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ON K-STABILITY OF CALABI-YAU FIBRATIONS

MASAFUMI HATTORI

Abstract. We show that Calabi-Yau fibrations over curves are uniformly K-stable in an
adiabatic sense if and only if the base curves are K-stable in the log-twisted sense. Moreover,
we prove that there are cscK metrics for such fibrations when the total spaces are smooth.

1. Introduction

1.1. K-stability and its criteria. To find an explicit and useful criterion for K-stability
of polarized varieties is meaningful for both of differential geometry and algebraic geometry.
Originally, K-stability, which is a purely algebro-geometric condition, was introduced by Tian
[T97] for Fano manifolds and reformulated by Donaldson [Don02] for all polarized varietiers
by using the Donaldson-Futaki invariants of test configurations. At the same time, the Yau-
Tian-Donaldson (YTD) conjecture was introduced. This conjecture predicts that the existence
of constant scalar curvature Kähler (for short, cscK) metrics is equivalent to K-polystability.
In the Fano case, the conjecture was solved by Chen-Donaldson-Sun [CDS15] and Tian [T15]
independently. Recently, K. Zhang [Z21b] shows the YTD conjecture for other kinds of general
polarized manifolds. In this respect, the problem to detect K-stability for a concrete polarized
variety is meaningful for differential geometry.

In algebraic geometry, K-stability is closely related to birational geometry and moduli theory.
Odaka [O13b] finds that K-stability is closely related not only to the geometric invariant theory
(GIT cf. [MFK94]), but also to (semi) log canonical singularities. Odaka [O12] also finds that all
semi log canonical models and log Calabi-Yau klt pairs are K-stable. He predicts the K-moduli
conjecture, which states that there exists a quasi-projective moduli scheme parametrizing all K-
polystable varieties with fixed some numerical data (for example, the dimension of varieties) in
[O10]. This conjecture is motivated by the works on KSBA moduli, which parametrizes all semi
log canonical models (see [Ko22] for details) and the partial result of Fujiki-Schumacher [FS90]
on projectivity of the moduli space of certain cscK manifolds. For log Fano pairs, to detect
K-stability is more complicated than the classes treated in [O12] but the valuative criterion
is established by Fujita [Fuj19a] and Li [Li17]. Later Fujita and Odaka [FO18] introduced
the δ-invariant and Blum and Jonsson [BJ20] prove that this invariant completely detects K-
semistability of log Fano pairs. The δ-invariant is one of the key ingredients to the remarkable
progress in K-stability of log Fano pairs in this decade. For example, the K-moduli space
(cf. [ABHLX20], [LXZ22]), which parametrizes all K-polystable log Fano pairs is constructed
as a projective scheme. It is natural to expect that if there was a more explicit and useful
criterion for K-stability for other kinds of polarized varieties, we could construct moduli spaces
of K-polystable polarized varieties. However, there are few such useful criteria found for K-
stability of other polarized varieties.

1.2. K-stability and the cscK problem on fibrations. Adiabatic K-stability, which is first
introduced in [Hat22a], is the following notion.

Definition 1.1. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized algebraic fiber space pair. If
(X,∆, ǫH + f ∗L) is K-stable for any sufficiently small ǫ > 0, we say that (X,∆, H) is adi-
abatically K-stable over (C,L). See Definition 2.18 for details.

In Kähler geometry, the existence problem of cscK metrics on fibrations in the adiabatic sense
is studied by [Fi04], [Fi07], [JSS19], [DS21a] and [Ort23]. The author introduces adiabatic K-
stability to consider the algebro-geometric counterpart of these results. Indeed, algebraic fiber
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spaces treated in [Fi04], [Fi07], [JSS19], [DS21a] and [Ort23] are adiabatically K-(poly)stable
(see [BDL20]). Fine [Fi04], [Fi07], Dervan-Sektnan [DS21a] study the case when all fibers
have cscK metrics. Ortu generalizes the result of [DS21a] to K-semistable fibrations later. In
particular, they only deal with fibrations without singular fibers. On the other hand, Jian-Shi-
Song [JSS19] show the existence of a cscK metric on a klt–trivial fibration f : X → B when
KX ∼Q f ∗L0, L0 is ample and f might have a singular fiber. Here, we call an algebraic fiber
space f : X → B a klt–trivial (resp. lc–trivial) fibration if KX ∼Q,B 0 and X is klt (resp. lc).
Later, Sjöström Dyrefelt [SD22] and Song [S20] show that smooth minimal models also have
cscK metrics for certain polarizations. Conversely, Dervan-Ross (cf. [DR19, Corollary 4.4])
show for any polarized algebraic fiber space that adiabatic K-semistability of the total space
implies twisted K-semistability of the base in the sense of [Der16b].

To klt–trivial fibrations with a singular fiber and KX not nef, we cannot directly apply these
results on the existence of cscK metrics in the previous paragraph. For example, rational elliptic
surfaces have at least one singular fiber and KX is not nef. Furthermore, the base of a rational
elliptic surface is necessarily twisted K-stable (see Remark 4.19). Hence, we cannot directly
apply [DR19, Corollary 4.4] either. On the other hand, Miranda constructs two moduli spaces
of rational elliptic surfaces by applying GIT in [Mi80] and [Mi81]. In the two results, Miranda
realizes that GIT-stability of a rational elliptic surface X depends on what fiber X has, and he
further conjectured in [Mi83] that asymptotic Chow-stability of rational Weierstrass fibrations
would be decided by their fibers similarly to the results of [Mi80] and [Mi81].

Conjecture 1.2 (Miranda, [Mi83, Conjecture 2.3]). Let W be a rational Weierstrass fibration,
X be its minimal resolution and H be an arbitrary ample line bundle on W . Then, (W,H) is

(a) asymptotically Chow-stable if X has only reduced fibers,
(b) asymptotically Chow-semistable if X has only reduced and I∗N -type fibers for N ≥ 0,
(c) asymptotically Chow-unstable if X has at least one II∗, III∗ or IV ∗-type fiber.

Indeed, Miranda shows that (c) holds for some ample line bundles. If Miranda’s conjecture
would hold, then a rational Weierstrass fibration W whose minimal resolution X has at least
one II∗, III∗ or IV ∗-type fiber would be adiabatically K-unstable and [DR19, Corollary 4.4]
would not be optimal to detect adiabatic K-unstability of lc–trivial fibrations.

Remark 1.3. We showed in the first version of this paper [Hat22b] that Conjecture 1.2 (c)
holds when the Picard number of W is two. Furthermore, we show that if X has at least
one I∗N -type fiber for some N ≥ 1, then (W,H) is K-unstable for some ample line bundle H .
Therefore, Conjecture 1.2 (b) does not hold in general. We would write them in a forthcoming
paper.

1.3. Main results. The main purpose of the paper is to construct an explicit and useful cri-
terion for adiabatic K-stability of klt–trivial fibrations over curves. To be precise, we introduce
the notion of uniform adiabatic K-stability (cf. Definition 2.18) and log–twisted K-stability (see
Definition 2.20) of a log-twisted pair. The latter is the logarithmic version of the twisted K-
stability introduced by Dervan [Der16b]. We note that for any klt-trivial fibration, there are
natural two divisors that are called the moduli and discriminant divisors on the base (cf. [A04],
§2.4). Then the following is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized klt-trivial fibration such that C is a
smooth curve. Let M be the moduli divisor and B the discriminant divisor on C.

Then, (X,∆, H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable over (C,L) if and only if (C,B,M,L) is
log-twisted K-stable. Moreover, if ∆ = 0, X is smooth and (C,B,M,L) is log-twisted K-stable,
then (X, ǫH + L) has a cscK metric for any sufficiently small ǫ ∈ Q>0.

See Definition 2.26 for the discriminant and moduli divisors. Theorem 1.1 is useful to detect
uniform adiabatic K-stability and the existence of cscK metrics since it is easy to check the log-
twisted K-stability of curves (see Corollary A.17). We emphasize that there exists a uniformly
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adiabatically K-stable klt–trivial fibration over a curve with a singular and K-unstable fiber.
We note that Theorem 1.1 is also a key ingredient to construct the moduli space in [HH23].

To show Theorem 1.1, there are three key ingredients, Theorems 1.3, 1.2 and 1.4. Theorem
1.2, which is the first key ingredient, states that adiabatic K-semistability of a lc–trivial fibration
puts more restrictions on the base space than [DR19, Corollary 4.4]. We emphasize that we do
not assume C to be a curve in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorems 4.1, 4.7). Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized lc-trivial fibra-
tion. If BC is the discriminant divisor, the moduli divisor MC is Q-Cartier and (X,∆, H) is
adiabatically K-semistable, then (C,BC ,MC , L) is log-twisted K-semistable.

Furthermore, if (C,BC,MC , L) is a log-twisted Fano pair and C is an Ambro model (cf. Def-
inition 2.27), and (X,∆, H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable, then (C,BC,MC , L) is also
K-stable.

We note that if C is a smooth curve, then C is an Ambro model. Thus, we obtain one
implication of Theorem 1.1 by Theorem 1.2. On the other hand, we deduce the opposite
implication from Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

For the second ingredient, we need the notion of J-stability. J-stability is a variant of K-
stability, which is irrelevant to singularities. G. Chen [C21] found a useful criterion for J-
stability without using test configurations (see also [DP21], [S20] and [Hat21]). We extend this
criterion to the singular case (see Theorem 3.2). For polarized klt pairs, we also show Theorem
A.6 stating that

HNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥ δ(X,∆)(L)(I

NA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L)) = (J δ(X,∆)(L)L)NA(X ,L).

We note that Theorem A.6 had been solved for the smooth case in [BJ18] (see also [Z21b] for
the analytic case). Combining Theorem A.6 with the criterion for J-stability (Theorem 3.2),
we deduce the following sufficient condition for uniform K-stability.

Theorem 1.3. Let (X,∆, L) be a polarized klt pair and set H = δ(X,∆)(L)L +KX +∆. If H
is ample and there exists ǫ > 0 such that

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− pH

)

· Lp−1 · V ≥ ǫ(n− p)Lp · V

for any subvariety V ⊂ X of dimension 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 1, then (X,∆, L) is uniformly K-stable.

Now, we want to analyze the δ-invariant δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L) for sufficiently small ǫ > 0 and
apply Theorem 1.3. Theorem 1.4, which is the third key ingredient, states that δ(X,∆)(ǫH +L)
converges to the δ-invariant of the base of a polarized algebraic fiber space over a curve.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorems 4.11, 4.12). Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized algebraic fiber
space pair. Suppose that (X,∆) is a klt pair and C is a smooth curve. Let B be a Q-divisor
defined by

∑

p∈C(1− lct(X,∆)(f
−1(p)))p on C. Then

lim
ǫ→0

α(X,∆)(ǫH + f ∗L) = α(C,B)(L), and

lim
ǫ→0

δ(X,∆)(ǫH + f ∗L) = δ(C,B)(L).

We briefly explain the idea to show the K-stability of the base implies uniform adiabatic
K-stability when −(KX +∆) 6≡ 0 is nef. We note that the base is a log-twisted K-stable Fano
pair in this case and then the δ-invariant of the base is larger than one. Theorem 1.4 shows that
the δ-invariant of the total space is also larger than one. Then we can make use of Theorem 1.3
to deduce uniform adiabatic K-stability. Furthermore, we can show that K-energy is coercive
in the same way and deduce the existence of cscK metrics from [CC21].

As an application of Theorem 1.1 to rational elliptic surfaces, we obtain the following.

Corollary 1.5 (Corollary 4.18). Let X be a smooth rational elliptic surface and H be an ample
line bundle on X. Set m ≥ 1 as the index of X (cf. Definition 2.32). Then the following hold.
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(1) If m = 1 and X has at most reduced fibers, then (X,H) is uniformly adiabatically
K-stable and has cscK metrics.

(2) If m = 2 and X has no II∗ or III∗-type fiber, then (X,H) is uniformly adiabatically
K-stable and has cscK metrics.

(3) If m = 3 and X has no II∗-type fiber, then (X,H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable
and has cscK metrics.

(4) If m ≥ 4, then (X,H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable and has cscK metrics.

On the other hand,

(i) If m = 1 and X admits one of II∗, III∗ or IV ∗-type fibers, then (X,H) is adiabatically
K-unstable over P1.

(ii) If m = 2 and X admits a II∗-type fiber, then (X,H) is adiabatically K-unstable over P1.

Structure of this paper and overview of proof. In Section 2, we will give many terminolo-
gies and basic results on K-stability and birational geometry. In this section, we also introduce
uniform adiabatic K-stability and log-twisted K-stability.

In Section 3, we partially extend [C21, Theorem 1.1] and show Theorem 1.3, which is one of
the key ingredients to deduce our main theorems. We also deal with K-stability of polarized klt
minimal models. To show uniform K-stability of polarized klt minimal models for fixed certain
polarizations, we make use of the result on J-stability for singular varieties as [SD22] and [S20]
did.

In Section 4, we consider the relationship between the adiabatic K-stability of Calabi-Yau
fibrations and the log-twisted K-stability of the base and discuss the proof of Theorem 1.1. In
Subsection 4.1, we prove Theorem 1.2. We explain how to show Theorem 1.2 briefly here. We
compare the log-twisted Donaldson-Futaki invariant of a test configuration (C ,L) for the base
variety with the Donaldson-Futaki invariant of the test configuration (X , HP1 +mL) induced
by the base change by X → C as the proof of [DR19, Corollary 4.4], where H is an ample line
bundle on X . We note that the DF(X , HP1 +mL) is a polynomial of m with leading coefficient
the twisted Donaldson-Futaki invariant of (C ,L) (see the proof of [DR19, Corollary 4.4]) and
bigger than the log-twisted Donaldson-Futaki invariant. Then, we run a minimal model program
of X over C and compare the canonical divisor of the model of X with the canonical divisor
of C by the canonical bundle formula introduced by [A04] and [FG14]. Conversely, we show
Theorem 1.4 in Subsection 4.2 and obtain that log-twisted K-stability of the base Fano curve
implies adiabatic K-stability of the total space of a klt-trivial fibration, which shows Theorem
1.1. To show Theorem 1.4 for the α-invariant, we estimate the multiplicities of the horizontal
part at any point and of the vertical part along irreducible components of fibers of any Q-divisor
Q-linearly equivalent to ǫH + L when ǫ is so small. For the δ-invariant, we deduce Theorem
1.4 from the assertion for the α-invariant.

In Appendix A, we discuss the fundamental results on log-twisted K-stability. In Subsection
A.1, we show Theorem A.6, which is the key ingredient to show Theorem 1.1. We consider
log-twisted Ding stability to deduce this theorem. We remark that we cannot apply the main
result of [LX14] directly in the proof of Theorem 1.1 since we have to treat when the twist term
T is not nef. On the other hand, in Subsection A.2, we deal with the case when (X,B, T, L)
is log-twisted Fano and T is semiample and discuss its K-stability. This is one of the main
ingredients to show Theorem 1.2.
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2. Preliminaries

In this paper, we work over the complex number field C. We call a pair (X,L) a polarized
variety if X is a proper normal variety over C and L is an ample Q-line bundle on X . Let
D be a Q-Weil divisor, i.e. D =

∑k
i=1 aiDi for some ai ∈ Q6=0 and distinct prime divisors

Di. We set D>0 :=
∑

i : ai>0 aiDi, D<0 := D>0 − D, ⌊D⌋ :=
∑

⌊ai⌋Di, ⌈D⌉ :=
∑

⌈ai⌉Di and
D=1 :=

∑

i : ai=1 aiDi. On the other hand, set

redD :=
∑

i

Di

and call this the reduced structure of D. Let f : X → Y be a proper surjective morphism of
normal varieties and D be a Q-divisor on X . Let D =

∑k
i=1 aiDi be the irreducible decomposi-

tion. Suppose that there exists 1 ≤ l ≤ k such that Di for any i ≤ l is dominant to Y but Di is
not so for any i > l. Then we set Dhor =

∑

i≤l aiDi (resp. Dvert =
∑

i>l aiDi) and call this the
horizontal (resp. vertical) part of D. Let U ⊂ Y be an open subset. If f |f−1(U) is smooth and
any stratum of D|f−1(U) is smooth over U , then we say that (X,D) is (relatively) log-smooth
over U . In the case when Y = U = SpecC, we say that (X,D) is log-smooth. In this case, we
call D a simple normal crossing (for short, snc) divisor.

2.1. Birational geometry and MMP. First, we recall the fundamental concepts of birational
geometry.

Definition 2.1 (Log pair). Let X and S be quasi projective normal varieties such that there
exists a projective surjective morphism f : X → S. Let ∆ be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that
KX +∆ is Q-Cartier. Then we call (X,∆) a log subpair over S. If ∆ is further effective, then
we call (X,∆) a log pair. For any subpair (X,∆), we take a log resolution σ : Y → X such
that σ is a projective birational morphism from a smooth variety Y such that Ex(σ) + σ−1

∗ ∆ is
snc, where Ex(σ) is the exceptional locus. If an algebraic group G acts on X , then there exists
a log resolution σ such that σ is G-equivariant (cf. [K07]) and we call such σ a G-equivariant
log resolution. We call F a prime divisor over X if there exists a log resolution σ : Y → X of
(X,∆) such that F is a prime divisor on Y . A valuation v is called divisorial if there exist a
prime divisor F over X and c ∈ Q>0 such that v = c ordF . Then we set the log discrepancy of
(X,∆) with respect to F as

A(X,∆)(v) = v(KY + F − σ∗(KX +∆)).

In particular, if v = ordF , then we denote A(X,∆)(F ). A log subpair (X,∆) is called subklt
(resp. sublc; δ-sublc, where δ > 0) if A(X,∆)(v) > 0 (resp. ≥ 0; ≥ δ) for any divisorial valuation
v. If (X,∆) is further a pair, we call this klt (resp. lc). If a (sub)lc pair (X,∆) has a log
resolution π : Y → X such that A(X,∆)(E) > 0 for any π-exceptional divisor E, we say that
(X,∆) is (sub)dlt. Furthermore, if (X,∆) is lc and A(X,∆)(E) > 0 for any prime divisor E
over X whose center is not a prime divisor, then we say that (X,∆) is a plt pair. A subvariety
Z ⊂ X is called a lc center of an lc pair (X,∆) if there exists a prime divisor E over X such
that A(X,∆)(E) = 0 and the center of E is the generic point of Z. It is well-known that if (X,∆)
is a dlt pair, then a lc center of (X,∆) is a stratum of ⌊∆⌋ (cf. [K15, Theorem 4.16]). On the
other hand, if for any Weil divisor D on X , there exists m ∈ Z>0 such that mD is Cartier, then
we say that X is Q-factorial.

Example 2.2. Let P ∈ X be a closed point and suppose thatX is smooth at P . Let µ : X̃ → X
be the blow up of X at P and E be the µ-exceptional divisor. Then we set ordP := ordE and
this is an example of a divisorial valuation.

Definition 2.3 (Models). Let (X,∆) be a log pair over S. Let φ : X 99K Y be a birational map
such that Y is a normal variety projective over S. Let Ex(φ) be the sum of all φ-exceptional
prime divisors. φ : X 99K Y is called a birational contraction if there exists no φ−1-exceptional
divisor. Here, suppose that φ is a birational contraction preserving the structure morphisms to
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S. Take a resolution Γ of indetrminacy of φ and let p : Γ → X and q : Γ → Y be the canonical
projections. Suppose that KY + φ∗∆ is Q-Cartier and let E be the q-exceptional Q-divisor on
Γ defined by

E = p∗(KX +∆)− q∗(KY + φ∗∆).

We say that φ is KX + ∆-non-positive (resp. KX + ∆-negative) if E is effective (resp. and
further SuppE contains all φ-exceptional prime divisors). We call (Y, φ∗∆) (or simply call Y )

• a good minimal model of (X,∆) if KY + φ∗∆ is relatively semiample over S and φ is
KX +∆-negative,

• the log canonical (lc) model of (X,∆) if KY + φ∗∆ is relatively ample over S and φ is
KX +∆-non-positive.

For details, see [KM98] and [BCHM10].

Let D be a Q-divisor on X . We say that a Q-divisor D′ is relatively linearly equivalent to
D over S if there exists a Cartier divisor M on S such that D ∼ D′ + f ∗M , where f : X → S
is the canonical morphism, and denote D ∼S D′. If there exists a non-zero integer m ∈ Z

such that mD ∼S mD′, then we say that D′ is relatively Q-linearly equivalent to D over S
and denote D′ ∼S,Q D. We denote by B(D/S) a Zariski closed subset that is the intersection
of the supports of all effective Q-divisors relatively Q-linearly equivalent to D. Furthermore,
we set B+(D/S) := B((D − ǫA)/S) for an f -ample divisor A and a sufficiently small rational
number ǫ > 0. B+(D/S) is independent of the choices of A and ǫ (cf. [L04, §10.3]). On the
other hand, if S = SpecC and Q-divisors D1 and D2 satisfy that C · (D2 − D1) = 0 for any
curve C ⊂ X , where D2 −D1 is Q-Cartier, we say that D1 and D2 are numerically equivalent
and denote D1 ≡ D2.

Now, we are ready to explain briefly a minimal model program with scaling (see [BCHM10]
or [Fuj17] for details). Suppose that (X,∆) is a Q-factorial dlt pair and let C be an effective
and big Q-Cartier Q-divisor with B+(C/S) contains no lc center of (X,∆). Suppose that
(X,∆+ C) is lc and KX +∆+ C is nef. If KX +∆ is pseudoeffective but not nef, then there
exists a rational number 0 < λ1 ≤ 1 such that KX +∆+ λ1C is nef and there exists a negative
extremal ray R1 such that R1 · (KX + ∆ + λ1C) = 0. Otherwise, let λ1 = 0. Let (X1,∆1) be
the base of the divisorial contraction or the flip induced by R1 with respect to KX +∆ and C1

be the strict transform of C (cf. [KM98]). Then we see that (X1,∆1) is dlt, (X1,∆1 + λ1C1) is
lc, and B+(C1/S) contains no lc center of (X1,∆1). Thus, we see by the above argument that
if KX1 + ∆1 is not nef, then there exists 0 < λ2 ≤ λ1 such that KX1 + ∆1 + λ2C1 is nef and
there exists a negative extremal ray R2 for KX1 + ∆1 such that (KX1 + ∆1 + λ2C1) · R2 = 0.
Then we obtain (X2,∆2) as the divisorial contraction or the flip induced by R2. By repeating
this process, we obtain a non-increasing sequence {λi}i≥1 of rational numbers and a sequence
of divisorial contractions or flips

(X,∆) 99K (X1,∆1) 99K · · · 99K (Xi,∆i) 99K · · · .

If there exists i ∈ Z>0 such that λi = 0, then we call the above procedure a minimal model
program of (X,∆) over S with scaling of C. For details, see [Fuj17, 4.4.11]. We say that we
run a minimal model program over S with ample scaling, if we take a general ample Q-divisor
C and run a minimal model program over S with scaling of C and this program terminates.

Definition 2.4 (G-equivariant models). Let G be a connected algebraic group and suppose
that G acts on S. If (X,∆) is a log pair over S, there exists f : X → S and G acts on X in
the way that f is G-equivariant and ∆ is G-stable, then we say that (X,∆) admits a G-action.
Suppose that G acts on (X,∆) and let φ : X 99K Y be a birational map. If Y admits a G-action
and the graph Γ of φ is a G-invariant subvariety of X×Y , then we say that φ is G-equivariant.
If (Y, φ∗∆) is a good minimal model of (X,∆) and φ is G-equivariant, we call Y a G-equivariant
good minimal model. By the argument of the proof of [LX14, Theorem 7] (see also [And01,
1.5]), if Y is a good minimal model obtained by a certain minimal model program of (X,∆)
with scaling, then Y is a G-equivariant good minimal model. Note also that if Y is the lc model
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of (X,∆), then Y has the natural G-action and the canonical birational map φ : X 99K Y is
G-equivariant since Y = ProjS(⊕l≥0f∗OX(lr0(KX +∆))), where r0(KX +∆) is Cartier.

2.2. K-stability. (X,∆, L) is called a polarized log (sub)pair if (X,∆) is a (sub)pair over
SpecC and L is an ample Q-line bundle. In this subsection, we recall the definition of log
K-stability of polarized log pairs. See [BHJ17] for details. If there is no fear of confusion and
∆ = 0, we simply denote (X, 0, L) by (X,L).

Definition 2.5 (Test configuration). Let π : X → P1 be a projective and flat morphism such
that π is Gm-equivariant, where P1 admits the canonical Gm-action by multiplication. If there
exists a Gm-equivariant isomorphism π−1(P1 \ {0}) ∼= X × (P1 \ {0}) over P1 \ {0}, where Gm

trivially acts on the first component of X × (P1 \ {0}), X is called a test configuration for X .
Assume further that X admits a relatively (semi)ample Gm-linearized Q-line bundle L over P1

such that L|π−1(P1\{0}) coincides with L⊗OP1\{0} with the trivial Gm-action on L|π−1(∞). Here,
we say that a Q-line bundle L is Gm-linearized if there exists a positive integer m such that
mL is a Gm-linearlized line bundle in the sense of [MFK94, Definition 1.6]. Then, (X ,L) is
called a (semi)ample test configuration for (X,L).

If X is Gm-equivariantly isomorphic to X × P1 with the trivial action, then we call X
trivial. We denote (X × P1, L ⊗ OP1) with the trivial action by (XP1, LP1). Similarly, we
denote ∆× P1 ⊂ XP1 by ∆P1 for any Q-divisor ∆ on X .

Let Y be another projective variety and f : X → Y be a morphism. If X (resp. Y) is a test
configuration for X (resp. Y ), we note that there exists a unique Gm-equivariant rational map
F : X 99K Y induced by f × idP1\{0}. We call such F the canonical rational map. If F is further
a morphism, then we say that there exists a canonical morphism F : X → Y .

Remark 2.6. Usually, we call π−1(P1 \ {∞}) a test configuration (see [BHJ17] for example)
in the situation of Definition 2.5 rather than our X . In Definition 2.5, what we defined to be
test configurations are called the canonical compactifications of test configurations in [BHJ17].
In this paper, we only make use of the canonical compactifications of test configurations. This
is why we define the notion of test configuration as in Definition 2.5.

We note that if a test configuration X for X is normal, then there exists the following
relationship between irreducible components of X0 and divisorial valuations of X (cf. [BHJ17,
§4]). Let E be an irreducible component of X0 and set bE := ordE(X0). If E is not the strict
transform of the central fiber of XP1, we know that 1

bE
ordE |X is a nontrivial divisorial valuation

and we denote this by vE (see [BHJ17, Lemma 4.1]).

Notation 2.7. For simplicity, we will denote line bundles and divisors interchangeably. For
instance,

Lm · (kH +D) := L·m · (H⊗k ⊗OX(D)).

We define the following functionals and the Donaldson-Futaki invariant as in [BHJ17].

Definition 2.8 ([BHJ17, §6, §7]). Let (X,∆, L) be a polarized log subpair of dimension n.
Take an arbitrary normal semiample test configuration (X ,L) for (X,L). Let ρ : X 99K XP1

be the canonical birational map. It is well-known that there exist a normal test configuration
Y and a canonical morphism σ : Y → X such that the canonical birational map ρY = ρ ◦ σ
is a morphism. Furthermore, let Y0,red be the reduced structure of Y0, ∆Y be the closure of

∆ × (P1 \ {0}) in Y and K log
(Y ,∆Y)/P1 := K(Y ,∆Y)/P1 + (Y0,red − Y0), where π : Y → P1 is the

canonical morphism and K(Y ,∆Y)/P1 := KY +∆Y − π∗KP1. Then we define

• INA(X ,L) = (Ln)−1(σ∗L · ρ∗YL
n
P1)− (Ln)−1(σ∗L − ρ∗YLP1) · (σ∗L)n,

• ENA(X ,L) = Ln+1

(n+1)(Ln)
,

• JNA(X ,L) = (Ln)−1(σ∗L · ρ∗YL
n
P1)− ENA(X ,L),

• the non-Archimedean JH -energy is defined to be

(J H)NA(X ,L) = (Ln)−1(ρ∗YHP1 · (σ∗L)n)− (Ln)−1(nH · Ln−1)ENA(X ,L),
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where H is a Q-line bundle on X ,
• the non-Archimedean entropy is defined to be

HNA
∆ (X ,L) = (Ln)−1

∑

E

bEA(X,B)(vE)(E · (σ∗L)n)

= (Ln)−1(K log
(Y ,∆Y)/P1 − ρ∗YK(X

P1 ,∆P1 )/P
1) · (σ∗L)n,

where E runs over all irreducible components of Y0 that is not the strict transform of
X × {0},

• the log Donaldson-Futaki invariant is defined to be

DF∆(X ,L) = (Ln)−1(K(Y ,∆Y)/P1 − ρ∗YK(X
P1 ,∆P1 )/P

1) · Ln + (J KX+∆)NA(X ,L),

• the non-Archimedean Mabuchi energy

MNA
∆ (X ,L) = HNA

∆ (X ,L) + (J KX+∆)NA(X ,L).

It is well-known that these invariants are independent of the choice of σ : Y → X . We say that a
semiample test configuration (X̃ , L̃) dominates (X ,L) via µ if there exists a canonical morphism

µ : X̃ → X such that L̃ = µ∗L. It is proved in [BHJ17, §§7.5] that those functionals are pullback
invariant as defined in [BHJ17] i.e. if (X̃ , L̃) dominates (X ,L) then JNA(X̃ , L̃) = JNA(X ,L)
cf. [BHJ17, §6, §7] for example.

Note that INA, JNA and INA − JNA are nonnegative and equivalent norms to each other in
the sense of [BHJ17, Proposition 7.8]. INA − JNA is also introduced by [Der16a] and called the
minimum norm. More precisely, the following holds.

Lemma 2.9 (cf. [BHJ17, Proposition 7.8]). Let (X,∆, L) be a polarized log subpair of dimension
n and (X ,L) be a normal ample test configuration for (X,L). Then

0 ≤
1

n
JNA(X ,L) ≤ INA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L) = (J L)NA(X ,L) ≤ nJ(J L)NA(X ,L).

Furthermore, JNA(X ,L) = 0 if and only if X is trivial.

Definition 2.10 (K-stability and J-stability). Let (X,∆, L) be a polarized log pair. (X,∆, L)
is called K-stable if

DF∆(X ,L) > 0

for any non-trivial normal ample test configuration. On the other hand, (X,∆, L) is called
uniformly K-stable (resp, K-semistable) if there exists a constant c > 0 (resp., c ≥ 0) such that

DF∆(X ,L) ≥ cJNA(X ,L)

for any semiample test configuration (X ,L) for (X,L). The above condition is known by
[BHJ17, §8] to be equivalent to that for any semiample normal test configuration (X ,L)

MNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥ cJNA(X ,L).

The definition of JH-stability is of similar form (cf. [Hat21]). That is, we say that (X,L) is
uniformly JH-stable (resp. JH-semistable) if there exists c > 0 (resp. c ≥ 0) such that

(J H)NA(X ,L) ≥ cJNA(X ,L).

Let us recall the scaling action to a non-Archimedean metric [BHJ17, §6.2].

Notation 2.11. Let (X ,L) be a normal semiample test configuration and d ∈ Z>0. Then let
X (d) be the normalization of the base change of (X ,L) by the d-th power map P1 ∋ t 7→ td ∈ P1

and L(d) be the pullback of L. We call (X (d),L(d)) the normalized base change of (X ,L) by
the d-th power map P1 ∋ t 7→ td ∈ P1. It is well-known that dMNA

∆ (X ,L) = MNA
∆ (X (d),L(d))

and dDF∆(X ,L) ≥ DF∆(X
(d),L(d)) for any d ∈ Z>0 by [BHJ17, Proposition 7.16]. If B is the

strict transform of BP1 on X , we denote the strict transform of BP1 on X (d) by B(d), where B
is a Q-divisor on X .
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Recall the definitions of the log canonical threshold, the α-invariant and δ-invariant.

Definition 2.12. Let (X,B) be a subpair and D be an effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor. Suppose
that there exists l ∈ Q such that (X,B + lD) is sublc. Then we set the log canonical threshold
of (X,B) with respect to D as

lct(X,B)(D) = inf{r ∈ Q|(X,B + rD) is sublc} = min
v

A(X,B)(v)

v(D)
,

where v runs over all divisorial valuations such that v(D) 6= 0.

The α-invariant was originally introduced by Tian [T87] for Fano manifolds to detect the
existence of Kähler-Einstein metrics, but this is very useful to detect K-stability for other kinds
of polarized varieties.

Definition 2.13. Let (X,B, L) be a polarized klt pair. Then the alpha invariant of (X,B)
with respect to L is

α(X,B)(L) = inf
D

lct(X,B)(D),

where D runs over all elements of |L|Q, which is the set of effective Q-Cartier Q-divisors D
such that D ∼Q L. If we set TL(v) = supD∈|L|Q

v(D), then we have

α(X,B)(L) = inf
v

A(X,B)(v)

TL(v)
,

where v runs over all divisorial valuations.

Definition 2.14 ([FO18], [BJ20]). Let (X,B, L) be a polarized klt pair. Take r ∈ Z>0 such
that rL is a line bundle. For any m ∈ Z>0, D ∈ |L|Q is called a divisor of mr-basis type if there

exists a basis {fj}
h0(X,mrL)
j=1 ⊂ H0(X,mrL) such that

D = (mrh0(X,mrL))−1

h0(X,mrL)
∑

j=1

divmrL(fj).

Here, divmrL(fj) is an effective Cartier divisor defined by fj as a section of H0(X,mrL). We
denote by |L|mr-basis the set of all mr-basis type divisors D with respect to L. We set Smr

L (v) :=
supD∈|L|mr-basis

v(D) for any divisorial valuation v of X . Then, we set

δmr
(X,B)(L) := inf

D∈|L|mr-basis

lct(X,B)(D) = inf
v

A(X,B)(v)

Smr
L (v)

,

where v runs over all divisorial valuations on X . By [BJ20, Theorem A], {δmr
(X,B)(L)}

∞
m=1

converges and set the delta invariant of (X,B) with respect to L as

δ(X,B)(L) := lim
m→∞

δmr
(X,B)(L).

Moreover, thanks to [BJ20, §2], we have that limm→∞ Smr
L (v) = SL(v) for any divisorial valua-

tion v on X and

δ(X,B)(L) = inf
v

A(X,B)(v)

SL(v)
,

where v runs over all divisorial valuations on X and SL(v) := vol(L)−1
∫∞

0
vol(L−xv)dx. Here,

vol(L−xv) means vol(π∗L−xcE), where c ∈ Q>0, E is a prime divisor over X and π : Y → X
is a log resolution such that v = c ordE and E is a prime divisor on Y . See [BJ20] for details.

We note the following well-known facts to compute δ(X,B)(L). Let (X,B, L) be a polarized
klt pair. For any m ∈ Z>0 such that mL is a Cartier divisor, λ ∈ Z≥0 and prime divisor E over
X , we set

Fλ
EH

0(X,mL) := H0(Y,mσ∗L− λE),
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where σ : Y → X is a resolution of singularities such that E is a prime divisor on Y . Let

{si}
h0(X,mL)
i=1 be a basis of H0(X,mL). If we can take a basis of Fλ

EH
0(X,mL) as a subset of

{si}
h0(X,mL)
i=1 for any λ, we say that {si}

h0(X,mL)
i=1 is compatible with E. In this situation, we have

the following.

Lemma 2.15. (1) For any m ∈ Z>0 such that mL is a Cartier divisor and prime divisor E

over X, take a basis {si}
h0(X,mL)
i=1 of H0(X,mL) compatible with E. If D is the m-basis

type divisor defined by {si}, then

Sm
L (ordE) = ordE(D) =

∑

λ≥1 dimFλ
EH

0(X,mL)

mh0(X,mL)
.

(2) Let E and E ′ be prime divisors over X. Then there exists a basis of H0(X,mL) com-
patible with both of E and E ′ for any m ∈ Z>0 such that mL is a Cartier divisor.

Proof. (1) follows from the proof of [FO18, Lemma 2.2]. (2) is nothing but [AZ22, Lemma
3.1]. �

If v = ordF for some prime divisor F over X , we will simply denote TL(F ) := TL(ordF ).
We remark that for any r ∈ Q>0, we have that rδ(X,B)(rL) = δ(X,B)(L) and rα(X,B)(rL) =

α(X,B)(L). These invariants are important in the following sense.

Theorem 2.16 ([BHJ17, Proposition 9.16], [BJ20]). Let (X,B, L) be a klt polarized pair. Then
the following hold.

(1) α(X,B)(L) > 0 and

HNA
B (X ,L) ≥ α(X,B)(L)I

NA(X ,L)

for any semiample normal test configuration for (X,L).
(2) Suppose that KX+B = −L. Then, (X,B, L) is uniformly K-stable (resp., K-semistable)

if and only if δ(X,B)(L) > 1 (resp., ≥ 1).

Example 2.17. If X is a curve, then 2α(X,B)(L) = δ(X,B)(L). Indeed, for any closed point
P ∈ X , we have that

1

deg(L)

∫ deg(L)

0

deg(L− xP )dx =
deg(L)

2
.

This means that 2SL(ordP ) = TL(ordP ).

From now, we introduce K-stability of algebraic fiber spaces.

Definition 2.18 ([Hat22a]). f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) is called a polarized algebraic fiber space
(sub)pair if (X,∆, H) is a polarized (sub)pair, (C,L) is a polarized normal variety and f : X →
C is a contraction, i.e. f is projective and f∗OX

∼= OC . Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be
a polarized algebraic fiber space pair. Then (X,∆, H) is called adiabatically K-(semi)stable
over (C,L) if (X,∆, ǫH + f ∗L) is K-(semi)stable for sufficiently small ǫ ∈ Q>0. Furthermore,
(X,∆, H) is called

• uniformly adiabatically K-stable over (C,L) if there exist positive constants δ > 0 and
ǫ0 > 0 such that DF∆(X ,M) ≥ δJNA(X ,M) for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0)∩Q and semiample test
configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + f ∗L),

• adiabatically K-unstable over (C,L) if for any sufficiently small rational number ǫ >
0, there exists a semiample test configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + f ∗L) such that
DF∆(X ,M) < 0.

We say that (X,H) has cscK metrics adiabatically if X is smooth, ∆ = 0 and there exists
δ0 > 0 such that (X, δH + f ∗L) has a cscK metric for any 0 < δ < δ0. Here, we will simply
denote H + f ∗L by H + L.
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2.3. Log-twisted K-stability. Next, we introduce log-twisted K-stability as follows.

Definition 2.19. A quadruple (X,B, T, L) is called a polarized log-twisted pair if (X,B, L) is
a polarized log pair and T is a Q-line bundle on X .

We call (X,B, T, L) a log-twisted Fano pair if L ∼Q −(KX +B + T ) and (X,B) is klt.

We remark that if B = 0, then log-twisted K-stability is nothing but twisted K-stability
introduced in [Der16a].

Definition 2.20. Let (X,B, T, L) be a polarized log-twisted pair and (X ,L) be a semiample
test configuration for (X,L). Then the log-twisted Donaldson-Futaki invariant is

DF(B,T )(X ,L) = DFB(X ,L) + (J T )NA(X ,L).

We can also define the log-twisted non-Archimedean Mabuchi functional as

MNA
(B,T )(X ,L) =MNA

B (X ,L) + (J T )NA(X ,L).

Then, (X,B, T, L) is called (log-twisted)

• K-semistable if
MNA

(B,T )(X ,L) ≥ 0

for any normal semiample test configuration,
• K-stable if

MNA
(B,T )(X ,L) > 0

for any non-trivial normal ample test configuration,
• uniformly K-stable if there exists a positive constant ǫ > 0 such that

MNA
(B,T )(X ,L) ≥ ǫJNA(X ,L)

for any normal semiample test configuration.

Definition 2.21. Let T be a Q-line bundle on X . If T is semiample, we say that A ∼Q T is
a general effective Q-divisor if there exists m ∈ Z>0 such that mT is globally generated and
mA ∈ |mT |. When T is not semiample, A ∼Q T is called general if there exist two general
semiample Q-divisors A1 and A2 such that T ∼Q A1 − A2.

We regard log-twisted K-stability as the log K-stability when we choose a general Q-divisor
T1 ∼Q T as follows.

Lemma 2.22. Let (X,B, T, L) be a polarized log-twisted pair and (X ,L) be a normal semiample
test configuration for (X,L). Fix a Q-Cartier Q-divisor D ∼Q T . If the support of D does
not contain the center of a divisorial valuation vE for any irreducible component E ⊂ X0 of X ,
then

DF(B,T )(X ,L) = DFB+D(X ,L)

MNA
(B,T )(X ,L) =MNA

B+D(X ,L).

Proof. Let π : X̃ → X and ρ : X̃ → XP1 be the canonical morphisms. Then

DFB+D(X ,L) =
1

Ln

(

(KX̃/P1 + B +D) · π∗Ln −
n(KX +B + T ) · Ln−1

(n+ 1)Ln
π∗Ln+1

)

, and

DF(B,T )(X ,L) =
1

Ln

(

(KX̃/P1 + B + ρ∗DP1) · π∗Ln −
n(KX +B + T ) · Ln−1

(n + 1)Ln
π∗Ln+1

)

,

where dimX = n and B and D are the strict transforms of BP1 and DP1 on X̃ respectively.
Thus

DF(B,T )(X ,L)− DFB+D(X ,L) =
1

Ln
(ρ∗DP1 −D) · π∗Ln.

By assumption, ρ∗DP1 − D is π-exceptional and hence (ρ∗DP1 − D) · π∗Ln = 0. Similarly, we
can show the assertion for the non-Archimedean Mabuchi functionals. �
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By Lemma 2.22, we can deduce the similar properties to the log K-stability and twisted
K-stability in [OS15], [BHJ17] and [Der16b].

Theorem 2.23. If a polarized log-twisted pair (X,B, T, L) is K-semistable, then (X,B) is lc.
Furthermore, if L = −(KX +B + T ), then (X,B) is klt.

Proof. We follow the notations in [Hat22a]. We only prove the first assertion. If ⌈B⌉ is reduced,
due to [OX12, Theorem 1.1], there exists a closed subscheme whose Rees valuations v satisfy
that A(X,B)(v) < 0. Then, A(X,B+T1)(v) = A(X,B)(v) < 0 for any general divisor T1 ∼Q T .
Therefore, the theorem follows from the proof of [Hat22a, Theorem 5.1]. The rest also follows
from the same argument of [Hat22a, Theorem 5.1] and is left to the reader. �

Thanks to [BHJ17, Proposition 9.16], the following holds as in the logarithmic case.

Proposition 2.24 (cf., [BHJ17, Corollaries 9.3 and 9.4], [Der16b, Theorems 3.21, 3.23]). Let
(X,B, T, L) be a polarized log-twisted pair. Then the following hold.

(1) If KX +B + T ≡ 0 and (X,B) is klt (resp., lc), then (X,B, T, L) is uniformly K-stable
(resp., K-semistable).

(2) If KX +B + T ≡ L and (X,B) is lc, then (X,B, T, L) is uniformly K-stable.

The proofs are left to the readers.
We can consider a special log-twisted test configuration as follows.

Definition 2.25. Let (X,B, T, L = −KX − B − T ) be a log-twisted Fano pair, T is semi-
ample and (X s,Ls) be a normal ample test configuration. Let ρs : X s 99K XP1 be the canonical
birational morphism and Bs := (ρs)−1

∗ BP1 . Then (X s,Ls) is a log-twisted special test config-
uration for (X,B, T, L) if (X s,Bs + (ρs)−1

∗ T1,P1 + X0) is plt (cf., [KM98, 2.34]) and Ls ∼Q,P1

−(KX s + Bs + (ρs)−1
∗ T1,P1) for any general effective Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T .

For fundamental properties of log-twisted pairs, see Appendix A.

2.4. Lc-trivial fibrations. We shall recall the canonical bundle formula (cf, [FM00], [A04]
and [FG14]).

Definition 2.26 (Klt-trivial fibrations). Let S be a quasi-projective normal variety. Let f :
X → C be a proper surjective morphism of normal varieties projective over S such that
f∗OX

∼= OC . K(X) denotes the sheaf of quotient fields of X . For any Q-divisor ∆ on X ,
f : (X,∆) → C is called a sublc-trivial fibration (resp. subklt-trivial fibration) if (X,∆) is a
sublc (resp. subklt) pair satisfying the following properties:

• KX +∆ ∼C,Q 0,
• rank f∗OX(⌈A

∗(X,∆)⌉) = 1,
• (X,∆) is sublc (resp. subklt) over the generic point of C,

where we define OX(⌈A
∗(X,∆)⌉) as follows (cf. [Fuj12, Lemma 3.22]). Let π : Y → X be a log

resolution of (X,∆) and suppose that KY = π∗(KX + ∆) +
∑

i aiEi and π∗(
∑

i aiEi) = −∆.
Then we set

OX(⌈A
∗(X,∆)⌉) = π∗OY (

∑

ai 6=−1

⌈ai⌉Ei).

The definition of OX(⌈A
∗(X,∆)⌉) is independent of the choice of π and hence OX(⌈A

∗(X,∆)⌉)
is coherent. We say that f is a lc (resp., klt)-trivial fibration if (X,∆) is a lc (resp., klt) pair
and KX + ∆ ∼C,Q 0. It is easy to see that if f is a lc (resp., klt)-trivial fibration, then f
is a sublc (resp., subklt)-trivial fibration. We remark that sublc-trivial fibrations are usually
called lc-trivial fibrations (e.g. in [FG14]). Furthermore, if f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) is a polarized
algebraic fiber space pair, then we say that f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) is a polarized lc (resp. klt)-
trivial fibration.
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If f is a sublc-trivial fibration, then we set the canonical bundle formula as follows (cf. [A04],
[FG14]). There exist a positive integer b ∈ Z>0 and a non-zero rational function ϕ ∈ K(X)
such that

(1) KX +∆+
1

b
(ϕ) = f ∗(KC +MC +BC),

where (ϕ) is the principal divisor andMC and BC are Q-divisors uniquely determined as follows.
BC is called the discriminant divisor of f defined by the equation

BC =
∑

D

(1− lct(XD ,∆|XD
)(f

∗D))D,

where XD ⊂ X is a sufficiently small neighborhood of the fiber of the generic point of D and
D runs over all prime divisors on C. MC is defined in the way that (1) holds and called the
moduli divisor. We will simply denote the formula (1) by

KX +∆ ∼Q f
∗(KC +MC +BC)

by omitting 1
b
(ϕ). For any birational morphism h : C ′ → C of normal varieties projective over

S, we can take a sublc-trivial fibration f ′ : (X ′,∆′) → C ′ such that there exists a birational

morphism h̃ : X ′ → X making the following diagram commute

X ′

f ′

��

h̃
//

	

X

f
��

C ′ h
// C

and satisfying that KX′ +∆′ = h̃∗(KX +∆) and h̃∗∆
′ = ∆. Then, we take MC′ as the following

holds

KX′ +∆′ +
1

b
(ϕ) = f ′∗(KC′ +MC′ +BC′)

and hence MC = h∗MC′ , BC = h∗BC′ and KC′ +MC′ +BC′ = h∗(KC +MC +BC). In this case,
we callMC′ (resp. BC′) the moduli (resp. discriminant) divisor defined by MC (resp. BC) and f
on C ′ and one can see that MC′ and BC′ do not depend on the choice of f ′. For any birational
map h′′ : C ′′ 99K C, we say that a Q-divisor M on C ′′ is the moduli divisor defined by MC and
f if the following holds. Suppose that there exist proper birational morphisms p : C ′ → C ′′ and
h : C ′ → C. Let MC′ be the moduli divisor defined by MC and f . Then, M = p∗MC′ . In this
situation, we define the following.

Definition 2.27 (Ambro model). We say thatMC is stable under birational base change ifMC

is Q-Cartier and
MC′ = h∗MC

for any birational morphism h : C ′ → C, where MC′ is the moduli divisor defined by MC

and f . Then, we call C an Ambro model for f . If moreover, MC is semiample, we call C
a good Ambro model in this paper. Thanks to [FG14, Theorem 3.6], there exists an Ambro
model C ′ dominating C for any sublc-trivial fibration and then the moduli divisor is nef. For
subklt-trivial fibrations, this fact was originally proved in [A05].

It immediately follows from the same argument of [A04, §5] that if f : (X,∆) → C is a
sublc-trivial fibration over a curve C, then C is an Ambro model.

Let f : (X,∆) → C be an lc (resp. klt)-trivial fibration with ample Q-divisors H and L on
X and C respectively. Then we call f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) a polarized lc (resp. klt)-trivial
fibration.

Remark 2.28. A sublc-trivial fibration f : (X,∆) → C is usually called an Ambro model if f
is an Ambro model in the sense of this paper and (C,BC) is a log smooth subpair (cf. [FL20]).
In this paper, we do not assume that the discriminant divisor BC is snc or C is smooth.

It is well-known to experts that A∗(X,∆), {MC}C and {BC}C are naturally considered to
be b-divisors.
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The following conjecture is still open in general setting.

Conjecture 2.29 (B-semiampleness conjecture, cf. [FL20, §3]). For any sublc-trivial fibration,
there exists a good Ambro model.

When the base C is a smooth curve, we know that C is a good Ambro model (cf. [A04,
Theorem 0.1]). We are particularly interested in Ambro models such that the bases are log-
twisted Fano and we can show the following in such cases,

Lemma 2.30. Let f : (X,∆) → C be a klt-trivial fibration and M and B be the moduli divisor
and the discriminant divisor on C respectively. If C is an Ambro model and −(KC +B +M)
is big and nef, then C is also a good Ambro model.

Proof. Thanks to [A05], M is nef. Therefore, if −(KC + B + M) is big and nef, then so
is −(KC + B). On the other hand, (C,B) is klt due to [A04, Theorem 3.1]. Thus, M is
semiample by [KM98, Theorem 3.3]. �

Next, we recall the notion of smooth elliptic surfaces.

Definition 2.31. Let f : X → C be a contraction such that KX ∼Q,C 0. If C is a proper
smooth curve and X is a smooth surface, then we call f : X → C (or X) a smooth elliptic
surface. If X is further birational to P2, then we call X a rational elliptic surface.

Let f : X → C be a smooth elliptic surface. Thanks to Kodaira’s canonical bundle formula
(cf., [FM00]), we have

KX ∼Q f
∗

(

KC +
1

12
J∗OP1(1) +

∑

Q∈C

(1− lctX(f
∗(Q)))(Q)

)

,

where J : C → P1 is the functional invariant (cf., [BHPV04, V.8]). That is, 1
12
J∗OP1(1) is

the moduli divisor of f . Kodaira classified singular fibers of elliptic surfaces and we follow the
notations of [BHPV04, V. §7]. Let F be a fiber of f . Then the following hold.

• if F is a smooth or IN -type fiber for some N ≥ 0, then lctX(F ) = 1.
• if F is a II-type fiber, then lctX(F ) =

5
6
.

• if F is a III-type fiber, then lctX(F ) =
3
4
.

• if F is a IV -type fiber, then lctX(F ) =
2
3
.

• if F is an I∗N -type fiber for some N ≥ 0, then lctX(F ) =
1
2
.

• if F is a II∗-type fiber, then lctX(F ) =
1
6
.

• if F is a III∗-type fiber, then lctX(F ) =
1
4
.

• if F is a IV ∗-type fiber, then lctX(F ) =
1
3
.

• if F is a multiple fiber with multiplicity m, i.e. mIN -type for some N ≥ 0, then lctX(F ) =
1
m
.

Let f : X → C be a smooth rational elliptic surface. It is well-known that then C = P1 and
X is isomorphic to a blow up of P2 at nine points (cf., [CD89, Theorem 5.6.1]). Moreover, X
has at most one multiple fiber (cf. [FM91, Proposition 3.23]).

Definition 2.32. Let f : X → P1 be a rational elliptic surface. We set the multiplicity m(X)
of X as follows. If X has a mIN -type fiber for some m ≥ 2, we set m(X) = m. Otherwise, we
set m(X) = 1.

By [FM91, Proposition 3.23], we see that C = P1 and deg (M +B) = 2m(X)−1
m(X)

if M (resp. B)

is the moduli (resp. discriminant) divisor on P1. Furthermore, (P1, B,M,−(KP1 +M +B)) is
a log-twisted Fano pair.

As klt-trivial fibrations, if H is an f -ample divisor on a rational elliptic surface (resp. rational
Weierstrass fibration) f : X → P1, we say that f : (X,H) → P1 is a polarized rational elliptic
surface (resp. polarized rational Weierstrass fibration). We always regard f : (X,H) → P1 as a
polarized klt-trivial fibration f : (X, 0, H) → (P1,OP1(1)).
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3. Criterion for J-stability without test configurations

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.1 for the case when KX + ∆ is nef.
For this, we partially extend the result of [C21] on J-stability to the singular case. We note
that there is a quite useful criterion [C21, Theorem 1.1] for JH-stability without using test
configurations for projective manifolds when H is ample. First, we recall the following notions
(cf. [S20, Definition 1.1]).

Definition 3.1. Let (X,L) be a polarized variety of dimension n and H an R-line bundle on
X . We say that (X,L) is JH-nef if for any p-dimensional subvariety V ⊂ X , where 1 ≤ p ≤ n,

(2)

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− pH

)

· Lp−1 · V ≥ 0.

If there exists ǫ > 0 such that (X,L) is JH−ǫL-nef, then we say that (X,L) is uniformly JH -
positive. We note that the JH−ǫL-nefness is equivalent to that

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− pH

)

· Lp−1 · V ≥ ǫ(n− p)Lp · V

for any subvariety V ⊂ X of dimension 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 1 since it holds that

(3)

(

n
Hs · L

n−1

Ln
L− pHs

)

· Lp−1 · V =

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− pH + s(n− p)L

)

· Lp−1 · V,

where we set Hs := H + sL for s ∈ R.

The following is the partial generalization of [C21, Theorem 1.1] for the singular case.

Theorem 3.2 (cf. [C21, Theorem 1.1]). Let (X,L) be an n-dimensional polarized normal vari-
ety with an ample (resp. nef) Q-line bundle H. Then (X,L) is uniformly JH-stable (resp. JH-
semistable) if and only if (X,L) is uniformly JH-positive (resp. JH-nef).

This theorem was first shown by [C21] for Kähler manifolds, and [DP21] and [S20] showed
that uniform JH-positivity is equivalent to that

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− pH

)

· Lp−1 · V > 0

for any subvariety V ⊂ X . To show Theorem 3.2, we prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let (X,L) be a polarized normal variety of dimension n and let H be a Q-line
bundle. If (X,L) is JH-semistable, then (X,L) is JH-nef.

Proof. It suffices to show that if (X,L) is not JH-nef, then (X,L) is JH -unstable. Suppose that
V is a p-dimensional subvariety such that

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− pH

)

· Lp−1 · V < 0.

Let ρ : X → XP1 be the normalization of the blow up along V × {0} and let E be the inverse

image of V ×{0}. Let X̂ be the strict transform of X×{0} and note that E+X̂ = X0 as Cartier

divisors. We see that the natural morphism π : X̂ → X is the blow up along V and π∗(D
k) = 0

as a cycle for k < n − p, where D = E|X̂ . Note also that σ∗Ln+1
P1 = σ∗Ln

P1 · σ∗HP1 = 0. Thus,
we see as [BHJ17, Lemma 7.4] that

(σ∗LP1 − δE)n+1 = −δ
n
∑

j=0

E · (σ∗LP1 − δE)j · σ∗Ln−j
P1 = δ

n
∑

j=0

((π∗L− δD)j · π∗Ln−j)− (Ln))

for any sufficiently small rational δ > 0. Similarly, we have that

σ∗HP1 · (σ∗LP1 − δE)n = δ
n−1
∑

j=0

(π∗H · (π∗L− δD)j · π∗Ln−1−j − (H · Ln−1)).
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Then, we have that

(Ln)(J H)NA(X , σ∗LP1 − δE)

= δπ∗H ·

(

n−1
∑

i=0

(π∗L− δD)i · π∗Ln−i−1

)

− δ
nH · Ln−1

(n+ 1)Ln

n
∑

i=0

(π∗L− δD)i · π∗Ln−i

=
n!δn−p+1

(n− p+ 1)!p!
(−1)n−p−1Dn−p ·

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
π∗Lp − pπ∗H · π∗Lp−1

)

+O(δn−p+2).

By [Ful84, §4.3], there exists a positive constant e > 0 such that eV = (−1)n−p−1π∗(D
n−p) as

a cycle. Thus,

(−1)n−p−1Dn−p ·

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
π∗Lp − pπ∗H · π∗Lp−1

)

= e

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
Lp − pH · Lp−1

)

· V < 0.

Therefore, (J H)NA(X , σ∗LP1 − δE) < 0 for any sufficiently small δ > 0 and this means that
(X,L) is JH -unstable. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We make use of [C21, Theorem 1.1]. First, we note that for any normal
semiample test configuration (X ,L) for (X,L), (J H)NA(X ,L) is linear with respect to H .
Thus, it is easy to see that uniform JH -stability is equivalent to JH−ǫL-semistability for any
sufficiently small ǫ > 0. To show Theorem 3.2, we assert that it suffices to show that JH -nefness
implies that JH-semistability when H is nef. Indeed, we see that JH-semistability implies that
JH -nefness by Lemma 3.3. Thus, uniform JH-stability implies that uniform JH -positivity. On
the other hand, if H is ample, (X,L) is uniformly JH-positive and the first assertion holds for
(X,L), we see that there exists ǫ > 0 such that H − ǫL is nef and (X,L) is JH−ǫL-nef. Then,
we see that (X,L) is JH−ǫL-semistable and hence uniformly JH-stable.

When X is smooth, it follows from [C21, Theorem 1.1] that (X,L) is uniformly JH -stable
if and only if (X,L) is uniformly JH-positive (cf. Definition 3.1). In this situation, we assert
that if (X,L) is JH-nef and H is nef, then (X,L) is JH -semistable. Then we see that (X,L)
is uniformly JH+ǫL-positive for any ǫ > 0 and hence uniformly JH+ǫL-stable. Thus, (X,L) is
JH -semistable.

Next, we deal with the case when X is not smooth. By what we stated in the first paragraph,
it suffices to show that JH-nefness implies JH-semistability of (X,L). Let π : Y → X be a
resolution of singuralities and take an ample divisor A on Y . Let (X ,L) be a semiample test
configuration for (X,L) with a canonical morphism ρ : X → XP1 and Y ⊂ X ×X Y be the
normalization of the irreducible component dominant to X . Let σ : Y → X and ρY : Y → YP1

be the canonical morphisms. Then it is easy to see that (Y , σ∗L+ ǫρ∗YAP1) is also a semiample
test configuration for (Y, π∗L+ǫA) for any rational number ǫ > 0. SetHδ,ǫ := π∗H+δ(π∗L+ǫA)
and Lǫ := π∗L+ ǫA for δ > 0. We know that there exists a positive constant C such that

(4)

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
π∗H · Ln−1

ǫ

Ln
ǫ

− n
H · Ln−1

Ln

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cǫ.

Since

(5) lim
ǫ→0

(J π∗H+Cǫ(π∗L+ǫA))NA(Y , σ∗L+ ǫρ∗YAP1) = (J H)NA(X ,L),

it suffices to show that

(6)

(

n
HCǫ,ǫ · L

n−1
ǫ

Ln
ǫ

Lǫ − pHCǫ,ǫ

)

· Lp−1
ǫ ·W ≥ 0
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for any small ǫ > 0 and subvariety W ⊂ Y of dimension 1 ≤ p ≤ n − 1. For this, we note by
(3) and (4) that
(

n
HCǫ,ǫ · L

n−1
ǫ

Ln
ǫ

Lǫ − pHCǫ,ǫ

)

· Lp−1
ǫ ·W

=

(

n
π∗H · Ln−1

ǫ

Ln
ǫ

Lǫ − pπ∗H

)

· Lp−1
ǫ ·W + Cǫ(n− p)Lp

ǫ ·W

=

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
Lǫ − pπ∗H

)

· Lp−1
ǫ ·W +

(

Cǫ(n− p) + n
π∗H · Ln−1

ǫ

Ln
ǫ

− n
H · Ln−1

Ln

)

Lp
ǫ ·W

≥

(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
Lǫ − pπ∗H

)

· Lp−1
ǫ ·W.

Furthermore,
(

n
π∗H · π∗Ln−1

π∗Ln
Lǫ − pπ∗H

)

· Lp−1
ǫ ·W

=
∑

r

ǫr
(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln

(

p

r

)

π∗Lp−r − p

(

p− 1

r

)

π∗H · π∗Lp−r−1

)

· Ar ·W

=
∑

r

ǫr
(

p

r

)(

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− (p− r)H

)

· Lp−r−1 · π∗(A
r ·W ).

We can regard π∗(A
r ·W ) as an effective algebraic cycle of dimension p− r in X and then we

have
(

n
π∗H · π∗Ln−1

π∗Ln
Lǫ − pπ∗H

)

· Lp−1
ǫ ·W ≥ 0

for any ǫ > 0 by the assumption that (2) holds. Then (6) holds and (Y, Lǫ) is J
HCǫ,ǫ-semistable.

Hence, we see that (J π∗H+Cǫ(π∗L+ǫA))NA(Y , σ∗L+ ǫρ∗YAP1) ≥ 0 and conclude that Theorem 3.2
holds by (5). �

We will make use of the following fact.

Remark 3.4. Let (X,L) be an n-dimensional polarized variety. It is easy to see that if H and

n
H · Ln−1

Ln
L− (n− 1)H

are nef, then (X,L) is JH-semistable by Theorem 3.2.

Combining Theorems 3.2 and A.6, we obtain Theorem 1.3, which is one of the key ingredients
to show Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Theorem A.6, we have that for any normal semiample test configu-
ration (X ,L) for (X,L),

HNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥ δ(X,∆)(L)(J

L)NA(X ,L).

This means that
MNA

∆ (X ,L) ≥ (J H)NA(X ,L).

We have that (X,L) is uniformly JH -stable by Theorem 3.2. Thus, we obtain the assertion. �

Finally, we show Corollary 3.5 by Theorem 3.2. This implies Theorem 1.1 for the case when
KX +∆ is nef.

Corollary 3.5. Let (X,∆, H) be a polarized klt pair such that KX + ∆ is nef. Then for any
sufficiently small rational number ǫ > 0, (X,∆, ǫH +KX +∆) is uniformly K-stable.

Furthermore, there exists β > 0 and ǫ0 > 0 such that

MNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥ β(J ǫH+KX+∆)NA(X ,L)



18 MASAFUMI HATTORI

for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0) and normal semiample test configuration (X ,L) for (X,L).

Proof. Put n as the dimension of X . First, we show the following claim.

Claim. There exists a positive constant C > 0 depending only on the intersection numbers
(KX +∆)i ·Hn−i for 0 ≤ i ≤ n such that (X, ǫH +KX +∆) is JKX+∆+Cǫ(ǫH+KX+∆)-semistable
for any sufficiently small rational number ǫ > 0.

Proof of Claim. For any p-dimensional subvariety V ⊂ X , consider the following intersection
number
(

n
(KX +∆) · (ǫH +KX +∆)n−1

(ǫH +KX +∆)n
(ǫH +KX +∆)− p(KX +∆)

)

· (ǫH +KX +∆)p−1 · V.

Set

m := max{l | (KX +∆)l ·Hn−l 6= 0}.

Then for any sufficiently small ǫ > 0, we have that

n
(KX +∆) · (ǫH +KX +∆)n−1

(ǫH +KX +∆)n
= m+O(ǫ),

where the error term depends only on the intersection numbers (KX + ∆)i · Hn−i for all 0 ≤
i ≤ n. Thus, there exists a positive constant C depending only on the intersection numbers
(KX +∆)i ·Hn−i such that
(

n
(KX +∆) · (ǫH +KX +∆)n−1

(ǫH +KX +∆)n
(ǫH +KX +∆)− p(KX +∆)

)

· (ǫH +KX +∆)p−1 · V

≥ ((m− p)(KX +∆) +mǫH − Cǫ(n− p)(ǫH +KX +∆)) · (ǫH +KX +∆)p−1 · V.

By this inequality, we see that if it holds that

(7) ((m− p)(KX +∆) +mǫH) · (ǫH +KX +∆)p−1 · V ≥ 0,

then (X, ǫH +KX +∆) is JKX+∆+Cǫ(ǫH+KX+∆)-semistable by Theorem 3.2 and (3). Therefore,
we only have to show (7) for any sufficiently small ǫ > 0. Set

ν := max{l | (KX +∆)l ·Hp−l · V 6= 0}.

It is not hard to see that ν ≤ min{m, p}. Then, we have that

((m− p)(KX +∆) +mǫH) · (ǫH +KX +∆)p−1 · V

≥ mǫpH · V +
ν
∑

i=1

ǫp−i

(

(m− p)

(

p− 1

p− i

)

+m

(

p− 1

p− i− 1

))

(KX +∆)i ·Hp−i · V

=
ν
∑

i=0

ǫp−i(m− i)

(

p

i

)

(KX +∆)i ·Hp−i · V ≥ 0.

Thus, we obtain (7) and complete the proof of Claim. �

Next, we show that Claim implies Corollary 3.5. Let α := α(X,∆)(H + KX + ∆) > 0. We
know by [Fuj19b, Proposition 2.1] that

n

n + 1
δ(X,∆)(ǫH +KX +∆) ≥ α(X,∆)(ǫH +KX +∆) ≥ α

Thus, we see that for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, (n+1)α
nC

), (X,∆, ǫH +KX + ∆) is uniformly K-stable by
Claim and Theorem 1.3. Furthermore, we have

MNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥

(n + 1)α

2nC
(J ǫH+KX+∆)NA(X ,L)

for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, (n+1)α
2nC

) and normal semiample test configuration (X ,L) for (X,L). �
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4. Adiabatic K-stability versus log-twisted K-stability

4.1. Adiabatic K-stability implies log-twisted K-stability. In this subsection, we see
that log-twisted K-stability of the base of a klt (lc)-trivial fibration (cf. Definition 2.26) is a
necessary condition for adiabatic K-stability under some conditions (cf. Theorems 4.1 and 4.7).

First, we show the following stronger theorem than Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 4.1. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized lc-trivial fibration. Let M (resp. B)
be the moduli (resp. discriminant) divisor.

If M is Q-Cartier and (C,B,M,L) is not log-twisted K-semistable, then (X,∆, H) is adia-
batically K-unstable over (C,L).

To show Theorem 4.1, we first prepare the following proposition on MMP.

Proposition 4.2. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized lc-trivial fibration, π : Y → X be
a log resolution of (X,∆) and Θ := π−1

∗ ∆+Ex(π) be an snc Q-divisor on Y . Let Y be a smooth
test configuration for Y dominating YP1 such that (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 + Y0 is an snc divisor, where the

canonical birational map ρY : Y → YP1 is a morphism. Let C be a normal test configuration
for C such that there exists a canonical birational morphism ρC : C → CP1. Suppose that the
canonical rational map Π: Y → C is a morphism.

Then, there exist ǫ0 > 0 and two Gm-equivariant birational contractions h : Y 99K W and
ξ : W 99K X , where W and X are normal varieties projective over C , satifying the following.

• (W,∆W) is a Q-factorial Gm-equivariant good minimal model of (Y , (ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1) over

C , where ∆W := h∗(ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1,

• if η = ξ ◦ h, then (X ,∆X ,ǫ) is the Gm-equivariant relative lc model of (Y , (ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1 +

ǫ(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)
∗HP1) over C for any rational number ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0).

Furthermore, fix ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0). Then, there exist r ∈ Q>0 and an ample Q-line bundle M on
C such that (X , ǫ−1(KX +∆X ,ǫ)+Π∗

XM ) is an ample test configuration for (X,H+ rL), where
ΠX : X → C is the canonical morphism.

Proof. Since H is ample, we consider H to be a general effective Q-divisor throughout this
proof. First, we note that (Y,Θ) has a good minimal model over C. Indeed, by the proof of the
existence of a Q-factorial dlt modification (Z,∆Z) over X (cf. [Fuj11, 4.1]), the (KY +Θ)-MMP
with ample scaling yields a good minimal model (Z,∆Z) of (Y,Θ) over X . Let g : Z → X
be the structure morphism. Since KZ + ∆Z = g∗(KX + ∆) and KX + ∆ ∼Q,C 0, (Z,∆Z) is
also a good minimal model of (Y,Θ) over C. Hence, (Z,∆Z + ǫg∗H) is a good minimal model
for any sufficiently small ǫ ∈ Q>0. This means that (Y \ Y0, (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 \ Y0) ∼= (Y × (P1 \

{0}),Θ × (P1 \ {0})) also has a good minimal model over C \ C0
∼= C × (P1 \ {0}). Since

(Y , (ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1 + Y0,red) is log smooth and dlt, every lc center of the log pair (Y , (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1)

meets Y \ Y0. Therefore, we can apply [HX13, Theorem 1.1] and there exists a good minimal
model (W,∆W) of (Y , (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1) over C . We may assume that the contraction h : Y 99K W

is the output of a minimal model program with ample scaling by [HX13, Corollary 2.9]. In
particular, we may assume that W is a Q-factorial (cf. [Fuj17, 4.3.5]) and h is Gm-equivariant
by the argument of [And01] and [LX14] (cf. Definition 2.4). We obtain the first assertion for
W.

We see that there exists ǫ′1 > 0 such that every step of the KY +(ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1-MMP yielding W

is also a divisorial contraction or a flip with respect to KY + (ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1 + ǫ(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1

for any rational number ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′1). Thus, (W,∆W + ǫh∗(π× idP1 ◦ ρY)
∗HP1) is also dlt and has

no lc center contained in W0 for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′1) ∩Q by [KM98, Corollary 3.44]. In this setting,
we show the following claim.

Claim. There exists ǫ1 ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ′1) such that (W,∆W + ǫh∗(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)
∗HP1) has a good

minimal model over C for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ1).

Proof of Claim. We note that every lc center of (W,∆W+ǫh∗(π×idP1 ◦ρY)
∗HP1) meets W\W0.

By [HX13, Theorem 1.1], it suffices to show that (W \W0, (∆W + ǫh∗(π× idP1 ◦ ρY)
∗HP1) \W0)
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has a good minimal model over C \C0 for any ǫ ∈ Q∩(0, ǫ′1). We first note that (Z,∆Z+ǫg
∗H) is

also a good minimal model of (Y,Θ+ǫπ∗H) over C for any sufficiently small ǫ ∈ Q>0. Indeed, if
ψ : Y 99K Z is the birational contraction, A(Y,Θ)(F ) < A(Z,∆Z)(F ) for any ψ-exceptional divisor
F . Thus, there exists 0 < ǫ1 < ǫ′1 such that A(Y,Θ+ǫπ∗H)(F ) < A(Z,∆Z+ǫg∗H)(F ) also holds
for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ1) ∩ Q and ψ-exceptional prime divisor F . Furthermore, KZ + ∆Z + ǫg∗H is
semiample over C. This means that (Z×(P1\{0}), (∆Z+ǫg

∗H)×(P1\{0})) is a good minimal
model of (Y \Y0, ((ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 + ǫ(π× idP1 ◦ρY)

∗HP1)\Y0) for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ1)∩Q. We assert that
(Z × (P1 \ {0}), (∆Z + ǫg∗H)× (P1 \ {0})) is also a good minimal model of (W \W0, (∆W +
ǫh∗(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1) \ W0). Indeed, we note that W \W0 99K Z × (P1 \ {0}) is isomorphic
in codimension one points since they are good minimal models of (Y \Y0, (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 \ Y0) over

C \C0 (cf. [KM98, Theorem 3.52 (2)]). Therefore, for any prime divisor E over Y \Y0, we have

A(W\W0,(∆W+ǫh∗(π×id
P1◦ρY )∗H

P1 )\W0)(E) ≤ A(Z×(P1\{0}),(∆Z+ǫg∗H)×(P1\{0}))(E)

by [KM98, Proposition 3.51]. This shows that (Z×(P1\{0}), (∆Z+ǫg
∗H)×(P1\{0})) is also a

good minimal model of (W\W0, (∆W +ǫh∗(π× idP1 ◦ρY)
∗HP1)\W0) for any ǫ ∈ Q∩(0, ǫ1). �

In this paragraph, we show the following: There exists a Gm-equivariant birational contrac-
tion ξ : W 99K X such that X is a lc model of (W,∆W + ǫh∗(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1) over C for
any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) ∩Q. We know that (W,∆W) is a good minimal model over C and set

Z := ProjC (⊕l≥0α∗OW(lr0(KW +∆W))),

where α : W → C is the canonical morphism and r0 ∈ Z>0 satisfies that r0(KW+∆W) is Cartier.
We note that Z has the canonical Gm-action induced by the Gm-action on ⊕l≥0α∗OW(lr0(KW+
∆W)) and that Z \ Z0

∼= C × (P1 \ {0}). Then, it follows from Claim that there exists a good
minimal model of (W \W0, (∆W + ǫh∗(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1)|W\W0) over C × (P1 \ {0}) for any
ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ1)∩Q. By [HX13, Theorem 1.1], if we fix a rational number ǫ′ ∈ (0, ǫ0), then there exists
a good minimal model of (W,∆W+ǫ′h∗(π×idP1◦ρY)

∗HP1) over Z. Thus, there exists a birational
contraction ξ : W 99K X such that X is a lc model of (W,∆W + ǫ′h∗(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1) over
Z. Hence, ξ is Gm-equivariant. Set ∆X ,ǫ as the strict transform of ∆W + ǫh∗(π× idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1

on X for any 0 ≤ ǫ ≤ ǫ′. Let qX : X → Z and qW : W → Z be the canonical morphisms and
G be a relatively ample Q-divisor on Z over C such that q∗WG ∼Q,C KW +∆W . Then, we see
that

q∗XG ∼Q,C KX + ξ∗∆W .

For any rational number 0 < t < 1, we have

KX +∆X ,tǫ′ ∼Q,C (1− t)q∗XG + t(KX +∆X ,ǫ′).

Since KX + ∆X ,ǫ′ is qX -ample and G is relatively ample over C , there exists 0 < t′ < 1
such that KX + ∆X ,tǫ′ is relatively ample over C for any t ∈ (0, t′) ∩ Q. Thus, X is the
lc model of (W,∆W + tǫ′h∗(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1) over Z for any t ∈ (0, t′) ∩ Q since ξ is
KW+∆W+ǫ′h∗(π×idP1◦ρY)

∗HP1-non-positive andKW+∆W-non-positive. By letting ǫ0 := t′ǫ′,
we obtain ξ : W 99K X and ǫ0 as we asserted in the first sentence in this paragraph.

By what we have shown in the previous paragraph, we see that X and ǫ0 as above satisfy the
second assertion of Proposition 4.2. Indeed, since h is KY + (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 + ǫ(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1-
negative, η : Y 99K X defines the lc model of (Y , (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 + ǫ(π × idP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1) for any
rational number ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0). Thus, we obtain the second assertion of Proposition 4.2.

Finally, we deal with the last assertion of Proposition 4.2. Note that (X,∆ + ǫH) is the lc
model of (Y,Θ + ǫπ∗H) over C for any sufficiently small rational number ǫ > 0. Fix such an
ǫ. By the fact that (X ,∆X ,ǫ) is the lc model of (Y , (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 + ǫ(π ◦ ρY)

∗HP1) over C for any
sufficiently small ǫ > 0, X is a test configuration for X . Since C is normal and projective over
P1, there exists an ample Gm-linearized Q-line bundle M ′ on C ([MFK94, Corollary 1.6]). By
adding ρ∗

C
L′
P1 to M ′ for some Q-Cartier Q-divisor L′ on C, we may assume that there exists

r′ ∈ Q>0 such that (C , ǫ−1ρ∗
C
DP1 + M ) is an ample test configuration for (C, r′L), where D

is a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on C such that f ∗D ∼Q KX + ∆. Similarly, we obtain an ample
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Q-line bundle M ′′ on C and r′′ ∈ Q>0 such that (C ,M ′′) is an ample test configuration for
(C, r′′L). Thus, (X , ǫ−1(KX + ∆X ,ǫ) + Π∗

X (M
′ + lM ′′)) is an ample test configuration for

(X,H + (r′ + r′′l)L), where ΠX : X → C is the canonical morphism, for any sufficiently large
l ∈ Q>0. We complete the proof by letting r := r′ + lr′′ and M := M ′ + lM ′′ for some
sufficiently large l. �

Next, we explain how to construct a test configuration for X whose DF invariant is very close
to the log-twisted DF invariant of the test configuration for the base by applying Proposition
4.2.

Proposition 4.3. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized lc-trivial fibration such that H is
ample on X. Let B be the discriminant divisor and M be the moduli divisor on C respectively.
Let (C ,L) be a semiample test configuration for (C,L). Then, there exist d ∈ Z>0 and a
semiample test configuration (C ′,L′) such that there exists a canonical morphism rC ′ : C ′ →
C (d) with L′ ∼Q r

∗
C ′L(d) satisfying the following (cf. Notation 2.11).

(i) There exists a canonical morphism ρC ′ : C ′ → CP1.
(ii) C ′

0 is reduced.
(iii) There exist a positive integer r > 0 and an ample test configuration (X ,H) for (X,H+rL)

with a canonical morphism Π : X → C ′.
(iv) There exists an open subset U ⊂ C ′ such that codimC ′(C ′ \ U) ≥ 2 and

(KX + (ρX )
−1
∗ ∆P1)|Π−1(U) ∼Q Π|∗Π−1(U)((KC ′ +M+ (ρC ′)−1

∗ BP1)|U),

where ρX : X 99K XP1 is the canonical birational map and M is the moduli divisor on C ′

defined by f × idP1 and MP1 (see the paragraph before Definition 2.27).

Proof. We first note that to show Proposition 4.3, we may freely replace (C ,L) with some blow
up or the normalized base change by the d-th power morphism of P1 for some d ∈ Z>0. Take a
normal test configuration C ′ for C with canonical morphisms rC ′ : C ′ → C and ρC ′ : C → CP1.
Let L′ := r∗

C ′L. Let π : Y → X be the log resolution and set Θ := π−1
∗ ∆ + Ex(π) as a snc

divisor on Y . Then (Y,Θ) is subdlt and log smooth. Let Y be a Gm-equivariant blow up of
YP1 that is a smooth and projective test configuration for Y such that the canonical birational
map ΠY : Y 99K C ′ is a morphism (cf. [K07], [LX14]). Let g : Y → XP1 and ρY : Y → YP1 be
the canonical birational morphisms. Then we can take a Gm-equivariant semistable reduction
Y ′ of Y (cf. [KKMSD73], [KM98, Theorem 7.17], [LX14, Lemma 5]) such that Y ′ → Y (d) is
birational for some d ∈ Z>0 and Y ′

0 + ρ∗Y ′ΘP1 is a reduced snc divisor, where ρY ′ : Y ′ → YP1 is

the canonical birational morphism. We may also assume that C
′(d)
0 is also reduced. Thus, we

may replace Y by Y ′ and C ′ by C ′(d) and hence we may assume that Y0 + ρ∗YΘP1 is a reduced
snc divisor on Y . By [Har77, III Corollary 10.7], (Y ,Y0 + ρ∗YΘP1) is relatively log smooth over
some neighborhoods of the generic points of all irreducible components of C ′

0. Then, C ′ satisfies
the conditions (i) and (ii) now.

Next, we deal with the rest conditions. We note that

ΠY :

(

Y , g−1
∗ ∆P1 +

∑

i

(1− A(X
P1 ,∆P1)

(Ei))Ei

)

→ C
′

is a sublc-trivial fibration, where Ei runs over all g-exceptional prime divisors. Let Ξ :=
g−1
∗ ∆P1 +

∑

i(1− A(X
P1 ,∆P1 )

(Ei))Ei. Then we have the canonical bundle formula for ΠY

KY + Ξ ∼Q Π∗
Y(KC + B +M),(8)

where B (resp. M) is the discriminant (resp. moduli) divisor. We note that

KY + Ξ ∼Q g
∗(KX

P1
+∆P1) = Π∗

Yρ
∗
C ′(KC

P1
+MP1 +BP1), and hence

KC +M+ B = ρ∗C ′(KC
P1
+MP1 +BP1).
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This means that M is the moduli divisor defined by f × idP1 and MP1 . On the other hand, we
obtain by (8) that

KY + (ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1 ∼Q Π∗

Y(KC +M+ B)−
∑

i

(1−A(X
P1 ,∆P1 )

(Qi))Qi +
∑

j

A(X
P1 ,∆P1 )

(Fj)Fj ,

where Qi and Fj run over all g-exceptional prime divisors such that Qi ⊂ Y0 and Fj 6⊂ Y0

respectively. Since (Y ,Y0 + (ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1) is log smooth over some neighborhood of the generic

point ηP of every irreducible component P of C0, for any sufficiently small neighborhood YP ⊂ Y
of Π−1

Y (ηP ),

ordP (B) = 1− lct(YP ,Ξ|YP )
(Π∗

YP ) = max
G

(1− A(X
P1 ,∆P1)

(G)),

where G runs over all prime divisors on Y whose images are P . Let C ′
reg ⊂ C ′ and set a

Q-divisor on Π−1
Y (C ′

reg) as

D := ΠY |
∗
Π−1

Y
(C ′

reg)
(B − (ρC )

−1
∗ BP1)|C ′

reg
−
∑

i

(1− A(X
P1 ,∆P1 )

(Qi))Qi|Π−1
Y

(C ′
reg)

+
∑

j

A(X
P1 ,∆P1)

(Fj)Fj |Π−1
Y

(C ′
reg)
,

where Qi and Fj run over all g-exceptional prime divisors such that Qi ⊂ Y0 and Fj 6⊂ Y0

respectively. Then,

(9) (KY + (ρY)
−1
∗ ΘP1)|Π−1

Y
(C ′

reg)
∼Q ΠY |

∗
Π−1

Y
(C ′

reg)
((KC ′ +M+ (ρC ′)−1

∗ BP1)|C ′
reg
) +D,

where codimC ′
reg
ΠY(SuppD−) ≥ 2 and D+ is of insufficient fiber type in the sense of [Tak08,

Definition 2.4], i.e. if R is an irreducible component of ΠY(SuppD+) of codimension one in C ′
reg

with the generic point ηR, then Π−1
Y (ηR) is not contained in the support of D+. Indeed, for any

irreducible component P of C ′
0, if Q is a prime divisor on Y dominating P , then we have by

(9) that

ordQ(D) = A(X
P1 ,∆P1 )

(Q)−min
G
A(X

P1 ,∆P1 )
(G) ≥ 0,

where G runs over all prime divisors dominating P . Set U ⊂ C ′
reg as an open subset such that

codimC ′(C ′ \ U) ≥ 2 and Π−1
Y (U) ∩D = Π−1

Y (U) ∩D+.
Note that (Y , (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 + Y0) is log smooth and dlt. By Proposition 4.2, there exists

a Gm-equivariant birational contraction Y 99K X such that (X ,∆X ,ǫ) is the lc model of
(Y , (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1 + ǫ(πP1 ◦ ρY)

∗HP1) for any sufficiently small ǫ ∈ (0, 1) ∩ Q over C ′. Moreover,
there is also a Q-factorial good minimal model (W,∆W) of (Y , (ρY)

−1
∗ ΘP1) and a birational

contraction ξ : W 99K X by Proposition 4.2. Then,

(KW +∆W)|Π−1
W

(U) ∼Q ΠW |∗
Π−1

W
(U)

((KC +M+ (ρC ′)−1
∗ BP1)|U) +D′

where ΠW : W → C ′ is the structure morphism and D′ is the strict transform of D|Π−1
Y

(U). Now,

we claim that codimUΠW(SuppD′) ≥ 2. Indeed, for any irreducible component P of C ′
0, take

a prime divisor Q on Y with the generic point ηQ dominating P such that Q 6⊂ SuppD+. It is
easy to see that ηQ 6∈ B((KW +∆W)|Π−1

W
(UP )/UP ) for any sufficiently small open neighborhood

UP ⊂ U of the generic point of P . Thus, Q is not contracted by Y 99K W by [HX13, 2.4] and
(D′

+)|Π−1
W

(UP ) is also of insufficient fiber type over UP . Therefore,

(D′
+)|Π−1

W
(UP ) = D′|Π−1

W
(UP ) = 0

by [La11, 2.10] and [HX13, 2.4 (1)]. This implies that D′ = 0. Take an ample Q-line bundle H
on X as Proposition 4.2. Then, it is easy to check that Π: X → C ′ and U satisfy the conditions
(iii) and (iv). We complete the proof. �
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Suppose that dimX = n and dimC = c. For any general point t ∈ C,
Ht denotes the restriction of H to the fiber of f over t. Let (C ,L) be a semiample test
configuration for (C,L) such that

MNA
(B,M)(C ,L) < 0.

Then, we may replace H by H + rL, where r is as in Proposition 4.3 and take (X ,H) and a
canonical birational morphism rC ′ : C ′ → C (d) as in Proposition 4.3. For any sufficiently small
ǫ ∈ Q>0,

−(KX +∆) · (ǫH + L)n−1

(ǫH + L)n
= −

c(KC +M +B) · Lc−1

nLc
+O(ǫ).

Then

(ǫH + L)nDF∆(X , ǫH +Π∗L′)

= (KX/P1 + (ρX )
−1
∗ ∆P1) · (ǫH +Π∗L′)n −

n(KX +∆) · (ǫH + L)n−1

(n+ 1)(ǫH + L)n
(ǫH +Π∗L′)n+1

= (KX/P1 + (ρX )
−1
∗ ∆P1) · (ǫH +Π∗L′)n

−
n

n + 1

(

c(KC +M +B) · Lc−1

nLc
+O(ǫ)

)

(ǫH +Π∗L′)n+1.

By the condition (iv) of Proposition 4.3, we obtain that

(KX/P1+(ρX )
−1
∗ ∆P1)·(ǫH+Π∗L′)n = ǫn−c(Ht)

n−c

(

n

c

)

(KC ′/P1+M+(ρC ′)−1
∗ BP1)·L′c+O(ǫn−c+1),

where M is the moduli divisor induced by f × idP1. Thus, we conclude that the leading term
of (ǫH + L)nDF∆(X , ǫH +Π∗L′) coincides with

ǫn−c(Ht)
n−c

(

n

c

)

(KC ′/P1 +M+ (ρC ′)−1
∗ BP1) · L′c −

(

n+ 1

c+ 1

)

c(KC +M +B) · Lc−1

nLc
Hn−c · L′c+1

= ǫn−c

(

n

c

)

(Hn−c
t )

(

KC ′/P1 +M+ (ρC ′)−1
∗ BP1) · L′c −

c(KC +M +B) · Lc−1

(c+ 1)Lc
L′c+1

)

.

ρ∗
C ′MP1−M is effective by [KM98, Lemma 3.39] and [FG14, Theorem 1.1]. Thus, the ǫn−c-term

of (ǫH + L)nDF∆(X , ǫH+Π∗L′) is at most
(

n
c

)

(Hn−c · Lc)DF(B,M)(C
′,L′). Here, we note that

DF(B,M)(C
′,L′) =MNA

(B,M)(C
′,L′) = dMNA

(B,M)(C ,L) < 0

since C ′
0 is reduced. Thus, DF∆(X , ǫH +Π∗L′) < 0 for any sufficiently small ǫ > 0. �

If C is a curve, C is necessarily an Ambro model for any sublc-trivial fibration f : (X,∆) → C.
Thus, we obtain the following by Theorem 4.1:

Corollary 4.4. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized lc-trivial fibration such that C is
a smooth curve. Let M (resp. B) be the moduli (resp. discriminant) divisor. If (X,∆, H) is
adiabatically K-semistable over (C,L), then (C,B,M,L) is log-twisted K-semistable.

Next, we state a partial result that uniform adiabatic K-stability of the total space implies
K-stability of the log-twisted Fano base of a klt-trivial fibration. To see this, we prepare the
following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized algebraic fiber space subpair and T be
a Q-line bundle on C. Then there exist ǫ0 > 0 and G > 0 such that (X,L) is JG(ǫH+L)+f∗T -
semistable for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0).

Proof. Suppose that X (resp. C) is of dimension n (resp. c). By Remark 3.4, JG(ǫH+L)+f∗T -
semistability holds if G(ǫH + L) + f ∗T and

(

n
f ∗T · (f ∗L+ ǫH)n−1

(f ∗L+ ǫH)n
+G

)

(f ∗L+ ǫH)− (n− 1)f ∗T
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are ample. For sufficiently small ǫ > 0, we have that G(ǫH + L) + f ∗T = GǫH + f ∗(GL + T )
and

(

n
f ∗T · (f ∗L+ ǫH)n−1

(f ∗L+ ǫH)n
+G

)

(f ∗L+ ǫH)− (n− 1)f ∗T

= f ∗

((

G+ c
f ∗T · f ∗Lc−1 ·Hn−c

f ∗Lc ·Hn−c
+O(ǫ)

)

L− (n− 1)T

)

+ ǫ

(

G+ c
f ∗T · f ∗Lc−1 ·Hn−c

f ∗Lc ·Hn−c
+O(ǫ)

)

H.

Thus, there exist ǫ0 > 0 andG > 0 such that for any ǫ ∈ Q∩(0, ǫ0), the above two Q-line bundles
are ample. Then, JG(ǫH+L)+f∗T -semistability holds for such G and any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0). �

Lemma 4.6. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized lc-trivial fibration and suppose that
(X,∆, H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable over (C,L). Then there exist three positive con-
stants δ1, δ2 and ǫ0 such that for any rational number ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) and semiample test configura-
tion (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + L),

MNA
∆ (X ,M) ≥ δ1H

NA
∆ (X ,M) + δ2(J

ǫH+L)NA(X ,M).

Proof. Decompose MNA
∆ (X ,M) = HNA

∆ (X ,M) + (J KX+∆)NA(X ,M). By assumption, there
exist positive constants ǫ′0 and δ such that

HNA
∆ (X ,M) ≥ −(J KX+∆)NA(X ,M) + δ(J ǫH+L)NA(X ,M)

for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ′0) and semiample test configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + f ∗L). Thus, for
any 0 < δ1 < 1,

(1− δ1)H
NA
∆ (X ,M) ≥ −(J KX+∆)NA(X ,M)(10)

+ δ(1− δ1)(J
ǫH+L)NA(X ,M) + δ1(J

KX+∆)NA(X ,M).

On the other hand, recall that there exists a Q-line bundle T on C such that KX +∆ ∼Q f
∗T .

By Lemma 4.5, there exist 0 < ǫ0 < ǫ′0 and G > 0 such that for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0),

G(INA(X ,M)− JNA(X ,M)) + (J KX+∆)NA(X ,M) ≥ 0.

Therefore, there exist positive constants δ′1 and δ2 such that for any 0 < ǫ < ǫ0 and 0 < δ1 < δ′1,

(11) δ(1− δ1)(J
ǫH+L)NA(X ,M) + δ1(J

KX+∆)NA(X ,M) ≥ δ2(J
ǫH+L)NA(X ,M).

Fix 0 < δ1 < min{δ′1, 1}. Then we have

MNA
∆ (X ,M) = (1− δ1)H

NA
∆ (X ,M) + (J KX+∆)NA(X ,M) + δ1H

NA
∆ (X ,M)

≥ δ(1− δ1)(J
ǫH+L)NA(X ,M) + δ1(J

KX+∆)NA(X ,M) + δ1H
NA
∆ (X ,M)

≥ δ1H
NA
∆ (X ,M) + δ2(J

ǫH+L)NA(X ,M)

by the equations (10) and (11). We complete the proof. �

Theorem 4.7. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized klt-trivial fibration, M (resp. B) be
the moduli (resp. discriminant) divisor on C. Suppose that C is an Ambro model, (X,∆, H) is
uniformly adiabatically K-stable over (C,L) and L = −(KC +M + B) is ample.

Then (C,B,M,L) is log-twisted K-stable.

Proof. Since (X,∆, H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable over (C,L), there exist positive con-
stants ǫ0 > 0, δ1 > 0 and δ2 > 0 such that

(12) MNA
∆ (X ,M) ≥ δ1H

NA
∆ (X ,M) + δ2(J

ǫH+L)NA(X ,M)

for any rational number 0 < ǫ < ǫ0 and normal semiample test configuration (X ,M) for
(X, ǫH + L) by Lemma 4.6. Fix an arbitrary Q-Cartier Q-divisor D on C. Replacing ǫ0 with
a smaller constant if necessary, we have by Lemma 4.5 that

(13) (J ǫH+L)NA(X ,M) + (J
( a
δ2

f∗D)
)NA(X ,M) > 0
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for sufficiently small a > 0 and ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0) . Thus, we conclude that there exists a positive
constant a1 > 0 such that for any 0 < a < a1, 0 < ǫ < ǫ0 and normal semiample test
configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + L), (X,∆ + a

δ1
f ∗D) is klt and (13) holds. Note that if

(X,∆+ a
δ1
f ∗D) is klt, then

(14) HNA
(∆+ a

δ1
f∗D)(X ,M) > 0

by Theorem 2.16. We may assume that there exists a canonical morphism ρ : X → XP1 . Put n
as the dimension of X . Then, we see that

MNA
∆+af∗D(X ,M)−MNA

∆ (X ,M)

=
a

(ǫH + L)n

(

(D − ρ∗(f ∗D)P1) ·Mn −
nf ∗D · (ǫH + L)n−1

(n + 1)(ǫH + L)n
Mn+1

)

= δ1(H
NA
(∆+ a

δ1
f∗D)(X ,M)−HNA

∆ (X ,M)) + (J af∗D)NA(X ,M),

where D is the strict transform of (f ∗D)P1 on X . Combining the above equation with (12),
(13) and (14), we obtain that

MNA
∆+af∗D(X ,M) = δ1(H

NA
(∆+ a

δ1
f∗D)(X ,M)−HNA

∆ (X ,M)) + (J af∗D)NA(X ,M) +MNA
∆ (X ,M)

≥ δ1H
NA
(∆+ a

δ1
f∗D)(X ,M) + δ2((J

ǫH+L)NA(X ,M) + (J
( a
δ2

f∗D)
)NA(X ,M)) > 0.

for any a ∈ Q ∩ (0, a1), ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0) and normal semiample test configuration (X ,M) for
(X, ǫH + L). By [BHJ17, Proposition 7.15], we note that

DF∆+af∗D(X ,M) ≥MNA
∆+af∗D(X ,M) > 0.

By Theorem 4.1, (C,B,M,L) is at least log-twisted K-semistable. Note that (C,B) is klt
by Theorem 2.23. Thus, it suffices to show that there exists no nontrivial normal semiample
test configuration for (C,L) whose log-twisted Donaldson-Futaki invariant is zero. To show
this, assume the contrary. Note that M is semiample by Lemma 2.30. By Theorem A.10,
we may further assume that there exist an effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor D ∼Q L on C and a
positive constant a0 > 0 such that (C,B + aD,M,L) is K-unstable for any a ∈ Q ∩ (0, a0).
By Theorem 4.1, there exist a constant 0 < ǫa < ǫ0 for any a ∈ Q ∩ (0, a0) such that for any
ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫa), there exists a normal semiample test configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + L)
such that DF∆+af∗D(X ,M) < 0. However, by what we have shown in the first paragraph,
DF∆+af∗D(X ,M) > 0 for any a ∈ Q ∩ (0,min{a0, a1}), ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫa) and normal semiample
test configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + L). This is a contradiction. Thus, (C,B,M,L) is
K-stable and we complete the proof. �

4.2. Convergence of the δ-invariant. In this subsection, we calculate limǫ→0 δ(X,∆)(ǫH +L)
when f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) is a polarized algebraic fiber space and C is a curve. We make
use of this to obtain a sufficiency condition of adiabatic K-stability of klt-trivial fibrations over
curves.

First, we bound the multiplicity of Dvert, which is the vertical part of D ∈ |ǫH + L|Q.

Lemma 4.8. Let f : X → C be a contraction to a proper smooth curve C. Suppose that
(X, f−1(p)red) is a projective log smooth pair for any p ∈ C. Let H be a nef Q-line bundle on
X and L be an ample Q-line bundle on C. Then there exists a positive constant M > 0 such
that for any rational number ǫ > 0, Dǫ ∈ |ǫH +L|Q and closed point P of X, (cf. Example 2.2)

ordP (Dǫ,hor) ≤Mǫ.

Proof. It suffices to show that there exists a positive constant M > 0 satisfying the following:

• For any irreducible component G of f−1(f(P )) that contains P , there exists a curve
γ ⊂ f−1(f(P )) passing through P but not contained in Dǫ,hor. Furthermore, γ ·H ≤M .
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Indeed, Lemma 4.8 follows from this since

ordP (Dǫ,hor) ≤ γ ·Dǫ,hor = γ · (ǫH + L) = ǫ(γ ·H) ≤ ǫM.

Next, we show the existence of such M and γ as we stated above. Fix an ample line bundle
A on X . Let dimX = n and µ : X̃ → X be the blow up at P with exceptional divisor
E. By Seshadri’s theorem [L04, Theorem 1.4.14], there exists a positive integer m′

1 such that
µ∗(mA)− E are ample for any m ≥ m′

1. On the other hand, there exists m′′
1 ∈ Z>0 such that

(mA−KX−G) is also ample for anym ≥ m′′
1 and for any vertical prime divisor G onX . Indeed,

since there are only finitely many numerical classes of such G, it suffices to check the existence
of m′′

1 for finitely many G (cf. [L04, Corollary 1.2.24]). By setting m1 := (n − 1)m′
1 +m′′

1, we
obtain that µ∗(m1A−KX −G)−(n−1)E is ample for any vertical prime divisor G and P ∈ X .

Choose a vertical prime divisor G such that P ∈ G and set G̃ = µ−1
∗ G. Then

m1µ
∗A|G̃ −KG̃ − E|G̃ = (µ∗(m1A−KX −G)− (n− 1)E)|G̃

is ample. Therefore, by [K93, Theorem 1.1], there exists a positive integer m2 depending only
on n such that m2(m1µ

∗A− E)|G̃ is ample and generated by global sections. Then there exist

general divisors D1, · · · , Dn−2 ∈ |m2(m1µ
∗A − E)|G̃| such that γ′ =

⋂n−2
i=1 Di ⊂ G̃ is a smooth

curve intersecting with E properly by Bertini’s theorem and is not contained in µ∗(Dǫ,hor). Note
that

γ′ · µ∗Dǫ,hor = mn−2
1 mn−2

2 An−2 ·G ·H ≤ mn−2
1 mn−2

2

ordG(f
−1f(G))

degL
(An−2 · L ·H).

We note that T := maxG(ordG(f
−1f(G))) is a positive integer, where G runs over all vertical

prime divisors. By setting γ := µ∗γ
′ andM := mn−2

1 mn−2
2

T
degL

(An−2 ·L·H), we see the condition

holds as we claimed in the first paragraph. We complete the proof. �

Furthermore, we prepare the following useful lemma, which follows from the same argument
of [BHJ17, Proof of Theorem 9.14, Step. 2].

Lemma 4.9. Let X be a projective smooth variety. For any rational number 0 < ǫ < 1, let ∆
be a Q-divisor such that (X,∆) is log smooth and ǫ-sublc. If D is an effective Q-divisor such
that ordP (D) ≤ ǫ for any closed point P ∈ X, then (X,∆+D) is sublc.

Proof. By assumption, we see that (1 − ǫ)∆red ≥ ∆. We see by [KM98, Corollary 2.31] that
(X,∆red) is sublc, i.e.

AX(E) ≥ ordE(∆red) ≥
1

1− ǫ
ordE(∆)

for any prime divisor E over X . Since ordP (D) ≤ ǫ for any closed point P ∈ X ,

ǫAX(E) ≥ ordE(D)

by [K97, Lemma 8.10] for any prime divisor E over X . Thus,

A(X,∆+D)(E) = (1− ǫ)

(

AX(E)−
1

1− ǫ
ordE(∆)

)

+ ǫAX(E)− ordE(D) ≥ 0,

which means that (X,∆+D) is sublc. �

Definition 4.10. Let f : (X,∆) → C be an algebraic fiber space subpair over a smooth curve
C. Suppose that (X,∆) is sublc. Set B =

∑

p∈C(1 − lct(X,∆)(f
∗p))p as a Q-divisor on C and

call this the discriminant divisor with respect to f .

In this situation, we note that α(C,B)(L) =
1

degL
minp∈C lct(X,∆)(f

−1(p)). With this in mind,

we prove the following result on the “convergence of α-invariant”.

Theorem 4.11. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized algebraic fiber space pair over a
smooth curve C. Suppose that (X,∆) is klt. Then,

lim
ǫ→0

α(X,∆)(L+ ǫH) = α(C,B)(L),



ON K-STABILITY OF CALABI-YAU FIBRATIONS 27

where B is the discriminant divisor defined as Definition 4.10.

Proof. We may assume that degL = 1. It is easy to see that

lim sup
ǫ→0

α(X,∆)(L+ ǫH) ≤ α(C,B)(L)

by α(C,B)(L) =
1

degL
minp∈C lct(X,∆)(f

−1(p)). Thus, it suffices to show that

(15) lim inf
ǫ→0

α(X,∆)(L+ ǫH) ≥ α(C,B)(L).

In other words, we have only to show that for any sufficiently small δ > 0, there exists ǫ0 > 0
such that for any ǫ ∈ Q ∩ (0, ǫ0) and Dǫ ∈ |L + ǫH|Q, (X,∆ + (α(C,B)(L) − δ)Dǫ) is lc. Take
a log resolution g : X ′ → X of (X,∆) and let f ′ = f ◦ g. We may further assume that the
reduced structure of any fiber of f ′ is snc. Let ∆′ be a Q-divisor on X ′ such that g∗∆

′ = ∆ and

KX′ +∆′ = g∗(KX +∆).

Fix a very ample divisor A on X ′ and set D′
ǫ := g∗Dǫ. Then, we decompose D′

ǫ = D′
ǫ,vert+D

′
ǫ,hor

(see the first paragraph of §2).
In two paragraphs, we estimate the multiplicities of D′

ǫ,vert. Put n as the dimension of X .
Let

(16) D′
ǫ,vert =

r
∑

i=1

aiFi +Θ,

where each Fi is a fiber of f ′, ai ≥ 0 and Θ is an effective Q-divisor whose support contains no
fiber of f ′. In this paragraph, we deal with Θ’s coefficients. We first note that there exist only
finitely many singular fibers of f ′. Let {f ′−1(cs)}

l
s=1 be the set of all singular fibers and take one

of them f ′−1(cs). Let f ′−1(cs) =
∑k

j=0 njCj be the irreducible decomposition and
∑

bjCj be

the restriction of Θ to the neighborhood of f ′−1(cs). Here, one of bj is zero and by renumbering
j, we may assume that b0 = 0. Let SpanR〈Cj〉

k
j=1 be an R-vector space generated by {Cj}

k
j=1

and set a bilinear pairing 〈·, ·〉 defined by 〈E1, E2〉 := An−2 · E1 · E2. By applying the Zariski

lemma (cf. [LX14, Lemma 1]), (SpanR〈Cj〉
k
j=1,

√

−〈·, ·〉) is a finite dimensional normed space

and hence the norm
√

−〈·, ·〉 is equivalent to the supremum norm. Therefore, there exists a
constant β > 0 such that

(17) −

〈

k
∑

j=1

djCj,

k
∑

j=1

djCj

〉

≥ β(max{dj})
2

for any (dj)
k
j=1 ∈ Rk. Since D′

ǫ is nef,

(18)

k
∑

j=1

bjCj ·

(

k
∑

j=1

bjCj +D′
ǫ,hor

)

· An−2 =

k
∑

j=1

bjCj · g
∗(ǫH + L) · An−2 ≥ 0.

Note that if we set m = minj nj > 0 then
max{bj}

m
f ′−1(cs) −

∑k
j=1 bjCj is effective. Thus, we

obtain

max{bj}

m
ǫg∗H · g∗L · An−2 =

max{bj}

m
g∗f−1(cs) · g

∗Dǫ · A
n−2 =

max{bj}

m
f ′−1(cs) ·D

′
ǫ,hor ·A

n−2

≥

(

k
∑

j=1

bjCj ·D
′
ǫ,hor

)

· An−2 ≥ −
〈

∑

bjCj,
∑

bjCj

〉

≥ β(max{bj})
2.

Here, we apply (17) and (18) in the second line of the above inequality. Therefore,

max{bj} ≤
ǫ

mβ
g∗H · f ′∗L ·An−2.
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The constants β and m depend only on finitely many choices of irreducible components of
f ′−1(cs). Hence, there exists a constant M ′ > 0 such that M ′ǫ

∑l
s=1 f

′−1(cs)−Θ is effective for
any Dǫ.

Next, we bound the coefficients ai in D
′
ǫ,vert =

∑r
i=1 aiFi +Θ in (16). We have that

(

r
∑

i=1

aiFi

)

· An−1 ≤ An−1 · g∗(ǫH + L)

and hence
∑r

i=1 ai ≤ 1 + ǫ(A
n−1·g∗H

An−1·f ′∗L
). By the fact that there are only finitely many singular

fibers of f ′, set T := maxc,Q ordQf
′−1(c) > 0 where c ∈ C runs over all closed points and Q

runs over all irreducible components of f ′−1(c). Then we have that

r
∑

i=1

aiFi =

r
∑

i=1

a′iFi +B′,

where a′i > 0 such that
∑r

i=1 a
′
i ≤ 1 and B′ is an effective snc Q-divisor such that ordP (B

′) ≤

M ′′ǫ for any closed point P ∈ X ′, where M ′′ = nT (A
n−1·g∗H

An−1·f ′∗L
). We note that in particular, it

holds that 0 < a′i ≤ 1.
Thus, we have by Lemma 4.8 and by the above arguments that there exists a positive constant

M > 0 such that for any sufficiently small rational number ǫ > 0 and Dǫ ∈ |ǫH + L|Q,

g∗Dǫ =

r
∑

i=1

diFi + Ξ,

where 0 < di ≤ 1, Fi is a fiber of f ′ and Ξ is a Q-divisor such that ordP (Ξ) ≤ Mǫ for
any closed point P ∈ X ′. By the definition of α(C,B)(L) and the property of X ′, (X ′,∆′ +
(α(C,B)(L) − δ)

∑r
i=1 diFi) is log smooth and δ-sublc if we choose δ small enough. Thus, if

0 < ǫ < ǫ0 := min{1, δ
M(α(C,B)(L)−δ)

}, then we have that (α(C,B)(L) − δ)ordP (Ξ) ≤ δ for any

closed point P ∈ X ′. By Lemma 4.9, (X ′,∆′ + (α(C,B)(L)− δ)g∗Dǫ) is sublc. This means that
for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) ∩ Q and Dǫ ∈ |L + ǫH|Q, (X,∆ + (α(C,B)(L) − δ)Dǫ) is lc. Hence, we have
(15) and complete the proof. �

By applying Theorem 4.11, we obtain the following theorem for the δ-invariant.

Theorem 4.12. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (C,L) be a polarized algebraic fiber space pair. Suppose
that (X,∆) is a klt pair, C is a smooth curve and B is the discriminant divisor. Then

lim
ǫ→0

δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L) = δ(C,B)(L).

Proof. By Example 2.17, δ(C,B)(L) = 2α(C,B)(L) and it is enough to show that

lim
ǫ→0

δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L) = 2α(C,B)(L)

instead. We may assume that L = f ∗c for some general point c ∈ C since the δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L)
depends only on the numerical equivalence class of L. First, we see that

(19) lim sup
ǫ→0

δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L) ≤ 2α(C,B)(L).

Indeed, recall that α(C,B)(L) = lct(X,∆)(F ) for some fiber F = f−1(p). For any δ > 0, pick a
prime divisor E over X such that A(X,∆+(α(C,B)(L)+δ)F )(E) < 0. We see by definition that

SǫH+L(E) ≥
ordE(F )

(ǫH + L)n

∫ ∞

0

vol(ǫH + L− xF )dx.

It follows that
∫ ∞

0

vol(ǫH + L− xF )dx =

∫ ∞

0

vol(ǫH + (1− x)L)dx
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from the fact that the volume depends only on the numerical class (cf. [L04, Theorem 1.4.40]).
On the other hand, we have

vol(ǫH + (1− x)L) = n(1− x)ǫn−1Hn−1 · L+ ǫnHn

for any x ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1). Take τ ∈ Q>0 such that H − τL is not pseudoeffective. Then

1

2
ǫn−1(Hn−1 · L) + ǫnHn =

∫ 1

0

vol(ǫH + (1− x)L)dx ≤

∫ ∞

0

vol(ǫH + (1− x)L)dx

=

∫ 1+ǫτ

0

vol(ǫH + (1− x)L)dx ≤
1

2
ǫn−1(Hn−1 · L) + (ǫn + ǫn+1τ)Hn

and hence we have that

(20) lim
ǫ→0

∫∞

0
vol(ǫH + L− xF )dx

(ǫH + L)n
= lim

ǫ→0

∫∞

0
vol(ǫH + (1− x)L)dx

(ǫH + L)n
=

1

2
.

Thus, we have

A(X,∆)(E) < 2(α(C,B)(L) + δ)SǫH+L(E)

for any sufficiently small rational number ǫ > 0. This means that

lim sup
ǫ→0

δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L) ≤ 2(α(C,B)(L) + δ)

for any δ > 0 and that (19) holds.
From now on, we show

(21) lim inf
ǫ→0

δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L) ≥ 2α(X,∆)(L).

First, we show the following claim.

Claim. For any sufficiently small ǫ ∈ Q>0, let

Cǫ :=

∫∞

0
vol(ǫH + (1− x)L)dx

(ǫH + L)n
.

Then for any prime divisor E over X, we obtain that

SǫH+L(ordE) ≤ TǫH+(1−Cǫ)L(ordE).

Proof of Claim. Take a irreducible and normal fiber F of f that does not contain the generic
point of the center of E. For any m ∈ Z>0 such that mǫH +mL is a Cartier divisor, we take
a basis {si} of H0(X,mǫH + mL) compatible with E and F by Lemma 2.15. Let D be the
m-basis type divisor of ǫH + L defined by {si}. Then we have by Lemma 2.15 that

ordF (D) = Sm
ǫH+L(ordF ).

This means that D − Sm
ǫH+L(ordF )F is effective and

Sm
ǫH+L(ordE) = ordE(D) = ordE(D − Sm

ǫH+L(ordF )F ).

We note that limm→∞ Sm
ǫH+L(ordF ) = SǫH+L(ordF ) = Cǫ. By (20), we have limǫ→0Cǫ = 1

2
.

Thus, we may assume that Cǫ < 1 and Sm
ǫH+L(ordF ) < 1 by replacing m with a larger integer

and ǫ with a smaller positive rational number. Then, we obtain that

Sm
ǫH+L(ordE) ≤ TǫH+L−Sm

ǫH+L
(ordF )F (ordE).

It is not hard to see that

TǫH+L−Sm
ǫH+L

(ordF )F (ordE) = TǫH+(1−Sm
ǫH+L

(ordF ))L(ordE)
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by L ≡ F . If Cǫ ≥ Sm
ǫH+L(ordF ), we obtain that

TǫH+(1−Cǫ)L(ordE) =
1− Cǫ

1− Sm
ǫH+L(ordF )

T ǫ(1−Sm
ǫH+L

(ordF ))

1−Cǫ
H+(1−Sm

ǫH+L
(ordF ))L

(ordE)

≥
1− Cǫ

1− Sm
ǫH+L(ordF )

TǫH+(1−Sm
ǫH+L

(ordF ))L(ordE).

Otherwise, we have TǫH+(1−Cǫ)L(ordE) ≥ TǫH+(1−Sm
ǫH+L

(ordF ))L(ordE). Thus, we obtain that

SǫH+L(ordE) = lim
m→∞

Sm
ǫH+L(ordE) ≤ lim

m→∞
min

{

1,
1− Cǫ

1− Sm
ǫH+L(ordF )

}

TǫH+(1−Cǫ)L(ordE)

= TǫH+(1−Cǫ)L(ordE).

We complete the proof of Claim. �

Note that TǫH+(1−Cǫ)L(ordE) = (1 − Cǫ)T ǫ
1−Cǫ

H+L(ordE). Recall that limǫ→0Cǫ = 1
2
. By

Claim and Theorem 4.11, we obtain that

lim inf
ǫ→0

δ(X,∆)(ǫH + L) = lim inf
ǫ→0

inf
E

A(X,∆)(E)

SǫH+L(ordE)
≥ lim inf

ǫ→0
(1− Cǫ)

−1 inf
E

A(X,∆)(E)

T ǫ
1−Cǫ

H+L(ordE)

= lim inf
ǫ→0

(1− Cǫ)
−1α(X,∆)

(

ǫ

1− Cǫ
H + L

)

= 2α(C,B)(L),

where E runs over all prime divisors over X . This is nothing but (21). Then (19) and (21)
complete the proof. �

Remark 4.13. There is a fact that the alpha invariant is continuous on the Kähler cone
[Der16a, Theorem 3.5]. For the delta invariant, a similar result known by Zhang (cf. [Z21a]).
Due to Theorems 4.11 and 4.12, we can extend these invariants continuously to the fiber class.

Now, we are ready to show Theorem 1.1. First, we prepare the following lemma on J-stability.

Lemma 4.14. Let f : (X,H) → (C,L) be a polarized algebraic fiber space. Suppose that C is
a smooth curve and H is ample. Then for any sufficiently small rational number ǫ > 0 and
semiample test configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH + L),

(J −f∗L)NA(X ,M) > −(INA(X ,M)− JNA(X ,M)).

Proof. It suffices to show that (X, ǫH + L) is uniformly JH-stable since −L+ (ǫH + L) = ǫH .
By the ampleness of

n
H · (ǫH + L)n−1

(ǫH + L)n
(ǫH + L)− (n− 1)H =

ǫ2(Hn)H + n((n− 1)Hn−1 · L+ ǫHn)L

nǫHn−1 · L+ ǫ2Hn

and by Remark 3.4, (X, ǫH + L) is uniformly JH -stable. �

The following gives a sufficient condition for uniform adiabatic K-stability.

Theorem 4.15. Let f : (X,∆, H) → (P1,O(1)) be a polarized klt-trivial fibration, let M be the
moduli divisor and let B be the discriminant divisor. Suppose that −(KP1+M+B) is ample. If
(P1, B,M,O(1)) is uniformly K-stable, then (X,∆, H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable over
(P1,O(1)). Moreover, if ∆ = 0, X is smooth and (P1, B,M,O(1)) is uniformly adiabatically
K-stable, then (X,H) has cscK metrics adiabatically.

Proof. Let deg (B +M) = s ≥ 0 and then we have that

δ(C,B)(O(1)) = (2− s)δ(C,B)(−(KC +M +B)) > 2− s

by Corollary A.17. Therefore, there exist positive constants ǫ0 and δ such that

δ(X,∆)(ǫH +O(1)) ≥ 2− s+ δ
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for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) ∩Q by Theorem 4.12. On the other hand,

KX +∆ ∼Q f
∗(KP1 +M +B) ∼Q −(2 − s)f ∗O(1).

Therefore,
(JKX+∆)NA(X ,M) ≥ −(2− s)(INA(X ,M)− JNA(X ,M))

for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0)∩Q and semiample test configuration (X ,M) for (X, ǫH +O(1)) by Lemma
4.14. Furthermore, we have by Theorem A.6 that

MNA
∆ (X ,M) = HNA

∆ (X ,M) + (J KX+∆)NA(X ,M)

≥ δ(INA(X ,M)− JNA(X ,M)).

This means that (X,∆, H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable over (C,L). We complete the
proof of the first assertion.

On the other hand, we can show that the K-energy is coercive by [Z21b, Proposition 3.5] and
[C21, Theorem 1.1] as the proof of the first assetion. Thus, the second assertion follows from
[CC21, Theorem 4.1]. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The assertion for the case when KX +∆ is nef follows from Proposition
2.24 and Corollary 3.5. On the other hand, the assertion for the case when KX +∆ is not nef
follows from Theorems 4.7 and 4.15. �

4.3. Applications to Rational Elliptic Surfaces. We apply Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to ratio-
nal elliptic surfaces. For this, we first classify K-stable log-twisted Fano curves (P1, B,M, L)
associated with rational elliptic surfaces.

Proposition 4.16. Let f : X → P1 be a rational elliptic surface of index m(X), B =
∑

Q∈P1 sQQ be the discriminant divisor and M be the moduli divisor (cf. Definition 2.32).

Then (P1, B,M,O(1)) is uniformly K-stable (resp, K-semistable, K-unstable) if and only if

maxQ sQ < 2m(X)−1
2m(X)

(resp., maxQ sQ ≤ 2m(X)−1
2m(X)

, maxQ sQ >
2m(X)−1
2m(X)

).

Proof. It immediately follows from Corollary A.17. �

We obtain the following by the Kodaira canonical bundle formula.

Corollary 4.17. Let f : X → P1 be a rational elliptic surface. Then the log twisted pair
(P1, B,M,O(1)) induced by f is K-unstable if and only if one of the following holds.

• m(X) = 1 and X admits one of II∗, III∗ or IV ∗-type fibers,
• m(X) = 2 and X admits at least one II∗-type fiber.

On the other hand, (P1, B,M,O(1)) is K-stable if and only if one of the following holds.

• m(X) = 1 and X has at most reduced fibers,
• m(X) = 2 and X has no II∗ or III∗-type fiber,
• m(X) = 3 and X has no II∗-type fiber,
• m(X) ≥ 4.

Proof. This immediately follows from Proposition 4.16. �

Therefore, we obtain the following by Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and Corollary 4.17.

Corollary 4.18. Let f : X → P1 be a smooth rational elliptic surface with an ample Q-Cartier
Q-divisor H on X. Then the following hold.

• If m(X) = 1 and X admits one of II∗, III∗ or IV ∗-type fibers, then (X,H) is adiabat-
ically K-unstable over (P1,O(1)).

• If m(X) = 2 and X admits at least one II∗-type fiber, then (X,H) is adiabatically
K-unstable over (P1,O(1)).

• If m(X) = 1, then X has at most reduced fibers if and only if (X,H) is uniformly
adiabatically K-stable. If X is further smooth, (X,H) has cscK metrics adiabatically.
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• If m(X) = 2, then X has no II∗ or III∗-type fiber if and only if (X,H) is uniformly
adiabatically K-stable. If X is further smooth, (X,H) has cscK metrics adiabatically.

• Ifm(X) = 3, then X has no II∗-type fiber if and only if (X,H) is uniformly adiabatically
K-stable. If X is further smooth, (X,H) has cscK metrics adiabatically.

• If m(X) ≥ 4, then (X,H) is uniformly adiabatically K-stable. If X is further smooth,
(X,H) has cscK metrics adiabatically.

Remark 4.19. It is well-known that there exists a smooth rational elliptic surface f : X → P1

with a II∗-type fiber of m(X) = 1. Let B (resp. M) be the discriminant (resp. moduli) divisor
on P1. Note that deg(B + M) = 1. By Corollary 4.18 below, we have that f : (X,H) →
(P1,O(1)) is adiabatically K-unstable. However, the twisted pair (P1, 0, B + M,O(1)) is
uniformly K-stable. Indeed, (P1, 0, T,O(1)) is uniformly K-stable for any Q-line bundle of
deg T > 0 by Corollary A.17. Hence, it is better to consider log-twisted K-stability of the base
scheme to detect adiabatic K-stability of an arbitrary klt-trivial fibration at least when the
base is a curve (cf., Theorem 4.1, [DR19, Corollary 4.3]).

Appendix A. Auxiliary results on log-twisted Fano pairs

In this appendix, we will prove some results to apply in §4. The main results are Theorems
A.6 and A.10.

A.1. Ding stability of log-twisted Fano pairs and δ-invariant. In this subsection, we
show that the log-twisted β-invariant classifies Ding-stable log-twisted Fano pairs (X,B, T, L)
as [Fuj19a]. First, we introduce the log-twisted Ding invariant of a test configuration as follows.

Definition A.1. Let (X,B) be an n-dimensional subklt pair such that L := −(KX + B) is
ample and (X ,L) be a semiample test configuration for (X,L). We set the log Ding invariant
as

DingB(X ,L) = −
Ln+1

(n + 1)Ln
− 1 + lct(X ,B+D)(X0),

where B is the strict transform of BP1 on X and D is a Q-divisor on X defined by

SuppD ⊂ X0, and

D ∼Q −(KX/P1 + B)− L.

Note that D is uniquely determined. Thus, we simply denote that D = −(KX/P1 + B)− L.
We set the log β-invariant of a prime divisor F over X with respect to (X,B) as

β(X,B)(F ) = A(X,B)(F )vol(L)−

∫ TL(F )

0

vol(L− xF )dx.

Definition A.2. Let (X,B, T, L = −KX −B − T ) be an n-dimensional log-twisted Fano pair
such that (X ,L) be a normal semiample test configuration for (X,L). Let also ρ : X 99K XP1

be the canonical birational map, i.e., ρ is the identity over P1 \ {0}. Take a general Q-divisor
T1 ∼Q T . We may assume that (X,B + T1) is subklt. Then the log-twisted Ding invariant is
defined as

Ding(B,T )(X ,L) = −
Ln+1

(n + 1)Ln
− 1 + lct(X ,B+D+ρ−1

∗ T1,P1 )
(X0),

where B is the strict transform of BP1 on X and D is a Q-divisor on X defined by

SuppD ⊂ X0, and

D ∼Q −(KX/P1 + B + ρ−1
∗ T1,P1)− L.

Note that D is uniquely determined and independent from the choice of general T1. Indeed,
we see that for another sufficiently general Q-divisor T2 ∼Q T , ρ

−1
∗ T1,P1 ∼ ρ−1

∗ T2,P1 as [BLZ22,
Lemma 2.12]. Thus, we simply denote that D = −(KX/P1 + B + ρ−1

∗ T1,P1) − L. On the other
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hand, let F be a prime divisor over X . Then the log-twisted β-invariant of F with respect to
(X,B, T ) is defined as

β(X,B,T )(F ) = A(X,B)(F )vol(L)−

∫ TL(F )

0

vol(L− xF )dx = vol(L)(A(X,B)(F )− SL(F )).

We also set

jL(F ) = TL(F )vol(L)−

∫ TL(F )

0

vol(L− xF )dx.

The following lemma shows that the invariants of Definition A.2 are independent of the choice
of a general divisor.

Lemma A.3. Let (X,B, T, L = −KX −B−T ) be a log-twisted Fano pair and (X ,L) a normal
semiample test configuration. Then, DingB+T1

(X ,L) is independent of the choice of a general
Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T . Moreover, for any prime divisor F over X and general Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T ,

β(X,B,T )(F ) = β(X,B+T1)(F ).

Proof. We first deal with the first assertion. It is easy to see as [Fuj19a, Proposition 2.5 (2)]
that if g : Z → X is a canonical morphism of test configurations for X and Z dominates XP1

and T3 ∼Q T satisfies that (X,B + T3) is subklt, then

DingB+T3
(X ,L) = DingB+T3

(Z, g∗L).

Fix such Z. Take T1 ∼Q T general enough such that ρ∗ZT1,P1 contains no component of Z0,
where ρZ : Z → XP1 is the canonical morphism. This means that ρ∗ZT1,P1 = (ρZ)

−1
∗ T1,P1. Let

BZ be the strict transform of B × P1 and DZ be the Q-divisor on Z defined by

DZ = −(KZ/P1 + BZ + ρ∗ZT1,P1)− g∗L.

Let D = −(KX/P1 + B+ ρ−1
∗ T1,P1)−L. Then we see that KZ + BZ +DZ + ρ∗ZT1,P1 = g∗(KX +

B +D + ρ−1
∗ T1,P1). Thus,

lct(X ,B+D+ρ−1
∗ T1,P1 )

(X0) = lct(Z,BZ+DZ+ρ∗
Z
T1,P1 )

(Z0).

Here, we see that the right hand side is independent of the choice of general T1. Indeed, take a
log resolution σ : Y → Z of (Z,BZ +DZ). Let ρY = ρZ ◦ σ and BY be the Q-divisor such that

KY + BY = σ∗(KZ + B +DZ).

Thus we see by the Bertini theorem that

lct(X ,B+D+ρ−1
∗ T1,P1 )

(X0) = lct(Z,BZ+DZ+ρ∗
Z
T1,P1 )

(Z0) = lct(Y ,BY +ρ∗
Y
T1,P1 )

(Y0)

is independent from general T1 such that (ρY)
∗T1,P1 +Y0 +BY is an snc divisor, and (ρY)

∗T1,P1

and Y0 + BY have no common component.
For the second assertion, we have only to choose T1 so that the support of T1 does not contain

the center of F . �

Definition A.4. Let (X,B, T, L = −(KX + B + T )) be a log-twisted Fano pair. Then, we
say that (X,B, T, L) is Ding-semistable if Ding(B,T )(X ,L) ≥ 0 for any normal semiample test
configuration (X ,L). We also say that (X,B, T, L) is uniformly Ding-stable if there exists
ǫ > 0 such that Ding(B,T )(X ,L) ≥ ǫ(J L)NA(X ,L) for any normal semiample test configuration
(X ,L).

Next, we check that [Fuj19a, Proposition 2.5] also holds for the log-twisted Ding invariant.

Proposition A.5. Let (X,B, T, L = −(KX + B + T )) be a log-twisted Fano pair. Then the
following hold.
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(1) Let (Y ,LY) and (X ,L) be normal semiample test configurations for (X,L). Suppose
that there exists a canonical birational morphism π : Y → X such that LY = π∗L (cf.
Definition 2.8). Then,

Ding(B,T )(Y ,LY) = Ding(B,T )(X ,L).

(2) Let (X ,L) be a normal semiample test configuration for (X,L) and (X (d),L(d)) be the
normalized base change of (X ,L) via the d-th power map of P1 for any d ∈ Z>0 (cf. No-
tation 2.11). Then,

Ding(B,T )(X
(d),L(d)) = dDing(B,T )(X ,L).

(3) Let (X ,L) be a normal semiample test configuration for (X,L). Then, Ding(B,T )(X ,L) ≤

DF(B,T )(X ,L) and equality holds if and only if (X , ρ−1
∗ T1,P1 + B +X0) is sublc where B

is the strict transform of B × P1, ρ : X 99K XP1 is the canonical birational map, and
L ∼P1,Q −(KX + ρ−1

∗ T1,P1 + B) for general T1 ∼Q T .

Proof. It is easy to check that the proofs of [Fuj19a, Proposition 2.5 (3)] and [Fujita18, Theorem
3.2] also work for subpairs (cf. [BHJ17, §7.8]). Thus the assertions follow from Lemma A.3. �

We see that the (uniform) Ding-(semi)stability implies the (uniform) K-(semi)stability of
log-twisted Fano pairs by Proposition A.5. The main purpose in this subsection is to show the
following theorem.

Theorem A.6. Let (X,∆, L) be a polarized klt pair and T = −(KX +∆+ L). Then

δ(X,∆)(L) ≥ 1

if and only if the log twisted Fano pair (X,∆, T, L) is Ding-semistable. Moreover,

HNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥ δ(X,∆)(L)(I

NA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L))

for any semiample test configuration (X ,L) for (X,L).

To show this, we first deduce that (uniform) Ding-stability implies (uniform) positivity of
β-invariant.

Theorem A.7 (cf., [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.12]). Let (X,B, T, L = −KX − B − T ) be an n-
dimensional log-twisted Fano pair and δ ∈ [0, 1). If Ding(B,T )(X ,L) ≥ δ JNA(X ,L) for any
normal semiample test configuration (X ,L), then for any prime divisor F over X, β(X,B,T )(F ) ≥
δ j(X,B,T )(F ).

In particular, if (X,B, T, L) is Ding-semistable, then δ(X,B)(L) ≥ 1.

Proof. This theorem essentially follows from [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.12]. As in the proof of [Fuj19a,
Theorem 4.1], take a log resolution σ : Y → X such that F is a smooth divisor on Y and
r0 ∈ Z>0 such that r0(KX + B + T ) is Z-Cartier. The argument of the proof of [loc.cit, 4.1]
shows the following. Let I(k,x) be the image of

H0(Y,−kr0σ
∗(KX +B + T )− ⌈xF ⌉)⊗OX(kr0σ

∗(KX +B + T )) → OX

for any k ∈ Z>0 and Ir :=
∑r(e+−e−)

j=0 I(r,re+−j)t
j for sufficiently large r ≥ r0. Here, we take

e− ∈ Z<0 and e+ ∈ Z such that e+ > rTL(F ). We set ρr : Xr → XP1 as the blow up along Ir,

Lr := ρ∗rLP1 − ρ−1
r I

1
rr0
r as a semiample Q-line bundle and

dr,δ := 1 + ENA(Xr,Lr) + δJNA(Xr,Lr).

Then, we have that the pair
(

X × P1,I
1

rr0
r · O(BP1 + Tr,P1) · (tdr,δ)

)
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is sublc (cf. [Fujita18, Definition 2.4]), where Tr ∼Q T is general. Thanks to [Fuj19a, Claim 3],

(22) d∞,δ := lim
r→∞

dr,δ = 1−
e+
r0

+ δTL(F ) +
1− δ

Ln

∫ TL(F )

0

vol(L− xF )dx.

On the other hand, the pair
(

Y × P1,OY×P1(−

k
∑

i=0

(1− A(X,B)(Fi))(Fi × P1) + σ−1
∗ BP1 + σ∗Tr,P1) · (σ−1

Ir)
1

rr0 · (t)dr,δ

)

is sublc, where F0 = F and {Fi} is the set of σ-exceptional prime divisors. Here, by abuse of
notations, we denote σ×idP1 by σ. We can choose Tr so general that A(X,B)(Fi) = A(X,B+Tr)(Fi)
for any i, σ is also a log resolution of (X,B + Tr) and σ

−1
∗ Tr = σ∗Tr. On the other hand, we

have
Ir · OY×P1 ⊂ (OY×P1(−F ) + t)re+ .

Let D := −
∑k

i=0(1−A(X,B)(Fi))(Fi × P1) + σ−1
∗ BP1. Therefore, the pair

(

Y × P1, (OY×P1(−F ) + t)
e+
r0 · OY×P1(D + σ∗Tr,P1) · (t)dr,δ

)

is sublc. By [KM98, Corollary 2.33], we can choose T ′ ∼Q T so general that for any r ∈ Z>0
(

Y × P1, (OY×P1(−F ) + t)
e+
r0 · OY×P1(D + σ∗T ′

P1) · (t)dr,δ
)

is also sublc, σ is also a log resolution of (X,B + T ′), σ∗T ′
P1 = σ−1

∗ T ′
P1 and A(X,B+T ′)(Fi) =

A(X,B)(Fi). Hence,

(23)
(

Y × P1, (OY×P1(−F ) + t)
e+
r0 · OY×P1(D + σ∗T ′

P1) · (t)d∞,δ

)

is also sublc. Let EF be the exceptional divisor of the blow up Y → YP1 along F × {0}.
Similarly to the proof of [Fuj19a, Theorem 4.1], we have that A(X,B+T ′)(F )−

e+
r0

− d∞,δ +1 ≥ 0

by calculating the log discrepancy of the pair (23) with respect to EF . Then the assertion
follows from (22). �

To prove the converse, recall the following explicit formula of the log Ding-invariant by
[BHJ17].

Proposition A.8 ([BHJ17, Proposition 7.29]). Let (X,B, L) be a polarized klt pair and T be a
Q-line bundle on X such that T = −(KX+B+L). Let (X ,L) be a semiample test configuration
for (X,L) dominating XP1 such that (X ,B+ρ∗T1,P1+X0,red) is sublc for general T1 ∼Q T , where
ρ : X → XP1 is the canonical morphism and B = ρ−1

∗ BP1. Let {Ei}
r
i=1 be the set of irreducible

components of X0 and G be a Q-divisor defined by SuppG ⊂ X0 and G ∼Q L − LP1. Then

Ding(B,T )(X ,L) = DingB+T1
(X ,L) = min

Ei

(A(X,B)(vEi
) + b−1

Ei
ordEi

(G)− ENA(X ,L).

Proof. The first equality follows from Lemma A.3. Let D = −L − KX/P1 − B − ρ∗T1,P1 and
Dlog = D −X0,red + X0. We see by [BHJ17, Proposition 7.29] that

lct(X ,B+ρ∗T1,P1+X0,red+Dlog)(X0) = min
Ei

(A(X,B+T1)(vEi
) + b−1

Ei
ordEi

(G))

for any T1 ∼Q T such that (X,B + T1) is subklt and (X ,B + ρ∗T1,P1 + X0,red) is sublc.
Thus, we obtain the assertion if we further choose T1 so general that ρ−1

∗ T1,P1 = ρ∗T1,P1 and
A(X,B+T1)(vEi

) = A(X,B)(vEi
) for any Ei. �

To show Theorem A.6, we remark that the following holds.

Proposition A.9 ([LX14, Proposition 2]). Let (X,B) be a projective klt pair and X be a
normal test configuration for X. Then there exist d ∈ Z>0 and a normal test configuration Y
for X such that

(1) There exists a canonical morphism h : Y → X (d), where X (d) as Notation 2.11,
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(2) (Y ,BY + Y0) is lc, where BY is the strict transform of B × P1,
(3) KY + BY + Y0 is h-ample.

We call such Y the lc modification of (X (d),B(d)). The proof of this proposition is similar
to [LX14, Proposition 2] and is left to the reader. Then, we apply these propositions to prove
Theorem A.6.

Proof of Theorem A.6. The second assertion follows from the first assertion and Proposition
A.5. Indeed, we have that for any normal semiample test configuration (X ,L) for (X,L),

MNA
(∆,T )(X ,L) = HNA

∆ (X ,L)− (INA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L)), and

Ding(∆,T )(X ,L) ≤MNA
(∆,T )(X ,L)

by Proposition A.5 (3). If the first assertion holds, then we obtain that δ(X,∆)(L) ≥ 1 implies

HNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥ INA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L).

Put n = dimX and we note that for any r ∈ Q>0,

δ(X,∆)(rL) = r−1δ(X,∆)(L)

HNA
∆ (X , rL) = rnHNA

∆ (X ,L)

INA(X , rL)− JNA(X , rL) = rn+1(INA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L)).

Thus, for any ǫ > 0 such that δ(X,∆)(L)− ǫ ∈ Q>0, we obtain that

HNA
∆ (X ,L) = (δ(X,∆)(L)− ǫ)n+1HNA

∆ (X , (δ(X,∆)(L)− ǫ)L)

≥ (δ(X,∆)(L)− ǫ)n+1(INA(X , (δ(X,∆)(L)− ǫ)L)− JNA(X , (δ(X,∆)(L)− ǫ)L))

≥ (δ(X,∆)(L)− ǫ)(INA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L)).

Hence, we obtain that HNA
∆ (X ,L) ≥ δ(X,∆)(L)(I

NA(X ,L)− JNA(X ,L)).
Next, we deal with the first assertion. It suffices to show the opposite direction to Theorem

A.7. By Proposition A.5 (1), we may assume that X dominates XP1 . Furthermore, by Propo-
sition A.5 (2) and Proposition A.9, we may assume that (X ,∆X +X0,red) is lc where ∆X is the
strict transform of ∆× P1. Hence, we may also assume that (X ,∆X + ρ∗T1,P1 +X0,red) is sublc
where T1 ∼Q T is general. Let G be a Q-divisor defined by G ∼Q L− ρ∗LP1 and SuppG ⊂ X0.
Then, we see that

(24) Ding(∆,T )(X ,L) = Ding(∆+T1)(X ,L) = min
E

(A(X,∆)(vE) + b−1
E ordE(G))− ENA(X ,L)

by Proposition A.8, where E runs over all irreducible components of X0. Take r ∈ Z>0, we may
assume that rL is a line bundle. Then, we set

F λH0(X,mrL) := {s ∈ H0(X,mrL) | t−λs̄ ∈ H0(X , mrL)}

for λ ∈ Z and m ∈ Z≥0, where s̄ ∈ H0(XP1 , mrLP1) is a Gm-equivariant section corresponding
to s. We have that

F λH0(X,mL) =
⋂

E

{s ∈ H0(X,mL)|vE(s) +mb−1
E ordE(G) ≥ λ}

for sufficiently divisible m and all λ ∈ Z by [BHJ17, Lemma 5.17]. Set for any λ ∈ R

R(λ) =
⊕

m∈Z≥0

F ⌈mrλ⌉H0(X,mrL).

It is well-known that R(λ) is a graded algebra. On the other hand, set λ(max) = maxE b
−1
E ordE(G)

and λ(min) = minE b
−1
E ordE(G), where E runs over all irreducible components of X0.

Next, assume that δ(X,∆)(L) ≥ 1. To see Ding(∆,T )(X ,L) ≥ 0, it suffices to show

(25) A(X,∆)(vE) + b−1
E ordE(G)−ENA(X ,L) ≥ 0
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for any irreducible component E of X0 by (24). Note that

ENA(X ,L) = −(Ln)−1

∫

R

λ
d

dλ
vol(R(λ))dλ

by [BHJ17, Th. 5.3, Prop. 5.9 and Lem. 7.3]. We note that the support of the distribution
d
dλ
vol(R(λ)) coincides with [λ(min), λ(max)] by [BHJ17, Theorem 5.16]. Since δ(X,∆)(L) ≥ 1, we

obtain that A(X,∆)(vE) ≥ SL(vE) and

A(X,∆)(vE) + b−1
E ordE(G)− ENA(X ,L) ≥ SL(vE) + b−1

E ordE(G) + (Ln)−1

∫

R

λ
d

dλ
vol(R(λ))dλ

≥

∫

x≥0

(Ln)−1vol(L− xvE)dx+ b−1
E ordE(G)− λ(min) −

∫

λ≥λ(min)

(Ln)−1vol(R(λ))dλ

≥

∫

x≥0

(Ln)−1vol(L− xvE)dx−

∫

λ≥b−1
E

ordE(G)

(Ln)−1vol(R(λ))dλ

=

∫

x≥0

(Ln)−1vol(L− xvE)dx−

∫

x≥0

(Ln)−1vol(R(x+b−1
E

ordE(G)))dx

for any irreducible component E of X0 by (Ln)−1vol(R(λ)) ≤ 1. For sufficiently divisible m and
all x ∈ Z, we have

F (x+mb−1
E

ordE(G))H0(X,mL) =
⋂

F

{s ∈ H0(X,mL)|vF (s) +mb−1
F ordF (G) ≥ x+mb−1

E ordE(G)}

⊂ {s ∈ H0(X,mL)|vE(s) ≥ x}

where F runs over all irreducible components of X0. Thus, we have
∫

x≥0

(Ln)−1vol(L− xvE)dx−

∫

x≥0

(Ln)−1vol(R(x+b−1
E

ordE(G)))dx ≥ 0.

Therefore, we obtain (25) and that (X,∆, T, L) is log-twisted Ding-semistable. We are done. �

A.2. Log-twisted K-semistable Fano pair and destabilizing boundary. Finally, we
prove that Ding-stability and K-stability coincide for log-twisted Fano pairs when T is semi-
ample. The following is the main result in this subsection.

Theorem A.10. Let (X,B, T, L = −KX − B − T ) be a K-semistable but not K-stable log-
twisted Fano pair such that T is semiample. Then there exists a Q-Cartier Q-divisor D ∈ |L|Q
such that (X,B+ǫD, T, (1−ǫ)L) is a K-unstable log-twisted Fano pair for any sufficiently small
rational number 0 < ǫ < 1.

We note that the logarithmic case of Theorem A.10 had been shown in [BLX22, Proposition
3.3]. To show Theorem A.10, we first generalize the results of [LX14], [Fuj19a] and [BLZ22,
Theorem 3.12].

Theorem A.11 (cf., [LX14, Theorem 2], [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.7]). Let (X,B, T, L = −KX −
B − T ) be a log-twisted Fano pair such that (X,B) is klt, T is semiample and (X ,L) be a
normal ample test configuration. Then there exist d ∈ Z>0 and an ample test configuration
(X lc,Llc) dominating (X (d),L(d)) via π that is the normalization of the base change of the d-th
power map of P1 such that:

(1) (X lc,Blc + (ρlc)−1
∗ T1,P1 + X lc

0 ) is lc for any general effective divisor T1 ∼Q T , where Blc

is the strict transform of BP1 and ρlc : X lc 99K XP1 is the canonical birational map.
(2) DF(B,T )(X

lc,Llc) ≤ dDF(B,T )(X ,L) and

Ding(B,T )(X
lc,Llc)− δ JNA(X lc,Llc) ≤ d (Ding(B,T )(X ,L)− δ JNA(X ,L)),

for any δ ∈ [0, 1).
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Proof. By the semistable reduction theorem [KKMSD73], there exist a log smooth pair (Y ,Ex(g)+
g−1
∗ (B(d))+Y0) and a birational morphism g : Y → X (d) such that the central fiber Y0 is reduced
(cf., [KM98, Theorem 7.17]) for some d ∈ Z>0. We may assume that (Y ,Ex(g)+g−1

∗ (B(d))+Y0)
admits a Gm-action such that g is Gm-equivariant and there exists a morphism ρY : Y → XP1

such that g and ρY coincide over P1 \ {0}. Then take a general effective divisor T1 ∼Q T such

that (Y , g−1
∗ (B(d) + X

(d)
0 ) + ρ∗YT1,P1 + E) is log smooth and dlt, (ρY)

−1
∗ T1,P1 = ρ∗YT1,P1 and

dDF(B,T )(X ,L) = DF(B,T )(X
(d),L(d)) = DFB+T1(X

(d),L(d)) = dDFB+T1(X ,L)

dDing(B,T )(X ,L) = Ding(B,T )(X
(d),L(d)) = DingB+T1

(X (d),L(d)) = dDingB+T1
(X ,L).

We take the lc modification h : X lc → (X (d),B(d) + (ρ(d))−1
∗ T1,P1 + X

(d)
0 ) by Proposition A.9,

where ρ(d) : X (d) 99K XP1 is the canonical birational map. Let π : Y 99K X lc be the canonical
birational contraction and F be the summation of h-exceptional prime divisors such that

−F ∼X (d),Q KX lc + π∗(g
−1
∗ (B(d) + X

(d)
0 ) + ρ∗YT1,P1 + E).

Let Blc = π∗(g
−1
∗ B(d) + E) and Llc=h∗L(d) − ǫF for sufficiently small ǫ > 0. Then, it follows

from the proof of [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.7] that

DFB+T1(X
lc,Llc) ≤ DFB+T1(X

(d),L(d)) and

DingB+T1
(X lc,Llc)− δ JNA(X lc,Llc) ≤ DingB+T1

(X (d),L(d))− δ JNA(X (d),L(d))

for any δ ∈ [0, 1).
Fix a general effective Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T and let X lc be a test configuration constructed

in the previous paragraph for T1. Here, we assert that the construction of X lc is independent
of the choice of general T1. Indeed, let T2 ∼Q T1 be a general effective Q-divisor such that

(Y , g−1
∗ (B(d) + X

(d)
0 ) + ρ∗YT2,P1 + E) is log smooth and dlt and (ρY)

−1
∗ T2,P1 = ρ∗YT2,P1. We note

that X lc is the lc model of (Y , g−1
∗ (B(d) + X

(d)
0 ) + ρ∗YT1,P1 + E) by [OX12, Lemma 2.1] and the

construction. By [BCHM10, Lemma 3.6.9], the lc models of (Y , g−1
∗ (B(d) +X

(d)
0 ) + ρ∗YTi,P1 +E)

over X (d) are the same for i = 1, 2. Thus, X lc is independent of the choice of general T1 and by
choosing T1 general enough, we have that

Ding(B,T )(X
lc,Llc) = DingB+T1

(X lc,Llc)

DF(B,T )(X
lc,Llc) = DFB+T1(X

lc,Llc).

Hence the assertion follows. �

Theorem A.12 (cf., [LX14, Theorem 3], [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.8]). Let (X,B, T, L = −KX −
B − T ) be a log-twisted Fano pair such that T is semiample, and (X ,L) be a normal ample
test configuration such that (X ,B + ρ−1

∗ T0,P1 + X0) is lc, where ρ : X 99K XP1 is canonical,
B = ρ−1

∗ BP1 and T0 ∼Q T is a general effective Q-divisor.
Then there exists a normal and ample test configuration (X ac,Lac) for (X,L) such that

(X ac,Bac+(ρac)−1
∗ T1,P1+X ac

0 ) is lc, −(KX ac +Bac+(ρac)−1
∗ T1,P1) ∼P1,Q Lac, DF(B,T )(X

ac,Lac) ≤
DF(B,T )(X ,L) and

Ding(B,T )(X
ac,Lac)− δ JNA(X ac,Lac) ≤ Ding(B,T )(X ,L)− δ JNA(X ,L),

for any δ ∈ [0, 1) and any general effective Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T , where ρac : X ac 99K XP1 is
canonical and Bac := (ρac)−1

∗ BP1.

Proof. Fix a general effective Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T such that (X ,B + ρ−1
∗ T1,P1 + X0) is lc. Hence

(X ,B+ ρ−1
∗ T1,P1) is klt. Here, we apply [BCHM10, Corollary 1.4.3] to obtain a Gm-equivariant

small Q-factorial modification σ : (X 0,B0 + (ρ0)−1
∗ T1,P1) → (X ,B + ρ−1

∗ T1,P1). Here, we set
ρ0 := ρ ◦ σ and B0 := σ−1

∗ B. Let L0 = σ∗L and for sufficiently large l > 1, set H0 as a
sufficiently general effective Q-divisor such that

H0 ∼Q L0 −
1

l + 1
(L0 +KX 0 + B0 + (ρ0)−1

∗ T1,P1).
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Then, we run a KX 0 + B0 + (ρ0)−1
∗ T1,P1 +H0-MMP over P1 with scaling of H0 as in the proof

of [Fuj19a, Theorem 3.2] and obtain a certain good minimal model (X k,Bk + (ρk)−1
∗ T1,P1 +

Hk), where ρk : X k 99K XP1 is canonical and Bk is the strict transform of B0. By [LX14,
Lemma 2], we also have that −(KXk + Bk + (ρk)−1

∗ T1,P1) is semiample over P1 and set X ac :=
ProjC(⊕l≥0π

k
∗ (OXk(−lrk(KXk + Bk + (ρk)−1

∗ T1,P1))), where rk ∈ Z>0 satisfies that rk(KXk +
Bk + (ρk)−1

∗ T1,P1) is Cartier and πk : X k → P1 is the canonical morphism. Let ρac : X ac 99K XP1

be the canonical birational map and Bac is the strict transform of Bk. Then the proof of
[Fuj19a, Theorem 6.8] shows that if we set Lac := −(KX ac +Bac+(ρac)−1

∗ T1,P1), then (X ac,Bac+
(ρac)−1

∗ T1,P1 + X ac
0 ) is lc, DFB+T1(X

ac,Lac) ≤ DFB+T1(X ,L) and

DingB+T1
(X ac,Lac)− δ JNA(X ac,Lac) ≤ DingB+T1

(X ,L)− δ JNA(X ,L)

for any δ ∈ [0, 1).
Next, take a sufficiently general effective Q-divisor T2 ∼Q T such that

Ding(B,T )(X
ac,Lac) = DingB+T2

(X ac,Lac), DF(B,T )(X
ac,Lac) = DFB+T2(X

ac,Lac)(26)

Ding(B,T )(X ,L) = DingB+T2
(X ,L), DF(B,T )(X ,L) = DFB+T2(X ,L).

Then, we assert that the properties of X ac, which we stated in the last paragraph, are also
satisfied for T2. First, we check that the KX 0 + B0 + (ρ0)−1

∗ T1,P1 + H0-MMP over P1 is also
a KX 0 + B0 + (ρ0)−1

∗ T2,P1 + H0-MMP. Indeed, for any sufficiently general effective Q-divisor
T2 ∼Q T , we see that (ρ0)−1

∗ T2,P1 ∼Q (ρ0)−1
∗ T1,P1 as [BLZ22, Lemma 2.12]. Thus, we may

assume that KX 0 + B0 + (ρ0)−1
∗ Ti,P1 +H0-minimal model programs over P1 with scaling of H0

are the same for i = 1, 2. Furthermore, we see that

KXk + Bk + (ρk)−1
∗ T1,P1 ∼Q KXk + Bk + (ρk)−1

∗ T2,P1.

This means that X ac constructed in the previous paragraph for T1 can be also constructed in the
same way for T2. Hence, (X

ac,Bac+(ρac)−1
∗ T2,P1 +X ac

0 ) is lc, −(KX ac +Bac+(ρac)−1
∗ T2,P1) ∼P1,Q

Lac, DFB+T2(X
ac,Lac) ≤ DFB+T2(X ,L) and

DingB+T2
(X ac,Lac)− δ JNA(X ac,Lac) ≤ DingB+T2

(X ,L)− δ JNA(X ,L),

for any δ ∈ [0, 1). Combining these properties with (26), we complete the proof. �

Theorem A.13 (cf., [LX14, Theorem 4], [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.9]). Let (X,B, T, L = −KX −
B − T ) be a log-twisted Fano pair such that T is semiample and (X ,L) be a normal ample test
configuration such that (X ,B+ ρ−1

∗ T0,P1 +X0) is lc and −(KX + B+ ρ−1
∗ T0,P1) ∼Q,P1 L for any

general effective Q-divisor T0 ∼Q T , where ρ : X 99K XP1 is the canonical birational map and
B = ρ−1

∗ BP1.
Then there exist d ∈ Z>0 and a log-twisted special test configuration (X s,Ls = −(KX s +Bs +

(ρs)−1
∗ T1,P1)) for (X,B, T, L) such that

Ding(B,T )(X
s,Ls)− δ JNA(X s,Ls) ≤ d (Ding(B,T )(X ,L)− δ JNA(X ,L))

for any δ ∈ [0, 1) and general effective Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T , where ρ
s : X s 99K XP1 is the canonical

birational map and Bs = (ρs)−1
∗ BP1.

Proof. Note that

Ding(B,T )(X
s,Ls) = DF(B,T )(X

s,Ls), and

DF(B,T )(X ,L) = Ding(B,T )(X ,L)

hold now due to Proposition A.5 (3). Thus, it suffices to consider the Donaldson-Futaki in-
variant instead of the Ding invariant. Recall the proof of [Fuj19a, Theorems 6.9 and 6.10].
We first take a Gm-invariant semistable reduction Y of (X ,B + X0). More precisely, there
exist d ∈ Z>0 and a Gm-equivariant birational morphism g : Y → X (d) such that Y is smooth,
Y0+Ex(g)+g−1

∗ B(d) is snc and Y0 is reduced. We may assume that there exists a Gm-equivariant
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birational morphism ρY : Y → XP1 such that ρY coincides with g over P1 \ {0}. Fix a general
effective divisor T1 ∼Q T such that

DFB+T1(X ,L) = DF(B,T )(X ,L),

Y0 +Ex(g) + g−1
∗ B(d) + ρ∗YT1,P1 is also snc and the support of ρ∗YT1,P1 contains no component of

Y0. Then, we can take a special test configuration (X s,Ls) for the log Fano pair (X,B+T1) as
[Fuj19a, Theorem 6.10] by running some MMP of Y . In particular, the birational map Y 99K X s

is a birational contraction. This means that T1 does not contain the center of vX s
0
and we can

conclude that
DF(B,T )(X

s,Ls) = DFB+T1(X
s,Ls)

by Lemma 2.22. On the other hand, it follows from the proof of [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.9] that

DFB+T1(X
s,Ls)− δ JNA(X s,Ls) ≤ d (DFB+T1(X ,L)− δ JNA(X ,L)).

Thus the assertion holds. �

Corollary A.14 (cf., [LX14, Corollary 1], [Fuj19a, Corollary 6.11]). Let (X,B, T, L = −KX −
B − T ) be a log-twisted Fano pair such that T is semiample. Fix δ ∈ [0, 1). Then, it holds that
Ding(B,T )(X ,L) ≥ δ JNA(X ,L) for any semiample test configuration if and only if the inequality
holds for any log-twisted special test configuration for (X,B, T, L).

Furthermore, (X,B, T, L) is log-twisted (uniformly) K-(semi)stable if and only if (X,B, T, L)
is log-twisted (uniformly) Ding-(semi)stable.

On the other hand, we obtain the following.

Theorem A.15 (cf., [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.13]). Let (X,B, T, L = −KX−B−T ) be a log-twisted
Fano pair such that T is semiample and let (X ,L := −(KX +B+ ρ−1

∗ T1,P1)) be a normal ample
test configuration for (X,L) with X0 irreducible and reduced, where T1 ∈ |T |Q is general and
ρ : X 99K XP1 is the canonical birational map. Then the divisorial valuation vX0 on X satisfies
that

DF(B,T )(X ,L) =
β(X,B,T )(vX0)

vol(L)
,

JNA(X ,L) =
jL(vX0)

vol(L)
.

Proof. For general effective Q-divisor T1 ∼Q T , we have

β(X,B,T )(vX0) = β(X,B)(vX0),

DF(B,T )(X ,L) = DF(B+T1)(X ,L).

Therefore, this theorem immediately follows from [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.13]. �

Thus, we obtain the following.

Theorem A.16 (cf., [Fuj19a, Theorem 6.5]). Let δ ∈ [0, 1) and (X,B, T, L = −KX − B − T )
be a log-twisted Fano pair such that T is semiample. Then the following are equivalent,

(i) DF(B,T )(X ,L) ≥ δJNA(X ,L) for any normal semiample test configuration (X ,L) for
(X,L),

(ii) β(X,B,T )(F ) ≥ δjL(F ) for any prime divisor over X,

Proof. It follows from Corollary A.14 and Theorems A.7 and A.15. �

Corollary A.17 (cf., [Li15, Theorem 3]). Let (P1,∆, T ) be a log-twisted Fano pair with ∆ =
∑m

i=1 aipi and a semiample Q-line bundle T , where ai > 0, m ≥ 0 and pi are distinct closed
points of P1. Then, the log-twisted Fano pair (P1,∆, T,−KP1 − ∆ − T ) is uniformly K-stable
(resp., K-semistable) if and only if

max
1≤i≤m

{ai} <
deg(∆ + T )

2

(

resp. max{ai} ≤
deg(∆ + T )

2

)

.
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Proof. This immediately follows from Theorem A.16 as [Fuj19a, Example 6.6]. �

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem A.10.

Proof of Theorem A.10. By assumption, Corollary A.14, Theorem A.15 and Theorem A.16,
there exists a prime divisor F over X such that β(X,B,T )(F ) = 0. Here, we set

αF := inf
D∈|L|Q

A(X,B)(F )

ordF (D)
≥ 0.

For any rational positive number 0 < τ < TL(F ), we can take k ∈ Z>0 such that H0(X, kL −
kτF ) 6= 0. Then there exists an effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor D ∼Q L such that ordF (D) ≥ τ
and hence we obtain

A(X,B)(F )

τ
≥ αF .

Therefore, we obtain

(27) αFTL(F ) ≤ A(X,B)(F ).

Next, we have by β(X,B,T )(F ) = 0 that

A(X,B)(F )vol(L) =

∫ TL(F )

0

vol(L− xF )dx.

By (27), this means that
∫ TL(F )

0

(αFvol(L)− vol(L− xF ))dx ≤ 0

and hence αF < 1. Thus, there exists a Q-Cartier Q-divisor D ∈ |L|Q such that A(X,B)(F ) <
ordF (D). Let

β+ := A(X,B)(F )vol(L) =

∫ TL(F )

0

vol(L− xF )dx > 0.

Then it holds that

β(X,B+ǫD,T )(F ) = A(X,B+ǫD)(F )vol((1− ǫ)L)−

∫ (1−ǫ)TL(F )

0

vol((1− ǫ)L− xF )dx

= (1− ǫ)n(A(X,B)(F )− ǫ ordF (D))vol(L)− (1− ǫ)n+1

∫ TL(F )

0

vol(L− xF )dx

= β+ǫ(1− ǫ)n
(

1−
ordF (D)

A(X,B)(F )

)

< 0

for sufficiently small ǫ > 0. Thus the assertion follows from Theorem A.16. �
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[SD22] Z. Sjöström Dyrefelt, Existence of cscK metrics on smooth minimal models, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa

Cl. Sci. (5) Vol. XXIII (2022), 223–232.
[S20] J. Song. Nakai-Moishezon criterion for complex hessian equations. arXiv:2012.07956v1, 2020.
[SW08] J. Song and B. Weinkove: On the convergence and singularities of the J-flow with applications to the

Mabuchi energy. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 61 (2008), no.2, 210-229.
[Tak08] S. Takayama On uniruled degenerations of algebraic varieties with trivial canonical divisor, Math. Z.

(2008) 259:487-501.
[T87] G. Tian, On Kähler-Einstein metrics on certain Kähler manifolds with C1(M) > 0, Invent. Math. 89,

225-246 (1987).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.01244
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.04603
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.09992
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.11460
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.03108
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.07956


44 MASAFUMI HATTORI

[T90] G. Tian. On Calabi’s conjecture for complex surfaces with positive first Chern class. Invent. Math. 101
(1990), no. 1, 101-172.

[T97] G. Tian, Kähler-Einstein metrics with positive scalar curvature, Invent. Math. 130 (1997), no. 1, 1–37.
[T15] G. Tian. K-stability and Kähler-Einstein metrics. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 68 (2015), 1085-1156.
[Z21a] K. Zhang, Continuity of delta invariants and twisted Kähler-Einstein metrics, Adv. Math. 388 (2021),

Paper No. 107888.
[Z21b] K. Zhang, A quantization proof of the uniform Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture, to appear in J. Eur.

Math. Soc., arXiv:2102.02438v2

Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Kyoto University, Kyoto, 606-8502, Japan

Email address : hattori.masafumi.47z@st.kyoto-u.ac.jp

http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.02438

	1. Introduction
	1.1. K-stability and its criteria
	1.2. K-stability and the cscK problem on fibrations
	1.3. Main results
	Structure of this paper and overview of proof
	Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Birational geometry and MMP
	2.2. K-stability
	2.3. Log-twisted K-stability
	2.4. Lc-trivial fibrations

	3. Criterion for J-stability without test configurations
	4. Adiabatic K-stability versus log-twisted K-stability
	4.1. Adiabatic K-stability implies log-twisted K-stability
	4.2. Convergence of the -invariant
	4.3. Applications to Rational Elliptic Surfaces

	Appendix A. Auxiliary results on log-twisted Fano pairs
	A.1. Ding stability of log-twisted Fano pairs and -invariant
	A.2. Log-twisted K-semistable Fano pair and destabilizing boundary

	References

