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COMPACT KAHLER 3-FOLDS
WITH NEF ANTI-CANONICAL BUNDLE

SHIN-ICHI MATSUMURA AND XIAOJUN WU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove that a non-projective compact Kéhler 3-fold with
nef anti-canonical bundle is, up to a finite étale cover, one of the following: a manifold
with vanishing first Chern class; the product of a K3 surface and the projective line;
or a projective space bundle over a 2-dimensional torus. This result extends Cao-
Horing’s structure theorem for projective manifolds to compact Kéhler manifolds in
dimension 3. For the proof, we investigate the Minimal Model Program for compact
Kahler 3-folds with nef anti-canonical bundles by using the positivity of direct image
sheaves, Q-conic bundles, and orbifold vector bundles.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and the main results. In this paper, we study a structure the-
orem for compact Kahler manifolds with nef anti-canonical bundle, motivated by the
conjecture below. This conjecture serves as a natural extension of the pioneering stud-
ies for manifolds with nef tangent bundles [DPS94] and manifolds with non-negative
holomorphic bisectional curvatures [HSW81, Mok88]. The studies of manifolds with
nef anti-canonical bundles have advanced through interactions with other studies of
“non-negatively curved” varieties (e.g.,see [Mat20, Mat22a, Mat22h, HIM22] for recent
developments).

Conjecture 1.1. Let X be a compact Kdahler manifold with the nef anti-canonical
bundle —Kx. Then, there exists a fibration p: X — Y with the following:

e v: X =Y s a locally constant fibration;
e Y is a compact Kdihler manifold with ¢,(Y) = 0;
o [ which is the fiber of ¢: X — Y, s rationally connected.

The notion of locally constant fibrations (e.g.,see [MW21, Definition 2.3]) is stronger
than that of locally trivial fibrations. However, in this paper, readers unfamiliar with
locally constant fibrations may regard them as locally trivial fibrations, except for
Proposition 4.17.

Conjecture 1.1 has been addressed by the theory of holonomy groups [CDP15, DPS96]
under the stronger assumption that —Kx is semi-positive (i.e.,it admits a smooth Her-
mitian metric with semi-positive curvature). Nevertheless, the nef case presents signifi-
cantly greater challenges than semi-positive case, just as it was highly non-trivial to gen-
eralize the structure theorem from manifolds with non-negative holomorphic bisectional
curvatures to those with nef tangent bundles. In the case where X is a projective mani-
fold, Cao-Horing solved the conjecture in [Caol9, CH19] (see [CCM21, MW21, Wan20]
for projective klt pairs), but their proofs require an ample line bundle on X; therefore,
we cannot at least directly apply their proofs to compact Kahler manifolds.

This paper aims to solve Conjecture 1.1 in the case of dim X = 3 (see Theorem 1.2).
Theorem 1.2 follows directly from Theorem 1.3, as detailed in Proposition 4.17. Thus,
this paper focuses on proving Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.2. Conjecture 1.1 is true in the case of dim X = 3.
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Theorem 1.3. Let X be a non-projective compact Kdihler 3-fold with nef anti-canonical
bundle. Then X admits a finite étale cover that is one of the following:

e a compact Kdhler manifold with vanishing first Chern class;

e the product of a K3 surface and the projective line P!;

e the projective space bundle P(F) of a numerically flat vector bundle F of rank 2
over a 2-dimensional (compact complex) torus.

1.2. Strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.3. In this subsection, we outline the
proof of Theorem 1.3. Let X be a non-projective compact Kahler 3-fold with nef anti-
canonical bundle and let ¢: X --+ R(X) be an MRC (maximally rationally connected)
fibration of X (see [KoMM92, Cam92] for MRC fibrations). The candidates of X in
Theorem 1.3 are determined by ¢: X --» R(X).

We initially verify that it suffices to consider the case of dim R(X) = 2. In the case
of dim R(X) = 0, the manifold X is rationally connected, and hence projective. In the
case of dim R(X) = 1, a rationally connected fiber I of ¢: X --» R(X) has no non-
zero holomorphic differential forms. As a result, we obtain h*(X, 0x) = h%(X,0%) =0
from dim R(X) = 1, implying that X is projective. In the case of dim R(X) = 3, the
manifold X is non-uniruled; hence Kx is pseudo-effective. This follows from [BDPP13]
for projective manifolds of any dimension and from [Bru06, Corollary 1.2] for compact
Kahler manifolds of dimension < 3. Consequently, the nefness of —Kx implies that
Cl(X) = Cl(Kx) =0.

We now revisit Cao-Hoéring’s proof [CH19], which shows that a projective mani-
fold X admits a locally constant MRC fibration. For simplicity, we suppose that
¢: X --» R(X) is an everywhere-defined holomorphic map onto a smooth projective
variety R(X). The essence of the proof involves constructing a ¢-ample line bundle
B on X such that the direct image sheaf ¢,(pB) := ¢.Ox(pB) is weakly positively
curved and satisfies that ¢;(p.(pB)) = 0 for 1 < p € Z (see Subsections 2.2 and 2.3 for
details). Then, Simpson’s result [Sim92| confirms that ¢, (pB) admits a flat connection,
which implies that X — R(X) is a locally constant fibration.

Now, let us return to the case where X is non-projective. A significant challenge arises
in this context: X might not have a p-ample line bundle, even if p: X --» R(X) is a
holomorphic map. Our idea to overcome this challenge is to apply the Minimal Model
Program (MMP) for compact Kéhler 3-folds, as developed in [HP15a, HP15b, HP16].
Note that the MMP approach has been previously treated in [BP04, PS98]. By running
the MMP, we can find X --+ X’ — Z where X --» X’ is a composition of divisorial
contractions and flips and ¢: X’ — S is an MFS (Mori fiber space) (see Theorem 3.6 for
details). An advantage of running the MMP is that —Kx/ is p-ample by construction;
thus, we can expect that Cao-Horing’s proof works for ¢p: X' — S.
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In considering ¢: X’ — S instead of ¢: X --» R(X), we face the new difficulties
compared to Cao-Horing’s argument: The first difficulty is that —Kxs is not necessar-
ily nef. To overcome this difficulty, based on an observation in [EIM23], we focus on
the fact that the non-nef locus of —Ky is not dominant over S (see Subsection 3.3),
which enables us to treat our situation as in the case where — Ky is nef. Thus, we can
construct a g-ample line bundle B on X’ such that p,.(pB) is weakly positively curved
and satisfies that ¢i(p.(pB)) = 0. The second difficulty is that S may have singulari-
ties, which prevents us from obtaining a flat connection on ¢,(pB). To overcome this
difficulty, we observe that ¢: X’ — S is a toroidal Q-conic bundle and ¢,(pB) is an
orbifold vector bundle on S, which enables us to obtain a flat connection.

To implement the above ideas, we actually need to divide the situation into two cases.

In Subsection 4.2, we consider the case where X is not simply connected. In this case,
we focus on the Albanese map a: X — A(X) after taking a finite étale cover of X
(cf. [NW]). Each step in the MMP contracts rational curves and A(X) has no rational
curve; hence we can find a morphism §: .S — A(X). Then, comparing S to A(X), we
show that the MFS ¢: X’ — S is actually a conic bundle. Then, by studying conic
bundles in the non-projective setting, we deduce that p: X’ — S is a projective space
bundle and X --» X’ is isomorphic. In Subsection 4.3, we treat the remaining case
where X is simply connected. In this case, by applying the theory of orbifold vector
bundles, we show that after taking the base change by an appropriate finite quasi-étale
cover, the MFS ¢: X’ — S is a locally constant fibration, which implies that X --+ X’
is isomorphic.
Notation and Conventions. We use the terms “Cartier divisors,” “invertible sheaves,
and “line bundles” interchangeably, and adopt the additive notation for tensor prod-
ucts (e.g., L+ M := L ® M for line bundles L and M). Additionally, we use the terms
“locally free sheaves” and “vector bundles” interchangeably, and often refer to singu-
lar Hermitian metrics simply as “metrics.” The term “fibrations” refers to a proper
surjective morphism with connected fibers, the term “analytic varieties” refers to an
irreducible and reduced complex analytic space, the term “Kahler spaces” refers to a
normal analytic variety admitting a Kéhler form (i.e.,a smooth positive (1, 1)-form on
X with local potential).

Acknowledgment. The authors would like to thank Prof. Patrick Graf for providing
a simpler proof of Lemma 4.15 than the original one in a draft of this paper. They
also express their gratitude to an anonymous referee who carefully reviewed the draft,
offered numerous constructive suggestions, and pointed out an error in Subsection 4.3
of the draft. The first author was partially supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific
Research (B) #21H00976 and Fostering Joint International Research (A) $19KK0342
from Japan Society for the Promotion of Science. The second author was supported by
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DFG Projekt “Singulére hermitianische Metriken fiir Vektorbiindel und Erweiterung
kanonischer Abschnitte,” managed by Prof. Mihai Paun.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Bott-Chern cohomology groups on normal analytic varieties. In this sub-
section, following [BEG13], we review Bott-Chern cohomology groups and positive cur-
rents on normal analytic varieties.

Let X be a normal analytic variety. A pluriharmonic function on X can be locally
written as the real part of a holomorphic function, in other words, the kernel of the 90-
operator acting on the sheaf of distributions of bidegree (0,0) coincides with the sheaf
ROx of real parts of holomorphic functions (e.g.,see [BEG13, Lemma 4.6.1]). Then,
the Bott-Chern cohomology group of X is defined by

Hph(X,C) = HY(X,ROx).

The first Chern class ¢; (L) € Hg.(X, C) of a line bundle L on X is defined by the Bott-
Chern cohomology class of (v/—1/27)0,(L), where © (L) denotes the Chern curvature
of a smooth Hermitian metric h on L. Note that ¢;(L) does not depend on the choice
of smooth Hermitian metrics and the first Chern class of QQ-Cartier divisors can also
be defined by linearity. There exists the natural morphism Hg5(X,C) — H?*(X,R)
such that the first Chern class of line bundles coincides with the topological definition,
where H?(X,R) denotes the singular cohomology of X (e.g.,see [BEG13, Page 230]).
The proposition below is often used as an extension theorem for positive currents
representing Bott-Chern cohomology classes (see [Dem85] for currents on analytic vari-
eties). The lemma below is a generalization of the support theorem to analytic varieties.

Proposition 2.1 ([BEG13, Proposition 4.6.3]). Let o € Hyz,(X,C) be a Bott-Chern
cohomology class on a normal analytic variety X, and let T' be a positive current on Xeq
representing the restricted class ax,,, € Hé’é(Xmg, C). Then, the current T is uniquely
extended to the positive current with local potential on X representing o € Hé;(lj(X, C).

Lemma 2.2. Let X be an analytic variety, and let Ty, Ts be d-closed positive currents
of bidimension (p,p) (without assuming that they admit local potentials). If the support
of the difference T' := T1 —T5 is contained in a Zariski closed subset A C X of dimension
< p, then we have T' = 0.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. The statement is local in X; therefore, we may assume that there
exists an embedding i: X — B C CV of X into an open set B C CV. Since the
pushforward i7" is a normal current (e.g.,see [Dem, Chap.IIl, Section 2.C] for the
definition of normal currents), the support theorem for smooth varieties shows that
1+ = 0, which implies that T" = 0. O
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2.2. Positivity of sheaves on normal analytic varieties. In this subsection, follow-
ing [HPS18, PT18, Mat22al, we briefly review singular Hermitian metrics on torsion-free
sheaves on normal analytic varieties.

Let € be a torsion-free coherent sheaf on a normal analytic variety X. A singular
Hermatian metric h on € is a possibly singular Hermitian metric on the vector bundle
&|x, (see [HPS18, Definition 17.1] and [PT18, Definition 2.2.1] for metrics on vector
bundles). Here €|y, is the restriction of € to Xy := X, N Xe, where X, is the non-
singular locus of X and X is the maximal locally free locus of €. Note that Xy C X
is a Zariski open set with codim(X \ Xy) > 2. For a smooth (1, 1)-form 6 on X with
local potential, we write

V-10, > 0 ®id on X
if the function log |e|, — f is psh for any local section e of £*, where f is a local
potential of 6 (i.e.,f = /—190f) and h* is the induced metric on the dual sheaf
E* := Hom(&,Ox). The plurisubharmonicity can be extended through a Zariski closed
set of codimension > 2; therefore it suffices to check the plurisubharmonicity on an
open set of Xj.

Definition 2.3. Let X be a Kéhler space with a Kéhler form wx and 6 be a (1, 1)-form
on X with local potential. Let € be a torsion-free sheaf on X

(1) € is said to be @-positively curved if € admits a singular Hermitian metric h
such that /=10, > 0 ®id on X.

(2) € is said to be 0-weakly positively curved if € admits singular Hermitian metrics
{h.}eso such that /=160, > (6 — ewx) ®id on X.

(3) € is simply said to be positively curved or weakly positive curved in the case of
0 =0.

When X is compact, the notion of weakly positively curved sheaves does not depend
on the choice of wx and is stronger than the notion of pseudo-effective sheaves in the
sense of [Mat23, Definition 2.1].

2.3. On direct image sheaves for projective morphisms. This subsection aims
to prove Theorem 2.6. For this purpose, we prepare the following proposition:

Proposition 2.4 (cf. [CH19, 2.8 Proposition|, [CCM21, Theorem 2.2 (1)]). Let : X —
Y be a fibration between (not necessarily compact) Kihler manifolds X and Y with the
Kahler forms wx and wy. Let L be a line bundle on X and 0 be a (1,1)-form onY
with local potential. Assume the following conditions:

(a) The non-nef locus of —Kxy is not dominant over Y in the following sense:
—Kx/y has singular Hermitian metrics {gs}s>0 such that V=10, > —dwx
holds on X and {x € X |v(gs,z) > 0} is not dominant over Y, where v(gs, )
1s the Lelong number of a local potential of gs at x;
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(b) L is a p-big line bundle in the following sense: L has a singular Hermitian
metric g such that /=10, + *wy > wx holds on X;

(c) L is p*0-weakly positively curved in the following sense: L has singular Hermit-
ian metrics {hy }s~o such that /=10y, > p*0 — f'wx on X.

Then, we have:

(1) The direct image sheaf p.(—mKx )y + L) is (1 — €)0 — ewy)-positively curved
for anym € Z, and ¢ > 0.

(2) If we further assume that wy > 0 holds, then o, (—mKxy + L) is -weakly posi-

tiwely curved. In particular, if L is a pseudo-effective line bundle (i.e., positively
curved), then p.(—mKxy + L) is weakly positively curved.

Remark 2.5. Throughout this paper, for a line bundle M on X, the notation ¢, (M)
denotes the direct image sheaf ¢, (Ox(M)) of the invertible sheaf Ox(M).

Proof. We apply the positivity of direct image sheaves [PT18, Theorem 5.1.2] (see also
[HPS18]) to construct the desired singular Hermitian metrics on W, := ¢, (—=mKx/y +
L). Note that [PT18, Theorem 5.1.2] is stated for projective fibrations, but in fact it
is valid for Kéhler fibrations (see [Wan21, Proposition 2.5, Theorem 2.6]). To this end,
we consider the following decomposition of —mKx/y + L:

with g F with g% - h},©

- -~ ~ =~
—me/y +L = k’Kx/y —(m+k)Kx/y—|— L.

Furthermore, we define the metric G on —(m + k)Kx/y + L by

G = gl g hie.
We can easily confirm that the multiplier ideal sheaf J(G'/*) satisfies that
(2.1) J(Gl/k)|xy _ j(g§+(m/k) LR hg}—E)/kﬂXy — 0y,

for a very general fiber X, and a sufficiently large £ > 1. Indeed, since Condition (a)
implies that

V(9§+(m/k) gk h((;}_s)/k,a?) < v(gt*. h;,/k, z) < 1 for any = € X,
we see that
OXy = j(Gl/k|Xy) C j(Gl/k”Xy C OXy

by Skoda’s lemma and the restriction formula. This indicates that the support of
Ox/J(GY*) is not dominant over Y. Hence, the natural inclusion

(2.2) 0 ((—mKx)y + L) ® J(Gl/k)) — @ (—mKxy + L)
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is generically surjective. Meanwhile, by the construction of metrics, we can easily see
that

V—=10¢g > =d(m + k)wx + cwx —ep*wy + (1 — )0 — (1 — &)d'wy

>
> (e = 6(m+k)— & wy —ep*wy + (1 — e)*d.

For a given ¢ > 0, after taking §' = ¢’(¢) > 0 with ¢’ < (1/2)e, we fix a sufficiently
large k = k(0") = k(e) satisfying (2.1). Furthermore, we take 1 > 6 = §(m, k,e) > 0
so that 0(m + k) < (1/2)e. Then, the right-hand side is bounded from below by
©*(—ewy + (1 — ¢)0). From this curvature estimate and (2.2), we can deduce that the
sheaf ¢, (—mKy/y + L) has the desired singular Hermitian metrics in Conclusion (1), by
applying the positivity of direct image sheaves (see [PT18, Theorem 5.1.2] or [Wan21,
Proposition 2.5, Theorem 2.6]) to Ge™#"/ where f is a local potential of —ewy +(1—¢)6.
Conclusion (2) directly follows from —ewy + (1 —£)0 > —2ewy + 6. O

Theorem 2.6. Let ¢: X — Y be an equi-dimensional fibration between compact Kdhler
spaces X and Y. Let Yo C Y be a Zariski open set with codim(Y \ Yy) > 2 such that
Xo = o (Yy) and Yy are smooth and that oo := ¢|x,: Xo — Yy is a smooth fibration.
Let L be a line bundle on X. Assume the following conditions:

(a) —Kx is Q-Cartier and the non-nef locus of —Kx is not dominant over Y in
the sense of Proposition 2.4 (a);

(b) —Ky is Q-Cartier and numerically trivial;

(c) L is a pseudo-effective (i.e., positively curved) and p-ample line bundle on X;

(d) For any p € Z, with ¢.(pL) # 0, the line bundle det(¢.(pL))l|y, has a smooth
Hermitian metric g, such that 7, := /=160, > —wy holds on Y; for some
Kahler form wy-.

Let r be the rank of ¢.(L) and p be a sufficiently large integer with p/r € Z,. Define
the sheaf V, on'Y by

Vy = pu(pl) ® (];j det %(L)) :
Then, both V, and (det'V,)* are weakly positively curved.

Remark 2.7. The determinant sheaf det ¢, (L) := (A"p.(L))** is a reflexive sheaf of rank
1, but not necessarily invertible when Y has singularities; therefore, precisely speaking,
the notation (p/r) det ¢, (L) should be replaced with ((det . (L))® (v/7) )**. Nevertheless,
we mainly handle only det ¢,(L)l|y,, which is a line bundle on Yj; hence, this notation
does not cause confusion.

We apply this theorem to the case where the sheaf ¢, (pL) is an orbifold vector bundle.
Condition (d), which may appear as a technical requirement, is automatically satisfied
in this case.
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Proof. For the proof, employing L instead of ample line bundles, we adopt the argument
in [Caol9, CH19]. However, the original argument in [Cao19, CH19] is not so easy, and
our proof requires solving several technical issues. Therefore, we write a detailed proof
for the reader’s convenience.

We may assume that ¢.(pL) is locally free on Yy by removing the non-locally free
locus of ¢, (pL) from Y. We initially prove Claim 2.8 and Claim 2.9.

Claim 2.8. ¢.(pL) is weakly positively curved on'Y for any p € Z...

Proof. The assumptions of Proposition 2.4 for § = 0 are satisfied from Conditions (a),
(b), (c) of Theorem 2.6. Hence, by applying Proposition 2.4 to ¢y = ¢|x,: Xo — Yo,
we can obtain singular Hermitian metrics {H.}.~o on ¢.(pL)|y, such that /=105 >
—cwy ® id holds on Yj for some Kéhler form wy. Then, by codim(Y \ Yy) > 2, the
metrics H. can be automatically extended to Y, where we implicitly used that wy is a
Kéhler form defined on Y (not only on Yj). This means that ¢, (pL) is weakly positively
curved on Y. OJ

Claim 2.9. Let r, be the rank of ¢.(pL). Then, the sheaf

rppL ® (<p* det o, (pL)) -
1s weakly positively curved on X.

Proof. The basic strategy is the same as in [Caol9, Proposition 3.15], but some different
arguments are required because of the lack of ample line bundles. For simplicity of the
notation, we assume that p = 1 by replacing L with pL. Fix a Kéhler form wy on Y
with Condition (d) of Theorem 2.6. We may assume that

m+ (1/r)wy = V=16, + (1/r)wy

is a Kahler form by replacing wy with kwy, where r := r; and k£ > 1. Furthermore,
we take a Kahler form wyx on X such that wx > ¢*wy. Note that this condition is
preserved by replacing wy and wy with kwx and kwy. Since L is a p-ample line bundle
on X, we can take a smooth Hermitian metric g on L such that /=10, + p*wy > cwx
holds for some constant 1 > ¢ > 0 by replacing wx and wy with kwx and kwy .

Let Z be the r-times fiber product of ¢: X — Y with the i-th projection pr;: Z — X
and the natural morphism v: Z — Y

ZZ:XXY"'XyX
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Set :
=> prjLand L' := L, ® (¢" det . (L))".
i=1
To apply Proposition 2.4 to

Vo = V|z,: Zo =1~ (Yy) — Yy equipped with L'|z, and 6 :=n,

we examine the non-nef locus of —Ky/y and metrics on L.

By Conditions (a), (b) of Proposition 2.4, we obtain singular Hermitian metrics
{95}s>0 on —Kx/v|x, = —Kx,/v, such that vV—10,, > —dwx holds on X, and the
upper-level set {x € Xy |v(gs,x) > 0} of Lelong numbers is not dominant over Y.
Since v¥: Z — Y is a smooth fibration over Yj, we have

= ZpijXo on Zy.
i=1
Hence, we obtain the metric G5 := > _._, prigs on —Kz,/y,. By construction, the upper-
level set {x € Zy|v(Gs,xz) > 0} of Lelong numbers is not dominant over Y, and the
curvature current /—10,, satisfies that

V=10, > —5Zpr;‘wx on Zj.
i=1

This indicates that —Ky, y, satisfies Condition (a) of Proposition 2.4 for the Kéhler
form > ! priwx on Zy. Consider the smooth Hermitian metric

= _prig)- (W) on L' = Zpr*L P* det . (L))"
=1

Recall that g; is the smooth Hermitian metric on det ¢, Ly, in Condition (d). Then,
we obtain that

1 T
V—10¢(L —I—Zprlgp wy + o ZZprfcwX on Zy.

i=1 i=1
Here we used ¢* = prf o ¢* for any 1 <i < r. Since wy + (1/r)n; is a Kéhler form on
Yy, the line bundle L'|z, satisfies Condition (b) of Proposition 2.4. On the other hand,
there exists the non-zero natural morphism

det p. (L) = (ps(L))*" = (L) on Yy,
which shows that h°(Zy, L) # 0 by the definition of L'. In particular, the line bundle
L'\, satisfies Condition (c) of Proposition 2.4 for # = 0 (and ¢’ = 0). The above

arguments enable us to apply Proposition 2.4, and then we obtain singular Hermitian
metrics {H:}eso on 1. (L") |y, such that /—10p, > —cwy ® id on Yj.
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We finally prove the desired conclusion using the metrics on L' induced by H.. Let
us consider the natural morphism

(2.3) v* (L") — L' on Z,

which is generically surjective by h%(Zy, L') # 0. Let G. be the metric on L'|z, induced
by ¢*H, and the above morphism. The diagonal subset A of the fiber product 7 is
identified with Xy. Note that L'|x 2 rL ® (<p* det <p*L)* holds under this identification
and (2.3) is not identically zero on A. By construction, the metric G¢|a on L'|a =
rL @ (¢* det p,L)* is well-defined (i.e., Gc|a # 00) and

V—10¢.|a > —et*wy|a > —cwx holds on A = X,,.

Note that the well-definedness follows since G. is constructed by the pull-back *H..
This curvature condition can be extended to X by codim(X \ Xy) > 2. Here, we used
that ¢: X — Y has equi-dimensional fibers. 0J

We finish the proof of Theorem 2.6. Let p be an integer with p/r € Z,. By Claim 2.9
and Condition (d), there exist singular Hermitian metrics {gs }s~0 on L|x, such that

1
\/—1@%,(L) > " (anp> — 0wy on Xp.
P

Let us apply Proposition 2.4 to 6 := (1/pr,)n,. Then, since 7, is the curvature of
det p.(pL), we see that

1 *
(2.4) VL ® (— det gp*(pL)) is weakly positively curved
pry
on Y (with respect to wy ); hence it is weakly positively curved on Y since wy is defined
on Y. The determinant sheaf

det ., L ® (L det go*(pL)) = det o, L — T det ¢.(pL)

pry Prp

is also weakly positively curved on Y. Here, we use the additive notation on the left-
hand side, which is justified on Y (see Remark 2.7). This implies that

(det V,)" = —det o.(pL) + % det o, L

> —det p,(pL) + P T et v«(pL) =0 on Yy
roopr,

is weakly positively curved, where the notation > denotes the difference is weakly
positively curved. On the other hand, since (p/r)L is sufficiently p-ample, the natural

morphism

W, := Sym” (¢, L) ® (I;) det go*L>* — w«(pl) ® (g det <p*L>* =V,
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is generically surjective for p > 1. The sheaf W, can be written as the p-th symmetric
tensor of (2.4) of p = 1; therefore W, is weakly positively curved. By the above
morphism, we see that V), is also weakly positively curved. O

2.4. Hermitian metrics on orbifold vector bundles. In this subsection, following
the discussions in [MMO07, Wu], we review some basic facts on orbifold structures.

Let (X,w) be a compact Kéhler space with quotient singularities. The space X can
be regarded as a Kéhler orbifold (see [MMO07, Section 5.4], [Wu, Definition 1] for the
precise definition); in particular, there exists an open cover U := {U,}aeca of X and a
Galois quasi-étale cover 7, : Ua — Ua /Gy = U,, where Ua is a smooth variety and G, is
a finite group. Recall that quasi-étale covers are defined as finite surjective morphisms
that are étale in codimension 1. The smooth variety U, is called a local smooth ramified
cover.

A reflexive sheaf F on X is called an orbifold vector bundle if {(7}F)**}, is locally
free for any o € A. The complex orbifold, denoted by F', is determined by the quotients
{(m:F)** |G} of the total space (as a vector bundle) of (7 F)**, which has the orbifold
morphism F' — X. Furthermore, the projective space orbifold bundle p: P(F) — X
and the tautological orbifold line bundle Oppy(1) can be also defined. A singular
Hermitian metric A on ¥ in the sense of Subsection 2.2 determines the orbifold metric,
that is, the family {h,}, of a (possibly singular) metric h, (defined by the pullback of
h) on (7:F)*™* compatible with the orbifold structure. The orbifold metric is said to be
smooth if h, is smooth for any . Then, we can define the notation of positivity for &
as in the case of locally free sheaves, and generalize [DPS94, Theorem 1.18] to orbifold
vector bundles. We emphasize that orbifold vector bundles themselves are sheaves, but
all the metrics and positivity are calculated on local smooth ramified covers.

Definition 2.10. Let w be a Kahler form on a Kahler orbifold X. An orbifold vector
bundle ¥ is said to be pseudo-effective in the strong sense if there exists a family {h. }.~o
of orbifold metrics on Op(ry(1) such that

V=164, (0p(r)(1)) + ep*w > 0 holds in the sense of currents

and the polar set {h. = 400} is not dominant over X, where the above inequality
means that it holds on each local smooth ramified cover of P(F"). The orbifold vector
bundle JF is said to be nef if h. in the above condition can be chosen as a smooth
orbifold metric.

The orbifold vector bundle F is said to be numerically flat (resp. Hermitian flat) if
both F, F* are nef (resp.F admits an orbifold metric whose curvature vanishes over
each local smooth ramified cover).

Theorem 2.11 ([Wu, Corollary 2, Theorem D|). Let F be an orbifold vector bundle on
a compact Kdhler orbifold X .
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(1) If F is weakly positively curved as a sheaf on X (see Definition 2.3) and satisfies
that c1(F) = 0, then F is a numerically flat orbifold vector bundle.

(2) The orbifold vector bundle F is numerically flat if and only if there ezists a
filtration of orbifold vector bundles

(25) 0==3FycHcCc---CF,1CF,=F
such that each quotient Fy,/Fy_1 is a Hermitian flat orbifold vector bundle.

Proof. Let {h.}.~ be singular Hermitian metrics on F satisfying the definition of weakly
positively curved sheaves (see Definition 2.3). We can easily see that the metrics on
Op(r)(1) induced by {h.}.o satisfies the definition of pseudo-effective orbifold vector
bundles in the strong sense. By [Wu, Lemma 1], a Kéhler form on X defines an orbifold
Kahler form modulo dd-exact forms with continuous potential. In particular, we may
assume that w in Definition 2.10 is an orbifold Kéhler form. Thus, Conclusion (1)

follows from [Wu, Corollary 2]. Conclusion (2) is a direct consequence of [Wu, Theorem
D). O

Corollary 2.12. Let F be a numerically flat orbifold vector bundle on a compact Kdhler
orbifold X. Assume that m1(Xyeg) = {id} and H'(Xyeg, Ox) = 0. Then, the sheaf F is
a trivial vector bundle on X.

Proof. Take the filtration as in Theorem 2.11. The quotient sheaf F,/F;._; is a Hermit-
ian flat vector bundle on X,e, (but not necessarily on X); therefore, it is induced by a
GL-representation of the (topological) fundamental group 7 (X,eg), which indicates that
F/Fr_1 is a trivial vector bundle. The extension class of 0 = F, — F — F/Fr_1 — 0
(which is an exact sequence of vector bundles on X, ) is trivial by H 1(Xreg, Ox) =0.
This indicates that J is trivial on X,ee, and thus it is trivial on X by reflexivity. 0J

3. Q-CoNic BUNDLES AND THE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM

Q-conic bundles naturally appear as an outcome of the MMP in our situation (see
Subsection 3.3 for details). For this reason, we respectively study Q-conic bundles and
conic bundles in Subsections 3.1 and 3.2. Furthermore, we clarify what the nefness of
anti-canonical bundles brings to the geometry of Q-conic bundles.

3.1. Q-conic bundles. In this subsection, following [MP08a, MP08b, Pro07], we sum-
marize the basic properties of Q-conic bundles. We first review the definition of Q-conic
bundles.

Definition 3.1. (1) Let X and S be normal analytic varieties. A fibration p: X — S
is called a Q-conic bundle if it satisfies following conditions:

e X has terminal singularities;
e v: X — S is equi-dimensional and of relative dimension 1;
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o —Kx is p-ample.
Throughout this paper, except for Subsection 3.2, we consider only a QQ-conic bundle
¢: X — § with dim X = 3.

(2) The discriminant divisor A of a Q-conic bundle ¢: X — S is defined by the union
of divisorial components of the non-smooth locus {s € S| ¢ is not a smooth fibration at s}.
(3) A Q-conic bundle ¢: X — S is said to be toroidal at s € S with respect to
U := Z/mZ if X is isomorphic to the quotient P! x C?/pu,, over a neighborhood of s.

Here the pu,,-action is defined by

(t; 21, 20) — (5bt;521,5_122),

where b is an integer with ged(m,b) = 1 and ¢ is the primitive m-th root of unity. In
this case, the singularities of X are cyclic quotient singularities of types (1/m)(b, 1, —1)
and (1/m)(=b,1,—1); furthermore, the singularities of the base S = C?/u,, are the
cyclic quotient of type A,,_1.

A @Q-conic bundle ¢: X — S with dim X = 3 can be explicitly described locally over
S. The following corollary is a direct consequence of the classification [Prol8, Corollary
10.85].

Lemma 3.2 ([Prol8, Corollary 10.85]). Let ¢: X — S be a Q-conic bundle with
dim X = 3 and A C S be the discriminant divisor. Then s € A if and only if o: X — S
is toroidal at s.

3.2. Conic bundles. In this subsection, we review conic bundles as presented in
[Sar82] and extend certain properties to the non-projective case (see Propositions 3.4
and 3.5). We derive Proposition 3.5 from Proposition 3.4. Proposition 3.4 is proved
by the same argument as in [Sar82] even in the non-projective case; hence we omit the
detailed proof.

Definition 3.3. A Q-conic bundle ¢p: X — S is called a conic bundle if X and S are
smooth.
Proposition 3.4. Let o: X — S be a conic bundle. Then we have:
(1) —=Kx is p-very ample; E = p.(—Kx) is a locally free sheaf of rank 3; E =
o«(—Kx) defines an embedding of ¢: X — S into p: P(E) — S:
X——PF

\/

Furthermore, the scheme-theoretic fiber X at a point s € S is a (possibly re-
ducible or non-reduced) conic on the projective plane P(E,)(= P?).
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(2) X CP(E) can be written as the zero locus of a section
o € HY(P(E), Op(p)(2) ® p*(—det E — Kg)).

(3) We identify P(E) with P? x U over a small open subset U C S with a coordinate
z. Then, the embedding X C P(E) =P? x U over U can be written as

X ={([ro: 21 :2],2) €EP*x U| Y ay;(2)msx; =0},

0<4,5<2

where a; j € Og(U). Furthermore, the discriminant divisor A coincides with the
non-smooth locus {s € S| is not smooth at s} and can be described as

A = {z € S| detla; ;(2)]? 0}.

ij=0 =
(4) For a given point s € U, by changing a coordinate z of U and a basis of E, we
can assume that a; ; = 0 for i # j. Furthermore, we can assume that
o a;,; € O3 (U) for any 0 <i <2 when X, is smooth;
o a;,; € Oy (U) for any 1 <i <2 and mults(ago) =1 when X, is reduced and
reducible.
(5) The discriminant divisor A is normal crossing in codimension 2 in S. Further-

more, the fiber X, of a general point s € A is reduced and reducible.
(6) c1(A) = —ci(det E) — 3¢1(Kg) holds.

Proof. Points (1) and (2) are due to [Sar82, 1.5]. Point (3) is due to [Sar82, Proposition
1.7]. Point (4) is due to [Sar82, Proposition 1.8, Point 5]. Point (6) is due to [Sar82,
Definition 1.6]. The divisor A is reduced by [Sar82, Corollary 1.9]. The first statement
of Point (5) follows from the proof of [Sar82, Proposition 1.8, Point 5] (see also [Prol8,
3.3.3]). The second statement of Point (5) follows from [Sar82, Proposition 1.8, Point
). O

Proposition 3.5. Let o: X — S be a conic bundle. Then, we have
pu(c1(Kx)?) = —der(Ks) — e (D).

Proof. The proposition is proved in the projective case (see [Mi83, 4.11]). We extend
the discussion of [Mi83, 4.11] to the non-projective case. By Proposition 3.4 (6), the
conclusion is equivalent to

4 1
QO*(Cl(Kx)2) = gcl(det E) + gcl(A)
We fix a smooth Hermitian metric h on F = ¢,(—Kx) and use the same notation
h to denote the induced metric on Opg)(1). Then, by the adjunction formula and

Proposition 3.4 (2), the conclusion is equivalent to the following formula:

(3.1) (e (Op(s) (1), 1) A [X]) = Sex(det B, det ) + 3[4,
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where [X], [A] are the integration currents and ¢1(Opg)(1), k), c1(det E, det h) are the
Chern curvatures divided by 2.

We first prove the desired formula on S\ A. For this purpose, we summarize some
formulas for the curvatures of vector bundles (e.g.,see [Dem, Section 15.C, Chap. V]).
Set n = dim S and r := rank E(= 3). For a given s € S\ A, we take a local frame
(ex)i_; of E giving an orthonormal basis of Es at s € 5, and then write the Chern
curvature of E as

(3.2) On(E) = > Ciaad?? NdZF @ e @ ey,

=Sy ST =AM >

n

where (2;)7_, is a local coordinate of S. Let [¥] € P(E;) be the point represented by
a vector > \_, xyey € EF with > \_, |z5|> = 1. Then, the curvature of Opg(1) at [z]
can be written as

(3.3) OOz (1)) = Y cnmaTuddd AdFF Y dey A dE,,
1<4,k<n,1<\,u<r 1<A<r—-1

where (£))5_} is the coordinate of P(E) induced by unitary coordinates on the hyper-

plane (Cx)*+ C E*. We identify P(E) with P"~! x U over an open neighborhood U C S

of s, and regard the Fubini-Study form Q on P"~! as the (1,1)-form on P(E). Then,

we can easily check that

g@h(omm(l))m =0 - \/2? <p*@h*(xi|z;*)x,x> for any [2] € p~'(s).

The pushforward of smooth forms can be described as a fiber integration near s € S\ A
(e.g.,see [GPRI4, Theorem 1.14, Proposition 2.15, Chap.II]). Hence, we obtain

p(er Oz (1), 1) A [X]), = / e1(Op(ny (1), h)?

VT, WO (B

2 Jx, | |2

)

where X is the fiber of p: X — S at s € S.
We consider the special case of X, = {z + 2% + 22 = 0}. We can easily see that
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where 0, is the Kronecker delta. Hence, by the formula (3.2), we obtain

/ ¢1(Op(e) (1), h)?

I
|
D
=
>
s
IS
N
<
>
ISH
I
ES

= %cl(det E deth).

The general case can be reduced to the special case. Indeed, by Proposition 3.4 (4), we
may assume that X, = {Coz? + Ci2? + Cyz? = 0}, where C; is a non-zero constant.
Hence, we see that X, is cohomologeous to {22+ 2% + 2% = 0} in P(E;). By the Stokes
formula, we can conclude that

/ c1(Op(m)(1), h)* = / c1(Opr) (1), h)?
s {z2+2?+22=0}
4
= gcl(det E deth).

The Fubini theorem shows that

/go*(cl(Op(E( /\a—/ a/\/ c1(Opm) (1 )
S\A B

for any smooth form a with Suppa € S\ A, which implies that
4
pa(c1(Opmy(1), h)* A [X]) = gcl(det E,deth) on S\ A.

We finally prove the desired formula (3.1) on S. The pushforward p, (c;(Opg)(1), h)
[X]) is a normal current; hence, by applying the support theorem (see Lemma 2.2), w
can find ¢; € R such that

La pa(er(Opm) (1), )* A [X]) = Y ei[A],
where {A;};c; are the irreducible components of A. We show that ¢; = 1/3 for any i by
regarding ¢; as the generic Lelong number along A;. Note that ¢; is independent of the

choice of metric h on E. Indeed, let b/ = he™ be another smooth Hermitian metric on
Op(g)(1) with some ¢ € C*°(P(E)). Then, we have

P(e1(Op(my (1), 1) A [X]) = pa(er1(Ozemy (1), )* A [X]) = %aaF

where F'is a function defined by

F(S) = y ¢ . (Cl(O]}D(E)(l) h)_'_Cl(O]P’(E ( ) h)) for s € S.
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To check that the Lelong number is independent of the choice of h, it suffices to show
that F'is continuous over any small 1-dimensional disc passing through a general point
of A, but this follows from the theory of cycle spaces (e.g.,see [Bar78, Corollaire 1]).

To finish the proof, for a general point s € A;, we construct a smooth Hermitian
metric h on E (e.g., by a partition of unity) such that h is flat on a neighborhood of s.
Then, by ¢1(Opg) (1), h) = Q, it suffices to show that

1
P9 A [X]) = 5[]
on a neighborhood U of s. In the following, we locally approximate X — S with
projective conic bundles { Xy — S}¥_;, and prove the desired equality by using [Mi83,
4.11]. (The proposition itself does not seem to be directly derivable from [Mi83, 4.11],
even when considering the following approximate argument.) Let 2922 + fi23 + foz3 be
a local defining function of X C P(FE), where fi, fo € O*(U). Let us regard U C S as
an open subset in P". Then, we can find gy € H(P" x P2, O(N) K O(2)) such that
(X NP(E)] = lim [Xy NP(E)] over U, where Xy := {gy = 0}
—00
by using the polynomial approximation of f;, fo (e.g., we can use the Taylor expansion).
By the Bertini theorem, a general member in H°(P" x P2, O(N) X O(2)) determines a
conic bundle over P". Thus, by replacing gy with the general member, we may assume
that Xy = {gy = 0} — P" is a conic bundle with discriminant divisor Ay. Since
Xy — P™is a projective conic bundle, we have

1

(% A [Xy NP(E)]) 3 Ap] over U

by [Mi83, 4.11]. Consequently, by taking the limit as N — oo in the space of currents,
we obtain the desired conclusion. Indeed, the pushforward p,(Q2? A ) defines a contin-
uous map from the space of currents on U x P? to that of U, which implies that the
left-hand side converges to p,(Q* A [X NP(E)]). On the other hand, the right-hand side
converges to [A;] by construction. O

3.3. Minimal Model Program. In this subsection, we review the MMP for Kahler
3-folds developed in [HP15a, HP15b, HP16], and observe what the MMP brings to
Conjecture 1.1 (see Corollary 3.11).

Theorem 3.6 ([HP15b]). Let X be a Q-factorial compact Kihler space of dimension
3 with terminal singularities. Assume that dim R(X) = 2, where R(X) is the base of

an MRC fibration X --» R(X) of X. Then, we have:
(1) X is bimeromorphic to an MFS (Mori fiber space); more precisely, there exist

a bimeromorphic map 7: X --+ X' and an MFS ¢: X' — S such that

(a) X --+ X' is obtained from the composition of divisorial contractions and flips;
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X" is a Q-factorial compact Kahler space with terminal singularities;

S is a Q-factorial compact Kahler space of dimension 2 with kit singularities;
S is non-uniruled and Kg is pseudo-effective;

—Kx: is p-ample and the relative Picard number p(X'/S) is 1;

v: X' — S is equi-dimensional and of relative dimension 1.

(2) The outcome X --» X' — S of the MMP factors through the Albanese map
a: X — A(X), that is, there exists the morphism : S — A(X) with the diagram:

X il X!
AX) L s

Proof. By running the MMP in [HP15b] for the initial variety X, we can find a bimero-
morphic map 7: X --+ X’ such that either Kx/ is nef or there exists an MFS ¢: X' —
S.

We can easily exclude the case where Ky is nef. Indeed, by [Bru06, Corollary 1.2],
we see that Y is non-uniruled if and only if Ky is pseudo-effective, where Y is a compact
Kéhler space of dimension < 3 with terminal singularities. Hence, by noting that X’ has
terminal singularities, if Ky is nef, the variety X’ is non-uniruled, which contradicts
dim R(X) = 2. Hence, except for (¢) and (d), the other properties follow from [HP15b].

The outcome X --» X' — S gives one of MRC fibrations of X, which implies
that S is a non-uniruled surface by dim R(X) = 2. The non-uniruledness shows that
K is pseudo-effective. Indeed, for a minimal resolution 7: S — S of S, we have
7Kg = Kg + E for some effective exceptional Q-divisor E. Since S is non-uniruled,
we see that K is pseudo-effective; hence so is Kg.

As in the case of the projective case, all the steps of the MMP (i.e., divisorial con-
tractions, flips, MFSs) are obtained from contractions of rational curves. Thus, since
the torus A(X) has no rational curve, the outcome X --» X’ — S factors through the
Albanese map X — A(X). O

Let us briefly examine the positivity of —Kx,. Suppose that we start from X with
the nef anti-canonical bundle —Kx, and obtain a bimeromorphic map 7: X --» X’ in
Theorem 3.6. We might expect that — K is still nef “outside the exceptional locus”
of m: X --» X', but proving this is not straightforward. In fact, after taking a smooth
form 7. € ¢;(—Ky) such that 7. > —cw, we can obtain 7,7, > —em,w on X', where w
is a Kahler form on X. However, it is unclear how the current m,w relates to a Kahler
form on X’. For this reason, we prepare Lemma 3.8 to compare Kéahler forms on X to
those on X".
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Setting 3.7. Before stating Lemma 3.8, we fix the notation. Assume that X in Theo-
rem 3.6 is smooth and —Kx is nef. The bimeromorphic map X --» X’ is decomposed
as follows:

(3.4) X = Xg--+X; - - Xy:=X,

where each bimeromorphic map m;: X; --» X;.; is a divisorial contraction or flip. Let
X be a compact Kihler manifold with a bimeromorphic morphism p;: X — X; that
resolves the indeterminacy locus of m; (when 7; is a flip). Depending on whether ; is
a divisorial contraction or flip, we obtain the following diagrams:

% Pi+1
X Pi+1 X :
Di
Xi

5
X1, X - X1

Ux

Note that Z; and X; are Kéhler spaces by [HP15b, Theorem 3.15]. The varieties X; are
biholomorphic to each other on a non-empty Zariski open set. This open set, regarded
as an open subset of all X;’s, is called a biholomorphic locus. Note that the complement
of the biholomorphic locus in Xy = X’ is of codimension > 2.

Lemma 3.8. We consider Setting 3.7. Then, for any 0 < i < N, there exists a Kahler
form w; on X; such that the Bott-Chern class

{po(Piawir — piwi)} + O(E, Kx)
is represented by a positive current that is smooth on the biholomorphic locus of X --»
X', where O(E, Kx) is a linear combination of the first Chern classes of Kx and the
exceptional divisors po.piE;. Here E; denotes the exceptional divisor of m;: X; — X1
(when it is a divisorial contraction). In particular, the Bott-Chern cohomology class
{posDiwi —wo} + O(E, Kx) is represented by a positive current that is smooth on the
biholomorphic locus of X --+ X'.

Remark 3.9. The proof of Lemma 3.8 works for Kéahler spaces of any dimension, pro-
vided that divisorial contractions or flips 7;: X; --+ X, exist. In the projective case,
Mori’s cone theorem and Kawamata’s base-point-free theorem contract the extremal
ray whose intersection number with the canonical divisor is strictly negative. This con-
traction is given by the Stein factorization of the litaka fibration of a suitably chosen
line bundle. As a result, the outcomes of MMP are always projective varieties. It
is conjectured that a Kahler variant of Mori’s cone theorem would similarly contract
Kéhler spaces to Kéhler spaces, which is verified up to dimension 3 (see [HP16]).
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Proof. Fix a Kéhler form wy on Xy. Assuming w; 1 has been constructed, we proceed
to inductively construct w;.

We initially consider the case where 7;: X; — X, is a divisorial contraction with the
exceptional divisor E;. Since —FE; is m;-ample, we can take a smooth form 6; € ¢;(FE;)
such that w; := mfw;11 — €6; is a Kahler form on X; for 1 > ¢ > 0. Then, we see that

po*(p;-k+1wi+1 - p:“%’) = po*pf(ﬂfwiﬂ - wi) = 5]90*17?92'-
The current po.p;6; represents ¢ (po.p; £;) = O(E), which finishes the proof.
We now consider the case where m;: X; --» X1 is a flip. Fix a Kéhler form wy, (up
to a rescaling) on Z; such that w;,1 > ¢ wz,. Furthermore, since — Ky, is g;-ample, we

can take a smooth form n; € ¢;(Ky,) such that w; := ¢fwy, — en; is a Kéhler form on
X; for 1 > ¢ > 0. Then, we can easily see that

Pos (Df1wit1 — Pjwi) = Dox(Piy Wit — D; (@ wz, — €mi))
= pO*(pf+1(Wi+1 - C_ILWZZ-) + 5Pf77i)-

The current epo.p;n; represents ec; (powp; Kx,) = O(Kx, E) and po. (pi (wit1 — ¢ wz,))
is smooth on the biholomorphic locus, which finishes the proof. O

Later, we will show that X --+ X’ described in Theorem 3.6 is actually an isomor-
phism when —Kx is nef. For this purpose, we need the following corollary on the
intersection number. Note that when X; is smooth, some in the following proposition
can be simplified by saying that — K, is modified nef. However, we do not use this
terminology in this paper due to the ambiguity of the definition of modified nefness on
singular spaces.

Proposition 3.10. We consider Setting 3.7. Let w; be a Kdhler form on X;. Then,
we have:

(1) There ezists a positive current T, € ¢1(—Kx,) + e{w;} such that T. is smooth on
the biholomorphic locus of X --+ X'.

(2) For a surface V C X, we have

(e1(Kx,)* {wi}) = 0 and (c1(=Kx,) - 1 (V) - {wi}) > 0.

Proof. By the nefness of —Kx, there exists a smooth (semi-)positive form S. € ¢;(—Kx )+
e{wo}. By Lemma 3.8, we can find a positive current P € {pop.pjw; — wo} + O(E, Kx)
such that P is smooth on the biholomorphic locus of X --» X’. The current p;.p§(S: +
eP) (defined on X;) is positive and represents

PisDy(C1(—Kx) + epospi{wi} + eO(E, Kx)).

The above class coincides with ¢ (—Kx,) + e{w;} + €O(Kx,) on the biholomorphic
locus, which is a Bott-Chern cohomology class on X;. Hence, by Proposition, 2.1 the
positive current p;.pg(S: +¢P) actually represents ¢1(—Kx,) +e{w;} +cO(Kx,). Then,
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Conclusion (1) easily follows since the O(K,)-part can be absorbed into the Kéhler
class and p;.pg(S: + €P) is smooth on the biholomorphic locus.

To prove Conclusion (2), we first remark that c¢;(V) is well-defined since X; is Q-
factorial. Let Q be a (2,2)-class defined by either ¢;(V) - {w;} or ¢1(—Kx,) - {w;}. In
any case, noting that pf(—Kyx,) and pfc; (V') are pseudo-effective, the pull-back pf@Q) can
be represented by a positive (2,2)-current. Hence, since S; is a smooth (semi-)positive
(1,1)-form, the intersection number ({p§S:} - pf@) is non-negative. Then, Conclusion
(2) follows from

(c1(=Kx,) - Q) = lim((e1(—KXx,) + e{wi} +cO0(Ky,)) - Q)

e—0

= 11 ({pz*pO(S + 5P)} Q)
= 11 {po(S: +eP)} - pi@Q)
{ Sa} 'pz’ ) > 0.

= hm

1(
1(
O

Corollary 3.11. We consider Setting 3.7 and the MFS ¢: Xy = X' — S in Theorem
3.6. Then, we have:

(1) —4c1(Kg) — e1(A) is pseudo-effective, where A is the discriminant divisor of the
MFS ¢: X — S (which is a Q-conic bundle).

(2) A =0, c1(Ks) =0, and (S) = 0 hold; in particular, ¢: X" — S is toroidal over
S and S has only rational double points. Furthermore, when S is smooth, the variety
X' is automatically smooth and p: X' — S is a (locally trivial) P*-bundle.

Proof. In the proof, we take Zariski open subsets Sy C S with codim(S \ Sp) > 2. To
maintain clarity in notation, we consistently refer to these subsets as Sy, even though
they may vary. Since —Kx/ is p-ample by Theorem 3.6 (d), we can take a Kéhler form
W € c(—Kx) + {¢*ws}, where wg is a fixed Kéahler form on S. By Proposition 3.10
(1), there exists a positive current

T. € —ai(Kx/) +e{w'} = —(L + e)ar(Kxr) + e{pws}

such that 7 is smooth on cp_l(So). Since X' is smooth in codimension 2, there exists Sy
such that ¢|x,: Xo := ¢ '(Sy) — Sp is a conic bundle. Note that the Bedford-Taylor
product T2 is defined on X/_ . By Proposition 3.5, the pushforward ¢, (7?) defined on

reg*
Sy is a positive current representing the following class on Sp:

pu((=(1+e)er(Kxr) +e{p'ws})?)
(35)  =—(1+e)'(der(Ks) + e1(A)) = 2e(1 + e)pucr (Kx) - {ws} + e*p.{0"wi}
— (1 +¢)*(4e1(Ks) + c1(A)) +4e(1 + ¢) - {ws}
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Here, we used that ¢.c;(Kyx/) = —2 and p.{p*w%} = 0 hold on Sy. Proposition 2.1
shows that o,(T?) is actually a positive current on S representing the Bott-Chern
cohomology class of the right-hand side. Since the mass measure of ¢,(77?) is uniformly
bounded, we may assume that ¢,(7?) has the weak limit by weak compactness (see
[Dem, (1.14), (1.23) Propositions, Chapter III]). Indeed, the total mass of o, (T?) with
respect to wg is the intersection number of (3.5) with {wg}, which is uniformly bounded
ine € [0,1). Note that S has singularities, but we can apply the weak compactness after
taking a resolution of singularities of S. Then, the weak limit of o, (T?) is a positive
current representing the class

lim —(1 +¢)?(dey (K) + ea(A)) +42(1 +€) - {ws} = —des (Ks) — e1(A).

)
This indicates that —4¢; (Kg) — ¢1(A) is pseudo-effective.
Theorem 3.6 (d) shows that A = 0 and ¢;(Kg) = 0 hold. The Q-conic bundle
¢: X' — S is toroidal by Lemma 3.2 and the singularities of S are rational double
points. Therefore, for the minimal resolution h: S — S, we have Kg = h*Kg, which

implies that x(S) = k(S) = 0. The latter statement of Conclusion (2) is a special case
of [AR14, Theorem 5. O

Remark 3.12. In the proof, if X’ is smooth, the Bedford-Taylor product T2 can be
defined on X’ as a positive current representing (c;(—K;) + e{w;})?. This is expected
to be true even when X' has singularities, which gives a more direct proof of Proposition
3.10, but we could not prove this expectation. We avoided this difficulty by considering
the (1, 1)-current o, (772) (instead of T7?).

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3. Throughout this section, let X
be a non-projective compact Kéahler 3-fold with nef anti-canonical bundle. As explained
in Subsection 1.2, we may assume that dim R(X) = 2 for Theorem 1.3. Furthermore,
by replacing X with a finite étale cover, we may assume that 7 (X) = Z%29 where q is
the irregularity of X. Here we used the fact that m;(X) is almost abelian (see [Pau97,
Théoreme 2] for the proof based on Monge-Ampere equations and see [Paul7, Theorem
1.4], [Cam95, Theorem 2.2] for the proof based on variations of Kahler-Einstein metrics).
We consider the case of ¢ # 0 in Subsection 4.2 and the case of ¢ = 0 in Subsection 4.3.

4.1. On the base of MRC fibrations. Before starting the proof of Theorem 1.3, we
determine the smooth minimal base of MRC fibrations of X.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a non-projective compact Kdihler 3-fold with nef anti-
canonical bundle such that dim R(X) = 2, where R(X) denotes the smooth minimal
base of MRC fibrations of X. Then, up to a finite étale cover of X, the base R(X) is
either a torus or a K3 surface. In particular, the augmented irreqularity of X is 2 or 0.
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Proof. By replacing X with a finite étale cover, we assume that m(X) = Z%%. In
particular, we have ¢ = dim A(X), where ¢ is the irregularity of X.

Consider the same situation as in Theorem 3.6. Since X --» X’ — S in Theorem
3.6 is an MRC fibration of X, we obtain the minimal resolution v: R(X) — S by
noting that R(X) is the smooth minimal base of MRC fibrations and the base of MRC
fibrations is uniquely determined up to bimeromorphic models. By Corollary 3.11, the
variety S has cyclic quotient singularities of type A,,_1 (see Definition 3.1), and thus,
we have

CI(KR(X)> = Cl(’y*Ks) =0.

The classification of surfaces (e.g., see [BHPV04]) implies that R(X) is a (2-dimensional)
torus or a K3 surface. Note that the possibilities of Enriques surfaces and hyperelliptic
surfaces are excluded by the non-projectivity of R(X).

We consider the case of ¢ = dim A(X) > 0. The Albanese map a: X — A(X) is
surjective by [Paul7, Theorem 1.4], and thus, so is f: S — A(X) in Theorem 3.6. By
pulling back 1-forms on A(X) using v: R(X) — S and 5: S — A(X), we can see that
R(X) is a torus, which indicates that ¢ > 2. In the case of ¢ = dim A(X) = 3, the
manifold X is non-uniruled, which contradicts dim R(X) = 2. Thus, we can conclude
that ¢ = 2 and R(X) is a torus.

We consider the remaining case of ¢ = dim A(X) = 0. In this case, the manifold X
is simply connected, and thus, so is R(X) by m (X) = m (R(X)) (see [Kol93, Theorem
5.2] and [BC15, Theorem 4.1]), which indicates that R(X) is a K3 surface. O

4.2. The case of X being non-simply connected. In this subsection, we prove
Theorem 1.3 under assuming that m (X) = Z%%7 ¢ # 0, and dim R(X) = 2.

Theorem 4.2. Consider the same situation as in the beginning of Subsection j.2. Then,
up to a finite étale cover of X, there exists a numerically flat vector bundle F on A(X)
such that X is isomorphic to the projective space bundle P(F) over A(X).

Proof. We initially show that §: S — A(X) in Theorem 3.6 is actually isomorphic. Note
that A(X) is a 2-dimensional torus by Proposition 4.1 and #: S — A(X) is surjective
by [Paul7, Theorem 1.4]. Then, we have Kg = 3*K4(x) + E for some effective divisor
E supported in the ramified locus of §: S = A(X). By ¢1(Kax)) =0 and ¢;(Kg) =0
(see Corollary 3.11), we deduce that E = 0, which indicates that 5: S — A(X) is étale
and S is a torus. We can see that 5: S — A(X) is isomorphic by the universal property
of Albanese maps.

By Corollary 3.11 (2), the MFS ¢: X’ — S = A(X) in Theorem 3.6 is a P'-bundle;
hence, up to a finite étale cover of X', there exists a vector bundle F on A(X) such that
X' 2 P(F) and det(F) = Oa(x) by [CPI1, Lemma 7.4] (see [Ele82] for more information
on Brauer groups). We show that F can be chosen to be numerically flat. We emphasize
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that the following discussion works only when X’ and S are smooth. By the formula
—Kxr = Op(5)(2) — ¢" det F = Op(5)(2),

it suffices to show that — Ky is nef. By applying the regularization theorem [Dem92,
Proposition 3.7] to the current in Proposition 3.10 (1), we obtain positive currents
T. € ci(—Kx') + e{wx/} with analytic singularities such that the singular locus of T
is not dominant over S. By the proof of Corollary 3.11, we have ¢,(c;(—Kx/)?) = 0
and lim._,o ¢.(T?) = 0; hence, the Lelong number of 7. uniformly converges to 0 on X’
by [Wu22b, Lemma 15]. Thus, we can conclude that —Kx- is nef by the regularization
with smooth forms (see [Dem92, Theorem 1.1], cf. the end of proof of [Wu22b, Theorem
4] and [Wu22b, Corollary 6]).

We finally show that X --» X' is actually an isomorphism. To achieve this, we focus
on the final step Xy_1 --+ Xy = X’ of the MMP (see (3.4)) and divide the proof into
three subsequent claims.

Claim 4.3. Xy_; --» Xy = X’ cannot be a flip.

Proof. Every rational curve R C X’ is contained in a fiber of p: X' X P(F) —» S =
A(X). Consequently, the intersection number (R - ¢;(—Kx/)) = deg(—Kp1) is positive.
This implies that X’ has no K x/-positive rational curves; therefore Xy_; --+ Xy = X’
cannot be a flip since a flip generates a K x/-positive rational curve. O

We consider the possible divisorial contraction 7 := wy_1: Xny_1 — Xy = X’ with
the exceptional divisor F.

Claim 4.4. Xy_1 --» Xy = X' cannot be a divisorial contraction contracting E to the
one point.

Proof. Since Xy_1 has terminal singularities, we have
(4.1) —Kx,_, =7"(—Kx,)—aE for some a > 0.
We can confirm that the equality ¢;(Kx,)? = 0 is satisfied. Indeed, the condition

c1(Kx,)? = 0 remains invariant under finite étale covers, which permits us to assume
that X' = Xy = P(F) with a numerically flat vector bundle F. Then, the desired
equality ¢;(Kx,)? = 0 can be obtained from Kx, = Op(s)(—2) and

1(Or)(1))* = ¢ (c1(F))e1(Op (1) — " (c2(F)) = 0.
By noting that E is contracted to the one point, we can see that c¢;(—Kx, ,)* =
a’ci(E)? by ¢1(Kx,)?> = 0. Then, since Og(—F) is ample, we obtain

(e1(Exy ) {wxy 1)) = a®(a(B)|p - {wn-1}lr) <O0.
This contradicts Proposition 3.10 (2). O
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Claim 4.5. Xy_1 --» Xy = X' cannot be a divisorial contraction contracting E to the
curve C := 7(E).

Proof. Assume that there exists a surface V' C Xy such that Kx,|y is numerically
trivial and V N E is an effective curve, where V' C Xy_1 is the strict transform of V.
Then, by (4.1), we can see that

(c1(=Kxy_,) - a(V)-wnv-1) = ala(=E) - aa(V) - wy-1) <0.
This contradicts Proposition 3.10 (2).

To find such a surface V', we show that C is a fiber of ¢: Xy = X’ — A(X), which
follows since X — A(X) is a smooth fibration outside a Zariski closed set of A(X) of
codimension > 2 by [Caol3, Proposition 1.6]. Indeed, otherwise, the image ¢(C') is a
curve in A(X). Then, a fiber of Xy_; — X’ — A(X) at a general point p € p(C) has at
least two irreducible components: the strict transform of the fiber F' of ¢: X’ — A(X)
at p and the inverse image of F' N C. This contradicts that X — A(X) is smooth
in codimension 1. Meanwhile, by [DPS94, Theorem 1.18|, the numerically flat vector
bundle  is constructed from a GL-representation of m1(S). Furthermore, since 7 (.5) is
abelian, this representation is the direct sum of 1-dimensional representations. Hence,
there exist Hermitian flat line bundles Lq, L, on S such that

0—>L; —F— Ly —0.

Define the surface V' C X' = X by the image of P(Ly) C P(F) via P(F) — X' = Xy.
Then, we can easily see that Kx, |y is numerically trivial and the intersection V N E is
the fiber 7: Xy_; — X’ = Xy at the non-empty 0-dimensional varieties V N C. O

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3 under assuming that m (X) = Z%% ¢ # 0,
and dim R(X) = 2. O

Remark 4.6. The final case (where E' is contracted to the curve C') can be actually
excluded by another approach without using [Caol3, Proposition 1.6] (see the final
step of the proof of Theorem 4.8). However, this approach explained in Theorem 4.8
is quite complex, and thus we provide a more straightforward proof here using [Caol3,
Proposition 1.6].

4.3. The case of X being simply connected. In this subsection, we prove Theorem
1.3 under assuming that m;(X) = {id} and dim R(X) = 2. Compared to Subsection 4.2,
a notable challenge is that S may have singularities, which prevents us from employing
the same argument as in Theorem 4.2. The following example helps us to understand
this difficulty.

Example 4.7. For a 2-dimensional torus A, we consider
X'i=(P' x A)/py — S = A/ o,
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where iy 1= Z/27 acts on P! x A by (=1) - (t,21,2) = (=t,—21,—22). Both S and
X' are simply connected and p: X’ — S is a Q-conic bundle such that — Ky is nef.
Nevertheless, the fibration ¢: X’ — S is not even locally trivial.

In fact, the above example never appears as an outcome of the MMP of X with nef
anti-canonical bundle. More precisely, the following theorem can be proved:

Theorem 4.8. Consider the same situation as in the beginning of Subsection j.3. Then,
the manifold X is isomorphic to the product of a K3 surface and the projective line P!,

Proof. By [Cam04, Corollary 6.7], there exists a quasi-étale cover 7: ST — S such
that ST is either a torus or a normal K3 surface (i.e., a normal surface whose minimal
resolution is a K3 surface) and 7: ST — S is an orbifold morphism (i.e.,it can be
locally described as 7: UT/G' — U/G induced by a morphism 7: UT — U and a group
homomorphism p: Gt — G such that 7(g2) = p(g9)7(2) holds for any g € G' and
z € UT, where UT (resp.U) is a local smooth ramified cover with the linear action of
the finite group G' (resp.G).) Note that any normal K3 surface is simply connected.
We consider the base change:

Xt 25 X/

ol
St —T— 8.

The fibration ¢: X’ — S satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.6 when we set
Yy := Sieg and L := —Kxs. Indeed, Conditions (a), (b), (c) are confirmed by Proposition
3.10, Corollary 3.11, and Theorem 3.6. Furthermore, Condition (d) can be confirmed
by orbifold structures as follows: Indeed, the reflexive sheaf V, defined by L = —Kx’ as
in Theorem 2.6 is an orbifold vector bundle on the orbifold S. By [Wu, Lemma 1], there
exists a continuous function ¥ on S whose pull-back on each local smooth ramified cover
is smooth such that wg + +/—190% defines an orbifold Kéhler form on S. For a smooth
orbifold metric g on detV,, we take C' > 1 such that v/~10, + C(wg + v/—190v)
is positive on each local smooth ramified cover. Then ge~“? is a metric satisfying
Condition (d). Consequently, Theorems 2.6 and 2.11 show that V, is a numerical flat
orbifold vector bundle on S. In the same way, we deduce that the fibration ¢f: XT — S '
also satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.6 when we set Yy := ST\ 77! (Sqye) and
L = —K+, by noting that v: XT — X’ is a quasi-étale cover and —K y+ is ¢f-ample
by the construction of ¢f: XT — ST. Consequently, the sheaf \7;, defined by L = — K+
is also a numerical flat orbifold bundle on ST.

We divide our situation into Case 1 and Case 2, and respectively prove Claim 4.9
and Claim 4.10.
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Case 1: The case where ST is a (2-dimensional) torus.
Case 2: The case where ST is a normal K3 surface.

Claim 4.9. In Case 1, up to a finite étale cover of ST, the variety X' is isomorphic
to the projective space bundle P(F) of a numerically flat vector bundle F over the torus
ST. Moreover, the vector bundle F admits a filtration by Hermitian flat line bundles:

0—-L, —F— Ly — 0.

Proof. Since ST is smooth, the sheaf \7;, defined as above is a numerical flat vector
bundle on the torus ST by [Wu22b, Main Theorem|. Then, [MW21, Proposition 2.5,
Remark 2.6 (b)] shows that ¢: XT — ST is locally constant. In particular, the variety
XTis smooth and ¢: XT — STis a P-bundle. Then, the first conclusion follows from
the same argument as in Theorem 4.2.

The flat vector bundle & is constructed from a GL-representation of the fundamental
group 71 (ST). Thus, since m;(S) is abelian, the vector bundle F admits the desired
filtration. OJ

Claim 4.10. In Case 2, the variety X' is isomorphic to the product ST x P*.
Proof. We initially show that (X[ ) = {id} by applying the Van Kampen theorem.

reg
Note that any normal K3 surface is simply connected. The variety ST is the universal
cover in the sense of orbifolds (see [Cam04, Définition 5.3]); hence, we obtain m(S],,) =
m1(ST) = {id}. Since ¢: X’ — S is a smooth P!-bundle on S, (which is preserved
under the base change), we deduce that m((¢")~'(S},,)) = {id}. Near a singular point

in Sgng at which 7: ST — S is not étale, both ¢: X’ — S and ¢f: XT — ST can be
locally described as follows:

(B! % C)/ptn —2— (B % )/

[ |
C?/ it ———— C*/ 1.

Here the action of € € p,,t is given by € - (t, 21, 20) = (%,e21,6 %) and 7 is given

by C?/pipmi — C?/ i, induced by the inclusion pi,,i — . To apply the Van Kampen
theorem, we regard X/, as the union of (¢f)~1(SI,) and open neighborhoods V; of

reg reg

(‘PT)_I(ST- )in XI . Then, we can see that

e V; is homeomorphic to (P* x C?\ {(0,0), (00,0)})/ tmi,
e (¢")71(SI,,) NV; is homeomorphic to (P! x (C?\ {0}) \ {(0,0), (c0,0)})/tmt,

reg

where 0 := (0,0) € C2. Consider the homomorphism induced by the natural inclusion:
m (P! x (C*\ {0})\ {(0,0), (00, 0)}/ptimt) = mi(B' x C*\ {(0,0), (00, 0)}/btun)-
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Since P! x (C2\ {0})\ {(0,0), (00,0)} and P! x C?\ {(0,0), (00, 0)} are the universal
covers respectively, the above homomorphism can be regarded as the identity map of
ftms. Therefore, the Van Kampen theorem shows that m (X[,,) = {id}.

The sheaf \7; defined by L := — K¢ is a numerical flat orbifold vector bundle on ST.
Since : XT — ST is an orbifold morphism, the sheaf (@T*V;)** is also a numerically
flat orbifold vector bundle. By Lemma 4.15 (which is proved later), we have

HY (X[, Ox,) = HY(XT, 0yt) = 0.

Then, Corollary 2.12 shows that (¢™V)** is a trivial vector bundle on X. Note that
the analogue of Lemma 4.15 in the 2-dimensional case is false, which is the reason to
consider the pull-back of \7; to XT. Since \7; is locally free on Sjeg, the projection formula
indicates that VI = ¢f((¢™V])**) holds on Sf.,; hence VI is a trivial vector bundle on
Sl By [MW21, Proposition 2.5] and m(S],,) = {id}, we conclude that ¢': XT — ST
gives the product structure Sjeg x P! over Sjeg. Precisely speaking, we need to check
Condition (2) in [MW21, Proposition 2.5, that is, the natural morphism Sym™ \7; —
Vi, on S, is a morphism of local systems. In our case, this is automatically satisfied
since the reflexive hulls of Sym™ Vf and Vi, are trivial vector bundles on ST (cf. [MW21,
Remark 2.6 (b)]).

If the meromorphic map ST x P! --» XT (obtained from the above product structure
over ST) fails to be an isomorphism, the fiber P! at a singular point of ST would be
contractible by [Kol91, Proposition 2.1.13]. However, such a contraction does not exist.

Therefore, we can conclude that X = ST x P O

We finally show that 7: X --+ X’ is actually isomorphic. This finishes the proof of
Theorem 4.8. Indeed, the MFS ¢: X’ — S is a conic bundle by noting that p: X' — S
is toroidal at any point. The fibration ¢: X = X’ — S is a locally constant P!-bundle
by the same argument as in Theorem 4.2. Meanwhile, since 7 (X) = m;(.S) holds by
[Kol93, Theorem 5.2] and [BC15, Theorem 4.1], the base S is simply connected, which
implies that X = X’ is the product of S and P!.

To verify that w: X --» X’ is isomorphic, we divide our situation into the four
subsequent claims as in the proof of Theorem 4.2.

Claim 4.11. In both Case 1 and Case 2, the final step Xy_1 --+ Xy = X' of the
MMP cannot be a flip.

Proof. The same strategy as in Theorem 4.2 works. Let R be a rational curve on X’.
Let d be the degree of the restriction v~ *(R) — R of v: XT — X’. Then, we see that

(ex(Kx) - R) = S(a(Kx) v (R) <0



30 SHIN-ICHI MATSUMURA AND XIAOJUN WU

This implies that 7: Xy_; --» Xy = X’ cannot be a flip. ]

Claim 4.12. In both Case 1 and Case 2, the final step 7: Xy_1 --+ Xy = X' cannot
contract a surface to the one point

Proof. Let d be the degree of v: X7 — X’. In both Case 1 and Case 2, we have
K%, = (1/d)v. K%, = 0 since K%, = 0 holds and v: X — X" is an orbifold morphism.
Then, by the same argument as in Claim 4.4, we obtain a contradiction. O

Claim 4.13. In Case 2, the final step m: Xn_1 --+ Xy = X' cannot contract a surface
E to a curve C.

Proof. In Case 2, for a general t € P!, the surface V := v(ST x {t}) C X’ such that
Kx,|v is numerically trivial and V N E is an effective curve, where V is the strict
transform of V. Then, by the same argument as in the first paragraph of Claim 4.5 we
obtain a contradiction. U

Claim 4.14. In Case 1, the final step m: Xn_1 --+» Xy = X' cannot contract a surface
E to a curve C.

Proof. We initially consider the case where C intersects with the image V := v(P(Ls)).
In this case, we can see that K, |y is numerically trivial and V N E is an effective
curve, where V' C Xy_; is the strict transform of V. Hence, the same argument as in
the first paragraph of Claim 4.5 yields a contradiction. Thus, we may assume that C'
does not intersect with v(P(Ls)).
We will prove that after the base change by v: XT — X, the contraction 7y_1: Xy_1 —

Xy = X' coincides with the blow-up of X = X’ along C, which will lead to a contra-
diction. To confirm this, we consider the following diagram:

P(F|pt) ——— P(F) = XT —— X' = Xy =y v

TI=TTN_1
L L [

T := ot (CT) y ST — §=951/G,

where CT := v71(C).

We now prove that 7' is the disjoint union of elliptic curves. Consider the irreducible
decomposition T = U;T;. By [Uen75, Lemma 10.8], there exists an abelian variety in
ST containing 7;. Since ST is a non-projective torus of dimension 2, the curve 7; must
be an elliptic curve. If T;NT; # () for some i # j, there exists g € G such that T; = ¢T;
holds by 7(T;) = ¢ o v(CT) = 7(T}). Then, up to a translation of T; and g7}, we can
see that ¢gT; — ST — ST/T; is an isogeny. By [BL99, Proposition 6.1, Chap I], up
to an isogeny of ST, the torus ST is the product of elliptic curves. In particular ST is
projective, which contradicts the assumption that ST is a non-projective torus.
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Subsequently, we prove that CT is also the disjoint union of elliptic curves. For
simplicity, we assume that 77 is connected (equivalently, 77 is irreducible). Note that,
in the general case, applying the same argument to each connected component of 7'f
yields the desired conclusion. To this end, we write the divisor CT on P(F|+) as

(4.2) Cct = O]p(gqﬂ)(a) + QDT*D

for some a € Z and some line bundle D on 7", and prove that a > 0 and D is numerically
trivial. By considering the intersection number with a general fiber of P(F|;+) — T, we
can see that a > 0 since Op(g‘ﬂ)(l) is nef. Meanwhile, by the exact sequence in Claim
4.9, we can see that ¢1(Opg)(1)) = c1(P(L2)), where P(L,) is regarded as a divisor on
P(F). Hence, by the assumption that C' N v(P(Ly)) = @), we have

(4.3) (ct- Op(g1,4)(1)) = (CT- Op) (1)) = 0.

By using (4.3) and (Op(g,,)(1) - Op(z,,)(1)) = 0, we deduce that ¢;(D) = 0.
We consider two cases, depending on whether the following exact sequence, obtained
from restricting the exact sequence in Claim 4.9, splits or not:

0 — Ly|pt = Flpt — La|pt — 0.

We first consider the case where this sequence splits on the elliptic curve T'f. Take a
lattice A of C such that 7T =2 C/A. Then, since L;|pt, Lo|rt, and D are numerically
trivial line bundles, we can take the corresponding unitary representations

1, p2, pp i A — U(1).

Take a section
s € HO(P(F|rt), Op(|,.)(a) + ¢ D) = H(T", Sym®(Ly |7t & Lo|rt) ® D)

whose divisor div(s) coincides with C'. By pulling back s to the universal cover C x P!,
the section s can be identified with an element

> (! € 0(C)u, ]
i.520,i+j=a
satisfying that
fii(z + A) = fi;(2)p1(A\)'p2(N) pp(A) for any A € A,
where (z, [u : v]) is a coordinate of C x P!. The Liouville theorem shows that f;; are

constant functions on C. This indicates that CT is smooth and is the disjoint union of
elliptic curves. Indeed, the inverse image of C' in C x P! can be written as

{(z,[u:v]) € C xP*| Z fiu'v? =0},
i.j>0,i+j=a

and CT is the quotient of this inverse image.
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We consider the remaining case where the above exact sequence does not split. In
this case, by considering the extension class, we can see that Li|p+ = Lao|p+ and that
P(F|rt) is the same as in [DPS94, Example 1.7]. By [DPS94, Example 1.7], we can
see that ¢1(Op(s,)(a)) contains the only positive current associated with an effective
curve whose support is P(Ly|pt). This indicates that CT = P(Ly|st) by ¢ (CT) =
c1(Op(g,,)(a)), and thus C' is an elliptic curve.

Consider the normalization X]T\,_1 of the fiber product X' x x» Xy_1:

.
XL, s Xy

|+ lw:m_l

Xt —r 5 X,

We prove that
(XL, BT =P E) — (XT,CT)

satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 4.16 (which is proved later) to conclude that it
coincides with the blow-up of XT along CT. Condition (0) of Lemma 4.16 is satisfied
since CT and X1 are smooth. Additionally, Condition (3) is also satisfied since Xn_; has
isolated singularities and v: X7 — X’ is ramified along only X} . (which are finitely
many points). As was the projective case, the contraction m: Xy_1 — X' satisfies
Conditions (1), (2) and both —E and —Kx,_, are m-ample (see [HP15a, Lemma 7.8]
for (2) and [HP15a, HP15b, HP16]). By noting that v: XT — X’ is ramified along
only X/, we can see that 7': (X}_, ET) = (XT,C1) also satisfies Conditions (1),

(2) and both —ET = —v™E and Ky = —™ Ky, , on X},_, are 7f-ample outside
v (X, .). To check that —ET = —™E is n'-nef, we take a fiber F of XI_, — XT.

sing
Since v7(F) is a curve contracted by 7: Xy_; — X’ = Xy, we have

(-EV.F)=(—v"E-F)=(-E-V'(F)) >0

which implies that —ET is w'-nef. Hence, Conditions (4), (5) are satisfied. Lemma 4.16
shows that «: (X _,, ET) — (X, C1) is actually the blow-up of Xt along C.

Now, let us compute intersection numbers and derive a contradiction. By the formula
Ky = 7Kyt + BT, we have

N-1

(K% w) ="Ky w) +2(n" Ky - BN w) + ((B7)? - w),
N-1
where w is a Kahler form on X]Tv_l. The left-hand side is non-negative. Indeed, for
T. € ci(—Kxy_,) + e{wn_1} in Proposition 3.10 (1), the pull-back v™(7.) represents

a(=Kyi )+ v™e{wy_1} and is smooth outside a Zariski closed set of codimension
N-1
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> 2 since vT: X]_| — Xy_y is quasi-étale. Thus, by noting that X1 _, is smooth,

we see that the Monge-Ampere operator v™(7.)? is well-defined. This implies that

(K?{T -w) > 0. Meanwhile, the right-hand side is negative. Indeed, the first term is
N

Zero by1 K% = 0. Furthermore, the second term is also zero since Kxt|ct is numerically
trivial by

Kxilot = (Kxilp@ip)let = Ke@,plot = 0.
Since O(—E")|pt = Op(y

CT/XT)(l) holds and N¢+,/x+t is numerically flat, we can see that
for 7f|pi: BT — CT,

(B w) = (Op(nyy oy (—1) - wle)

:—/Xﬂmmwm0<o
ct

This is a contradiction. O

This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.8, and thus completes the proof of Theorem 1.3
under assuming that m(X) = {id} and dim R(X) = 2. O

In the following, we give the proofs of the two lemmas used in the proof. Lemm 4.15
is an easy variant of [Wu22a, Lemma 4] and Lemma 4.16 is a Kéhler counterpart of
[Tzi03, Proposition 1.2].

Lemma 4.15. Let X be a (not necessarily compact) analytic variety of dimension 3 and
let B be a vector bundle on X. Assume that X has isolated cyclic quotient singularities:
more precisely, near a singular point, there exists m € Z+ such that X = D/u,,, where
D is a polydisc centered at the origin and the action of i, is given by

e+ (20,21, 22) = (P20, 6P1 21,2 29) for e € pi,

for some p; € Z with isolated singular point. Then, the morphism HY(X,E) —
H(Xyeg, F) induced by the restriction morphism is isomorphic.

Proof. The germ of X at any point x is Cohen-Macaulay. In particular, the depth of
Ox, (ie.,the length of maximal regular sequences contained in the maximal ideal) is
equal to the Krull dimension of Ox ,. Since E is locally free, the depth of E, at any
point z is 3. By [ST06, Theorem 1.14], the morphism H'(X,E) — H'(Xyeq, E) is
isomorphic. O]

Lemma 4.16. Let f: (Y,E) — (X,C) be a divisorial contraction between normal
Kahler spaces X andY of dimension 3 such that E is an irreducible surface and f(E) =
C is a curve. Assume the following conditions:

(0) f(E) = C is a smooth curve and X is smooth near C.

(1) f: Y — X is a projective morphism.
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(2) A general fiber of f|g: E — C is smooth, connected, and contained in the reqular
locus of E.

(3) The singular locus of Y is not dominant over C.

(4) —F is a f-nef Q-Cartier divisor on'Y and f-ample outside finitely many points
of X.

(5) =Ky 1is a Q-Cartier divisor on'Y and f-ample outside finitely many points of
X.

Then, the contraction f:Y — X coincides with the blow-up p: Ble X — X of X along
C.

Proof. The problem is local in X. Thus, we may assume that X is smooth. We first
reduce the problem to show that f: Y — X coincides with p: Ble X — X outside
finitely many points of X. If f: Y — X coincides with the blow-up outside finitely
many points of X, then we can find a bimeromorphic map

m:Y --+ Blg X over C that is isomorphic in codimension 1

by noting that f: E — C'is an equidimensional fibration. We conclude that 7: Y --+
Blg X is actually an isomorphism by checking the assumptions of [KM98, Remark 6.37,
Lemma 6.39] are satisfied. For any f-ample Cartier divisor A on Y, the Weil divisor
7. A corresponding to A via m: Y --» Blg X is a Cartier divisor on BlgX (since Blg X
is smooth). For the p-ample exceptional divisor —B on Blg X, the Weil divisor 7' B
is —F, which is f-nef and Q-Cartier by assumption. Thus, [KM98, Lemma 6.39] shows
that 7: Y --» Bl X is an isomorphism.

We finally show that f: Y — X coincides with the blow-up of C outside finitely
many points of X. By Condition (4), it is sufficient to show that for any d > 0,

f.O(—dE) = 14,

over the Zariski open set where —FE is f-ample. We may assume that Y is smooth by
Condition (3). Furthermore, we may assume that the restriction f|g: £ — C (on a
non-empty Zariski open set of E) is a smooth morphism between smooth spaces. Since
Op(—dE) = Kg — Ky|g — (d+ 1)E|g holds and — Ky is f-ample, the relative Kodaira
vanishing theorem shows that

R f.(Op(—dE)) =0 for any i > 0,d > 0,
which finishes the proof by [Mor82, Lemma (3.32)]. O

We finally check that Theorem 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.3 by using almost the
same arguments as in [CH19, Theorem 1.4].

Proposition 4.17. Theorem 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.5.
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Proof. Let X be a non-projective compact Kéhler 3-fold with nef anti-canonical bundle.
We first show that X admits a locally trivial MRC fibration X — Y onto a smooth
surface with ¢;(Y) = 0. The manifold X admits a finite étale cover X', one of the
lists in Theorem 1.3. If ¢;(X’) = 0, then ¢;(X) = 0; hence we may assume that X’
admits a non-trivial locally constant MRC fibration. Let ¥ C Tx be the (unique)
saturated integrable subsheaf such that the F-leaf through a very general point ©z € X
is a fiber of the MRC-fibration. By Theorem 1.3, the sheaf F is a regular foliation
that is invariant under passing to finite étale covers. Hence, by [Hor07, Corollary 2.11],
there exists a smooth morphism ¢: X — Y such that Tx,y = JF. Since the general
fiber is P!, the fibration ¢: X — Y is locally trivial by the Firscher-Grauert theorem.
By Proposition 3.5, the line bundle — Ky is pseudo-effective. Since Y is not uniruled,
we have ¢, (Y) = 0.

The fibration ¢: X — Y is the MFS of X; hence —Kx is p-ample line bundle. By
Theorem 2.6, since Y is smooth, we can find a ¢-ample line bundle B such that ¢, (pB)
is numerically flat for 1 < p € Z,. Note that the numerically flatness follows from
[Wu22b, Main Theorem|. Then, we see that ¢: X — Y is locally constant by [MW21,
Proposition 2.5]. Since Y is a compact Kéhler, Condition (2) in [MW21, Proposition
2.5] is automatically satisfied (see [MW21, Remark 2.6 (b)]). O
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