U for any j > n and € € (0,¢), and Kx; + B; + My, is a
limit of movable/U R-divisors. O

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 ¢ : X --» X' be a partial D-MMP/U. Then ¢ only contains flips.

Proof. Since D is a limit of movable/U R-divisors, D is pseudo-effective/U, so ¢ only contains
flips and divisorial contractions.

If ¢ contains a divisorial contraction, let ¢ : X7 — X| be the first divisorial contraction in
¢. Let D; be the strict transform of D on X7, then since X --+ X7 only contains flips, D; is a
limit of movable/U R-divisors on Xj. Let D} := ¢, Dy, then

Dy =¢*D,+F

for some F' > 0 that is exceptional over X].

Since Dy is a limit of movable/U divisors, D; is also a limit of movable/ X divisors. Thus for
any very general y-exceptional curve C, Dy - C' > 0. By the general negativity lemma [Birl2a,
Lemma 3.3], —F > 0. Thus F' = 0, and 1 cannot be a Dj-negative extremal contraction, a
contradiction. Thus ¢ only contains flips. O

The following two lemmas are similar.

Lemma 2.39. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair. Let U° C U be a non-empty
open subset such that (X° := X xy U°, B? := Bxy U, M? := M xy U%)/U° has a log minimal
model. Then any (Kx + B + Mx)-MMP/U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor terminates
over U with a log minimal model of (X°, BY, M?)/U°.

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+ My 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) = (Xl,Bl,M) -——> (XQ,BQ,M) ——> e == (X“BZ,M) —-——> ...

be this MMP. Let A; be the strict transform of A on X; for each i and let A; the i-th scaling
number of this MMP for each 1, i.e.

Ai=inf{t|t>0,Kx, +B; +tA; + My, is nef/U}.
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By Theorem 2.35, \; > A; 41 for each ¢, and lim; 400 A\; = 0. We let X? = X; xy UY, B? =
B; xy U%, and Ag = A; xy U°. Let
N = {i e NT | X --» X, is not the identity map over U"}.

There are two cases:
Case 1. N is a finite set. In this case, let n := max{j | j € N} + 1. Then X? --» X7, | is the
identity map over U for any i > n. In this case, K yo + B? + )\Z-A? + Mg(() is nef/UY for any
i > n, hence Kxo + B + X\ AY + MY, is nef/U" for any i > n. Since A =0, Kxo + B + MY,
is nef/UY. Thus (X2, BY, M?)/UY is a log minimal model of (X%, B, M?)/U°.
Case 2. N is not a finite set. We may write N = {nl};of such that n; < n;41 for each i, then
we get a sequence of induced birational maps

(X%, B°, M%) = (X}, BY, , M) --» (X, By, ,M?) =5 -+ ——» (X2, BY ,M") --> ...

n1 Pnio nor Pngo
which is a sequence of the (Kxo + B° + M()](O)—MMP/U0 with scaling of A° := A xy U°.
Since (XY, BY, M?)/U° has a log minimal model, by Theorem 2.36, this MMP terminates, a
contradiction. O

Lemma 2.40. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair such that the induced
morphism m: X — U is a contraction. Let F be a very general fiber of w, and (F, Bp, M) the
projective generalized pair given by the adjunction

Kp + Bp + Mk := (Kx + B+ Mx)|r.

Assume that (F, Bp, M) has a log minimal model. Then any (Kx + B + Myx)-MMP/U with
scaling of an ample/U R-divisor terminates along F with a log minimal model of (F, Bp, MT").

)

Proof. We may assume that F' = 7~1(2) for some very general point z € U. We run a (Kx +
B+ Myx)-MMP /U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor A > 0, such that (X, B+ A,M) is glc
and Kx + B+ A+ My 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) = (Xl, Bl, M) i d (XQ, BQ,M) i At 4 (Xi,Bia M) - ...
be this MMP. Let A; be the strict transform of A on X; for each i and let A; the i-th scaling
number of this MMP for each 1, i.e.
Ai=inf{t|t>0,Kx, +B; +tA; + My, is nef/U}.

By Theorem 2.35, A\; > A;41 for each i, and A := lim;— 100 A; = 0.

Let m; : X; = U be the induced morphism for each i. Since z is a very general point, we may
let Fj :=m,~ 1(z), (Fi, B, MY the projective generalized pair given by the adjunction

Kp, + Bp, + My, == (Kx, + Bi + Mx,) |,

and Ap, := A;|p,. Note that the nef part M* does not depend on i by the construction of
generalized adjunction [BZ16, Definition 4.7]. Let

N :={i € NT | F; —» F;;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 F; --» F;;; is the
identity map for any ¢ > n. In this case, K, + Br, + MiAFp, + Mg is nef for any ¢ > n, hence
Kr, + B, + \iAp, + Mgn is nef for any ¢ > n. Since A =0, K, + Bp, + Mgn is nef. Thus
(Fn, Br,, MY is a log minimal model of (F, Br, M%).
Case 2. N is not a finite set. We may write N’ = {n; 7% such that n; < n;11 for each ¢, then

=1
we get a sequence of induced birational maps

(F, Bp,M") = (F,,, B, ,M°) == (Fp,, B, ,M") ==» -+ == (Fy,,, Bp, ,\M?) -=> ...,
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which is a sequence of the (Kp—l—BF—i—Mg)—MMP with scaling of Ap := A|p. Since (F, Bp, MT)
has a log minimal model, by Theorem 2.36, this MMP terminates, a contradiction. O

2.7.4. Perturbation of MMPs.

Lemma 2.41. Let X — U be a projective morphism such that X s normal quasi-projective.
Let D, A be two R-Cartier R-divisors on X and let ¢ : X --» X' be a partial D-MMP/U.
Then there exists a positive real number ty, such that for any t € (0,to], ¢ is also a partial
(D +tA)-MMP/U. Note that A is not necessarily effective.

Proof. We let

X=X -»Xg--->X,=X
be this partial MMP, and D;, A; the strict transforms of D and A on X; respectively. Let
X; — Z; be the D;-negative extremal contraction of a D;-negative extremal ray R; in this MMP
for each 4, then D; - R; < 0 for each i. Thus there exists a positive real number £y, such that
(D; + toA;) - R; < 0 for each 4. In particular, (D; +tA;) - R; < 0 for any ¢ and any ¢ € (0, t].
Thus ¢ is a partial (D + tA)-MMP /U for any ¢ € (0, to]. O

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 + My is nef/U. Then there exists a positive
real number to, such that for any t € (0,to], any partial (Kx + B + tA + Mx)-MMP/U s
(Kx + B + My )-trivial. Note that A is not necessarily effective.

Lemma 2.43. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair such that X is kit. 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 + pH,M)/U has a log minimal model for any p € (0,1]. Then we can construct a
(Kx + B+ Mx)-MMP/U with scaling of H:

(X,B,M) :=(X1,B1,M) --» (X9,Bs, M) --» - -+ -——» (X;, B;, M) --» . ...
Let H; be the strict transform of H on X; for each i, and let
Ni:=inf{t |t >0,Kx, + B; + tH; + Mx, 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 lim;_, o0 A; = 0.

Proof. If Ay = 0 then there is nothing left to prove. So we may assume that A\; > 0. By
Lemma 2.42 (applied with A = —H), we may pick A} € (0, 1) such that any sequence of the
(Kx + B+ M H +Mx)-MMP/U is (Kx + B + A\ H + Mx)-trivial.

By Theorem 2.36, we may run a (Kx + B + A\{H + Mx)-MMP /U with scaling of a general
ample/U divisor, which terminates with a log minimal model. We let

(XaBaM) = (XlaBlyM) -2 (X2yB2aM) kAt (Xk:lyBk‘laM)

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 A\ = Ag = -+ = A, _1. Since

KXkl + Bk1 + )\llHkl + 1VIXk1

is nef/U, we have A\, < \| < A1.

We may replace (X, B,M)/U with (X,, Bx,, M)/U and continue this process. If this MMP
does not terminate, then we may let A := lim;_, 1 A;. By our construction, A # \; for any 4,
and the lemma follows from Theorem 2.35. 0

Lemma 2.44. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair such that X is kit. Let U° c U
be an non-empety open subset such that Kx + B-+Mx is semi-ample/U°. Let B’ be an R-divisor
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on X such that (X, B+ B',M) is glc. Then there exists a positive real number to, such that for
any t € (0,t9) and any partial (Kx + B +tB'+ Mx)-MMP/U :

(X =X1,B+tB' = By +tB|,M) --» .-+ - (X;, B; + tB,, M) --» (X,,, B, + tB],, M),
Kx, + B, +Mx, is semi—ample/UO, where By, is the strict transform of B on X,,.

Proof. By Lemma 2.42, we may pick such ¢ such that any MMP /U as above is (Kx + B+ Mx)-
trivial /U°. The Lemma follows from Lemma 2.6. g

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 ideas are
simple: First, we have a rational polytope (Shokurov-type polytope) for NQC glc pairs with
nef generalized log canonical divisors ([HL18, 3.3]). Second, for usual pairs, Han-Liu-Shokurov
had established a complete state-of-the-art theory on rational polytopes [HLS19, Section 5]
with many important applications in birational geometry. Therefore, we will adopt the ideas in
[HLS19] to prove Theorem 2.46, an analogous theorem of [HL18, 3.3] which also addresses some
additional properties of the generalized pair. We remark that although there are many works
and results in this direction ([HL18, HL19, HL20d, Che20]), directly applying these results is
not sufficient for our purposes.
First we prove an easy lemma.

Lemma 2.45. Let n,c be two non-negative integers, and let vy, ... ,vc.4+1 € Q™ be ¢+ 1 rational
points. Let v € R™ is a point which is contained in the interior of the convex hull of v1,...,Vcy1.
Then there exist real numbers ai, ..., acr1 € (0,1], such that 357 a; = 1 and S5 a0, = v.

Proof. Let v} := v; — v for each i. Then 0 is contained in the interior of the convex hull spanned

by vf,...,v.,,. Thus there exist positive real numbers a}, ..., a’,; such that > "] alv] = 0.

We may let a; := % for each 1. O

> j=1%;
We refer some notation in the next theorem to [HLS19], which originated in [Nak16].

Theorem 2.46. Let c,m,n,l be four non-negative integers, ri,...,r. real numbers such that
1,71,...,7c are linearly independent over Q, v := (r1,...,7¢), and $1,...,Sm+n : Rt 5 R are
Q-linear functions, such that sj(1,7) >0 for any j.

Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair, B = 377" 5;(1,7)B;j, and M = 37" sjm(1,7)Mj;,
where each B; > 0 is a Q-divisor and each M; is a nef/U Q-b-divisor. Let B(x) :=
>ty si(Lx)By and M(z) == Y77 sjym(l,®)M; for any x € R®. Let UY C U be a non-
empty open subset, X° := X xy U°, and let Sy,...,S; be the normalization of the irreducible
components of | B].

Then there exists an open set V' 3 r of R® (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) Negklt(X, B(v), M(v)) = Ngklt(X, B,M),

(4) if X = Z is a projective surjective morphism over U such that Kx + B+ My ~g 7 0,
then Kx + B(x) + M(x)x ~r,z 0 for any x € R¢,

(5) if Mx|xo ~gpo 0, then M(x)x|xo0 ~g o 0 for any x € R®,

(6) if M x UY descends to X°, then M(x) xyy U? descends to X° 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)|xo is semi-ample/U°, then (Kx + B(v) + M(v)x)|xo is semi-
ample/U°,

(9) for any k, if (Kx + B + Mcx)|s, is semi-ample/U, then (Kx + B(v) + M(v)x)|s, is
semi-ample/U.
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In particular, there exist positive real numbers ay, . .., ac11 € (0,1] and Q-g-pairs (X, B, M*) /U,
such that
e S tla; =1, B=Y"a;B, and M = Y5 ;M
(X, B*, M%) /U is glc for each 1,
Ngklt(X, B, M") = Ngklt(X, B,M) for each 1,
if X — Z is a projective surjective morphism over U such that Kx + B + Mx ~g 7z 0,
then Kx + B + M?X ~q,z 0 for each i,
if Mx|x0 ~g o 0, then M |xo ~q o 0 for each i,
if M xg U° descends to X°, then M* xy U descends to X° for each 1,
if Kx + B + My is nef/U, then Kx + B + MY is nef/U for each i,
if (Kx + B+ Mx)|xo is semi-ample/U°, then (Kx + B+ MY.)|xo is semi-ample/U°
for each 1,
e for any k, if (Kx + B + Mx)|s, is semi-ample/U, then (Kx + B* + MY)|g, 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 MY := M xy UY and M(z)? := M(x )XUUO for any « € R Let g X=X
be a resolution such that M and any M; descend to X, and let X0 := X xy U°. Since M
descends to X9, M$, is R-Cartier. By [HLSlQ Lemma 5. 3] M(z)5, is R-Cartier for any « € R°.
By the Q-linearity of log discrepancies, there exists a Q-affine function F' : R¢ — DiV]R(X 0), such
that for any x € R€,

M(2)%0 = (9]50) " M(2)%0 + F(2),
where F(zx) is exceptional over X°. Since MY descends to X", F(r) = 0. Thus F(x) = 0 for
any x € R®, hence M(z)" descends to X for any x € R¢.

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;'B+ E+ My = f*(Kx + B+ My)
where F := Exc(f). Let Bjw be the strict transform of B; on W for each j, and By (x) :=
Z;{L:l sj(1,z)Bjw + E for any € R°. By Q-linearity of log discrepancies, we have

Kw + Bw(x) + M(x)w = f*(Kx + B(x) + M(x)x)

for any € R¢. By [HLI18, Proposition 3.16], there exists an open subset V' > 7 such that
Kw + By (v) + M(v)w is nef/U for any v € V, and this V satisfies (7).

We prove (8). If (Kx + B + My)|xo is semi-ample/U°, then we let ¢ : X° — Y be the
contraction defined by (Kx + B + Mx)|xo over UY. We have

(Kx + B+ Mx)|xo ~gpo ¢"A

for some ample/UY R-divisor A on YY. By (5), for any * € R we have (Kx + B(z) +
M(z)x)|xo ~gyo 0, so (Kx + B(x) + M(x)x)|xo ~gpo ¢*A(x) for some R-divisor A(x) on
Y0, Possibly replacing A(x), we may assume that R¢ — Divg(Y?) given by & — A(x) is an
affine function and A(r) = A. Since ampleness is an open condition, there exists an open set
V > 7 such that A(v) is ample/U° for any v € V.

We prove (9), and finish the proof of the main part of the theorem. For any k, let
(Sk, Bsk,MS’“) be the NQC glc g-pair given by the adjunction

Ks, + Bs, + M = (Kx + B+ Mx)|s, .

then we may write Bg, = Z] 155 s¥(1,7)Bj 5, and Mk = Zyil 5j+mk(1,r)Mf’“, where Bj s, >0
are Q-divisors, M]S’“ are nef/U Q-b-divisors, and s?(l,r) > 0 for any j,k. Let Bg, (x) :=



20 CHRISTOPHER D. HACON AND JIHAO LIU

>k 5?(1, x)Bj s, and M (z) := >y sj+mk(1,$)Mf’“ for any € R¢, then

Ks, + Bs, () + Mg (z) := (Kx + B(w) + Mx (x))|s,

for any & € R¢. Thus (9) follows from (8).
To prove the in particular part of the theorem, we let vy,...,v.41 € VN Q¢ be ¢+ 1 points

such that r is contained in theAinterior of the convex hull of vq,...,v.41. By Lemma 2.45,

we may let B := B(v;) and M" := M(v;) for each i, and let aq,...,a.4+1 € (0,1] be any real

numbers such that Zfill a; =1 and Zfill a;v; = 7. O
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 [Birl2a, 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, Supp B) such that M descends to W. Let By > 0 and E > 0 be two R-divisors
on W such that
(2) (W, By) 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, By, 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, By, M) is called a proper log smooth model of (X, B,M).

Definition 3.2 (Models). Let (X, B,M)/U be a glc g-pair, ¢ : X --» X’ a birational map over
U, and E := Exc(¢ 1) the reduced ¢~ !-exceptional divisor. Let B’ := ¢, 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'+ My is nef/U, and
(¢c) for any prime divisor D on X which is exceptional over X', a(D,X,B,M) <
(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) <
(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"+ My 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 |.
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For any birational morphism f and (Y, By,M) which satisfies (1-3), f will be called a gdit
modification of (X, B,M), and (Y, By, M) will be called a gdit model of (X, B, M).

Remark 3.4. As the definition of gdlt follows from [HL18] and is different from [Bir20a] and
[F'S20b], 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, Supp B)
such that M descends to W. Then (X, B,M) has a proper log smooth model (W, Byy, M) for
some R-divisor By on W.

Proof. Assume that
Ky +h'!B+T 4+ My =h*(Kx + B+ My),

then I' is h-exceptional. Let E = Exc(h) be the reduced h-exceptional divisor. Then there
exists a real number € € (0,1), such that for any component D of E, if multpI' < 1, then
multp’ <1 —e. We let

By :=h'B+ = + (1 - ¢)F,
then (W, By, M) is a proper log smooth model of (X, B, M). O

Lemma 3.7. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and (W, By, 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) Supp By = Supp h; B UExc(h).
(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, By, M) is a glc place of (X, B,M). In particular, the image of any
gle center of (W, Byy,M) on X is a glc center of (X, B,M).

Proof. First we prove (1). By construction, Supp By C Supp h; !B U Exc(h) and Supph; ' B C
Supp Bw. Let D be a component of Exc(h). If a(D,X,B,M) = 0, then since E > 0, D is
a component of Byy. If a(D, X, B,M) > 0, by Definition 3.1(5), E is a component of { By },
hence a component of By . Thus Exc(h) C Supp By, 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, By — E,M) > a(D, W, By, M) > 0,

which implies that a(D, W, By — E,M) = a(D, W, Byy, M), hence multp E = 0. Thus we have
(2).

We prove (3). Let D be a glc place of (W, By, M). Then the center of D on W is a stratum
of | By/]. If centeryy D C Supp E, then since By + E is simple normal crossing, there exists a
prime divisor F' that is a component of | By | such that centeryy D C 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 { By}, so F' cannot
be a component of | By |, a contradiction. Thus centeryy D ¢ Supp E. Therefore, any glc place
of (W, By, M) is a glc place of of (W, Byy — E, M), hence a glc place of (X, B, M), and we have
(3). O

3.3. Models under some birational maps.
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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 ¢ : X --» X', andp : W — X and ¢ : W — X' a common resolution of
(X,B,M) and (X', B',M) such that ¢ = ¢ op. Assume that
p"(Kx + B +My) =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 F,
multp E = a(D, X', B',M) — a(D, X, B,M).
Thus if D is not exceptional over X, then

e if D is not exceptional over X', then multp F = 0, and

e if D is exceptional over X’ then multp E > 0 by Definition 3.2(2.c).
Therefore, p,E > 0. Since Ky + B'+ My is nef/U, ¢*(Kx + B'+ Mx) is nef/ X, hence F 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 F that is not
exceptional over X’. If D is not exceptional over X, then multp 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 multp £ = 0, a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.9. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair, (X1,B1,M)/U and (X2, B2, M)/U two weak
gle models of (X, B,M)/U with induced birational map ¢ : X1 --+» Xo, and g1 : W — X3 and
go : W — X5 a common resolution such that ¢ o g1 = go. Then:
(1)
QT(KXl + B1 + MXI) = QS(KX2 + By + MXQ)‘
In particular, if Kx, + Ba + Mx, is ample/U, then ¢ is a morphism.
(2) If Kx, + B1 + Mx, 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 ¢1 : X --» X7 and ¢ : X --+ X5 be the induced birational maps. Possibly replacing
W, we may assume that the induced birational map h : W — X is a morphism. Let

E; :=h"(Kx + B+ Myx) — g/ (Kx, + B; + Mx,)
for i € {1,2}. By Lemma 3.8, E; > 0 and is exceptional over X; for i € {1,2}. Thus g; «(E2 —
Ey) > 0 and E) — Ej is nef/ X, and g2 «(E1 — E2) > 0 and Ey — E is nef/X5. By the negativity
lemma, Es — Fy > 0 and Ey — E5 > 0. Thus E; = E,, which implies (1). (2) immediately
follows from (1). O

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

Proof. Since (W, By, M) is a log smooth model of (X, B, M), we may write
for some F > 0 that is h-exceptional.

Claim 3.11. Let (X', B',M)/U be a weak glc model of (W, Byy,M)/U. Then a(D, X, B,M) <
a(D, X', B', M) for any prime divisor D over X.
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Proof. Let ¢y : W --» X’ be the induced birational map, and let p: V — W and ¢ : V — X’
be a common resolution such that ¢ = ¢y o p. By Lemma 3.8,
p*(Kw + Bw + Mw) = ¢"(Kx + B'+ Mx/) + F
for some F' > 0 that is exceptional over X’. Then we have
p'h*(Kx +B+My)=q¢"(Kx + B +Mx/) +F - p*E,
thus
p'E—F ~rx ¢"(Kx' + B+ Mx)
is nef/X. Since h.p.(F — p*E) = hyp.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'. O
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, By, M) /U with induced birational map ¢y : W --» 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;'D is a prime divisor on W which
is exceptional over X’. Thus
a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,W, Byy,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 ¢ : X --» X’ be the induced morphism and B” := ¢, B + Exc(¢~!),
then we only need to show that B’ = B”. By construction, B’ = (¢w).Bw + Exc(¢y). Let D
be a prime divisor on X’. There are three cases:
Case 1. D is not exceptional over X. In this case,
1 —multp B” = a(D, X', B", M) = a(D, X, B,M)
= a(D,W,By,M) = a(D, X', B’,M) =1 —multp B,
so multp B’ = multp B”.

Case 2. D is exceptional over W. In this case, D is a component of EXC((;S;Vl ) and a component
of Exc(¢~1), hence
multp B’ = 1 = multp B”.

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

1 —multp B' = a(D, X', B', M) = a(D,W, By, M).
Since E > 0, a(D, W, By,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, By, M).
By Definition 3.1(4),

a(D,X,B,M) = a(D, X', B’ M) = a(D,W, Byy,M) = 0,
which implies that
multp B’ = 1 = multp Exc(¢~') = multp 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-!D is a prime divisor on W which is exceptional
over X’. Thus

a(D,X,B,M) = a(D,W, By,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. O
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3.3.2. Models under the MMP.

Lemma 3.12. Let (X, B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and X --»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 --» Y is a partial (Kx + B + Mx)-MMP/U, X --» 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 ¢ : X --» X’ and
¢y : Y --» X’ are the induced birational maps. Then B’ = (¢y).By + Exc(¢y!). Let B" =
¢« B + Exc(¢™!) 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 —multp B' = a(D, X', B’ M) = a(D,Y, By, M)
=a(D,X,B,M) =a(D,X',B" M) =1 —multp B”,

so multp B’ = multp B”.

Case 2. D is exceptional over X and Y. In this case, D is a component of EXC((b;l) and a
component of Exc(¢~1), hence

multp B’ = 1 = multp 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,
so a(D, X, B,M) = 0, hence
multp B” =1—a(D,X',B", M) =1—-a(D,X,B,M) =1=multp 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 Ky + B’ + My 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. O
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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 ¢y : ¥ --» X’ and ¢ : X --» X'. Let
B" := ¢.B + Exc(¢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 —multp B” = a(D, X', B”", M) = a(D, X, B,M)
=a(D,Y,By,M) =a(D,X', B’ M) =1 —multp B,
so multp B’ = multp B”.

Case 2. D is exceptional over Y. In this case, D is a component of EXC((b;l) and a component
of Exc(¢~1), hence
multp B’ = 1 = multp 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
multp B’ =1—a(D,X',B' M) =1—a(D,Y, By,M) = 1 = multp Exc(¢~!) = multp 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 --» Y does not contract any divisor,
properties (2.c) and (3.c) of Definition 3.2 follow immediately. O

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, Supp B) such that the induced map ¢y : W — X’ is a morphism, and M
descends to W. We may write

for some log smooth pair (W, By), such that By := h; !B + Exc(h) and E > 0 is exceptional
over X. Then (W, By, M) is a log smooth model of (X, B,M). By Lemma 3.8, we have

h(Kx + B+Myx) = ¢}y (Kx + B '+ My/) + G
where G > 0 is exceptional over X’. Thus

Kw+Bw+MW ~R, X! G+ E.
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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 F, 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 (K + By + My )-MMP /X’ with scaling of a general ample/ X’ divisor, which
terminates with a model Y such that Ky + By + My ~p 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, By, M) is Q-factorial gdlt and
W --» Y is a (Kw + Bw + My )-MMP/X’, (Y, By, M) is Q-factorial gdlt. Thus (Y, By, M) /U
is a log minimal model of (W, By, M)/U. The lemma follows from Lemma 3.10. O

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
gle model of (Y, By ,M)/U.

Proof. Let (X', B';M)/U be a weak glc model of (X,B,M)/U, ¢ : X --» X’ the induced
birational map, and ¢y := ¢o f. Let p: W — Y and ¢: W — X’ be a common resolution and
let h:= fop.

{2
f)l( ’

hW"(Kx + B+My) =q¢"(Kx + B+ Mx/) + F
for some F' > 0 that is exceptional over X’. Thus
p"(Ky + By +My) = ¢"(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’ = ¢.B + Exc(¢™!). Let
B" := (¢y)«By + Exc(¢y'). For any prime divisor D on X', there are two cases:

iS]

By Lemma 3.8,

Case 1. D is not exceptional over X. In this case,
1 —multp B' = a(D, X', B’ M) = a(D, X, B,M)
=a(D,Y,By,M) =a(D,X',B", M) =1 —multp B”,
so multp B’ = multp B”.
Case 2. D is exceptional over X. In this case,
a(D,X',B'M) =1—multp 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
multp B” = multp By =1 —a(D,Y, By,M) =1 =multp B,
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and if D is exceptional over Y, then
multp B” = multp Exc(¢;1) =1=multp B'.

Thus B’ = B”, hence (X', B',M)/U is a log birational model of (Y, By,M)/U. Since Kx/ +
B’ 4+ My 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. O

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 + Bys + My~ is semi-ample/U, and we finish the proof. U

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,
(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
gle, 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" ~g iy A + |B| such that (X,A := {B} + A", M)
is gklt and f is a log resolution of (X, B + A). Since A ~py B+ A, Kx + A+ My is big/U.
We may write
Ky +T' + My :f*(Kx—FA—{—Mx)—FF
for some I' > 0, F' > 0 such that I' A F' = 0. By our construction, M descends to Y, (Y, By +
Exc(f)) is log smooth, (Y,T") is log smooth, (Y,I',M) is gklt, and Ky + I+ My is big/U. We
let
At =tA + (1 — t)B ~R,U B+tA

and

T, :=T + (1 —t)By
for any real number t. Then (X, A;, M) and (Y,I'y, M) are gklt for any ¢ € (0,1], and Kx +
Ay + My and Ky + I'y + My are big/U for any ¢ € (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 ¢ : Y --» Y.

We let T, be the strict transform of I'y on Y for any ¢. By Lemmas 2.41 and 2.42, there exists
to € (0,1), such that

e ¢ isalso a (Ky +I'y, + My )-MMP /U, and
e for any ¢ € (0,tp], any partial (Kys + ', + My/)-MMP/U is (Kys 4+ By’ + My~)-trivial.
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Thus (Y',T} ,M) is gklt and Ky: + T’} + My~ is big/U. By Theorem 2.34, we may run a

to?

(Ky' + T}, + My)-MMP/U, which terminates with a log minimal model (Y", T}/, M)/U of

to?
(Y',T;,,M)/U. We let T'{ be the strict transform of I'y on Y for any ¢ and By/(/) the strict
transform of By on Y”. Since the induced birational map ¢’ : Y' --» Y is (Ky/ + Bys + My~ )-
trivial, Ky~ + By» + My is nef/U. Moreover, the induced map ¢’ o ¢ : Y --» Y” does not
extract any divisor, and is both (Ky + By + My )-non-positive and (Ky + I'y, + My )-non-
positive. Thus (Y, By»,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y, By,M)/U and (Y",T} ,M)/U is a
weak glc model of (Y,T'y,,M)/U, hence (Y”,T/,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,T'y, M)/U for
any t € [0,o].

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

(X,B,M) = (Xl,Bl,M) i (XQ,BQ,M) I At 4 (XZ,BZ,M) - ...
Let A;, A;, A¢; be the strict transforms of A, A, A; on X; for any ¢,7 respectively, and let
Ai=inf{t|t>0,Kx, + B; +tA; + My, 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, lim; o0 A; = 0.

In particular, there exists a positive integer n such that A, < \,,—1 <tg. Since Ay; ~ry B; +
tA; for any t, (Xp, Ay, _,.n, M)/U is a weak glc model of (X, Ay, ,,M)/U and (X,,, Ay, n,M)/U
is a weak glc model of (X, A, ,M)/U. Since

Ky +T+My = f"(Kx + A+ Mx) +tF 4+ (1 -t)E
for any t, by Lemma 3.17, (X,,Ax,_, »,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,T'y, ,,M)/U and
(Xns A, M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y,T'y,,M)/U. By our construction, (Y", Ty ., M)/U

is a weak glc model of (Y, T'y,_,,M)/U and (Y", T ,M)/U is a weak glc model of (Y, T, M)/U.
Welet p: W — X,, and q : W — Y” be a resolution of indeterminacy.

Y—?>Y/7?I>Y”<—q w
/ lp
X-——->Xog——>...——>X,

By Lemma 3.9(1),
P (Ex, + Ay, _in+ Mx,) = ¢ (Kyr +T5 | +Myn).
and
p*(Kx, +Ax,n +Mx,) = ¢ (Kyr + T+ Myn).

Thus

p*(KXn +tA; + (1 — t)BZ’ + MXn) = q*(Ky// +t ,1/ + (1 — t)By// + My//)
when t € {\,—1, A\n}. Since A\,—1 # A, we have

p*(Kx, +tA; + (1 —t)B; + My, ) = ¢"(Kyn» +tI'] + (1 — t) By + Myn)
for any t. In particular,

p*(Kx, + Bn +Mx,) = ¢"(Ky» + Byn + Mywn)

is nef/U, hence Kx, + B, + Mx,, is nef/U, and A\, = 0, a contradiction. O
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 : X — X be a gdlt modification of (X, B, M) such that

K)*(—FB—FMX:g*(Kx—{—B—FMx),
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and let p: W — Y and ¢ : W — X be a resolution of indeterminacy, such that M descends
to W, p is a log resolution of (Y, Supp(By + E)), and ¢ is a log resolution of (X, Supp B). By
Lemma 3.6, we may find a proper log smooth model (W, By, M) of (Y, By, M). We have

Kw + Bw + My = p*(Ky + By + My) + F = (po 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,By,M) < a(D,X,B,M) and D is
exceptional over X. If D is not exceptional over X, then a(D, W, By, M) < a(D, X, B,M) = 0,
which is not possible. Thus p*E + F is exceptional over X.

By Lemma 3.17, (W, By, M)/U has a weak glc model. Since p*E + F is exceptional over X,
M descends to W, (W, By +p*E+F) is log smooth, by Lemma 3.19, we have that (X, B,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
gle (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’ + My is semi-ample/U,
hence (X', B',M)/U is a good minimal model of (X, B,M)/U, and the proof is concluded. [

Corollary 3.20. Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and X --+ 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 ¢ : W — X' be a resolution of indeterminacy of X --» X’ such that
M descends to W. Let (W, By, M) be a log smooth model of (X, B,M), then (W, By, 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, By, 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). O

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, U° C U a non-empty open subset,
and ™ : X — V a contraction over U such that V is quasi-projective. Let X0 := X xy UY,
BY:= Bxy U and M := M xy U°. Assume that k,(X/V,Kx +B+My) =0, M° descends
to X%, and MS%, ~g o 0. Then there exists a Q-factorial NQC gdit g-pair (X', B',M)/U, a
contraction © : X' — V' over U, and a birational projective morphism ¢ : V' — V over U
satisfying the following:

X -—-—--=-- =X
%4 L 1%
U

(1) X' is birational to X and V' is smooth,
(2) Kx/ + B'+Mx: ~gy 0.
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(3) (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (X', B',M)/U has a good minimal
model, and (X°, BY, M°)/U° has a good minimal model if and only if (X"° := X' xy
UV, BV := B' xy U°, M%) /U° 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
gle 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 X, then all glc centers of (X', B', M) intersect
X",

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

(7) ko (X/U,Kx + B +Mx) = k(X' /U, Kx/ + B' + My/).

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 ~gr y 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. [Gonll, Lemma 2.6(3)]). Let X be a normal projective variety and D a nef
R-Cartier R-divisor on X. Then

k(D) = max{k | k € N, D* # 0}.

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|. O

Theorem 4.3 (cf. [Gonll, Theorem 1.2]). Let (X, B) be a projective Q-factorial dit pair such
that ke (Kx + B) = 0. Then (X, B) has a log minimal model.

Theorem 4.4 (cf. [Gonll, Theorem 6.2]). Let (X, B) be a projective lc pair such that Kx+B =
0. Then Kx + B ~g 0.

Corollary 4.5. Let (X, B) be a projective lc pair such that k,(Kx + B) = 0. Then (X, B) has
a good minimal model (X', B') such that Kx: + B’ ~g 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 ¢ : W — X’ such that p*(Kx + B) = ¢*(Kx’ + B') + E for
some R-divisor E > 0 that is exceptional over X’. By Lemma 2.10(3), £,(Kxs + B’) = 0. Since
Kx: + B’ is nef, by Lemma 4.2, Kx + B’ = 0. By Theorem 4.4, Kx/ + B’ ~g 0. In particular,
(X', B’) is a good minimal model of (X, B). O

Theorem 4.6. Let (X, B,M) be a projective glc g-pair such that ke(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/+MXI ~R 0.

Proof. By Corollary 4.5, (X, B) has a good minimal model (X', B’) such that Kx/ + B’ ~g 0.
Since M descends to X and M ~g 0, by Lemma 2.22, M descends to X’ and M x/ ~g 0. Thus
(X', B’ M) is a good minimal model of (X, B,M) such that Ky, + B'+ My ~g 0. O

Corollary 4.7. Let (X, B,M) be a projective glc g-pair such that k,(Kx + B+ Mx) =0, M
descends to X, and Mx ~r 0. Then k,(Kx + B +Mx) = 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.6, (X, B, M) has a good minimal model (X', B’, M) such that Ky + B'+
My ~gr 0. By Lemma 3.8, there exists a common resolution p : W — X and ¢ : W — X’ such
that p*(Kx + B) = ¢*(Kx' + B') + E for some R-divisor £ > 0 that is exceptional over X’. By
Lemma 2.19(3), k,(Kx + B+ Myx) = k,(Kx + B'+ My/) = 0. O
Lemma 4.8. Let (X, B,M)/U be a glc g-pair such that X — U is a contraction, k. (X/U, Kx +
B+My) =0, and U is quasi-projective. Assume that UY C U is a non-empty open subset such
that M? := M xy U descends to X° := X xy U° and Mg{0 ~gpo 0. Then r,(X/U, Kx + B +
Myx) = 0. In particular, Kx + B+ Mx ~r D > 0 for some R-divisor D on X.
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Proof. If dim X = dim U then there is nothing left to prove, so we may assume that dim X >
dimU. Let F be a very general fiber of X — U and (F, Br, MF) the projective glc g-pair given
by the adjunction

Kr + Bp + Mk := (Kx + B + Mx)|r.
Then k,(Kp + Br + ML) = 0, (F, B,MF) is gle, M descends to F, and ML ~g 0. By
Corollary 4.7, k,(Kr + Br + ML) = 0. By Lemma 2.19(1), x,(X/U, Kx + B + My) = 0, and
the lemma follows by the definition of invariant Iitaka dimensions. O

Lemma 4.9. Let (X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC g¢dlt g-pair and 7 : X — U the induced
morphism, such that

(1) 7 is an equidimensional contraction,

(2) U is quasi-projective and Q-factorial,

(8) ke(X/U,Kx + B+ Mx) =0, and

(4) there erists a non-empty open subset U C U, such that M? := M xy U° descends to

X% := X xg U° and M5 ~g o 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/ ~g 0.

Proof. If dim X = dim U, then since 7 is an equidimensional contraction, 7 is the identity map,
and there is nothing left to prove. In the following, we assume that dim X > dim U.

By Lemma 4.8, Kx + B+ Mx ~ry E > 0 for some R-divisor £ on X. We may write
E = E" + EV, such that E" > 0, E” > 0, each component of E" is horizontal over U, and EV is
vertical over U. Since 7 is equidimensional, the image of any component of £V on U is a divisor.
Since U is Q-factorial, for any prime divisor P on U, we may define

vp :=sup{v |v>0,E' —vr*P > 0}.

Then vp > 0 for only finitely many prime divisors P on U. Possibly replacing £V with £V —
(> pvpP), we may assume that EV is very exceptional over U.
Let F be a very general fiber of 7, and (F, Bp, M) the projective g-pair induced by the
adjunction to the fiber
Kp + Bp + My, := (Kx + B+ Mx)|r.
Then k,(Kp+Br+ME) =0, M¥ descends to F, and ML ~g 0. By Theorem 4.6, (F, Bp, M)
has a good minimal model (F’, Bgr, M*) such that Kp + Bps + M;, ~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, Bp, M¥). In particular, let
(X,B,M) = (Xl, Bl, M) i 4 (XQ, BQ,M) ——F e == (Xz',Bia M) - ...
be our (Kx +B+Mx)-MMP /U with scaling of A, and let A;, Eih, E?, F; be the strict transforms
of A, E" EV,F on X; respectively, then there exists a positive integer n such that
E}p, = (Ep + Bk, ~r (Kx, + By +Mx, )|k,
and the projective generalized pair (F,, Br,, M) given by the adjunction
is a log minimal model of (F, B, M!").

By Lemma 3.9(1), Kg, + Bp, + Mf:n ~r 0. Thus E"|f, ~g 0. Since E" > 0 is horizontal
over U, E!" = 0, and Ky, + B, + My, ~gy EY. Since this MMP/U is also a (E" + EV)-
MMP/U and E} is very exceptional over U, by Lemma 2.32, this MMP terminates with a log
minimal model (X', B',M)/U = (X, B, M)/U of (X, B,M)/U for some positive integer m,
such that Kx/ + B’ + My ~gp 0. In particular, (X', B’,M)/U is a good minimal model of
(X,B,M)/U. O
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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 dit pair and w: X — U a projective surjective morphism over
a normal variety U. Then there exists a commutative diagram of projective morphisms

vy Lo x

4

V.U

such that
(1) f,e are birational morphisms, @' 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 NE =0,
(¢) (Y,By) is lc quasi-smooth, and any lc center of (Y,By) on X is an lc center of

(X, B).
Proof. This result follows from [AKO00], see also [Hu20, Theorem B.6], [Kaw15, Theorem 2] and
[Has19, Step 2 of Proof of Lemma 3.2]. O

Proof of Theorem j.1. Let h: W — X be a log resolution of (X, Supp B) such that M descends
to W. By Lemma 3.6, (X, B, M) has a proper log smooth model (W, By, M) for some R-divisor
By 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, By, 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

vy o x

o)

|, v
such that
e . are birational morphisms, my is an equidimensional contraction, Y only has Q-
factorial toroidal singularities, and V' is smooth, and
e there exist two R-divisors By and F on Y, such that
— Ky + By + My = f*(Kx + B+ Mx) + E,
— By >0, E>0,and By AN 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 ¢ is birational, by Lemma 2.10(3),
HJU(Y/V/,KY + By +My) = KJO’(Y/‘/’)KY + By +My) = KO'(X/‘/’)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+ My ~g s 0. Let 7’ : X’ — V' be the induced contraction.
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We show that (X', B', M) /U, 7', ¢ satisfy our requirements. (1)(2) follow from our construction.
Let p: W’ — Y and ¢ : W' — X’ be a resolution of indeterminacy of the induce map ¥ --» X’
such that p is a log resolution of (Y, By). Then we have

p*(Ky + By + My) = ¢*(Kx' + B'+ Mx/) + F

for some F > 0 that is exceptional over X’. Let By := p; !By + Exc(p), then (W', By, 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', Bys,M)/U has a good minimal model, if and only if (X', B’,M)/U has a good minimal
model. Moreover, let Y0 := Y xy UO,B?, = By xy U, W .= W' xy U, and BIQV' =
By xy U, then by Theorem 3.14 again, (X9, BY, M?)/U° has a good minimal model if and
only if (YO :=Y xy U°, BY := By xy U°,M")/U° has a good minimal model, if and only
if (W0 := W' xyU° By, := By xy UY,M?)/U° has a good minimal model, if and only if
(X0, B0 M?%) /U 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', Byy/,M)/U, if and only if (X", B, M)/U is
a weak glc model of (X', B', M) /U, hence (4).

Let D be a glc place of (X', B’ M). Since Y --» 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 X, then the image of any glc place of (X, B,M) on U intersects U, hence the image
of any glc place of (X, B', M) on U intersects U, hence all glc centers of (X', B', M) intersect
X" 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 ¢ is birational,
and we have (6).

Finally, by Lemma 2.10(3),

5o (X/U, Kx + B+ My) = 5o(Y/U, Ky + By +My) = 5y (W'/U,p*(Ky + By + My))
= KU(W,/U’ q*(KX/ + B, + MX’)) — K/O'(X//U7 KX’ + B/ + MX/)a
and we get (7). O

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 [Fill8b, 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
m: X =V be a surjective morphism over U. Assume that Kx + B + Mx ~gr v 0, then there
exists an NQC glc g-pair (V, By, M") /U, such that

(1) Kx + B+ My ~g 7™ (Ky + By + MY)),

(2) any glc center of (V, By,MV) 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, By,MV) is gkit.

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, By, M")/U, such that
Kx + B+ My ~q 7" (Ky + By + M“f), and By and MY are defined in the following way:
Let V0 be the smooth locus of V, X0 := X xy V°, and 7|x0 : X® — V? the restriction of 7.
Then we have the Hurwitz formula

KXO = (7T|XO)*Kvo + RO
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where RO is the effective ramification divisor of f|yo. Let R be the closure of R® in X, and let
By = degﬂﬂ-* (R + B). For any proper birational morphism p : V! — V let X' be the main
component of X xy V' with induced birational map 7’ : X’ — V'. We let My, = My,

(1) follows immediately.

Since (V, B MV) /U is a g-pair, for any prime divisor E over V, there exists a birational
morphism hy : V — V such that MY descends to V and E is on V. We let h : X — X be
a birational morphism such that h descends to X, M descends to X, and the induced map
7 : X — V is a morphism.

deg T

There are two cases:

Case 1. F is exceptional over V. In this case, we let F' C #1(E) be a prime divisor, and let
r < deg f be the ramification index of 7 along F'. Near the generic point of F', we have

K¢ =h"(Kx+B+My)+(a(F,X,B,M)-1)F ~q h*n*(Ky+By+My)+(a(F, X, B,M)-1)F
and
Kg =7 K;+ (r—1)F =7 h{,(Ky + By + My) +r(a(E,V,By,M") = 1)F + (r — 1)F
= h*n*(Ky + By + My) + (ra(E,V,By,M") — 1)F.
Let X 5 X >V be the Stein factorization of w0 h = hy o 7. Since E is exceptional over V, F
is exceptional over X. By the negativity lemma, we have
a(F,X,B,M) —1=ra(E,V,By,M") — 1,

hence a(F, X, B,M) > 0 if and only if a(E,V, By,M") > 0 and a(F, X, B,M) > 0 if and only
if a(E,V,By,M") > 0. Moreover, since ' C #~Y(E), if F is a glc place of (V, By, M), then
F is a glc place of (X, B,M) and centery E is contained in the image of centerx F in V.
Case 2. F is not exceptional over V. In this case, if E is not a component of By, then
a(E,V,By,M") =1> 0. If E is a component of By, then we may let By,...,B,, C 7~ Y(E)
be the prime divisors on X lying over V and let d; be the degree of the induced morphism
m|p, : Bi — E. By our construction of By,
ot d; multp, B

degm ’
Since >, d; < degm, a(E,V, By,M") > 0if multg, B < 1 for each i, and a(E, V, By, M") > 0
if multg, B < 1 for each i. Moreover, since B; C 7w 1(E) for each i, if E is a glc place of

(V, By,M"), then B; is a glc place of (X, B, M) for some i and F is contained in the image of
Bz‘ inV.

a(E,V,By,M") =1 —multgy By =1 —

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, By, MV) /U, such that Kx + B +
Mx ~q 7 (Ky + By + M“f) Moreover, for any birational morphism hy : V — V, we have
an R-divisor By satisfies that K + By + M“; = h},(Kv + By + MY)) and defined in the

following way: let X be the main component of X xy V, and h: X — X and 7 : X — V the
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induced morphisms. Let K ¢ + B + My := h*(Kx + B + Mx). For any prime divisor £ on V,
multp By = 1 —tg, where

tg :=sup{s | (X, B+ s7*E, M) is glc over the generic point of E}.

Note that F may not be Q-Cartier but 7*FE is always defined over the generic point of F.

(1) follows immediately.

If F is a glc place of (V, By, M) on V, then tg = 0, hence #*E contains a glc center F of
(X, B,M) over the generic point of E. We have F C Supp 7*E and 7(F) C E, hence 7(F) = E.
Thus F is the image of a glc center of (X B ,M) on V, hence centery F 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 i) Y % V be the Stein factorization of 7. Then Kx+B+Mx ~qy 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) for some gle Q-g-pair (Y, By, MY)/U such that any glc center of (Y, By,MY) is
the image of a gle center of (X, B,M) in Y. Moreover, Ky + By + MY ~gy 0. By Step 1,
Ky + By + MY ~q ¢*(Kv + By + MY,) for some glc g-pair (V, By, M")/U such that any glc
center of (V, By, M) is the image of a glc center of (Y, By, MY ) 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). O

Remark 5.2. We remark that in the previous theorem, we cannot apply the generalized
canonical bundle formula as in [Fil18b] because [Fill8b] 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 7 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 7 : X — V a contraction over
U, such that

V' is mormal quasi-projective,

ke (X/V,Kx +B+Myx) =0 and k,(X/U Kx + B+Mx) =dimV —dimU,

all gle centers of (X, B,M) dominate V', and

there exists a non-empty open subset U’ C U, such that M? := M xy U° descends to
X% := X xg U, and M., ~g o 0.

Then:
(1) (X,B M)/U has a good minimal model, and
(2) Let (X,B,M)/U be a good minimal model of (X, B,M)/U and X — V is the contraction

over U mduced by Kg + B+ My. Then all glc centers of (X, B,M) dominate V.

Proof. By Theorem 4.1, there exists a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair (X', B, M)/U, a contraction
7'+ X' — V' over U, and a birational projective morphism ¢ : V/ — V over U, such that
e X' is birational to X and V' is smooth,
o Kx/+ B + Mx/ ~gys 0. In particular, ko (X'/V', Kx: + B' + Mx/) = 0 by Lemma
2.10(5),
e (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (X', B, M) /U has a good minimal
model,
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e any weak glc model of (X, B,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X', B', M) /U, and any weak
gle model of (X', B, M) /U is a weak glc model of (X, B,M)/U,

e all glc centers of (X', B/, M) dominate V', and

e 1, (X' /U Kx/+B'+Mx/) = ko (X/U, Kx+B+Mx) = dim V—dimU = dim V'—dim U.
By Lemma 2.22, we also have that

e MY descends to X0 := X’ xy UY and Mg(/o ~g o 0.
Claim 5.4. Assume that (X', B',M)/U has a good minimal model (X', B',M)/U, X" — V' is
the contraction over U induced by K+ B'+ Mg/, and all glc centers of (X', B', M) dominate
V'. Then Proposition 5.3(2) holds for (X,B,M)/U.

Proof. Let (X, B,M)/U be a good minimal model of (X, B,M)/U. Then (X, B,M)/U is a weak
gle model of (X', B',M)/U. Since (X', B',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 — X and ¢ : W — X’ of the
induced birational map X --» X/, such that

(KX —|—B—|—Mx) = q*(KX/ —|—B/—|—MX/)
Then K¢ + B + My is semi-ample/U, and if we let X — V be the contraction over U induced

by Kx + B+ Mgy, then V = V', Since all glc centers of (X', B', M) dominate V' =V, all gle
centers of (X, B, M) dominate V, and the claim is proved. O

Proof of Proposition 5.3 continued. By Claim 5.4, we may replace (X, B,M),V and 7 with
(X’,B',M), V' and 7’ respectively, and assume that V is smooth and Kx + B + Mx ~gry 0.
By Theorem 5.1, there exists an NQC gklt g-pair (V, By, MY) /U such that
Kx 4+ B+ Myx ~g 7*(Ky + By + MY)).
By Lemma 2.10(4)(5), we have
kie(V/U Ky + By + MV)) = ko (X/U,Kx + B4+ Mx) = dimV — dim U.

By Lemma 2.10(1), Ky + By +M“§ is big/U. By Theorem 2.34, we may run a (Ky —i—BV—l—M“f)—
MMP /U with scaling of some general ample/U divisor A, which terminates with a good minimal

model (V, B, MY)/U of (V,By,M")/U. Let ¢ : V --» V be the induced morphism, and let
g: VoV and Gg:V — V be a common resolution such that § g=¢og. Let h: W — X be a log
resolution of (X, Supp B) such that M descends to W and the induced map 7y : W — Visa
morphism. By Lemma 3.6, there exists a proper log smooth model (W, By, M) of (X, B, M).
In particular,
for some h-exceptional R-divisor F > 0. Assume that
9" (Kyv + By + My,) = §* (K + By + M{) + F.
Then
Kw + Bw + My = h*(Kx + B+ My) + E ~g (o h)"(Ky + By + M{,) + E
= myg" (Kv + By + MY/) + E = 7y §* (K + By + MY) + mjy F + E.
Since F is exceptional over X, E is very exceptional over V. Since ¢ is a birational contraction,
F is very exceptional over V. Since F is exceptlonal over V my F' is very exceptional over V.
Thus 7}, F' + E' is very exceptional over V. In particular,

Kw—i-Bw—i-Mw NR,\? 7TI>';VF—|-E

is very exceptional over V. By Lemma 2.32, we may run a (Kw + Bw + MW)-MMP/XA/
with scaling of a general ample/V divisor which terminates with a good minimal model

(W, B, M)/V such that K5 + By + My ~g ¢ 0 and the induced birational map W' --» W
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exactly contracts Supp(mjy, F' + E). In particular, let 77 : W — V be the induced morphism,
then

K + By + My ~g 75 (K + By + MY).

Since (‘7,B‘7,Mv)/U is a good minimal model of (V, By,M")/U, Ky + By + M“A; is semi-
ample/U, hence Ky + By + My is semi-ample/U. Thus (/W,BW, M)/U is a good minimal
model of (W,Bw,M)/U. By Lemma 3.10, (W,B, M)/U is a good minimal model of

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

resolution f : Z — X and f Z W of indeterminacy of the induced birational map X --» W
such that

["(Kx + B+ Mg) = f"(Kj + By + Mgp).
In particular, any glc place of (X, B,M) is a glc place of (/W,BW,M), hence a glc place of
(W, By,M), and hence a glc place of (X, B,M) by Lemma 3.7 as (W, By, M) is a proper log
smooth model of (X, B,M). In particular, any glc place of (X, B M) dominates V. Moreover,
the contraction X — V induced by K ¢+ B+M g factors through V and the induced morphism
V — V is birational as Ky + By + Mg is big/U. In particular, the induced map V --» V

is birational. Thus all glc places of (X, B,M) dominate V, hence all glc centers of (X, B, M)
dominate V', which implies (2).

f
Z W——>W
LN
X<--X 1 W
R
™ g
V<77Vf?>‘7

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 are informed by Nikolaos Tsakanikas that some similar results are
obtained in [LMT20]. We recall the definitions related to the concept of difficulty for g-pairs as
in [HL18, Theorem 4.5]:

Definition 6.1. Let Z C [0,1] and Z’' C [0, +00) be two sets. We define

1 T"b‘ E
S(T,T) = {1—E+Z#+Z% |m e Nt 7, s €N,b;j €T, uj €T} (0,1].

Proposition 6.2 ([HL18, Proposition 2.8]). Let Z C [0,1] and ' C [0,4+00) be two sets. Let
(X,B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC ¢dlt g-pair such that B € Z and M = 11;M;, where u; € I’
for each i and each M; is nef/U b-Cartier. Then for any glc center S of (X, B,M), the g-pair
(S, Bs,M?®)/U given by the adjunction

K5+Bs+MS (Kx+B+Mx)|
is gdlt, and Bs € S(Z,T').
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Definition 6.3 (Difficulty, [HL18, Definition 4.3]). Let Z and Z’ 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 € Z and
M = > u;M;, where p; € I’ for each i and each M; is nef/U b-Cartier. For any glc center S of
(X, B,M) of dimension > 1, let (S, Bg, M) be the g-pair given by the generalized adjunction

Ks+ Bs+ M2 := (Kx + B+ My)|s,
then we define

dr7(S,Bs,M®) := > #{E |a(E,Bs,M®) < 1—a,centers E ¢ | Bs|}
aeS(Z,7)

+ > #{E|a(B, Bs,M%) <1—a,centers E ¢ | Bs]}.
aeS(Z,T")

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) = (Xl,Bl,M) = (XQ,BQ,M) i At 4 (X“BZ,M) s RN
be a (Kx + B+ Mx)-MMP/U with scaling of A, such that the scaling numbers
A = inf{t ‘ t> O,KXZ- + B; +tA; + MXi 18 nef/U}

satisfies that lim; 1 A; = 0. Here A; is the strict transform of A on X; for each i.
For any glc center S; of (X, B;, M) of dimension > 1, let (S;, Bs,, M®)/U be the generalized
pair given by the adjunction

Kgs, + Bg, + Mgz = (KXi + B; + MXi)’Si'

Assume that for any i and any gle center S; of (X;, B;, M) of dimension > 1, (S;, Bs,, M%) /U
has either a log minimal model or a Mori fiber space. Then the MMP terminates near the strict
transform of | B].

Proof. Let T C [0,1] be a finite set such that B € Z, and let Z' C [0, +0o0) be a finite set such
that M = > u;M;, where each M; is nef/U b-Cartier and each u; € 7. Let ¢; : X; --» X411
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 X; for ¢ > 0, we may assume that each ¢; is a flip. We let X; —
Z; < X;y1 be the flip given by ¢;, where X; — Z; is the flipping contraction. Since the number
of glc centers of (X, B, M) is finite, possibly replacing X with X; for i > 0, we may assume that
the flipping locus of ¢; does not contain any glc centers. In particular, ¢; is an isomorphism of
0-dimensional glc places for each .

We show that ¢; induces an isomorphism of every glc center by induction on dimension d
of glc centers, and the theorem will follow from the d = dim X — 1 case. Pick an integer
1 <k <dimX — 1, and suppose that ¢; induces an isomorphism for every d-dimensional glc
centers for each d < k — 1 and ¢ > 0. Possibly replacing X with X; for ¢ > 0, we may assume
that ¢; induces an isomorphism for every d-dimensional glc center for each d < k — 1 and each 1.

Let S be a k-dimensional glc center of (X, B,M). Since the flipping locus of ¢; does not
contain any glc centers, we may let S; be the birational transform of S on X;. By Proposition
6.2, the g-pair (S;, Bs,, M) given by the adjunction

KSi + BSi + Mgz = (KXi + B; + MXi)|Si

is gdlt, and Bg, € S(Z,Z'). By our construction, M?S: = M? 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 ¢ : W — X, be a resolution of indeterminacy such that p is a log resolution of (X, B) and ¢
is a log resolution of (X;, B;) and M descends to W. Let Sy be the strict transform of S (and

of S;) on W. We then have that Mgw =Mwls,, = Mg;v as claimed above.
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By the induction hypothesis, ¢; induces an isomorphism on |Bg, | for each i. Thus for any
i and any prime divisor E over S;, centerg, £ C |Bg,] if and only if centerg,,, £ C |Bg
By the negativity lemma, a(E,S;, Bs,,M®) < a(FE, Si11, Bs
divisor F over S;. Thus

i+1J'

1, M) for each i and any prime

dz 7/(Si, Bs;, M®) > dr /(Si11, Bs,,,, M?)

for each i. Moreover, for any 4 such that S; and S;y1 are not isomorphic in codimension 1, if
there exists a prime divisor £ on S;;1 that is exceptional over S;, then

1 —a=a(F,Si1,Bs, ,,M%) > a(E,S;, Bs,, M®)

i+1)

for some «a € S(Z,Z'), and hence
dI,I’(Si, BSZ'a MS) > dI,I’(SZ'Jrla BSi+1 5 MS)

By [HL18, Remark 4.4, dz 7/ (S;, Bg.,M?®) < 4o00. Thus possibly replacing X with X; for some
i > 0, we may assume that S; --+ S;11 does not extract any divisor for any ¢. In particular,
p(Sit1) < p(S;), and p(Si11) < p(S;) if S; --+ S;41 contracts a divisor. Thus possibly replacing
X with X; for some ¢ > 0, we may assume that S; and S;y; are isomorphic in codimension 1
for each i.

In particular, let ¢; ; : S; --» S; be the induced birational map for each 7, j, then

Ksi + BSi + Mgl = .hm (¢;]1)*((KXJ + Bj + )‘jAJ + MXj)‘Sj)
J—+oo ’
for each i. Since Ky, + Bj + A\jA; + My, is nef/U, Kg, + Bs, + Mgl is pseudo-effective/U for
each i. By our assumption, (S1, Bs,, M®)/U has a log minimal model.
Let T; be the normalization of the image of S; in Z; for each i, and let T' be the image of S on
U. Then we have an induced birational map S; --+ S;11 over T; for each i. Let (57, BS{ , MS) be

a gdlt model of (S, Bg,, M), and let AS{ be the pullback of A on S7. We prove the following
claim:

Claim 6.5. (1) The (Kx+B+Mx)-MMP/U with scaling of A induces a (ng“‘BS{‘i‘Mg/ )-
1
MMP/T with scaling of Agr.
(2) The induced (Kg; + Bg + Msi)—MMP/T with scaling of Ag: terminates.

Proof. Since (S1,Bs,,M®)/U has a log minimal model, (S1,Bs,, M®)/T has a log minimal
model. By Lemma 3.13, (57, BSQ,MS)/T has a log minimal model. By Lemma 3.12, for any
partial (K¢ + Bgr + Msi)—MMP/T (7, Bs;, M%) -=» (S, Bsy, M®), (S{, Bgyr,M?)/T has a
log minimal model.

We run a (Kg; + Bg; + MSE)—MMP /T with scaling of a general ample/T" divisor. Since

KS{ —|—Bsi + )\11451 +M§i =n 0,

this MMP is also a (KSi + Bg; + Msi)—MMP/Tl with scaling of A1 Ag;.

Since (57, B, M*) /T has a log minimal model, by Theorem 2.36, this MMP terminates with
a log minimal model (53, Bg;, M®)/T;. Since S; --+ S is an isomorphism in codimension 1,
Kg, + Bg, —i—Mg2 is ample/T}, and S --+ Sy does not extract any divisor, (So, Bs,, M®)/T} is a
weak glc model of (S5, Bgy, M®)/T;. By Lemma 3.9, the birational map S — Ss is a morphism,
and (53, Bg;, M?) is a gdlt model of (2, Bs,, M?).

We may replace (S1, Bs,, M¥)/T with (S, Bs,, M?)/T and continue this process. This gives
us the desired (Kg; + Bg + MSi )-MMP /T with scaling of Ag.
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( i’BS{’MS)___>(S§’BSQ’MS)_ e >(S£’BS£’MS)_ - >(Si+1’BS¢+1’MS)_ T
v v v v
(S1,Bs,, M%) — === (S5, Bg,, M%) - =...— =(8;,Bs,,M®) = - = (S;41,Bs,,,,M®) - =...

., S~

Let (SZ{,BSI{,MS)/T be the generalized pair constructed in the MMP that is a gdlt model
of (S;,Bs,,M?)/T for each i. Then the scaling numbers of any step of the MMP after
(Si, Bg:, M?)/T are < );. In particular, let u; be the scaling numbers of the (Kg; +Bg; +M§i)_
MMP /T with scaling of AS{ we constructed, then lim; , | o ; = 0. By Theorem 2.35, this MMP
terminates. m

Proof of Theorem 6.4 continued. By Claim 6.5, S; --» S;1 is the identity map for ¢ > 0. Thus
the original (Kx + B+ Mx)-MMP /U with scaling of an ample/U R-divisor A on X terminates
near S;. We apply this for every k-dimensional glc center, and the theorem follows by induction
on k. ]

7. FUKUDA-TYPE BASE-POINT-FREE THEOREMS
Definition 7.1 (Special b-divisors, [Fujl2, 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-kit 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}éfl.
(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 ¥ — X.

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

H'(U,0x(D)) = {a € kK(X)* | ((a) + D)[v = 0} U {0}.
In particular, Ox([A*(X, B)]) is a coherent Ox-module by [Fujl12, 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 Supp B is a simple normal crossing divisor. Let m: X — U be a proper morphism onto
a variety U, and let M and H be two m-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 jo such that m,Ox ([A*(X, B)]+
jbH) C m.Ox (jbH) for every integer j > jo, and
(8) there is a positive integer ¢ such that cH is Cartier and that Op(cH) := Ox(cH)|r is
w-generated, where T = —N(X, B)x.

Then mH is w-generated for all m > 0 sufficiently divisible and in particular H is w-semi-ample.
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Proof. Suppose that (X, B) is sub-klt, then note that H — (Kx + B+ M) ~gu A+ E where A
is ample/U and E > 0. Let p: Y — X be a log resolution of (X, B 4+ F) and assume that

Ky = p*(Kx + B) + Zaij.

Then, for any rational number 0 < € < 1,
Kx +B+ M+ eA+FE) ~qu Kx + B

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

Ky = p*(Kx + B) + > _a}F,
then [a’] = [a;] for each j. Then

H—(Kx+B')~qu (1—¢)(H—-(Kx+ B+ M))
is nef and big over U, and by [Fuj12, Lemma 3.11],
1.0x([A*(X,B")] + jbH) = m.Ox ([A*(X, B)] + jbH) C m.Ox (jbH)

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

IH + [A*(X,B)x] —T — (Kx + {B}) = lH — (Kx + B+ M)+ M

is nef and big over U for any positive integer [, by applying relative Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing
to lH + [A*(X, B)x| — T, we have a surjection

mOx(IH + [A*(X, B)x]) — mOr(IH + [A*(X, B)x]).

By assumption (2) and [Fujl2, Lemma 3.11], the left hand side is isomorphic to 7.Ox (IH) and
the map factors through m,Or(IH) and so we have an isomorphism 7, Or(IH) = ©,.Or(IH +
[A*(X,B)x]). Since Or(lH) is m-generated, from the surjection m,.Ox (IH) — m.Or(IH), it
follows that the base locus of [H over U does not intersect 7.

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 |p"™H| is generated over U for m > 0. Suppose that this
is not the case and pick mg > 0 such that the base locus of [p™° H| over U coincides with the
base locus of [p"™H| over U for any m > mg. As we have seen above, this base locus does not
intersect T'. Let p: Y — X be a log resolution such that

() Ky = (Kx + B) + S,
(II) p*[p™ H| = |P|+ _r;F; where |P| is free over U and r; > 0, and

(III) p*(H — (Kx + B)) — Y 6;F; is ample/U for some 0 < §; < 1.

Let ¢ = minrﬁéo{w}. Note that as the base locus does not intersect T', if r; # 0, then

a; > —1 and so ¢ > 0. Possibly perturbing the ;, we may assume that the above minimum is
achieved for a unique j = jo and that u(Fj)) N T = (. Define A := > (—crj +a; — §;)F; and
A= ([A])Z° = [A] + F}, + T where u(T') = T. Note that 0 < A’ < [A*(X, B)x]. Define

N = p*(p"H) + A — Ky = cP + p*((p" — cp™)H — (Kx + B)) = >_ 0, F.

If p™ — ep™® > 1, then N is ample/U and so R'¢.Oy (u*(p™H) + [A]) = 0 for i > 0 where
¢ :Y — U is the induced morphism. Since Fj, N Supp(I') = 0, it follows that the short exact
sequence

0 Oy (" (7™ H) + [A]) = Oy (u* (" H) + A') = O, 40(u* (0™ H) + A) > 0
induces a surjection ¢.Oy (u*(p"H) + A’) = O, (u*(p™H) + A'). Since
(" H + A+ Fjy +D)|p,, — K,y = (0" p"H + A= Ky)|p,, = Nlg,

Jo
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is ample/U, then ¢.Op; (u*(p™H) + A’) # 0 for all m > 0 by Shokurov’s non-vanishing. But
then Fj, is not contained in the base locus of p*p™H + A’ over U. Since 0 < A" < [A*(X, B) x|,
by [Fuj12, Lemma 3.11] ¢, OF,; (u*(p™ H) + A") = ¢.Op;, (0" (p™ H)) and so Fj, is not contained
in the base locus of p*p™H over U, so that p(F},) is not contained in the base locus of p™H
over U. This is a contradiction as this base locus coincides with the base locus of p™ H over
U and by property (II) above, p(F},) is contained in the base locus of p™ H over U. Thus
p™H is generated over U for some m > 0. Let ¢ be another prime, then by the same argument
q"H 1is generated over U for some n > 0. Since p™ and ¢" are coprime, we may write any
integer r > 0 as a linear combination r = ap™ + bq"™ where a,b are positive integers. But then
[rH| D [p™H|*® x |¢"H|*® is generated over U. In particular the stable base locus of H over U
is empty as required.

O

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 Supp B is a simple normal crossing divisor. Let w: X — U be a projective morphism
to a normal variety U and n the generic point of U, such that

(1) M is a nef/U Q-b-Cartier Q-b-divisor over X such that M descends to X and
My |x, ~q 0, where X, is the generic fiber of T,

(2) H is a m-nef Q-divisor on X and H — (Kx + B +Mx) is w-nef and w-abundant,

(3) k(aH,; — (Kx + B+ Mx),) > 0 and ko(aH, — (Kx + B+ Mx),) = ks(H, — (Kx +
B + Mx),) for some rational number a > 1, where (.), denotes restriction to X,,

(4) (Rank condition) if g : X --+ Z is the litaka fibration for H — (Kx + B+ Mx) over U,
then we assume that replacing Z by a higher model, for a log resolution p:Y — X such
that the induced map f :Y — Z is a morphism, then rkf.Oy ([A*(Y,By)|) = 1 where
p*(Kx + B) = Ky + By,

(5) (Saturation condition) there exist positive integers b and jo such that m,.Ox ([A* (X, B) |+
jbH) C m,.Ox (jbH) for every integer j > jo, and

(6) there is a positive integer ¢ such that cH is Cartier and Ox(cH)|r is m-generated where
T:= —N(X,B)x.

Then H is w-semi-ample.

Proof. It H— (Kx + B+ Mx) is nef and big over U, then this follows from Theorem 7.2.
By [KMMS7, Proposition 6-1-3, Remark 6-1-4] (see also [Nak86G, Lemma 6]), we may let
1Y — X be a log resolution with morphisms f:Y — Z and ¢ : Z — U, such that
() p=mopu=ypof:Y — U where Y and Z are smooth, f and ¢ are projective, p is
birational, and f has connected fibers,
(IT) there is a @-nef and p-big Q-divisor Py on Z such that

pw'(H — (Kx + B+ Mx)) ~qou f*Fo,
(III) there is a p-nef Q-divisor D on Z such that p*H ~qu 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—.z

N
I ®
X —==U
We write Ky + By + My = u*(Kx + B+ Mx) and Hy = p*H. By construction, (Y, By ) is

sub-le, My = p*My is nef, and f is birational to the Iitaka fibration of H — (Kx + B + Mx)
over U.
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We show that My ~q z 0. By our construction, My’yn ~@ 0 where Y;, is the generic fiber of
p. Thus My ~q 0 over the generic point 7z of Z. By Lemma 2.3, My ~q,z £ where £ > 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

vp:=sup{v|v>0,FE —vf*P >0},

then vp > 0 for only finitely many prime divisors P on Z. Let F := E — f*(3>_pvpP), then
My ~q,z F > 0 and F is very exceptional over Z. By the general negativity lemma [Birl2a,
Lemma 3.3], My ~q z 0. In particular, since My is nef/U, My ~qu f*Py for some Q-divisor
Py that is nef/U.

We now let 7" = —N(Y, By )y and observe that u(7”) = T and so Oy (cHy )|z is p-generated.
If 7" dominates Z, then there exists an irreducible component 7 of 17" such that f(1}) = Z.
Thus (Hy)|r; ~qu (f*D)|r; 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 7" does not dominate Z and therefore
that (Y, By) is sub-klt over 7.

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
have Ky + By ~q f*(Kz + Bz + MZ%) for some sub-glc g-sub-pair (Z, Bz, M?%)/U. We show
that we can assume the following:

(i) Ky + By + My ~q [*(Kz + Bz + MZ + Py),
(ii) (Z, Bz,M? + Py) is sub-glc,
(iil) MZ + Pz is a nef/U, Q-b-divisor on Z,
(iv) w*Oz((A*(Z Bz)] +JD) C ¢.04(jD),
(v) D — (Kz + Bz + MZ + Py) is p-nef and ¢-big,
(vi) Y and Z are smooth, Supp(By) and Supp(Bz) have simple normal crossings, and

(vii) Opn(D) = Oz(D )|T” is p-semi-ample, where 7" = —N(Z, Bz) 7.

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 M? descends to the nef
divisor MZ 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*Py ~qu p*(H — (Kx + B+Mx)) ~ou f*(D — (Kz + Bz +MZ + Pyz)) is p-nef and
Py is -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)] +jD) C f.0y ([A*(Y, By)| + jHy).

By assumption (5),
0.0z ([A*(Z, Bz)| + jD) C pOy ([AX(Y, By)| + jHy) C p.Oy (jHy) = ¢.0z(jD),

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

[Hy + [A*(Y,By)y| —T' — (Ky +{By}) ~q f*((l = 1)D + Py + Pz)

where Py is ¢-nef and ¢-big and so (I—1)D+ Py+ Py is g-nef and p-big for [ > 1. It follows that
R'f.Oy (IHy+[A*(Y, By)y]—T") is a torsion free sheaf on Z. Since f,Or(IHy+[A*(Y, By)y])
is supported on 7" = f(T") and hence a torsion sheaf on Z, then

0— f*Oy(lHy—i-[A*(Y, By)y—‘ —T/) — f*Oy(lHy—l-[A*(Y, By)y—l) — f*OT(lHy—l-[A*(Y, By)y-‘) —0

is exact. By [Fuj13, Corollary 1.5], R, f.Oy (IHy + [A*(Y, By)y] —T') = 0. Thus we have a
surjection

p«Oy (IHy) = p.Oy (IHy + [A*(Y, By)y 1) = p«Op (IHy + [A*(Y, By)y1)
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which factors through p.Op/(IHy ). Therefore the natural inclusion p.Op (I1Hy) < p.Op (IHy +
[A*(Y,By)y]|) is an isomorphism and p,Oy(IHy) — p.Op/(IHy) is surjective. Since, as
observed above, the latter is p-generated, it follows that the relative base locus of Oy (IHy)
is disjoint from T”. Since Hy ~q f*D and T = f(1"), it follows that Oz(ID) is generated
along T” so that Op (D) is ¢-semi-ample and thus (vii) holds.

The theorem now follows. In fact by Theorem 7.2 applied to (Z, Bz), D and M%, one sees
that Oz(D) is g-semi-ample. Since p*H = f*D, Ox(H) is w-semi-ample. O

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 n be the generic point of U, X, the
generic fiber of m : X — U, and D, the restriction of D to X, for any Q-divisor D on X.
Assume that

(1) M descends to X near X, and Mx/|x, ~q 0,

(2) H is a w-nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X such that H — (Kx + B + Mx) is w-nef and
m-abundant,

(3) for some rational number a > 1, k(X,, (aH, — (Kx +B+Mx),) > 0 and ks (X, (aH, —
(Kx + B +Mx),) = tio(X,), (H, — (Kx + B+ Myx),), and

(4) there is a positive integer ¢ such that cH is Cartier and Ox(cH)|r is w-generated where
T := Ngklt(X, B, M).

Then H is w-semi-ample.

Proof. Let h : W — X be a log resolution of (X, Supp B) such that M descends to W. Let
Kw + Bw + My := h*(Kx + B+ Mx). Let Hy := h*H, n’ := 7 o h, W,, the generic fiber of
7', and D, the restriction of D to W, for any Q-divisor D on W. Then

e W is smooth, (W, By ) is sub-lc and Supp Byy is a simple normal crossing divisor,

e By Lemma 2.22, M is a nef/U Q-b-Cartier Q-b-divisor over W such that M descends
to W and My |w, ~q 0,

e Hyy is a w'-nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor and Hy — (Kw + Bw + My ) = h*(H — (Kx + B+
My)) is 7’-nef and #’-abundant,

o i((aHw — (Kw + Bw + Mw))y) = r(aHy — (Kx + B + Mx)y) = 0, and

ko ((aHw — (Kw + Bw + Mw))y) = rio(aHy — (Kx + B + Mx),)
= “o(Hn —(Kx+B+ MX)n)
= ko((Hw — (Kw + Bw +Mw)),)

for some rational number a > 1.

e (Rank condition) This follows along the lines of [Fujl0, 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 litaka fibration
of H— (Kx + B+ My) over U. In particular Oz = f.Oy C 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 H!(Oz(A)) = 0. In particular
HO(f.Oy([A*(Y, By)y]) ® Oz(A)) — H°(C ® Oz(A)) is surjective and C @ Oz(A) is
generated. Recall that

f*Py ~g Hy — (Ky + By + My) = h*(H — (Kx + B+ Mx))

where Py is big and so we have an inclusion Oz(A) — Oz(mPy) for some m > 0. We
also see that

HO(Oy ([A*(Y, By)y] + k(Hy — (Ky + By + My))) = H%(Oy (k(Hy — (Ky + By + My)))
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for any k > 0 such that k(Hy — (Ky + By + My)) is Cartier. Thus we have
an isomorphism HO(f,Oy ([A*(Y, By)y]) ® Oz(kPy)) = H(Oz(kPy)) for all k > 0
sufficiently divisible. Consider the corresponding diagram

H(0z(A)) —= H(f.0y ([A*(Y, By )y]) ® Oz(4)) —= H(C ® Oz(A)) —=0

l | !

HY(Oz(kPy)) — HO(f.O0y ([A*(Y, By)y]) ® Oz(kPy)) — H°(C ® Oz(kPy))

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(kFy) is non-zero. Since CROz(A) is generated, the
corresponding map of global sections H*(C ® Oz(A)) — H°(C ® Oz(kP,)) is non-zero.
An easy diagram chase now gives a contradiction.

e (Saturation condition) Since B > 0, [A*(W, By)] is effective and exceptional over X,
i.e. for any birational morphism W' — W, [A*(W, By )w| > 0 and is exceptional over
X. Thus

m.Ow ([A*(W, Bw)] + jbHw) C 70w (jbHw)
for any positive integers j and b such that bH is Cartier.

e Let Ty := —N(W, Bw)w, then since h(—-N(W,Bw)w) = T, Ow(cHw)|r, is 7'~
generated.
By Theorem 7.3, h*H is 7’-generated and by the projection formula h is m-generated. O

Theorem 7.5. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC' gdlt g-pair. Assume that there exists an
open subset UY C U, such that

(1) M?:=M xy U descends to X° := X xy UY and MS, ~g o 0,

(2) the image of any strata of S := | B] in U intersects UY,

(3) Kx+B+My is nef/U and Kxo+ B+ M5, is semi-ample/U°, where B® := B xy U°,

and

(4) for any component S; of S, (Kx + B + Mx)|s, 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. We will give 2 proofs.
The first one follows immediately from the, as yet unpublished [Hu21] and the second one follows
with more work from a reduction to the traditional slc pair result of [FG14].

Since X is Q-factorial klt, by [Hu21, Lemma 2.16(3)], the generalized pair (S, Bg, M?)/U
given by the adjunction

Ks+ Bs+ M2 := (Kx +B+My)|s

is gslc in the sense of [Hu2l, Definition 1.6]. By [Hu2l, Theorem 1.9], (Kx + B + Mx)|gs is
semi-ample/U. Applying Theorem 7.4 for H := 2(Kx + B+ M), we have that Kx + B+ Mx
is semi-ample/U, hence Kx + B + My is semi-ample/U. This concludes the first proof.

For the second proof, we will need the following.

Claim 7.6. There ezists a Q-divisor G ~qu Mx such that (X, B+ G) is log canonical and its
log canonical places coincide with the glc places of (X, B,M).

Grant this for the time being. Note that (Kx+B+G)|s, = (Kx+B+Mx)|g, is semi-ample/U
and (S, Bs + Gg)/U is slc where Kg + Bs + Gg := (Kx + B + G)|g is given by adjunction.
By [FG14, Theorem 1.5], Kg + Bs + Gg is semi-ample/U and hence so is (Kx + B + Mx)|s.
Applying Theorem 7.4 for H := 2(Kx + B+ Mx ), we have that Kx + B+ Mx is semi-ample/U
which concludes the proof. We will now verify the above claim.

Proof of Claim 7.6. By [KMMS87, Proposition 6-1-3, Remark 6-1-4] (see also [Nak86, Lemma 6])
and Theorem 4.11, we may let f : X’ — X be a resolution with morphisms 7’ : X’ — U’ and
¢ : U — U, such that
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e M descends to X',
e We may write

KX’+BX’+MX’ :f*(Kx—i-B—i-Mx)—l-EX/,

where By, Ex: > 0, Bx: N Ex: =0, (X', Supp(Bx: + Ex)) is quasi-smooth, and
ep:=nof=pon : X' — U where X’ and U’ are smooth, 7’ and ¢ are projective, f is
birational, and 7’ has connected equidimensional connected fibers.

X Ty

N

X—-U

We show that there is a ¢-nef Q-divisor My on U’ such that Mx/ ~qu 7©*My,. By our
construction, M x| X} ~Q 0 where X{7 is the generic fiber of p. Thus M/ ~qg 0 over the generic
point 1y of U’'. By Lemma 2.3, Mx/ ~g s D where D > 0 is vertical over U’. Since 7’ is
equidimensional, /(D) is a Q-divisor on U’. Since U’ is smooth, for any prime divisor P on U’,
we may define

vp :=sup{v |v >0,D — v P > 0},

then vp > 0 for only finitely many prime divisors P on U’. Let D' := D — 7" (3" p vpP), then
My ~qgu D' > 0 and D' is very exceptional over U. By the general negativity lemma [Birl2a,
Lemma 3.3], Mx/ ~gg 0. In particular, since Mxs is nef/U, Mx/ ~qu My for some
Q-divisor My that is nef/U.

Let X0 := X' xy U% and U := U’ xy U°. Since Mx/|xno ~guo 0, we have that Mo :=
My [0 ~gp0 0.

To prove the claim it suffices to show that for a general element G’ € |My/U]|q, the pair
(X', Bxs 4+ G’) is lc and its lc centers coincide with the lc centers of (X', Bx), i.e. the strata of
I_BX’J- If this is the case, then (X/,BX/ — Exr + GI) is sub-lc and Kx/ + Bxr — Ex/ + G’ ~Q
[*(Kx + B + G) where G = f,G' € [Mx/U|p and (X, B + G) is log canonical and its log
canonical places coincide with the glc places of (X, B,M).

Let E > 0 be an effective divisor on U’ such that —FE is ample over U (note that E is not
necessarily exceptional, but its support can be chosen to avoid any point not in the exceptional
locus). It follows that |My/Ulg D |My» — eE/Ulg + €E. Since My — €¢E is ample over U,
for a general element G’ € [Mx//Ul|g we have that the set of nklt places of (X', Bx/ + G')
are contained in the set of nklt places of (X', Bxs + er’*FE). Thus, the only non-klt centers of
(X', Bx: + G') are strata of |Bx/].

To prove the claim, it suffices to show that the support of a general element G’ € My /Ulg
does not contain any stratum S’ of |Bx/| or equivalently that there exist one element G’ €
M /Ulg whose support does not contain any given stratum S’ of | Bx/|. Note that f(S5') is a
gle center of (X, B,M). As (X, B,M) is gdlt, its glc centers are the strata of | B| which intersect
X by assumption. Pick a point z € f(5)NX° and let u = 7(x) € U°. Since My ~q o 0, we
may assume that M ~qu F' where F' > 0 is a Q-divisor whose support does not intersect the
fiber ¢~1(u). Then 7"*F € [Mx/U|gp and its support does not contain S’. O

0

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 divide a part of the
proof into several different lemmas.
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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{, + M}, := f*(Kx +
B'+ M), such that Y is Q-factorial kit and (Y, By,M)/U and (Y, By,,M')/U are glc g-pairs.

Assume that there exists a positive real number r such that Kx + B+ My ~ry r(Kx +
B'+M). 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} +
Ay ,M')/U are glc, and Ky + By + Ay + My and Ky + B}, +rAy + M{, 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
¢:Y --» Zbea (Ky+By+My)-MMP/U with scaling of Ay, such that (Z, Bz, M)/U is a weak
gle model of (Y, By,M)/U and Kz+ Bz+My is semi-ample/U, where By is the strict transform
of By on Z. Then ¢ is also a (Ky + B}, + M}, )-MMP /U with scaling of rAy. We let B/, be the
strict transform of By, on Z, then Kz + Bz +My ~r y r(Kz+ B, +M/,). Thus (Z,B,,,M')/U
is a weak glc model of (Y, B{,,M')/U and Kz + B/, + M/, is semi-ample/U. By Lemmas 3.15
and 3.9(2), (Y, B},,M’) has a good minimal model. By Theorem 3.14, (X, B’,M') /U has a good
minimal model. g

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’,

ke(X/Z,D + f*Q) > ke (XY, D)+ r(Y/Z,Q).

Proof. Let z € Z be a very general point and let X, := (go f)~!(2),Y, := g~ '(2) be the fibers
of X and Y over z respectively. We have an induced contraction f, : X, — Y,. Let F be a very
general fiber of f,, then F' is also a very general fiber of f.

First assume that dimY > dim Z. By our assumption, Y, is smooth, (X, B|x.) is lc over a
non-empty open subset of Y, and

Dlx. = (Kx./v. + Blx.) = (D = (Kx;y + B))|x.
is nef. By Lemma 2.19(2) and [Fuj19, (3.3)],

ko(X/Z, D + Q) = ke(Xz, DIx. + fZQlv.) = £o(X2/Yz, Dlx.) + £(Y2, Qly.)
=ko(F,D|p)+rk(Y/Z,Q) = k. (X/Y,D)+ r(Y/Z,Q).
Now assume that dimY = dim Z. If dim X = dimY then there is nothing left to prove, so we
may assume that dim X > dim Y. In this case, f*Q|x, = 0, so we have
ko(X/Z,D + f*Q) = ko (Xs, D|x. + fQlx.) = ko(X:, D|x.) = K0(X/Z, D)
> K/O'(X/Y?D) = ’{U(X/Y’D) + K(Y/Za Q)

0

Lemma 8.3. Let (X, B,M)/U be a glc g-pair such that Kx +B+Mx =y G for some R-divisor
G > 0, such that U is quasi-projective and G is abundant over U. Let X --» V be the litaka
fibration over U associated to G, and (W, By ,M) a log smooth model of (X, B,M) such that
the induced map 1 : W — V' is a morphism over U. Then

(1) ke(W/U, Ky + Bw + M) =dimV —dimU, and
(2) ke(W/V,Kw + Bw + M) = 0.
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Proof. Let hy : V — V be a resolution of V. By Lemmas 2.10(3) and 3.6 possibly replacing
(W, Byy,M)/U with a higher model, we may assume that the induced map ¢ : W — V is a
morphism. Since (W, By, 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.

h

w
J/ x
¥
v—
U
Since G > 0 is abundant over U, by Proposition 2.17,

dimV —dimU = k(X/U,G) = k,(X/U,G) = k,(X/U,G) > 0.

Since X --» V is the Iitaka fibration associated to G over U, there exists an ample/U R-divisor
Aon V and an R-divisor F' > 0 on W such that h*G = ¢* A+ I for some h-exceptional R-divisor
F >0 on W. Then for any real number k, we have

Kw +Bw +My + kp*A=y (1+k)W*"A+ E+ F.
By Lemma 2.10(2)(3)(5), for any k£ > 0 we have
ke(W/U, Ky + By + My + kY*A) = k,(W/U, 1+ k)Y*"A+ E+ F) = k,(W/U YA+ E+ F)
= KU(W/U,KW + Bw +Mw) = I{J(X/U,KX + B +Mx)
= ko(X/U,G) = k(X/U,G) =dimV — dim U
for any non-negative real number k. In particular, we get (1). Since A is ample/U, hj A is
big/U, and we may pick a sufficiently large positive integer k such that Ky + khi, A is big/U.
Since (W, By, M) is a log smooth model of (X, B, M), (W, By ) is lc. Since V' is smooth, any
very general fiber of the induced morphism V' — U is smooth. Let D := Ky + By +Mw —¢* Ky,
and Q := Ky + khj, A, then D — (KW/V + By) = My is nef/U. By Lemma 8.2,
dimV — dimU = k,(W/U, Ky + By + My + kv*A) = k,(W/U, Kw + Bw + My + ki*hi, A)
ke (W/U,D +9*Q) > ke (W/V, D) + x(V /U, Q)
= ko (W/V,Kw + By + My — ¢0*Ky) + k(V /U, Ky + kh{, A)
= ke (W/V,Kw + By + M) + (dim V — dim U).
Thus k. (W/V, Ky + By +My) < 0, hence s, (W/V, Ky + By +My) < 0. Since Ky + By +

My =y *G+ E >0, HO(W/M Kw + Bwy +Mw) > 0. Thus HO(W/V, Kw + Bw —|—Mw) =0,
and we get (2). O

X

|
|
y

V

Lemma 8.4. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair. Then there exists a proper log smooth model
(W, By = B"}V + By, M) of (X, B,M), such that

(1) Bl >0 and BY, is reduced,

(2) By, is vertical over U, and

(3) for any real number t € (0,1], all glc centers of (W, By — tBy};,, M) dominate U.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, possibly replacing (X, B,M) with a proper log smooth model, we may
assume that (X, Supp B) is log smooth and M descends to X. By [Has18, Lemma 2.10], there
exists a proper log smooth model (W, By = B{}V + Byy) of (X, B), such that

) Bli}V > 0 and By, is reduced,
e By, is vertical over U, and
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e for any real number ¢ € (0, 1], all Ic centers of (W, By, — tB};,) dominate U.
Since M descends to X, (W, By, M) is a proper log smooth model of (X, B,M), and for any
real number ¢ € (0,1], any glc center of (W, By — tBy}j,, M) is an lc center of (W, By — tBy,)
and dominates U. Thus (W, By = Bli, + BY,,M) satisfies our requirements. O

Lemma 8.5. Let (X, B,M)/U be a glc g-pair. Then there exists a gdlt model (Y, By = B +
By M) of (X,B,M), such that

(1) B >0 and BY. is reduced,

(2) BY is vertical over U, and

(3) for any real number t € (0,1], all glc centers of (Y, By — tBY,M) dominate U.

Proof. By Lemma 8.4, there exists a proper log smooth model (W, By = B{}V + BY,,M) of
(X, B,M), such that

° BI’;‘V > 0 and By, is reduced,

e DBy, is vertical over U, and

e for any real number ¢ € (0, 1], all glc centers of (W, By — tBy;,, M) dominate U.
By Lemma 2.32, we may run a (Kyw + By + My )-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 ¢ : W --» 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 =
[*(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 Bl := ¢.Bl, and let BY := ¢, Bl

We show that (Y, By := B + BY%,M)/U satisfies our requirements. (1) and (2) clearly

hold. By Lemma 2.41, we may pick tg € (0, 1] such that for any ¢ € (0,%], ¢ is also a partial
(Kw + Bw — tBY, + My )-MMP/X. Then for any ¢t € (0,t], a(D,W, By — tBY,, M) <
a(D,Y, By — tBY},,M) for any prime divisor D over X. Thus for any t € (0, 1], any glc place of
(Y, By —tBYy, M) is a glc place of (Y, By — min{t,to} B}, M), hence a glc place of (W, By —
min{t, o} By}, M), which dominates U by our construction, and we get (3). O

Lemma 8.6. Let (X,B,M)/U be a glc g-pair and 7 : X — V a contraction over U, such that
Kx+B+Myx ~ry 0 and k,(X/U, Kx +B+Mx)=dimV —dimU. Then there exists a gdlt
model (Y, By = B + BY%, M) of (X, B,M), two R-divisors E% E¥. > 0 onY, and a positive
real number €y, such that
(1) BE >0 and BY. is reduced,
(2) BY is vertical over V,
(8) all glc centers of (Y, B{-, M) dominate V,
(4) Ky + By + My ~g ¢ E& + EY., such that
(a) Ef > 0,E% >0, and E{ A EY. =0,
(b) Supp EY. = Supp By,
(c) for any e € (0,¢p),
(i) (Y, By + ¢E{ M) is gdlt, and
(ii) for any prime divisor D over Y, and a(D,Y, By + ¢E{., M) = 0 if and only
if a(D,Y, By, M) = 0.
Proof. By Lemma 8.5, there exists a gdlt model (Y3, By, = B{}l + By, ,M) of (X, B,M), such
that
° B{l,l > 0 and By, is reduced,
e By, is vertical over V, and
e all glc centers of (Y7, B{}l,M) dominate V.
By Lemma 2.10(3), we may replace (X, B,M)/U with (Y1, By,,M)/U, and assume that B =
B" + BY, such that
e B> (0 and B is reduced,
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e BY is vertical over V, and

e 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 ~py 0, there
exists an R-divisor Gy on V such that Kx + B + My ~g y 7*Gy. By Lemma 2.10(4)(5),

ko (V/U,Gv) = ko(X/U,7*Gy) = ko (X/U, Kx + B+ Mx) = dimV — dim U,

hence Gy is big/U by Lemma 2.10(1). Since BY is vertical over V, we may pick 0 < G, ~r v Gv
such that Supp(m,B”) C SuppGy,. Let G := 7*GY,, then G > 0 is vertical over V, Supp B C
SuppG, and Kx + B+ My ~ry 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, By, M) of (X, B,M). We let

BY, := | Bw A Supp(¢*B")|, and Bl := By — BY,.

We may assume that ¢*G = E"}V + EY,, such that E{:‘V > 0,Ey >0, E"}V N By, = 0, and
Supp Eyy, = Supp By,

Since g is a log resolution of (X, Supp(B+G)), (W, Supp(Bw + El,)) is log smooth. We show
that Eli}V and | By | do not have any common component. In fact, if there exists a component D
of Supp E, NSupp| By |, then since g(D) C Supp g(E},) C Supp g(¢*G) = Supp G, D is vertical
over V. Since D is a component of |By/ |, D is a glc place of (W, By, 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) C B".
Thus D C Supp(¢g*B¥). Since By, = |Bw A Supp(¢9*B¥)], D C Supp By, = Supp EY},, which
contradicts E{}V N Ey, = 0.

By Lemma 2.32, we may run a ( Ky + By + My )-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 ~gr x 0. Let ¢ : W --» 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).
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 El, and |Bw] do not have common components, by
Lemma 2.41, there exists a positive real number €y, such that for any e € (0, €],

o (W, By + eEl, M) is gdlt, and

e ¢ is also a (Kw + Bw + €Eli, + My )-MMP/X.
Let Bl := ¢.Bl, BY. := ¢.BY,, Bl = ¢.FEl,, and EY := ¢,EY,. We show that (Y, By =
Bl + BY M)/U, E&L EY, and € satisfy our requirements. (1) follows from our construction
immediately.

Since Supp(g«Byy,) C Supp B” is vertical over V', By, is vertical over V. Thus By is vertical
over V, hence (2).

For any gle place F of (Y, Bf, M), F is a glc place of (Y, By, M) such that centery F is not
contained in By. Thus F is a glc place of (X, B,M) and centerx F' is not contained in B”.
Thus F is a glc place of (X, B", M), hence F' dominates V. Thus all glc centers of (Y, B{}, M)
dominate V', hence (3).

Since Kx + B +Mx ~ry G and ¢*G = ElL, + EY,, we have Ky + By + My ~g y Ef + EY.
Since E{;‘V > 0,Ey, >0, and E{}V N EY, =0, we have (4.a). Since Supp Ey;, = Supp By, we have
(4.b). Since ¢ is also a (Kw + Bw + € Ely, + My )-MMP/X and (W, Bw + eoEl,, M) is gdlt,
(Y, By + ¢ E}, M) is gdlt, and we have (4.c). O
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, U° C U a non-empty
open subset, X0 := X xy U°, BY := B xy U, and M® := M xy U°. Assume that
(1) the morphism X — U is a projective morphism between normal quasi-projective varieties,

(2) (X° B°, M%) /U" has a good minimal model,
(3) all glc centers of (X, B,M) intersect X°, and
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(4) MY descends to X° and MS, ~g g0 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 7 : X — V over U, and add
assumptions (5)-(7). In Step 2, we introduce auxiliary R-divisors B, BY, E" E" and a real
number ¢y € (0,1), and additionally add assumptions (8)-(11). In Step 3, we introduce an
auxiliary real number ¢y € (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 ¢; : X --» X; 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 := (X1, B;,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 7 : X — V over U, such that Kx + B+ Mx ~pry 0, and
(7) ko(X/U,Kx + B+ Myx) =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 (X°, BY, M?)/U° has a good minimal
model, we have K yo + B° —i—Mg(o ~R, 10 E° for some R-divisor E° > 0 such that E° is abundant
over UY. By Lemma 2.3, Kx + B + My ~R,U E! for some R-divisor E! > 0 on X such that
E'lx, = E°|x,, where X, is the generic fiber of X — U. In particular, E' is abundant over
U. Let ¢ : X -—-» V! be the litaka fibration over U associated to E!, and let h : W — X
be a log resolution of (X, Supp B), such that M descends to W and the induced birational
map o : W — V! is a morphism. By Lemma 3.6, there exists a proper log smooth model
(W, By,M) of (X, B,M).

By Lemma 8.3, we have r,(W/U, Ky + By + My/) = dim V! —dim U and x,(W/V?!, Ky +
Bw + My) = 0. By Lemma 2.22, MY descends to W° := W xy U° and M?/VO ~pr,po 0. By
Theorem 3.14, (W, BiO/V := By xy U%, M?) has a good minimal model, and (W, By, 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, By, M) intersect W9. Therefore, by Theorem 4.1, there exists a birational
map X' --» W, a Q-factorial NQC gdlt g-pair (X', B’,M)/U, a contraction 7 : X' — V over
U, and a birational projective morphism V — V! over U satisfying the following:

o Kx/+ B+ M/ ~R,V 0.
o 1i,(X' /U Kx' + B +My) = r,(W/U, K + By + My) = dim(V!/U) = dim(V/U).
o (X" :=X xyU%B":=B xyU°M%/U° has a good minimal model,
e all glc centers of (X', B’,M) intersect X", and
e (X,B,M)/U has a good minimal model if and only if (X', B, M) /U has a good minimal
model.
Since M? descends to X° and Mg(o ~gr,r 0, by Lemma 2.22,
e MY descends to X" and Mg(,o ~gr, 0.

Thus we may replace (X, B,M)/U with (X', B’;M)/U and let 7 : 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", BV, E" EV
on X and a positive real number ¢ € (0, 1), such that

(8) B= B"+ B", B" >0, and BY is reduced,

(9) BY is vertical over V,
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(10) all glc centers of (X, B", M) dominate V/,
(11) Kx + B+ My ~gy E" + E¥, such that
(a) E">0,E¥ >0, and E" A BV =0,
(b) Supp E” = Supp B”,
(c) for any € € (0, ¢p),
(i) (X, B + ¢E" M) is gdlt, and
(ii) for any prime divisor D over X such that a(D, X, B+eE" M) = 0, the image
of D on U intersects UY.

By Lemma 8.6, there exists a gdlt model (Y, By = B} + BY%,M)/U of (X, B,M)/U, two
R-divisors E{}, EY{ >0 onY, and a positive real number ¢ € (0,1), such that

° B?/ > 0 and By is reduced,
e By is vertical over V,
e all glc centers of (Y, B{i/, M) dominate V,
e Ky + By + My ~gy E + EY., such that
— E% >0,E% >0, and El. A EY. =0,
— Supp Ey, = Supp By,
— for any € € (0, €),
x (Y, By + eEf., M) is gdlt, and
« for any prime divisor D over Y, and a(D,Y, By + EE?/, M) = 0 if and only if
a(D,Y,By,M) = 0.

By Lemma 3.13, (Y% := Y xy U°, Bg]/ := By xy U%, M") /U has a good minimal model. Since
(Y, By,M) is a gdlt model of (X, B,M),

e all glc centers of (Y, By, M) intersect Y,
e MY descends to Y over UY and M%O ~r o 0, and
e (Y, By,M) is Q-factorial gdlt and Ky + By + My ~g v 0 by (5).

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), k,(Y/U, Ky + By + My) = k(X/U,Kx + B+My) =
dim V —dim U. Thus we may replace (X, B, M)/U with (Y, By,M)/U, and let B" := B, BV :=
BY,E" := E& and E” := E¥. (1)-(11.c.i) are immediately satisfied by our construction. For any
¢ € (0,¢) and any prime divisor D over X such that a(D, B+eE", M) = 0, by our construction,
a(D, B, X,M) = 0. By (3), the image of D on U intersects U", and we get (11.c.ii).

Step 3. We show that we may additionally assume that there exists a positive real number
to € (0,1), such that

(12) (X%, B°,M?%)/U" is a good minimal model of itself and Ky + B + My is a limit of
movable/U R-divisors,
(13) B > toE",
(14) for any t € (0,t¢),
(a) ko(X/U, Kx + B —tE” + My) = dimV — dim U,
(b) (X,B —tE”,M)/U has a good minimal model, and
(c) for any good minimal model (X,B — tE¥,M)/U of (X,B — tE*,M)/U with
contraction X — V induced by K¢ + B — tE” + My over U, all glc centers of
(X, B —tE”, M) dominate V,
and

(6’) we may lose assumption (6),
(9’) we may lose assumption (9),
(10’) we may lose assumption (10), and
(11.¢’) we may lose assumption (11.c), but for any t € (0, ),

(i) (X,B +tE" M) is gdlt, and
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(ii) for any prime divisor D over X such that a(D, X, B +tE" M) = 0, the image of D
on U intersects UY.

By (5), (X, B,M) is Q-factorial gdlt, so we may run a (Kx + B+ My )-MMP /U with scaling
of a general ample/U divisor A on X, and let

(X,B,M) = (Xl,Bl,M) -——> (XQ,BQ,M) ——> s == (XZ,BZ,M) -

be this MMP. By (3), (X°, BY, M")/U° has a good minimal model. By Lemmas 2.39 and 2.37,
there exists a positive integer n such that (XY := X,, xy UY, BY := B" xy U%,M?)/U" is a log
minimal model of (X°, B% M%)/U° and Kx, + B, + My, is a limit of movable/U R-divisors.
By Lemmas 3.9(2), (X2, B%, M?)/UY is a good minimal model of (X°, B®, M?)/U°.
By (11.b) and (11.c.i), Supp E¥ = Supp B” and (X, B + tE", M) is gdlt for any ¢ € (0, ).

By Lemma 2.41, there exists a positive real number ¢y € (0, ¢y), such that

e BY > tyE¥, and

e for any real number ¢ € (0,%), the induced birational map X --» X, is also a partial

(Kx + B + tE" + Mx)-MMP/U and a partial (Kx + B — tE” + My )-MMP/U.

Claim 8.8. For any t € (0,t),
1) ko (X/U,Kx + B — tE” + My) = dimV — dim U,
2) ko(X/V,Kx + B—tE" +Mx) =0, and
3) all glc centers of (X, B —tEY,M) dominate V.

Proof. 1) follows from (7)(11) and Lemma 2.11.
By (9) and (11.b), Supp E¥ = Supp B” and B is vertical over V, hence EY is vertical over
V. By (6), for any real number ¢ € (0, ),

ko(X/V,Kx + B —tE" + Mx) = £, (X/V,Kx + B+Mx) =0,

hence 2).

Since Supp E¥ = Supp BY, for any real number ¢ € (0, tp), there exists a real number \; € (0, 1)
such that \,B" + (1 — \})B > B —tE¥ > B". By (10), all glc centers of (X, B", M) dominate
V', hence all glc centers of (X, B —tE”, M) dominate V for any ¢ € (0,¢y), which implies 3). O
Proof of Theorem 8.7 continued. By Lemma 2.10(6) and Claim 8.8 1), for any ¢ € (0, tp),

ko (Xn/U,Kx, + Bp, —tE;, + Mx, ) = ko(X/U,Kx + B —tE” + Mx) = dimV — dim U.

By Claim 8.8 and Proposition 5.3, for any ¢ € (0, o),

e (X,B—tE”,M)/U has a good minimal model, and
e for any good minimal model (X, B — tEY,M)/U of (X,B —tE",M)/U, let X — V
be the contraction over U induced by K¢ + B — tE” + Mg. Then all glc centers of
(X, B — tE¥, M) dominate V.
Since X --» X, is a partial (Kx + B —tE”Y + My )-MMP/U for any t € (0,%y), by Lemma 3.12
and Corollary 3.20,
e (X,,B, —tEY,M)/U has a good minimal model, and
e for any good minimal model (X,B — tE*,M)/U of (X,,B, — tE%,M)/U, (X,B —
tE”,M)/U is a good minimal model (X, B —tEY,M)/U. Therefore, if we let X — V
be the contraction over U induced by Ky + B — tE” + My, then all glc centers of
(X, B —tE”, M) dominate V.
We let B%, B!, E¥ and E" be the strict transforms of BY, B", EY and E" on X,, respectively.
We show that we may replace (X, B,M)/U, B, B" E¥, E" with (X,,, B,, M)/U, B%, B! E¥, E"
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 --»
X, is a (Kx + B+ Mx)-MMP/U, for any glc place D of (X,,,B,,M), D is a glc place of
(X, B,M), hence the image of D on U intersects U, and hence the image of D on X,, intersects
X0, This implies (3).
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For any t € (0,1g), since ty < €, by (11.c.i), (X, B + tE", M) is gdlt. By our construction,
X --» X, is also a (Kx + B +tE" + Mx)-MMP/U, so (X,, B, + tE" M) is gdlt, and we get
(11’.c.i). For any ¢ € (0,tp) and any prime divisor D over X,, such that a(D, X,,, B, +tE" M) =
0, since X --» X, isa (Kx + B+tE" +Mx)-MMP/U, a(D, X, B +tE",M) = 0, so the image
of D on U intersects U? 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 (X,,, B,,, M)/U has
a good minimal model. Thus we may replace (X, B,M)/U, B", B", E¥, E" with (X,,, B,,M)/U,
BY, B! E¥, E" respectively, and assume that (X, B,M)/U, BV, B", E¥, 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 --» V.

Step 4. In this step, we construct

+oo {tl’}+oo and

e two sequences of strictly decreasing positive real numbers {s;},-, Pl
e for every positive integer ¢, a birational map ¢; : X --+ X; over U,

satisfying the following;:

(1) limjs400t; =0, t1 < %to < %, and s; < t; for each i.
(IT) For each i, ¢; is a (Kx + B — ;Y + Mx)-MMP/U and (X;, B; — t;EY,M)/U is a good
minimal model of (X, B — t;E¥,M)/U, where B; and E! are the strict transforms of B
and EY on X; respectively.
For each i, K5, + B; — tEY + My, is semi-ample/U for any t € [s;, #;].
For each i, (X;, B;, M) is Q-factorial gdlt.
For each i, (X;, B; — tEY,M)/U has a good minimal model for any ¢ € (0, t;].
Possibly passing to a subsequence, for any 4, j, X; and X; are isomorphic in codimension
1.

(VII) For each i, (X? := X; xp U°, B? := B; xy U°, M) /U" is a good minimal model of itself.
(VIII) For each i, all glc centers of (X;, B;, M) intersect X?.

(IX) For each i, M” descends to X! and Mg—(o ~r o 0.

(111
1V
(V

(VI

By (12), (X°, B° M?)/U° is a good minimal model of itself. By Lemma 2.44, there exists a
positive real number t{, € (0, 3to), such that for any ¢ € (0,¢(), and any partial (Kx + B —tE" +
Mx)-MMP/U X --» X, (X xy U% B xy U°,M°)/U" is a good minimal model of itself, where
B is the strict transform of B on X.

Let {s,};;of be a strictly decreasing sequence of positive real numbers such that lim; o, s; =0
and s; < t{. By (14.b), (X, B —s;E¥,M)/U has a good minimal model for each 7. By Theorem
2.36 and Lemma 3.9(2), we may run a (Kx + B —s;EY +Mx )-MMP /U with scaling of a general
ample/U divisor A, which terminates with a good minimal model ()?,,EZ — s,E’;’ ,M)/U of
(X,B—s;E",M)/U, where Ez and E’Z” are the strict transforms of B and EY on X’, respectively.

Let ¢; : X --» )?Z be the induced birational map for each ¢, and let sy := t{. By Lemmas
2.41 and 2.42, for each i, there exists a real number ¢; € (s;,s;—1), such that

e 1); is also a partial (Kx + B — t;E¥ + Myz)-MMP /U, and
o any partial (K + Bg, —t;E/ + Mg )-MMP/U is (K¢ + Bg — siEY + Mg )-trivial.

By (14.b) and Corollary 3.20, ()?Z,EZ — t,ﬁ;’,M)/U has a good minimal model over U. By
Theorem 2.36 and Lemma 3.9(2), we may run a (Kg, + B;— tzE,V +M3 )-MMP/U with scaling
of a general ample/U divisor A; on )?i, which terminates with a good minimal model (X;, B; —
t;EY,M)/U of ()?Z, EZ — tiE’i”,M)/U, where B; and EY are the strict transforms of El and EZ”
on X; respectively. For each i, we let ¢; : )/i\'l --» X; and ¢; := ¢; 01; be the induced birational
maps over U.

In the following, we show that {s;}; 2, {t;}:1°F and ¢; : X --» X; satisfy our requirements.
(I)(VII) follows immediately from our construction, and (IX) follows from Lemma 2.22.
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Since 1; is a partial (Kx + B — t;EY + Mx)-MMP/U and ¢; is a (K)?Z + EZ — tZEZ” +
Mg )-MMP /U which terminates with a good minimal model (X, Bi —t;EY,M)/U of (X;, B; —
tiﬁg’,M)/U, (X;, B; — t;EY,M)/U is a good minimal model of (X, B —t,E¥,M)/U by Lemma
3.12, and we have (II).

By our construction, ¢; is (K)?Z + B)?i — sZE’;’ + Mxi)—trivial, so K¢, + B; — siEY + My, is
semi-ample/U. By (1), (X;, B; — t;EY,M)/U is a good minimal model of (X, B —t;E*,M)/U,
so Kg, + B; —t;EY + Mgy, is semi-ample/U. Thus K¢, + B; —tE} + Mg, is semi-ample/U for
any t € [s;,t;], and we have (III).

For each ¢, Let Elﬁ be the strict transform of E" on X;. By (11), Kx +B+Mx ~RU E'+Ev,
SO

KX + B —tiEV +MX ~R,U (1 —ti)(KX + B+ 1t—ZtEh—|-Mx)

1
for each i. By (I), for each 1, 1t—iti < 2t; < 2t1 < tp, so by (5) and (11.c.i), (X,B + 1iiti E" M)
is Q-factorial gdlt. By (II), for each i, ¢; is a (Kx + B — t;E¥ + Mx)-MMP /U, so ¢; is
a (Kx + B+ 12“ E" + Mx)-MMP/U. Thus (X;, B; + 1iit,' E" M) is Q-factorial gdlt, hence
(X, B;, M) is Q-factorial gdlt, which is (IV). Moreover, for any glc place D of (X;, B;, M), since
a(D, X;,B;,M) =0, a(D, X;, B; + lﬁti E" M) = 0, hence a(D, X, B + lﬁti E" M) = 0. By (I)
and (11.c’.ii), the image of D on U intersects U, hence the image of D on X; intersects XZQ.
This implies (VIII).

Since Kx + B+ Mx ~r v E" 4+ E¥, ¢; only contracts components of Supp(E" + E¥). Thus
possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that ¢; contracts the same components of
Supp(E" 4+ EV) for all i, and we have (VI).

We are left to prove (V). By (II), Kx, + B; — t;EY + My, is semi-ample/U, so we may let
7+ X; — V; be the contraction induced by Ky + B; — t;EY + My, over U. By (14.c), all gl
centers of (X;, B; — t;EY,M) dominate V;. By (IV), (X;, B;, M) is Q-factorial gdlt, so for any
t € (0,t;], all glc centers of (X;, B; — tEY, M) dominate V;.

By (II), (11), (14.a), Lemma 2.10(2), and Lemma 2.11,

dimV—dimU:HU(X/U,Kx—l-B—tiEV—l-Mx) :HU(XZ‘/U,KXZ, +Bz_tzE;/+MXl)
= KU(X’i/UaKXi —i—Bi —tE;-j—i-MXi)

for any ¢ € (0,t;]. Since X, — Vj is the contraction induced by Kg + B; — tiEZV + My, over U,
by (11) and Lemma 2.11,

0= KU(XZ‘/VZ',KXZ, + Bz — tZEZV + MXZ,) = KU(XZ'/VZ',KXZ, + Bz — tEZV + MXZ,)
for any t € (0,t;]. (V) follows from (VIII)(IX) and Proposition 5.3.

Step 5. By (VI), possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that _XZ and Xj are
isomorphic in codimension 1 for any 4,j. We let Z := X1, Bz := By and E7 := EY. 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 (Z, Bz, M)/U of (Z, Bz,M)/U. Let ¢z : Z —» Z be the induced birational map over U
and let E% be the strict transform of E7, on Z. By Lemmas 2.41 and 2.42, there exists a real
number ¢} € (0,¢1), such that

e 17 is also a partial (K7 + Bz — t{ EY, + Myz)-MMP /U, and

e any partial (Kg + By — t’lE% + ME)—MMP/U is (Kg + By + ME)—triVial.
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By (V) and Corollary 3.20, (Z, B — t’lE%, M) /U has a good minimal model. By Theorem 2.36
and Lemma 3.9(2), we may run a (K5 + By — t’lE% + M5)-MMP/U, which terminates with
a good minimal model (Z, By — t’lE%,M)/U of (Z,B5 — tlE%,M)/U, where Bz and EY are
the strict transforms of Bz and E% on Z respectively. We let ¢z : Z --» Z be the induced
birational map. Since ¢z is (K5 + B3 + Mj)-trivial, (K7 + Bz + M) is semi-ample/U, hence
Kz + Bz — tEY + My is semi-ample/U for any t € [0,]].

By (12), Kx + B+ My is a limit of movable/U R-divisors, hence Kz + Bz + My is a limit
of movable/U R-divisors. By (III), Kz + Bz — t{EY, + My is semi-ample/U, hence for any
te [O, tl],

%(KZ + Bz —t1E7; + Mz) + (1 - %)(KZ + Bz + Mg)
is a limit of movable/U R-divisors. Since ¢z is a (K37 + Bz —t{ EZ + Mz)-MMP /U and ¢ is a
partial (Kz—i-Bz—t/lE%—i-Mz)—MMP/U, ¢z = pzoyis a (Kz—i-Bz—t/lE%—i-Mz)—MMP/U
By Lemma 2.38, ¢z only contains flips, hence Z and Z are isomorphic in codimension 1. Thus
X; and Z are isomorphic in codimension 1 for any i.

In particular, let n be a positive integer such that ¢; € (0,¢}) for any i > n. Let g; : X, - Z
be the induced birational map, and let p; : W; — X; and ¢; : W; — Z be a common resolution
such that ¢; = g; o p;. Since X; and Z are isomorphic in codimension 1, we have

Kz 4 By —tEY + My =

pi(Kx, + Bi—t;E{ + My,) = ¢;(Kz + By —t,E}, + M) + F;

for some F; that is exceptional over X; and Z. Since t; € (0,t}), Kz + By — tEY + My is
semi-ample/U. By (III), K, + B; — t;E}f + My, is semi-ample/U. Applying the negativity
lemma twice, and we see that F; = 0 for each i. Since (X;, B; — t;EY,M)/U is a good minimal
model of (X, B—t;E",M)/U, (Z,Bz —t;E%,M)/U is a weak glc model of (X, B—t;E",M)/U.
Let p: W — X and q: W — Z be a resolution of indeterminacy of the induced birational map
X --» Z. By Lemma 3.8,

p*(KX +B—-tBEY + Mx) = q*(KZ + BZ — tiE% + Mz) + Fz
for some F; > 0 that is exceptional over Z for each i > n. By (I), lim;_, 1o t; = 0, hence

p*(Kx + B+Mx)=¢"(K;+ Bz +Mj)+ F

for some ' > 0 that is exceptional over Z. Since K 5+ Bz +M is semi-ample/U, (Z, Bz,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. g

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 > 21— be a positive integer. By (IV), Z is Q-factorial klt. By (III), there exists

t1—s1
0< Hz ~py m(Kz+ Bz —t1EY + My) such that (Z,Bz + Hz,M)/U is glc. Since
mt1

Kz+Bz+Hz+Mgz ~gry (m+1)(Kz + Bz —
m+1

E7 +Mz)

and s1 < 7?4?1 < ty, by (IIT), Kz + Bz + Hz + My is semi-ample/U. For any positive real

number p, since

mt
KZ+BZ+MHZ+MZNR7U(Mm+1)(KZ+BZ_ pme
pum +1

E% + Mz)
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and lﬁi (0,t1), by (IV)(V) and Lemma 8.1, (Z, By +uHz,M) /U has a good minimal model

for any p € (0,1]. By Lemma 2.43, we may run a (Kz + Bz +Mz)-MMP /U with scaling of Hz
(Z, Bz, M) = (Zl, BZI,M) —-= (ZQ7BZQ7M) I At 4 (ZinZin) i SR
such that either this MMP terminates, or the scaling numbers
A = inf{t ‘ t> O,KZZ. +BZ,' +tHZi +MZ,' is nef/U}
satisfy lim; oo A; = 0, where Hy, is the strict transform of Hz on Z; for each i.
Claim 8.10. This (Kz + Bz +Mz)-MMP/U with scaling of Hz terminates with a log minimal
model (Z,B;,M)/U of (Z, Bz,M)/U.
Proof. Assume that this MMP does not terminate. Then lim; ,1 ., A; = 0.
For any ¢, by (VII)(VIII)(IX), we have the following:
o (2 :=Zi xyU° By = By, xy U°,M?)/U° is a good minimal model of itself.
e Since any glc place of (Z;,Bz,,M) is a glc place of (Z,Bz,M), all glc centers of
(Zi, Bz,, M) intersect Z). B
e For each i, by Lemma 2.22, M? descends to XZQ and Mg—(o ~r,po 0.
In particular, by Theorem 8.7 in lower dimensions, for any glc center S; of (Z;, Bz,,M) of
dimension > 1, (S;, Bs,,M%)/U has a good minimal model, where (S;, Bs,,M%)/U is the
generalized pair given by the adjunction
KS¢ + BSi + Mgz = (KZ¢ + BZi + MZi)|Si'

By Theorem 6.4, the (Kz + Bz + Mz)-MMP /U with scaling of Hy terminates near |Bz].

For each i, let E% be the strict transform of E7 on Z;. For any curve C; contracted by
Zi —-+ Ziiq, we have that (Kz,+ Bz, + \iHz, —|—MZ) C;=0and (Kz, + Bz, +Mg,)-C; <O.
Since Hy ~R,U m(KZ + By — tlEv + Mz) HZ ~R,U m(KZ + BZ — tlE + MZ ) Thus

- C; < 0, hence C; C E% . Therefore, the MMP we have constructed only contract curves
in E” y (11.b) and (8), the MMP only appears in |Bz|, hence the MMP terminates, a
Contradiction. 0

Proof of Theorem 8.7 continued. By (IV)(VII)(VIII)(IX),
e (Z,Bz,M) is Q-factorial gdlt,
o (2°:=Z xyU® B} := By xy U, M")/U" is a good minimal model of itself,
e all glc centers of (Z Bz,Mj) intersect Z°, and
o MO descends to Z° and M%O ~p,go 0.
By Theorem 8.7 in lower dimensions, for any glc center S of (Z, Bz, M), (K, + Bz +Mj)|s is
semi-ample/U. Therefore, (Z, B;,M)/U is a good minimal model of (Z, Bz, M)/U by Theorem
7.5. Theorem 8.7 follows from Claim 8.9. O

9. BASE—POINT—FREE, CONTRACTION, AND CONE THEOREMS FOR GENERALIZED PAIRS

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. For the 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
we will also prove a base-point-free theorem. More precisely, we will prove the following three
theorems:

Theorem 9.1 (Cone theorem for glc g-pairs). Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair and
m: X — U the associated projective morphism. Let {R;}jca be the set of (Kx + B + Mx)-
negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then:
(1) o o
NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)kx s pimyzo + S By
JEA
In particular, any (Kx + B + My )-negative extremal ray in NE(X/U) is rational.
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(2) Each R; is spanned by a rational curve C; such that n(C;) = {pt} and
0<—(Kx +B+My)-Cj <2dimX.
(8) For any ample/U R-divisor A on X,
Aa={j € M| R; C NE(X/U)Kyx+B+Mx+A<0}

is a finite set. In particular, {Rj}jen is countable, and is a discrete subset in
NE(X/U)ky+B+Mx+A<0- Moreover, we may write

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)ky+BiMyraz0 + Y Ry,
JEAA
(4) Let F be a (Kx + B + My)-negative extremal face in NE(X/U). Then F is a rational
extremal face.

Theorem 9.2 (Base-point-free theorem for glc g-pairs). Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair
and ™ : X — U the associated projective morphism. Assume that Mx is R-Cartier. Let L
be a m-nef Cartier divisor on X that is the supporting function of a (Kx + B 4+ Mx)-negative
extremal ray. Then mL is w-generated for any integer m > 0.

Theorem 9.3 (Contraction theorem for glc g-pairs). Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair
and m: X — U the associated projective morphism. Assume that Mx is R-Cartier. Let R be a
(Kx + B+ Mx)-negative extremal ray. Then there ezists a projective morphism contp : X — Y
over U satisfying the following:
(1) Let C be an integral curve such that w(C) is a point. Then contr(C) is a point if and
only if [C] € R.
(2) Oy = (contr).Ox. In other words, contr is a contraction.
(8) Let L be a line bundle on X such that L - C = 0 for every curve C such that [C] € R.
Then there exists a line bundle Ly on'Y such that L = f*Ly .

9.1. Preliminary results on non-lc pairs. Before we give the proof, let us first recall some
results on non-lc pairs.

Definition 9.4. Let (X, A) be a sub-pair. A non-lc place of (X,A) is a prime divisor D over
X such that a(D, X, A) < 0. A non-lc center of (X, A) is the center of a non-lc place of (X, A)
on X. The non-lc locus Nlc(X, A) of (X, A) is the union of all non-lc centers of (X, A).

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 9.5 (cf. [Amb03, Example 4.3.1]). Let (X, A) be a pair. Then (X, A) can be considered
as a quasi-log variety [ X, Kx+A|, such that Nlc(X, A) is exactly the non-qlc locus of [ X, Kx+A].

Definition 9.6 (cf. [Amb03, Definition 5.2], [Fujl1, Theorem 4.5.2(1), Definition 6.7.1]). Let
(X, A) be a (not necessarily lc) pair. We define
NE(X/U)Nie(x,a) = Im(NE(Nle(X,A)/U) — NE(X/U)).

Definition 9.7 (cf. [Amb03, Definition 5.3], [Fujll, Definition 6.7.2]). Let (X, A) be a (not
necessarily 1c) pair and 7 : X — U a projective morphism. Let F' be an extremal face of
NE(X/U).

(1) A supporting function of F is a m-nef R-divisor H such that F = NE(X/U)NnH*. 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

FNNE(X/U)pxo = {0}.
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(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, A) if

FNONE(X/U)nie(x,a) = {0}

Equivalently, H \NIC( X,A) 18 W]Nlc( x,ay-ample for any supporting function H of F.
(5) We say that F is contractible at infinity with respect to (X,A) if F has a rational
supporting function H and H|ni(x,a) I8 7|Nie(x,a)-Semi-ample.

Theorem 9.8 (Cone theorem for not necessarily lc pairs, cf. [Amb03, Theorem 5.10], [Fujll,
Theorems 4.5.2, 6.7.4]). Let (X,A) be a (not necessarily lc) pair and 7 : X — U a projective
morphism. Let {R;};jen be the set of (Kx + A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are
rational and relatively ample at infinity with respect to (X,A). Then:

(1)
NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)kx a0+ NE(X/U)xie(x,a) + Y Rj-
JEA
(2) Each R; is spanned by a rational curve C; such that 7(C;) = {pt} and
0< —(Kx +A)-C; < 2dim X.
(8) For any m-ample R-divisor A on X,
Aa={j €A|Rj C NE(X/U)ky+a+a<o}

is a finite set. In particular, {R;}jen is a discrete subset in NE(X/U) g, ya<o, and we
may write

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)gxtara20 + NE(X/U)niex.a) + Y, Bj:
JEAA

(4) Let F be a (Kx + A)-negative extremal face in NE(X/U) that is relatively ample at
infinity with respect to (X,A). Then F is a rational extremal face, and is contractible
at infinity with respect to (X, A).

Theorem 9.9 (Base-point-free theorem for not necessarily lc pairs, cf. [Amb03, Theorem 5.3],
[Fujll, Theorems 4.5.5, 6.5.1]). Let (X,A) be a (not necessarily lc) pair and = : X — U a
projective morphism. Let L be a w-nef Cartier divisor on X. Assume that

(1) gL — (Kx + A) is w-ample for some real number q > 0, and
(2) mL|nie(x,a) 8 T|Nie(x,a)-generated for any m >0,

then mL is w-generated for any m > 0. In particular, L is w-semi-ample.
We also include the following contraction theorem for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 9.10 (Contraction theorem for not necessarily lc pairs, cf. [Amb03, Theorem 5.6,
Lemma 6.3], [Fujl1, Theorems 4.5.2(4), 6.7.3]). Let (X,A) be a (not necessarily lc) pair and
7 : X — U a projective morphism. Let H be a w-nef Cartier divisor on X, F := NE(X/U)NH*
an extremal face of NE(X/U), such that F is (Kx +A)-negative and contractible at infinity with
respect to (X,A). Then there exists a projective morphism contp : X — Y over U satisfying
the following:

(1) Let C be an integral curve such that w(C) is a point. Then contp(C) is a point if and
only if [C] € F.

(2) Oy = (contp).Ox. In other words, contp is a contraction.

(8) 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|N1C(X7A) is contp |N1C(X7A)—genemted for every m > 0. Then there
exists a line bundle Ly on'Y such that L = (contp)*Ly .
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9.2. Sub-adjunction. We need the following sub-adjunction result for NQC glc g-pairs:

Theorem 9.11 (Generalized sub-adjunction, cf. [HL19, Theorem 5.1}). Let (X, B,M)/U be an
NQC glc g-pair, W a glc center of (X, B,M), and W the normalization of W. Let . : W — X
be the induced morphism. Then there exists an NQC glc g-pair (W, By,M")/U on W, such
that

Kw + By + MWV ~g 1*(Kx + B + My).

Remark 9.12. Note that the fact that (W, By, My )/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 cone theorem. In this subsection, we prove the cone theorem (Theorem
9.1). We first prove a useful lemma which allows us to associate a generalized lc pair with a
(not necessarily Ic) pair.

Lemma 9.13. 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, A), such that

(1) ANR,UB+MX + A, and
(2) Nle(X,A) = Negklt(X, B,M).
Proof. Let h : W — X be a log resolution of (X, Supp B) such that M descends to W, and
suppose that
Kw+Bw+MW :h*(Kx+B+Mx)

for some sub-glc g-sub-pair (W, By, M)/U. Since My is nef/U, My + h*A is nef and big/U.
Thus there exists an R-divisor E > 0 such that

1
My +h*A=H,+—F
n

for any positive integer n and some ample/U R-divisors H,, on W. Since h : W — X is a log
resolution of (X, Supp B), we may pick n > 0 such that Nlc(W, By + %E) C Supp Bj. In
particular, for any positive real number €, Nlc(W, By + EB‘T[} + %E) = Supp Blf/l.

Now we may pick a real number 0 < ¢y < 1 such that H,, — 60317,1 is ample/U. Then we may
pick 0 < Ay ~ryu Hy, — eOB;} such that (W, Aw = By + eoB;} + %E + Aw) is a sub-pair
and Nlc(W, Ay) = Supp B

(X, A := h,Ay) satisfies our requirements. O

Lemma 9.14. Let d > 2 be an integer. Assume Theorem 9.1 in dimension < d — 1.
Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair of dimension d and 7 : X — U the associated projective
morphism. Let A be an ample/U R-divisor on X and {R;};cn, the set of (Kx +B+Mx + A)-

negative extremal rays (that are not necessarily rational) in NE(X/U). Then:
(1) Ny is a finite set. In particular,
NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)ky+BiMyraz0 + Y Ry,
jen,
(2) For any j € Ny, R; is spanned by a rational curve C; such that 7(C;) = {pt} and
0<—(Kx +B+Mx+A)-C; <2dim X.

Proof. By Lemma 9.13, we may pick 0 < A ~gry B + Mx + A such that Nlc(X,A) =
Ngklt (X, B, M).

For any glc center W of (X, B,M) with normalization W, we let (W, By, M")/U be the
NQC glc g-pair given by the sub-adjunction

Kw + Bw + M{\, ~r (Kx + B+ Mx)|w
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as in Theorem 9.11, and let Ay := Al . By Theorem 9.1 in dimension < d — 1, we have
NE(W/U) = W(W/U)Kw-i-BW-i-Mw—f—AWzO + Z Rjw,
JEA Ay,

where {R;w}jen,,, is the set of (Kw + Bw + MY + Aw )-negative extremal rays in NE(W/U)
that are rational, where A4, is a finite set. For any j € Ay, , we let R; be the image of R;
in X under the map

UwNE(W/U) — NE(Nle(X,A)/U) — NE(X/U)
and let AY := UwAa,. Then AY is a ﬁnites_et. Finally, we let {Rj}jeAi, 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, A). By Theorem 9.8(3), Al is a finite set.
Claim 9.15.
NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)kxtpimxrazo+ D B+ ) Ry,
JEAY JjeEAY

Proof. For simplicity, we let

V= NE(X/U)kyiBiMmytaz0+ ¥ Ri+ > R;.

JEAY JEAL

For any curve C' on X, we will write [C] for its class in NE(X/U), and for any glc center W of
(X, B,M) with normalization W, if C' C W, then we will write [Cly for its class in NE(W/U).
Suppose that NE(X/U) # V. By Theorem 9.8(1), we have

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)gx+B+My+420 + NE(X/U)nie(x,a) + Y, By
JjeAy
Thus there exists an integral curve C C Nlc(X,A) = Ngklt(X, B,M), such that [C] is not
contained in V. We may write

C = Z CW7
W|W is a glc center of (X,B,M)
where each Cyy is an integral curve in W. For any Cyy, we have
0 0
[Cwlw =Ry + > cwRiw
JE€M Ay,
where CIO/V and each c; y are non-negative real numbers, and R?,V € NE(W/U)KW+BW+M%+AW20'

Since the image of Ry, in X is contained in NE(X/U)ky+B+My+4>0, [Cw] is contained in
NE(X/U)kx+B+Mx+A4>0 + ZjeA(j‘ R;. Thus [Cy] is contained in V', hence [C] is contained in
V', a contradiction. O

Proof of Lemma 9.1/ continued. By Claim 9.15, any (K x + B+ Mx + A)-negative extremal ray
in NE(X/U) must be contained in {Rj}jeA%uAi,v so Ay € A% UAY. Since AY U AL is a finite
set, Ay is a finite set, and we get (1).

By Theorem 9.1 in dimension < d — 1, for any j € A4, , R;w is spanned by a rational curve
C; such that the image of C; in U is a point, and

0 < —(Kw + Bw + M} + Aw) - C; < 2dim W < 2dim X.

Therefore, for any j € AY = UwAa4,,, R; is spanned by the curve C; such that 7(C;) = {pt}
and
0<—(Kx+B+Mx+A)-C; <2dim X.
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By Theorem 9.8(2), for any j € AL, R; is spanned by a rational curve C; such that 7(C;) = {pt}
and

0< —(KX + B+ Mx —|—A) -Cj < 2dim X.
Thus (2) holds and the proof is complete. O

Lemma 9.16. Let d > 2 be an integer. Assume Theorem 9.1 in dimension < d — 1.

Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC glc Q-g-pair of dimension d and w : X — U the associated
projective morphism. Let A be an ample/U Q-divisor on X and {R;}jen, the set of (Kx + B+
My + A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then A4 is a finite set, and

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)kxtBimMxtazo+ 3 Rj.
JEAA

Proof. We may assume that dimg N'(X/U) > 2, otherwise there is nothing to prove.

By Lemma 9.14, the number of (Kx + B + My + A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) is
a finite set, so Ag C A4 is a finite set.

For simplicity, we let V := NE(X/U)ky+B+Mx+4>0 + ZjeAA R;. Suppose that V #
NE(X/U). Since dimg N'(X/U) > 2, there exists a Cartier divisor N on X satisfying the
following:

e N is not numerically equivalent to a multiple of Kx + B+ Mx + A over U,
e N is positive on V\{0}, and
e N -2z <0 for some zg € NE(X/U).

Let @ be the dual cone of W(X/U)KX+B+MX+A20, ie.,
Q={DeN'(X/U)|D-z>0forany 2 € NE(X/U)ky+B+Mx+A4>0}:

then @ is generated by m-nef divisors and Kx + B + Mx + A. Since N is positive on
NE(X/U)kx+B+Mx+4>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+ My + A).
Since N - zp < 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))-2 >0 for any 2 € NE(X/U)Kx+B+Mx+A>0
by Lemma 9.14,

t=max{s | (H+s(Kx +B+Mx+A4)) R; >0,Vj e}

where {R;};cp, 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 Fyy, which is spanned by (Kx + B+ Mx + A)-negative extremal rays. By Lemma
9.14, Fy is spanned by finitely many (Kx + B + My + A)-negative extremal rays R',... R"
in NE(X/U) for some positive integer n. In particular, we may pick a Cartier divisor L on X
such that L-R' > 0 and L- R* < 0 for any i > 2. Since H is ample/U and N is not numerically
equivalent to a multiple of Kx + B+ My + A over U, we may pick a rational number € € (0,1)
such that

e N.:=(H —eL)+p(Kx + B+ Mx + A) is not numerically equivalent to a multiple of
Kx + B+ Mx + A over U for any € € (0, ¢),

e H —¢yL is ample/U, and

o N, -2z0 <0.
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Thus N is positive on NE(X/U)k+B+Mx+A4>0- Since Ay is a finite set and N - R; > 0 for
any j € Ay, we may pick a rational number €; € (0, ) such that N, - R; > 0 for any j € Ay.
In particular, N, is positive on V\{0}. Now we let

t1:=sup{s | H —e L+ s(Kx + B+ Mx + A) is nef/U}.

By our construction,

b= (H — elL) . Rl

' Z(Kx+B+My + A) - R!

is a rational number, 0 < t; <t < p,and H—e; L+t (Kx+B+Mx + A) is a rational supporting
function of R!. Thus R! € Ay, and so N, - R' > 0. Therefore, p < t1, a contradiction. O

Lemma 9.17. Let d > 2 be an integer. Assume Theorem 9.1 in dimension < d — 1.

Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC glc g-pair of dimension d and 7 : X — U the associated projective
morphism. Let A be an ample/U R-divisor on X and {R;}jen, the set of (Kx +B+Mx + A)-
negative extremal rays in NE(X/U) that are rational. Then Ay is a finite set, and

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)ky+BiMyraz0 + Y Ry,
JEAA
In particular, any (Kx + B + My + A)-negative extremal ray in NE(X/U) is rational.

Proof. Let {R;}jen,, be the set of (Kx 4+ B + My + A)-negative extremal rays (that are not
necessarily rational) in NE(X/U). By Lemma 9.14, A, is a finite set, and we have

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U) iy s pnigsazo+ 3 B
JeEN,
By Theorem 2.46, there exist real numbers ay,...,ax € (0, 1], such that
° Zf:l a; =1,
e Kx +B= Zle ai(Kx + BY) and M = Zle a; M, and
e (X,B",M") /U is a glc Q-g-pair for each i.

Let A = Y ¢ ,rA;, where r1,...,r. > 0 are real numbers such that rq,...,7. are linearly
independent over Q, and Ay, ..., A, are ample/U Q-divisors.
Since A, is a finite set, we may pick rational numbers ai,...,a; € (0,1] and 71,...,7. > 0,

such that Zle a; = 1, each a; is sufficiently close to a; and each 7; is sufficiently close to 7,
such that

o (X,B:= Zle a;B;, M = Zle a;M?) is glc,

o A:=>"7  7A; is ample, and

o (Kx +B+Mx+A)-R; <0 for any j € Nj.
By Lemma 9.16, we have

NE(X/U) = NE(X/U)w, s pimy+a+ Y Ris
JjeD
where {R;};eo is the set of (Kx +B+Mx + A)-negative extremal rays in NE(X/U). Moreover,
R; is rational for any j € ®. By our construction, A’y C ®. Thus R; is rational for any j € A/},
hence Ay = Af4 and we are done. O

Proof of Theorem 9.1. We apply induction on dimension of X. The dim X = 1 case is obviously
true. So we may assume that dim X = d where d > 2 is an integer and Theorem 9.1 holds in
dimension < d — 1.

For any (Kx +B+Mx)-negative extremal ray Rin NE(X/U), Ris also a (Kx+B+Mx+A)-
negative extremal ray for some ample/U R-divisor A on X. By Lemma 9.17, R is rational. By
Lemma 9.14(2), R is generated by a rational curve C such that 7(C) = {pt} and

0<—(Kx+B+Mx+A) C<2dimX.
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Since R is also a (Kx + B + My + eA)-negative extremal ray for any € € (0,1), by Lemma
9.14(2) again, we have

O<—(KX—|—B+Mx+6A)-C§2dimX

for any € € (0,1). Thus
0< —(KX +B+Mx) O < QdimX,
and we get (2). (3) follows from Lemma 9.17 and the fact that

{Rj}jen C Uﬁ'i{Rj}jeA%A

for any ample/U R-divisor A on X. (1) follows from (3).

We now prove (4). For any (Kx + B 4+ My)-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 := Ft ¢ N}(X/U). Then since F is spanned by a subset of {R;}jen,, V is defined over Q.
We let

Wi = NE(X/U)kyipimgrazo+ . R;.
jli€AsR;ZF

Then W is a closed cone, NE(X/U) = Wg+ F, and W N F = {0}. The supporting functions
of F' are the elements in V' that are positive on Wg\{0}, which is a non-empty open subset of
V, and hence contains a rational element H. In particular, F = H+ N NE(X/U), hence F is
rational, and we get (4). O

9.4. Proof of the base-point-free theorem and the contraction theorem. Now we prove
the base-point-free theorem (Theorem 9.2) for glc g-pairs.

Proof of Theorem 9.2. Let R be the (Kx + B 4+ Mx )-negative extremal ray such that L is the
supporting function of R. Then R is also a (Kx + B + (1 — ¢)Mx )-negative extremal ray for
some 0 < € < 1. Possibly replacing M with (1 — €)M, we may assume that Ngklt(X, B,M) =
Nklt(X, B). Let A be an ample/U R-divisor on X such that R is also (Kx + B+ Mx + A)-
negative extremal ray.

If Mx - R > 0, then (Kx + B) - R < 0, and the theorem immediately follows from Theorem
9.9. Therefore, we may assume that Mx - R < 0.

Let f : Y — X be a birational morphism such that M descends to Y. By the negativity
lemma, we may assume that My = f*Mx — E for some FE > 0 that is exceptional over X. Note
that if 2 ¢ f(F) then over a neighborhood of € X, we may assume that M descends to X and
hence we may assume that f is an isomorphism here. By the negativity lemma, we may then
assume that Exc(f) = Supp E.

Let Ky + By := f*(Kx + B). By our construction, Exc(f) = Supp F does not contain any
lc place of (X, B). Thus we may pick E/ > 0 on Y such that —FE’ is ample/X and E’ does not
contain any lc place of (X, B). Since Ngklt(X, B, M) = Nklt(X, B), we may find 0 < ¢ < 1
such that f*A — eE’ is ample/U and (Y, By + €E’) is sub-le. In particular, we may find an
ample/U R-divisor 0 < Hy ~py My + f*A — ¢E’ on Y such that (Y,By + Hy + €¢E’) is
sub-lc. Let A := B+ f,Hy, then (X,A) is lc and A ~g g B+ Mx + A. In particular, R is a
(Kx + A)-negative extremal ray, and the theorem follows from Theorem 9.9. g

The contraction theorem (Theorem 9.3) immediately follows from the base-point-free theorem:

Proof of Theorem 9.3. By Theorem 9.1, R has a supporting function H that is a m-nef Cartier
divisor. By Theorem 9.2, H is semi-ample/U, hence defines a contraction contr : X — Y over
U. (1) and (2) immediately follow.

Since —(Kx + B + My) is ample/Y, for any line bundle L on X such that L - R = 0,
L — (Kx + B+ Myx) is ample/Y. By Theorem 9.2, mL is contg-generated and mL =y 0 for
any m > 0. Therefore, contp is defined by |mL| and |(m + 1)L| over Y for any m > 0, which
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implies that mL = f*Ly,, and (m + 1)L = f*Ly ;41 for some line bundles Ly, and Ly 1
on Y. We may let Ly := Ly, 41 — Ly,m, and we obtain (3). O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. It immediately follows from Theorems 9.3 and 9.1. U

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 program.

Corollary 9.18. 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. Then p(X) = p(Z) + 1.

Proof. R is generated by a curve C' by Theorem 9.1(2). We consider the maps

D—f*D L—(L-C)
—_—

0 — Pic(Z) ——— Pic(X)
We show that the sequence above is an exact sequence.

By Theorem 9.3(2), f is a contraction, so f.f*D = D for any D € Pic(Z), hence

Pic(2) D=2/'D, Pic(X) is an injection. By Theorem 9.3(3), for any L € Pic(X), if L-C =0,

then L & f*Ly for some line bundle Ly in Y. In particular, L and f*Ly corresponds to the
same element in Pic(X). Thus the sequence above is exact, and we have p(X) =p(Z)+1. O

Corollary 9.19. 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.

Z.

Proof. Let Dy 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 ¢ such that (E +tD)- R = 0. By
Theorem 9.3(3), E +tD ~g f*H for some R-Cartier R-divisor H on Z. Thus Dy ~g %H is
R-Cartier. Therefore, Z is Q-factorial. O

Corollary 9.20. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC glc g-pair and f : X — Z a contraction
of a (Kx + B + My )-negative extremal ray R over U. Assume that f is a Fano contraction,
i.e. dim X > dim Z. Then Z is Q-factorial.

Proof. Let Dz be a divisor on Z and Z° the smooth locus of Z. Let D be the closure of
f~Y(Dz|z,). Then D does not intersect any general fiber of f, hence D - R = 0. By Theorem
9.3(3), D ~q f*H for some Q-Cartier Q-divisor H on Z. Thus Dz ~qg H is Q-Cartier.
Therefore, Z is Q-factorial. O

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].

Corollary 9.21. 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 s nef/U. Then either Kx + B+ Mx 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 A:= B+ D and P := M + N. By Theorem 2.46, we may write Kx + B+ Mx =
S ai(Kx + B +My) and Kx + A +Px =3 ¢i(Kx + A + Pi,), such that

e each a;,¢; € (0,1] and Zle a; =1, Zizl ci =1,

e M= Zle a;M? and P = 22:1 e P,



66 CHRISTOPHER D. HACON AND JIHAO LIU

e cach (X, BY, M) is glc, each (X, A%, P?) is glc, and
e cach Kx + A' + P% is nef/U.
Let m be a positive integer such that m(Kx + B® + MY) and m(Kx + A? + P%) are Cartier
for any 1.
If Kx + B + My is nef then there is nothing left to prove. Therefore, we may assume that
Kx + B+ My is not nef. By Theorem 1.3, we may let {R;};ca be the set of (Kx + B+ Mx)-
negative extremal rays in NE(X/U), and C; a curve which generates R; such that

—2dim X < (Kx+B+Mx)'Cj<O

for each j. Then for each j, we have

k
—2dim X < (Kx + B+ Mx) - C; :Zamm <0
m
1=1

and

l /
cn; ;
(Kx+ A+ Px)-Cj=3 20
1=
where ni,j,ngyj are integers, each n; ; > —2mdim X, and each n;,j > 0. Therefore, Z := {(Kx +
B+My) -CjljeA}and T :={(Kx + A+ Px)-C;|j € A} are DCC sets.

For any j € A, let t; be the real number such that (Kx + B+ Mx +t;(D +Nx))-C; = 0.
Let Qj 1= (KX —i—B—i—Mx) -Cj and ,8]‘ = (KX —i—A—l—Px) -Cj, then Q; S ﬂj S Z/, a; < 0,
Bj > 0, and
. —Oéj . 1
TR A Bi

6] Q; 1+ _—(ij

t

Thus {t;}jea is an ACC set, hence
t =sup{s >0 | Kx + B+ sD+ My + sNyx is nef/U} = sup{t;} = ma/?{tj} =tj,
jeA j€

for some jo € A. We may pick R = Rj,. O

10. PrROOF 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,

0(X/Z) = 1.
(2) f is small, i.e. dim X = dim Z and the exceptional locus of f is of codimension > 2 in
X.

Definition 10.2 (Flip). Let X 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+t — Z
satisfying the following.

(1) DT 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 My is R-Cartier. Then the flip f*: Xt — Z of f
exists.
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In particular, M x+ is R-Cartier, and if X is Q-factorial, then Xt is Q-factorial and p(X) =
p(XT).

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 fr:Xt—=2Z. R
Let h: X — X be a birational morphism such that M descends to X. Since M x is R-Cartier
and M ¢ is nef/ X, we have

M < + F = h*M X
for some E > 0 that is exceptional over X. Let T' C 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 ~g 7 0 and (X, B+ A)
is le. By [Has19, Theorem 1.1], (X, B)/U has a good minimal model. By Theorem 9.3(3), we
have Kx + B ~p 7z r(Kx + B+Mx) for some positive real number r. Welet g : Y — X be a dlt
modification of (X, B) and let Ky + By = ¢* (Kx—l-B), then Ky + By +My = g*(Kx—i-B—i-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 Ky + B’'+Myx over Z and let f™ : XT — Z be the induced morphism.

Case 2. My - C < 0. In this case, C C h(E), hence T C h(E). Let Z° := Z\{f(h(E))},
X0:=X x5 2° BY:= B x5 2% and M? := M x, Z°. Since centerx E does not contain any
gle center of (X, B, (1 — €)M), for any € € (0,1),

e all glc centers of (X, B, (1 — ¢)M) intersect X°,

o (X9 BY (1-€M")/Z% is a good minimal model of itself (this is because X° = Z9), and

e MO descends to X" and Mg(o ~R,z0 0.
Let €y € (0, 1) be a real number such that f is also a (K x + B+ (1—¢p)Mx )-flipping contraction.
By Theorem 1.1, (X, B, (1—€p)M)/Z has a good minimal model. Since p(X/Z) = 1, there exists
a positive real number r such that Kx + B+ Mx =z r(Kx + B + (1 — ¢9)Mx). By Theorem
9.33), Kx + B+ Mx ~p z r(Kx + B+ (1 —€)Mx). Let g : Y — X be a dlt modification of
(X,B) and let Ky + By = g*(KX —|—B), then Ky —i—By—i—(l—eo)My = g*(KX +B+(1—60)Mx)
and Ky + By + My = g*(KX —|—B+MX), and (Y, By, (1 — EQ)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 Ky + B’ + Mx over
Z and let fT: Xt — Z be the induced morphism.

Step 2. In this step, we show that the f* we constructed in Step 1 is a (Kx + B + My )-flip.
Let BT 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+ + BT + My is R-Cartier and ample/Z.

(IT) 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 --» X does not extract any divisor.

Let p: W — X and ¢ : W — X’ be a resolution of indeterminacy of X --» X’. By Lemma
3.8, p*(Kx + B4+ Mx) = ¢*(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 Dyy its strict transform on W. Then
Dyy is covered by a family of p-vertical curves ¥; such that ¥y - p*(Kx + Bx + Mx) = 0. Since
F-%; >0, then ¥; - ¢*(Kx + B'+ Mx/) <0. Let ¥} = ¢.%¢, then ¥} - (Kxs + B'+ Mx/) <0
so that ¥} are contracted by X’ — X and hence D is also contracted. Thus X --» X+ does
not extract any divisor, which implies (IT). Thus f* is a (Kx + B + My )-flip.
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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 p(X/Z) = 1, there exists a real number ¢ such that
D + t(KX + B + Mx) =, 0. By Theorem 9.3(3), D+ t(KX + B + Mx) ~R,Z 0. Thus
D+ t(Kx + B+ Mx) ~g f*Dy for some R-Cartier R-divisor Dz on Z. Therefore, D +
t(Kx+ + BT +Mx+) ~r (f1)*Dyz. Since Kx+ + BT + My« is R-Cartier, DT is R-Cartier.
Therefore, if My is R-Cartier, then My~ is R-Cartier, and if X is Q-factorial, then X is
Q-factorial.

Since X --» X1 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

p(X) = p(XT), and the proof is concluded. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. It immediately follows from Theorem 10.3. U

Proof of Theorem 1.4. It immediately follows from Theorems 10.3, 9.3, 9.1, and Corollaries 9.18

and 9.19. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Tt immediately follows from Theorem 1.4 and [HM20, Corollary 1],

[CT20, Theorems 1.2,1.3]. O
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