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RELATIVE AUGMENTED BASE LOCI ON
NOETHERIAN SCHEMES

YUSUKE USHIRO

ABSTRACT. Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noether-
ian schemes and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. We show that
the relative augmented base locus of L coincides with the relative
exceptional locus of L. We also prove a semi-ampleness criterion
in terms of the exceptional locus generalizing the result of Keel.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian schemes, let
L be an invertible sheaf on X, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf
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on X. Then the f-stable base locus SBf(L) of L is defined as

SBy(L) = (] Supp Coker(f*f. L™ — L®™),

m€Z>0

and the f-augmented base locus B, ¢(L) of L is defined as

B, f(L):= () SBHL®" @0, A7)

m€Z>0

(cf. Definition 221). We define the f-exceptional locus E;(L) of L
as the set-theoretic union of all the integral closed subschemes V' of X
such that L]y are not f|y-big (cf. Definition B.I0).

The main results of this paper are the following two theorems, The-
orem [[.T] and Theorem [[L2l These are proved in Section 4L

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem[6). Let f : X — S be a projective morphism
of noetherian schemes. Let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X. Then,
we have By f(L) = E¢(L).

Nakamaye first showed the theorem for the case when X is a smooth
variety and S = Spec k, where k is an algebraically closed field of char-
acteristic 0 (cf. [Nak00]). Ein-Lazarsfeld-Mustata—Nakamaye-Popa
showed analogous results for the case when X is a smooth complex va-
riety, S = SpecC and L is an R-divisor ([ELM*09]). Cacciola-Lopez
showed the theorem for the case when X is a normal variety, the dimen-
sion of non-lc locus of X is less than or equal to 1, S = SpecC and L is
a Q-Cartier Q-divisor (cf. [CL14]). Boucksom—Cacciola-Lopez proved
related results concerning the restricted volume for the case when X
is a normal variety and S = Spec k, where k is an algebraically closed
field ([BCL14]). Cascini-M°Kernan-Mustata proved the theorem for
the case when S = Spec k, where k is an algebraically closed field of
positive characteristic (cf. [CMM14]). By using Fujita’s vanishing the-
orem, Birkar proved the theorem for the case when S = Spec k with
an arbitrary field k& and L is an R-Cartier R-divisor (cf. [Birl7]). Sti-
gant mainly showed the theorem for the case when S is excellent and
B, ¢(L|x,) = Ey(L|x,) where g : Xg — Sg is the induced morphism

(cf. [Sti21]).

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem[R)). Let f : X — S be a projective morphism
of noetherian schemes and let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X.
Then, there ezists a closed subscheme F of X such that Supp(F) =
Ef(L) and SBf(L) = SBf‘F(L|F) hold.
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Keel first proved the theorem for the case when S = Speck with a
field k of positive characteristic and SB¢(L) = () (cf. [Kee99]). Cascini-
M¢Kernan—Mustata simplified the proof for the case when k is an al-
gebraically closed field of positive characteristic (cf. [CMMI4]). Birkar
proved the theorem for the case when S = Spec k with an arbitrary field
k, L is an Q-Cartier Q-divisor and SB¢(L) = 0 (cf. [Birl7]). Cascini-
Tanaka showed the theorem for the case when S is an F,-scheme (cf.
[CT20l, Subsection 2.5]). Although their definition of E¢(L) is slightly
different from our definition, we shall show that these two definitions
are equivalent (cf. Remark B.IT]). Stigant showed the theorem for the
case when S is excellent, L[y, is semi-ample and F is reduced. (cf.
[SE21)).

In Section B, we mainly show the following result.

Theorem 1.3 (Corollary BI0). Let f : X — S be a projective mor-
phism of noetherian schemes, with X reduced and S affine. Let L be
an invertible sheaf on X, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on
X. If Ly is f|y-big for any irreducible component V' of X, then for
sufficiently large m € Z~g, there is an effective Cartier divisor D on
X such that L®™ ~ A ®p, Ox(D).

1.1. Sketch of the proofs. To prove Theorem [[.I] and Theorem L2,
we basically follow the strategies of [CMMI4] and [Birl7]. In place of
the dimension over fields, we use the generic length over base schemes.

Definition 1.4 (Definition 2.6]). (1) Let A be a noetherian ring
which has only one minimal prime ideal p and let M be a
finitely generated A-module. Then, we define the generic A-
length ge.len, M of M as the length of A,-module M,.

(2) Let X be an irreducible noetherian scheme and let F be a co-
herent sheaf on X. Let £ € X be the generic point of X,.q.
Then, we define the generic X-length geleny F of F as the
length of Ox ¢-module Fe.

Note that the generic X-length is not defined when X is not ir-
reducible. We show the following two inequalities: Lemma and
Lemma [L.6

Lemma 1.5 (Lemma [L1]). Let f : X — S be a projective morphism
of noetherian schemes, with S irreducible. Let d = dim(X/S). Let F
be a coherent sheaf on X, and let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X.
Then, for any j € Zso, there is a positive real number C' € Ry such
that for sufficiently large m € Z-y,

geleng R f,(F ®o, L¥™) < Cm*
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holds.

Sketch of the proof of LemmalLd Let N be the nilradical ideal sheaf
of X. By using the exact sequence

0— NTL 5 VT NN 0,

we reduce the proof to the case where X is reduced. When X is reduced,
by taking the generic fibre of f(X), we can reduce the proof to the
case where S = Speck with a field k, which is shown by Birkar (cf.
). O

Lemma 1.6 (Lemma [2)). Let f : X — S be a projective surjective
morphism of irreducible noetherian schemes. Let d .= dim(X/S). Let
& be a coherent locally free sheaf on X, and let L be an f-nef invertible
sheaf on X. If L is f-big, there is a positive real number C' € R+ such
that for sufficiently large m € Zo,

ge.leng f.(€ ®o, L¥™) > Cm*
holds.

The proof is similar to the one of Lemma[[.LAl The key lemma is the
following.

Lemma 1.7 (Lemma[d3). Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of
noetherian schemes, with S affine. Let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf
on X, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Assume that L
15 f-weakly big. Then, for sufficiently large m € Z, there is a section
s € HY(X, L™ ®0, A1) such that s|x,., # 0 holds.

By using Lemma [[L3 and Lemma [[L6 we show the Lemma 7]

Sketch of the proof of Lemma[l.] We show the following simple two
cases:

(i) X is reduced,;

(ii) X is irreducible.
We can show the general case by the combination of this two cases.

(i) There is an irreducible component X; of X such that L|y, is f|x,-
big. Let X’ be the union of the other irreducible components. Let 7" be
the scheme-theoretic intersection of X; and X’. We may assume that
S and f(X;) are affine and write f(X;) = Spec R with a noetherian
ring R. Let d = dim(X,/f(X1)) and let M, = L™ ®o, A~'. By
Lemma [[.6 there is a positive real number C; € Ry such that for
sufficiently large m € Z,

gelen, HY(X, M,,|x,) > Cim?
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holds. By Lemma [[.3] there is a positive real number Cy € R such
that for sufficiently large m € Z-,,

geleny H(T, M,,|7) < Cym®™*
holds. By the exact sequence
H(X, My,) = H° (X1, M| x,) ® HY(X', M| x:) — HY(T, My, |7),

we can show that the natural morphism H°(X, M,,) — H°(X1, M, |x,)
is not zero for sufficiently large m.

(ii) We may assume that S and f(X) are affine and write f(X) =
Spec R with a noetherian ring R. Let A be the nilradical ideal sheaf of
X. Let d = dim(X/f(X)) and let M,, == L®"®0, A~'. By Lemmal[L0]
there is a positive real number C; € R such that for sufficiently large
m € Zo,

gedenp H(Xreq, M| x,.,) > Cim?
holds. By Lemma [[.3] there is a positive real number Cy € R such
that for sufficiently large m € Z-,,

geleny HY(X, N ®0, M,,) < Com®*
holds. By the exact sequence
HY(X, M) = H*(Xred, Mol x,..) = H'(X,N ®oy M,,),

we can show that the natural morphism H°(X, M,,) = H®(Xea, Mon|x...)
is not zero for sufficiently large m. O

To prove Theorem [[.3] the key lemma is the following.

Lemma 1.8 (Lemma [B.6). Let R be a noetherian ring, and let M
be a finitely generated R-module. For each i € {1,2,...,n}, let p; €
Spec R, let R; == R/p;, and let M; be an R-submodule of M. For each
i €{1,2,...,n}, assume the following conditions:

o p,(M/M;) =0, in particular, M/M; is an R;-module;

o if dim R; = 0, geleny (M/M;) > log, n;

o ifdim R; > 1, gelenp (M/M;) > 1.
Then, J;—, M; # M holds.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma[l.8 We can reduce the proof to the case
where M is finitely generated Z-algebra. In this case, for each ¢ €
{1,2,...,n}, pick a maximal ideal m; of R such that p; C m;. Let e be
a sufficiently large integer. Let q = [, m¢, let M’ := M/qM, and
let M! = f(M;), where f : M — M’ be the natural surjection. By
Lemma 5.5 ([2)), it is enough to show that (J_, M} # M'. Then we can
show the following conditions:

o #M' < oo
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o #(M'/M}) > n

Thus we have

! / #M, /
(UM><Z#M Z#M//M, ne— = #M' < oo,

which implies | J;, M! # M'.

O

Acknowledgments. The auther would like to thank Professor Hiromu
Tanaka for many comments and discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation.

(1) We freely use the notation and terminology in [Har77]. In par-
ticular, for the definitions of projective morphisms and quasi-
projective morphisms of schemes, we refer to [Har77].

(2) Let S be a set. #S denotes the number of the elements of S if
S is a finite set. If S is an infinite set (resp. a finite set), we
write #5 = oo (resp. #S < ).

(3) Given a ring A, f : M — N is an A-homomorphism if it is a
homomorphism of A-modules.

(4) Let A be an integral domain. Let o : Z — A be the natural ring
homomorphism. For a prime number p, A is of characteristic p
if the kernel of « is the ideal (p). A is of positive characteristic
if A is of characteristic p for some prime number p. A is of
characteristic 0 if « is injective.

(5) Given a field extension k — k', tr.deg,, k" denotes transcendence
degree of k' over k.

(6) Let X be an integral scheme. Then K (X) denotes Ox ¢, where
¢ is the generic point of X. Let A be an integral domain. Then
K(A) denotes K (Spec A).

(7) Given a closed subscheme Y of a scheme X, Supp(Y’) denotes
Y cosidered as a closed subset of X.

(8) Given a morphism f : X — Y of schemes and a closed sub-
scheme X’ of X, f|x/ denotes the induced morphism X’ —
x4y,

(9) Let X be a noetherian scheme. Let Y1,Y5,...,Y, (resp. Y,
(A € A)) be closed subschemes of X. Then the scheme-theoretic
union (resp. scheme-theoretic intersection) of Y1,Ys, ... Y, (resp.
Yy (A € A)) is the closed subscheme of X determined by the
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coherent ideal sheaf (', Z; (vesp. > .5 Zx), where Z; (resp.
7)) is the ideal sheaf of Y; (resp. Y)).

(10) The notation N (resp. U, C) denotes the set-theoretic intersec-
tion (resp. union, inclusion) except for Section @l Given closed
subschemes Y7 and Y5 of a scheme X, we write Y; = Y5 if Y] is
equal to Ys as closed subschemes. If confusion may arise, we use
the notation Supp(—) clearly to show that the scheme structure
is ignored.

(11) Given a proper morphism f : X — Y of schemes and a closed
subscheme X’ of X f(X’) denotes the scheme-theoretic image
of flx (cf. [Sta23] Tag 01R7]). If X’ is integral (resp. irre-
ducible, reduced), then also f(X’) is integral (resp. irreducible,
reduced).

(12) Let f : X — Y be a morphism of schemes and let y € Y.
Then X, is defined as X, = X Xy Speck(y), where k(y) is the
residue field of y on Y. Let F be an Ox-module on X. Then
F|x, denotes g* F, where g : X,, — X is the induced morphism.

(13) Given a scheme X, a quasi-coherent sheaf F on X, and a section
s € H°(X,F), s(x) denotes the image of s to F,/m,F,, where
m,, is the maximal ideal of Ox .

(14) Let X be a scheme. X,.q denotes the reduced scheme associated
to X (cf. [Har77, Exercises 11.2.3]). The nilradical ideal sheaf
of X is the ideal sheaf of X,.q on X.

(15) Let X be a reduced scheme and let Y be an irreducible compo-
nent of X. Then we view Y to be equipped with the reduced
induced structure.

(16) Given a scheme X, quasi-coherent sheaves F and G, an Ox-
submodule F’ of F, and a morphism ¢ : F — G of Ox-module,
o(F') denotes the image sheaf of the restricted homomorphism
(Z5| Frol F — g.

(17) Let f : X — S be a proper morphism of noetherian schemes,
and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. L is said to be f-free
if the natural morphism f*f,L — L is surjective. L is said
to be f-very ample if L is f-free and the induced morphism
X — P(f.L) is a closed immersion. L is said to be f-semi-
ample (resp. f-ample) if there exists a positive integer m € Z
such that L®™ is f-free (resp. f-very ample). L is said to be
f-nef if L|x, is nef for any closed point s € S. Then L is f-
nef if and only if L]y, is nef for any point s € S (cf. [CT20,
Lemma 2.6]). If L is f-free (resp. f-very ample, etc.), we may




8 YUSUKE USHIRO

simply say L is relatively free (resp. relatively very ample, etc.)
or L is free (resp. very ample, etc.) over S.

(18) Let X be a scheme. dim X denotes the dimension of X. For
the definition of the dimension of X, we refer to [Har77] if X is
not empty. If X is empty, we define dim X = —oo0.

(19) The phrase “... for sufficiently large m € Z~,” means “there
is an integer my € Z-o such that ... for any m € Z-o with
m > mg’ . The phrase “... for sufficiently divisible m € Z-~q”
means “there is an integer my € Z-o such that ... for any
m € {mok | k € Z=o}".

2.2. Relative dimension.

Definition 2.1. Let f : X — S be a morphism of noetherian schemes,
with S irreducible. Let o be the generic point of S. Then, dim(X/S)
denotes the dimension of X, (cf. Subsection 2T (I8])). In particular, if
X, is empty, then dim(X/S) = —oo.

Remark 2.2. If f is of finite type, then X, is of finite type over the
field K'(Siea), and hence dim(X/S) = dim X, < oo holds.

Proposition 2.3. Let f : X — S be a morphism of noetherian schemes,
with S irreducible. Then, we have dim(X/S) = dim(Xyeq/Sred)-

Proof. Let o be the generic point of S. The assertion follows from the
following commutative diagram:

Xy — Xieg — X

b

Sy — Speq —— S.
O

Proposition 2.4. Let f : X — S be a morphism of irreducible noether-
ian schemes. Let'Y be a closed subscheme of X such that Supp(Y') C
Supp(X). Then, we have dim(Y/S) < dim(X/S) — 1.

Proof. By Proposition 2.3 we may assume that X and S are reduced.
Thus they are integral. If f is not dominant, the assertion clearly holds.
Thus, we may assume that f is dominant. We may also assume that X
and S are affine, by replacing them with their open affine subschemes.
Note that also Y is affine. If dim(X/S) = £o0, the assertion is clear.
Thus we may assume that 0 < dim(X/S) < co. We now show the
following claim.
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Claim 2.5. Let ¢ : A — B be an injective ring homomorphism of in-
tegral domains, and let b : B — C' be a surjective ring homomorphism.
If ¥ is not injective, then the induced ring homomorphism

Y @aidgay: B®ag K(A) - C®4 K(A)
18 not injective.
Proof of Claim[2.0. Assume that 1 is not injective. Let I := Ker #
0. Then, we have the exact sequence
0= 1(B®aK(A) > B4 KA = C®aK(A) —0.

Since the induced ring homomorphism « : B — B®4 K (A) is injective,
we have

I(B®4 K(A)) 2 al) # 0.
Thus, the claim holds. O

Then, by applying Claim ZH to A = I'(S, Og), B = T'(X, Ox), and
C = T'(Y,0Oy), we have Y, # X,. Since X, is integral and Y, is
a proper closed subscheme of X,, we have dimY, < dim X, — 1 if

dim X, > 1. If dim X, = 0, then Y, is empty for the same reason, and
dimY, < dim X, — 1 holds. [

2.3. Generic length.

Definition 2.6. (1) Let A be a noetherian ring which has only
one minimal prime ideal p and let M be a finitely generated
A-module. Then, we define the generic A-length ge.len, M of
M as the length of A,-module M,,.

(2) Let X be an irreducible noetherian scheme and let F be a co-
herent sheaf on X. Let £ € X be the generic point of X. Then,
we define the generic X -length ge.leny F of F as the length of
(’)X@—module fg.

Remark 2.7. Let A, p, and M be as in Definition 2 (I]).
(1) Since A, is artinian, M, has finite length (cf. [Mat87, § 3]), i.e.,

ge.len , M is a non-negative integer.
(2) Given an exact sequence of A-modules

0—= M — My, —---—= M, =0,

we have > (—1)'geleny M; = 0 (cf. [Mat87, § 2]).
(3) If pM =0, M is also an A/p-module and we have

geleny M = ge.len, ,, M.

(4) If A is an integral domain, we have ge.len, M = dimg ) (M ®4
K(A)).
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Remark 2.8. Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes, with S irreducible. Let F be a coherent sheaf on X. Let o
be the generic point of S, let Xy := X xg SpecOg,, and let Fy =
J*F, where j : Xq — X is the induced morphism. Then, by [Har77,
Proposition 111.9.3], ge.leng f,.F" = ge.leny_ H°(X,, Fo) holds. If S is

affine, we have geleng f.F = ge.len, H°(X, F), where S = Spec A.

Remark 2.9. Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes with S irreducible, and let F be a coherent sheaf on X. Let
S’ be a non-empty open subscheme of S, let X' = X xg 5, and let
g : X' = 5’ be the induced morphism. Then, we have ge.leng f,.F =
geleng g.(F|x).

2.4. Associated points.

Definition 2.10. Let A be a ring, let M be an A-module, and let
p € Spec A. We say that p is associated to M or p is an associated prime
of M if there is an element m € M whose annihilator {a € A | am = 0}
is equal to p. Ass M denotes the set of all the associated primes of M.

Definition 2.11. Let X be a scheme, let F be a quasi-coherent sheaf
on X, and let z € X.

(1) We say that z is associated to F or z is an associated point of F
if the maximal ideal of Ox , is associated to Ox ,-module F,.
We simply say x is associated to X or x is an associated point
of X if x is associated to Ox.

(2) AssF denotes the set of all the associated points of F and
Ass X denotes Ass Ox.

Proposition 2.12. Let X be a locally noetherian scheme and let F be
a quasi-coherent sheaf on X. Let U = Spec A C X be an open affine
subscheme and let M = H°(U, F|y). Let x € U, and let p € Spec A be
the corresponding prime ideal. Then, p is associated to M if and only
if x is associated to F.

Proof. See [Sta23, Tag 020K]. O

Proposition 2.13. Let X be a noetherian scheme, and let F be a
coherent sheaf on X. Then, Ass F is a finite set.

Proof. See [Sta23, Tag 05AF]. O

Proposition 2.14. Let X be a locally noetherian scheme and let F be
a quasi-coherent sheaf on X.

(1) Ass F C Supp F holds.
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(2) Let x € Supp F be a point which is not a specialization of an-
other point of Supp F. Then, x is associated to F. In particu-
lar, all the generic points of the irreducible components of X;eq
are associated to X .

Proof. See [Sta23, Tag 05AD] and [Sta23, Tag 05AH]. O

2.5. Zero loci. The results in this subsection might be known to ex-
perts. However, the auther could not have found appropriate refer-
ences. We include this subsection for the sake of completeness.

Definition 2.15. Let X be a noetherian scheme, let L be an invertible
sheaf on X, and let s € H(X,L). Let ¢ : Ox — L be the morphism
of Ox-modules such that ¢(U)(1) = s|y holds for any open subset
UCX. Let ¢ : L' — Ox be the composition

L_IE)L_I ®(9X OXIL 1®¢L ®(9XL_>OX
Let Z be the image sheaf of ¢’. Then, the zero locus Z(s) of s is defined
as the closed subscheme of X determined by the coherent ideal sheaf
7.

Proposition 2.16. Let X be a noetherian scheme, let L be an invert-
ible sheaf on X, and let s € H°(X, L). Then,

Supp(Z(s)) = {z € X | s(z) = 0}
holds. In particular, we have Supp(Z(s)) = Supp(Z(slx,.,))-

Proof. Let ¢, ¢, T be as in Definition .15l Let x € X. The condition
x € Z(s) is equivalent to the condition Z, C m,, where m, is the
maximal ideal of Ox ,. Since the image sheaf of ¢ is 7L, s, generates
Z,L, as an Ox -module. Thus, the condition Z, C m, is equivalent to
the condition s, € m,L,, i.e., s(x) =0. O

Proposition 2.17. Let X be a reduced noetherian scheme, let L be
an invertible sheaf on X, and let s € H°(X,L). Then, the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) s=0;

(2) s(z )—OforallxeX

(3) Supp(Z ( )) = Supp(X);

(4) Z(s) =

Proof. Tt is clear that (1) implies (2). By Proposition 218l (2) is equiv-
alent to (3). Since X is reduced, (3) implies (4). Thus it is enough
to show that (4) implies (1). Let ¢,Z be as in Definition Since
Z(s) = X, we have Z = 0, which implies ¢ is zero, i.e., s = 0. O
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Definition-Proposition 2.18. Let X be a noetherian scheme, let L
be an invertible sheaf on X, and let s € H°(X, L). Let ¢, ¢',Z be as in
Definition .15l Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

2)

3) ¢’ is injective;

4) ¢ is injective;

5) for any = € Ass X, s(x) # 0 holds;
)

is the closure of the subset {z} of X o
(7) for any x € Ass X, {z} € Supp(Z(s)) holds, where {z} is the
closure of the subset {z} of X.

If s satisfies the above equivalent conditions, we say that Z(s) defines
an effective Cartier divisor.

Proof. 1t is clear that (3) implies (1), (1) implies (2), and (3) is equiv-
alent to (4).

First, we show that (2) implies (3). Since the conditions are local,
we may assume that X is affine and written as X = Spec A with a
noetherian ring A. We may also assume that Z and L are isomorphic
to Ox. Let J be the kernel sheaf of the composition

wZOXE)L_lﬂOX,
and let J =T1'(X,J). Then, ¢¥(X) induces the isomorphism
AlJ~T(X,I)~ A

as A-modules. Multiplying the above A-modules by the ideal .J, we
have

0=J(A/J)~JA=J

Thus, J is the zero sheaf and ¢’ is injective.

Second, we show that (4) is equivalent to (5). Let U ~ Spec A be an
open affine subscheme of X such that L|y ~ Opy. Let M =T'(U, L|y).
Then, ¢|y is injective if and only if s|y is a non-zero-divisor of the
A-module M. Since M ~ A, s|y is a non-zero-divisor of M if and
only if s|y ¢ pM holds for every p € Ass A. By Proposition 2.12]
it is equivalent to the condition that s, ¢ m,L, holds for every z €
(Ass X)) N U, where m, is the maximal ideal of Ox,. Thus, we have
that ¢ is injective if and only if s, ¢ m,L,, ie., s(x) = 0, holds for
every x € Ass X.

Finally, we show that (5), (6), and (7) are equivalent. It is clear that
(5) implies (6). Let x € Ass X and let y € {x}. Then, s(z) = 0 implies
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s(y) = 0. Thus, we have that (6) implies (5). By Proposition 2.16], (6)
is equivalent to (7). O

Proposition 2.19. Let X be a noetherian scheme, let Ly and Ly be
invertible sheaves on X, let sy € H°(X, Ly), and let s, € H°(X, Ly).
LetT (resp. Iy, Iy) be the ideal sheaf of Z(s1®s3) (resp. Z(s1), Z(s2)).
Then, T = I1Zy holds as sheaves of ideals on X.

Proof. Let ¢ : LT '®0 Ly — Ox (vesp. ¢ : L' — Ox, ¢ : Ly* — Ox)
be the morphism of O x-modules corresponding to s; ® sy (resp. s1, o)
as in Definition 2215l Then, ¢’ coincides with the composition

1 1 ¢l1®idL271 o~ 1 ¢/

Thus, we have Z = ¢'(L;' ®oy Ly') = ¢4(TiLy") = Tidh(Ly") =
T.7,. O

Proposition 2.20. Let X be a noetherian scheme, let Y be a closed
subscheme of X, let L be an invertible sheaf on X, and let s € HY(X, L).
Then, Z(s|y) coincides with the scheme-theoretic intersection of Z(s)
and Y .

Proof. Let ¢ : L' — Ox (resp. ¢4 : (L|y)™' — Oy) be the morphism
of Ox-modules (resp. Oy-modules) corresponding to s (resp. s|y) as
in Definition Let Z (resp. Z') be the ideal sheaf of Z(s) (resp.
Z(s|ly)) on X. Let Zy be the ideal sheaf of Y on X. We consider the
following commutative diagram:

Lt —)¢l OX

Ik o
(LIy)? -2 oy

Note that a and ( are surjective. Since «(Z') is the ideal sheaf of
Z(s|ly) on Y, we have

a(Z') = ¢y ((Lly)™) = (¢y o B)LTY) = (a0 ') (L) = (2).
Since Z' O Iy, we have

T =T +Ty =T +1Iy.
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2.6. Base loci.

Definition 2.21. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes. Let L be an invertible sheaf on X.

e The f-base locus Bsg(L) of L is defined as
Bs;(L) == Supp Coker(f*f.L — L).
e The f-stable base locus SBf(L) of L is defined as

SBf(L) = (] Bsp(L®™).

m€Z>0

e The f-augmented base locus B (L) of L is defined as

B, ;(L):= (] SBHL®"®0, A™),
mEZ>0
where A is an f-ample invertible sheaf on X.
Bss(L), SB¢(L) and B ¢(L) are closed subsets of X.
The following argument is extracted from [CMM14].

Remark 2.22. Since X is a noetherian topological space, for suffi-
ciently divisible m € Z+,

SB/(L) = Bs;(L¥™)
holds. For the same reason, for sufficiently large m € Z-,,
B, ;(L) = SB;(L" ®o, A7)
holds.
The following argument is extracted from [CMMI4].

Remark 2.23. The definition of By (L) is independent of the choice
of A. Indeed, if A; and A, are f-ample invertible sheaves, then there
is a positive integer r € Z- such that AY" ®p, Ay’ is f-free. Then,
by

L™ @0, A7 = (L¥" @0y ATH)®" ®oy (AT @0, A1),

we have SB;(L®™ ®0, Ay') C SB;(L®™ ®0, A;'). By the same
argument, we also have SB(L®™" ®¢, A7') C SB; (L™ @0, A;")
for some 1’ € Z~q. Thus, the following holds:

() SBs(L¥" @0, A7) = [ SBHL®" @0, A3").

mEZ>o mEZ>o
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Proposition 2.24. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes, and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. Let S’ be an
open subscheme of S, let X' := X xg5', and let g : X' — S be the
mduced morphism.

(1) Bsy(L) N X" = Bsy(L|x+) holds.

(2) SBf(L) NX' = SBg(L|X/) holds.

(3) By s(L) N X" =B, ,(L|x) holds.

Proof. By the definition of relative base loci, we have ([Il). () follows
from (). @) follows from (). O

Proposition 2.25. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes, with S affine. Let L be an invertible sheaf on X.
Then, we have

Bsg(L)= (] Supp(Z(s)).

SEHO(X,L)

Proof. Let x € X. Then, x ¢ Bsy(L) if and only if (f*f.L), — L, is
surjective, i.e., s(x) # 0 for some s € H°(X, L). By Proposition 216
s(x) # 0 if and only if ¢ Supp(Z(s)). Thus, the assertion holds. [

Proposition 2.26. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. Let'Y be a
closed subscheme of X .

(1) Bsy, (Lly) € Bsy(L) holds.
(3) By (Lly) C Byf(L) holds.

The following proof is extracted from |[CMM14].

Proof. By Proposition 2.24] we may assume that S is affine. Then we
have

By, (Lly) = () Supp(Z(s))

SGHO(Y7L|Y)

c N Swp(Zth)

te HO(X,L)
= () (Supp(Z(t)) N Supp(Y)).
te HO(X,L)

where the first equality follows from Proposition[2.25and the last equal-
ity follows from Proposition 2200 On the other hand, we have

(| (Supp(Z(t))NSupp(Y)) € (] Supp(Z(t)) = Bsy(L),

teHO(X,L) teHO(X,L)
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where the last equality follows from Proposition 225l Hence () holds.
@) follows from (). (B]) follows from (2I). O

2.7. Irredundant decomposition of noetherian schemes.

Proposition 2.27. Let X be a noetherian scheme, and let F be a
coherent sheaf on X. Let xq1,xs,...,2, be all the associated points
of F. Let I = {1,2,...,n}. Then, there are coherent subsheaves
G1,G2,...,G, of F such that the following conditions hold:

(1) Mies 9i = 0;

(2) Ass(F/G;) = {x;} for everyi e I;

(3) Njes Gj # 0 for any proper subset J C I.

Proof. See [Gro65|, Proposition 3.2.6]. O

Definition-Proposition 2.28. Let X be a noetherian scheme. Let
x1,Ta, ..., T, be all the associated points of X. Let [ == {1,2,...,n}.
Then, there are closed subschemes X, X5, ..., X,, of X such that the
following conditions hold:
(1) X coincides with the scheme-theoretic union of Xi, Xs,..., X,
(cf. Subsection 211 ([@));
(2) Ass X; = {x;} for every i € I;
(3) for any proper subset J C I, X does not coincide with the
scheme-theoretic union | J,.; X;.
If Xy, X,,...,X, satisfy the above conditions, the decomposition X =
Uie; Xi, where the union is the scheme-theoretic union, is called an
wrredundant decomposition of X.

Proof. Apply Proposition .27 to Ox. O

3. WEAK BIGNESS AND EXCEPTIONAL LOCI
3.1. Weak bigness.

Definition 3.1. Let f : X — S be a proper morphism of noetherian
schemes and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. Let A be an f-ample
invertible sheaf on X. L is f-weakly big if there exists a positive integer
m € Z-~g such that

(f|Xred)*((L®m ®(9)( A_1)|Xred) # O
When X is irreducible, we simply say L is f-big if L is f-weakly big.

Remark 3.2. The definition of f-weak bigness is independent of the
choice of A. To prove this, we show that for any f-ample invertible
sheaves A; and As, if

(f %)« (LZ" @0y ATY)]x,00) # 0
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holds for some m € Z~g, then

(f chd)*((L®m ®(9X ) rcd) 7£ 0

holds for some m' € Z~y. By replacing X with X,.q, Wwe may assume
that X is reduced. Assume that f.(L®™ ®¢, A;') # 0. Then, there
are an open affine subset U of S and a nonzero element

s € H(U, (L% ®ox ATY)) = H'(f71(U), L% ®ox AT').
Pick a closed point # € f~'(U) such that s(z) # 0. Since A; is f-
ample, there is a positive integer r € Z-o such that AY" ®p, Ay Lig
f-free. Thus, there is an element

te HO(U> f*(A(lg)m Qox A2_1)) = Ho(f_l(U)a 14(18)m ®ox A2_1)
such that t(x) # 0. Then, by

L®mr ®(9X A2—1 — (L®m ® A1—1)®r ®(9X (A?m ® 142—1)7
s®" @t is an element of
Ho(f_l(U)> Lemr Rox A2_1) = HO(U> f*(L®mr Rox A2_1))

Since (s®" @ t)(z) # 0, we have f,(L®™ ®¢, Ay') # 0.
Proposition 3.3. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noether-

ian schemes, and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. Then, the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) L is f-weakly big;

(2) For some non-empty open subscheme S" of S, L|x: is g-weakly
big, where X' = X xg S and g : X' — S’ is the natural
morphism.

(3) For some non-empty open affine subscheme S of S, L|x: is g-
weakly big, where X' = X xg 8" and g : X' — S’ is the natural
morphism.

Proof. By the definition of weak bigness, we have that (1) is equivalent
to (2). Since S has an open affine cover, it also holds that () is
equivalent to (3)) by the definition of sheaves. O

Proposition 3.4. Let g : X — S’ be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes, let a : S — S be a finite morphism of noetherian
schemes, and let f == aog. Let L be an invertible sheaf on X. Then,
L is f-weakly big if and only if L is g-weakly big.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3l we may assume that S" and S are affine. Let
A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Note that A is also g-ample.
Then, L is f-weakly big if and only if H%(X,eq, (L ®0, A™)|x,.,) # 0
for some m € Z-, which is equivalent to g-weak bigness of L. U
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Proposition 3.5. Let f: X — S be a projective surjective morphism
of integral noetherian schemes, and let L be an invertible sheaf on X.
Let o be the generic point of S, and let d = dim(X/S). Then, the
following conditions are equivalent:
(1) L is f-big;
(2) L|x, is g-big, where g : X, — Spec K(S) is the induced mor-
phism;
(3) there is a positive real number C' € R+q such that for sufficiently
large m € Zy, geleng f, L™ > Cm? holds.

Proof. Let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Note that A|x, is
ample. By Remark and Proposition B3, we may assume that S is
affine and written as S = Spec R with a noetherian ring R. By [Har77,
Proposition I11.9.3], we have

HY (X, L*" ®o, A7) ®r K(R) = H'(X,, (L|x,)"" ®ox, (Alx,)™)

for any m € Z~o. Thus, (1) is equivalent to (2). By Remark 27 and
Remark 2.8

geleng f. L™ = dimgs) H(X,, (L] x,)®™)
holds. Thus by [Birl7, Lemma 4.3], (2) is equivalent to (3). O

Proposition 3.6. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes, with X irreducible. Let L be an invertible sheaf on
X. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) L is f-big;
(2) For every open subscheme S’ of S with S' N f(X) # 0, L|x
is g-big, where X' == X x5 S8" and g : X' — S’ is the natural
morphism.

Proof. Let X', S’, and g be as in (). Note that X’ is not empty
and it is irreducible. Replacing X with X4, we may assume that X is
integral. Then also X' is integral. By Proposition 8.4} replacing S with
f(X), we may assume that f is surjective and S is integral. Then also
S’ is integral. Since ge.leng f,L®™ = ge.leng, ¢.L®™ by Remark 29|
the assertion follows from Proposition B.5, O

Lemma 3.7. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes, with S integral. Let L be an invertible sheaf on X, and let
F be a coherent sheaf on X. Let d := dim(X/S). Then, there exists a
positive real number C' € Rsq such that for sufficiently large m € Z~,
we have

geleng f.(F ®o, L¥™) < Cm".
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Proof. Let o be the generic point of S. By Remark 2.8 we have
geleng f.(F ®o, LZ) = dimg(s) H'(X,, (Flx,) ®oy, (L]x,)*™).
If d >0, by [Birl7, Lemma 4.1], there exists a positive real number

C € R such that
dimg(s) H(Xo, (Flx,) ®oy, (L]x,)*™) < Cm?
holds for sufficiently large m € Z,. If X, =0,
HY(X,, (Flx,) ®oy, (Lx,)*™) =0
holds. Thus, the above inequality also holds when d = —oc. O

The following proof is the same as in [Sti21l Lemma 2.6] and almost
the same as in [CMMI4] Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 3.8. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes, with X reduced and S affine. Let L be an invertible sheaf
on X, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Let X; be
an irreducible component of X such that L|x, is f|x,-big. Then, for
sufficiently large m € Zq, there is a section s € H°(X,L®™ @ A™!)
such that Supp(X1) € Supp(Z(s)) holds.

Proof. Assume that Supp(X;) C Supp(Z(s)) holds for infinitely many
m € Z~g and for every s € HY(X, L*" ®0, A™'). Let X' be the union
of the other irreducible components of X equipped with the reduced
scheme structure. Let T be the scheme-theoretic intersection of X;
and X'. Let S; = f(Xj). Note that S; is an integral noetherian affine
scheme. Thus, we can write S; = Spec Ry with a noetherian integral
domain R;. Let d = dim(X;/S;). Let M = L™ ®0, A~'. By the
Mayer—Vietoris sequence, we have the exact sequence

0—)0X—)0X1@OX/—)OT—>O.

After tensoring with M and taking global section, this induces the
exact sequence

0— HY(X, M) — H (X1, M|x,) ® H* (X', M|x/) — H°(T, M|7).

By the assumption, the homomorphism H°(X, M) — H°(X, M|x,) is
zero for infinitely many m € Z~q. Thus, for such m, the homomorphism
H(X,, M|x,) — H°(T, M|7) is injective, and we have

(1) geleny H°(X1, M|x,) < geleny H(T, M|r).

By Proposition 2.4] we have dim(7"/S;) < d — 1. By Lemma 3.7 there
is a positive real number C' € R such that for sufficiently large m > 0,

geleny HY(T, M|r) < CmamT/5) < Oomdt



20 YUSUKE USHIRO

holds. On the other hand, by Proposition [3.5] there is a positive real
number C’ € Ry such that for sufficiently large m > 0,

geleny H°(Xy, M|x,) > C'm*
holds. These two estimates contradict inequality (D). O

Theorem 3.9. Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes, and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. Then, the following
conditions are equivalent:
(1) L is f-weakly big;
(2) Lix,.q s f Xyea ~Weakly big;
(3) there exists an irreducible component Y of Xieq such that L|y
is fly-big.

Proof. By Proposition B3] we may assume that S is affine. By the
definition of f-weak bigness, it is clear that (1) is equivalent to (2). By
Lemma[3.8 (3) implies (2). We now show that (2) implies (3). Replac-
ing X with X,.q, we may assume that X is reduced. Let X, Xo,..., X,
be all the irreducible components of X. Let A be an f-ample invertible
sheaf on X. Assume that for any ¢ € {1,2,...,n} and m € Z-,,

HO(Xi7 (L®m ®(9X A_1> Xi) =0

holds. By the Mayer—Vietoris sequence, we have the injective homo-
morphism

H(X, L¥™ @0, A7) = @ H(X;, (L¥" @0, A7)

i=1
Thus, we have HY(X, L®™ @0, A™') = 0 for any m € Z~,. Hence we
have that (2) implies (3). O

Xi)‘

3.2. Exceptional loci.

Definition 3.10. Let f : X — S be a proper morphism of noetherian
schemes and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. The f-exceptional
locus Ef(L) of L is the set-theoretic union of all the integral closed
subschemes V' of X such that L[y are not f|y-big.

Remark 3.11. By Theorem[B.9] the above definition coincides with the
definition of f-exceptional locus in [CT20], which is the set-theoretic
union of all the reduced closed subschemes V' of X such that L, are
not f|y-weakly big.

The proof of @), (@), and (@) of the following is the same as in [CT20),
Proposition 2.18]
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Proposition 3.12. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes and let L be an invertible sheaf on X.

(1) Let S’ be an open subscheme of S, let X' = X xg 5, and
g: X' —= S’ be the induced morphism. Then, we have

E/(L) N X' = E,(L|x).

(2) Ef(L) = E,(L|x,.,) holds, where g = f|x,.,-

(3) Let m € Z~g, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X.
Let s € H(Xyea, (L™ @ A™Y)|x..,), and let Z == Z(s). Then,
Ef(L) = Ef|Z(L|Z) holds.

(4) Let m € Zwo, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X.
Let s € HY(X,L®*™ ® A™Y), and let Z == Z(s). Then, E;(L) =
Ef\Z(L|Z) holds.

(5) Ef(L) = Supp(X) if and only if L is not f-weakly big.

(6) Ef(L) is a closed subset of X.

(7) Let V' be an irreducible component of Ef(L) equipped with the
reduced scheme structure. Then L|y is not f|y-big.

Proof. () It is enough to show that for any integral closed subscheme
V of X such that V' :=V xx X' # 0, L|y is f|y-big if and only if L|y
is g|y-big. Note that V' =V xg S’. Thus the assertion follows from
Proposition and Proposition 3.6

@) Ef(L) D Ey(L|x,.,) is clear. We show the opposite inclusion. Let
V' be an integral closed subscheme of X such that L[y is not f|y-big.
Since V' is a closed subscheme of X,eq, V C E/(L|x,,,) holds. Thus, we
have E/(L) C Ey(Llx,.).

@) Ef(L) 2 Ef,(L|z) is clear. We show the opposite inclusion.
Let V' be an integral closed subscheme of X such that L|y is not f|y-
big. Then s|y € H(V, (L®™ @ A™')|y) is equal to zero, which implies
Supp(V') C Supp(Z) by Proposition 2-T7 and Proposition Since
V' is reduced, V' is a closed subscheme of Z, and hence V' C Ey,(L|z)
holds. Thus, we have E;(L) C Ey,(L|z).

@) The proof is the same as in (3]).

@) If L is not f-weakly big, then for any irreducible component
Y of Xieq, Supp(Y) C Ef(L) holds by Proposition B9 Thus we
have Ef(L) = Supp(X). On the other hand, if L is f-weakly big,
then Ef(L) € Supp(Z(s)) holds, where s is a non-zero element in
HY(Xyed, (L¥" @0, A7) x,.,) and A is an f-ample invertible sheaf on
X. Thus we have E¢(L) # Supp(X).

@) By (), we may assume that S is affine. By (), we may assume
that X is reduced. If L is not f-weakly big, by (Bl), we have E;(L) = X,
which is closed. Thus, we may assume that L is f-weakly big. Then,

red
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there is a nonzero element s € H*(X, L¥™ ®n, A7) for some m € Z-
and f-ample invertible sheaf A on X. Let Z = Z(s). By Proposi-
tion 217, we have Supp(Z) C Supp(X). By @), Ef(L) = Ey,(L|2)
holds. By noetherian induction, we may assume that Eg,(L|z) is a
closed subset of Z. Hence it is also a closed subset of X. Thus, (@)
holds.

[@) Assume that V' is f|y-big. Let A be an f|y-ample invertible
sheaf on V. Let s € H°(V, (L|y)®™ ® A™!) be a nonzero element with
m € Z~g, and let Z := Z(s). Then we have a set-theoretic inclusion

Ef\V(L‘V> = Ef\Z(L‘Z> c Z,

where the first equality follows from (). Let V' be the union of
the other irreducible components of E¢(L) equipped with the reduced
scheme structure. Let v € V' \ V' be a closed point. Since v € V' C
E(L), there is an integral closed subscheme W of X such that v € W
and L|w is not f|w-big. In other words, we have

vEW CEHL) =V UV.

Since v ¢ V', we have W ¢ V. Since W is irreducible, we have W C V.
Since (L|v)|w = L|w is not f|w-big, we have W C Ey, (L|v). Since
v e W, we have v € Ey, (L|v). Thus, V' \ V' C Ey, (L|y) holds.

Since Ey|, (L|v) is a closed subset of V by (@), V \ V' C Ey, (L|v)
holds, where V '\ V' is the closure of V' \ V/ in V. Thus we have a
set-theoretic inclusion

V=V\V' CEy,(Llv) € Z

Hence Supp(V) = Supp(Z) holds. On the other hand, since V is
reduced and s # 0, we have Supp(Z) # Supp(V') by Proposition 217
These two estimates imply a contradiction. O

4. KEEL'S THEOREM

The purpose of this section is to show the relative versions of Naka-
maye’s theorem (see Theorem [L.6]) and Keel’s result (see Theorem [1.§)
for noetherian schemes.

In this section, we use the following notation. Let X be a scheme,
andlet Y1,Y5, ... )Y, and Y} (A € A) be closed subschemes of X. Then,
UL, Y; denotes the scheme-theoretic union of ¥1,Ys,...,Y,. N,ca Y2
denotes the scheme-theoretic intersection of Yy (A € A). Y; C Y;
denotes that Y7 is a closed subscheme of Y5. To avoid confusion, we use
the notation Supp(Y’) when a closed subscheme Y of X is considered
as a closed subset of X.
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Lemma 4.1. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes, with S irreducible. Let d = dim(X/S). Let F be a coherent
sheaf on X, and let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X. Then, for
any j € Zso, there is a positive real number C € Rsy such that for
sufficiently large m € Zy,

geleng R f,(F ®o, L¥™) < Cm®*
holds.

Proof. We may assume that S is affine and written as S = Spec R with
a noetherian ring R. Let R := R/+/0, and let ¢ be the generic point
of S. Let N be the nilradical ideal sheaf on X. First, we show the
case where F = N ®¢p, € for a coherent locally free sheaf £ on X
and i € Zsg. Since X is noetherian, N*! = 0 holds for some [ € Z~.
Hence the assertion clearly holds if i > [+ 1. Let M,, = £ ®o, L.
For every i € {0,1,...,1}, the exact sequence

0— N N NN 0
induces the exact sequence
HI (X, N @0, My) — H (X, N'®oy M) — H (X, N /N @0, M,,).

By descending induction on i, it is enough to show the case where
F=WN/NH®e, € fori € {0,1,...,1}. Since N /Nt is (Ox /N)-

module, we have
H (X, NN @0y M) = HY (Xyea, (N /N @0y M)

Since f(Xieq) is a closed subscheme of S,eq, this cohomology is also an
R'-module. Thus, there is a positive real number C' € R+ such that
for sufficiently large m € Z-,

geleny H (X, (N /N @0 M)
=gelengy HY (Xieq, (NY/NTH @0, M) X,es)
= dimg () H (Xpea.o, (NN @0 M)
<C'ma7

chd ) N

chd,o')

holds. The first and second equalities follow from Remark 2.7, and the
last inequality follows from [Birl7, Proposition 4.4 (2)]. Thus we have
shown the case where F = N" ®p, & for i € Z>o. In particular, the
assertion holds if F is locally free.

Second, we show the general case. We can write F as a quotiont of a
coherent locally free sheaf £. Let IC be the kernel sheaf of the natural
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sheaf homomorphism & — F. Note that also I is coherent. We obtain
the exact sequence

0—-K—=E&—=F—0.

This induces the exact sequence
H (X, ®o, L®™) — HI (X, F @0, L") = HT(X, K ®0, L®™).

By descending induction on 7, there is a positive real number C € Ry,
such that

geleny, H(X, K ®0, L®™) < Cymd=i71
holds for sufficiently large m € Z-y. On the other hand, by the case

where F is locally free, there is a positive real number Cy € R such
that

geleny H (X, € ®0, L™) < Cym®™I
holds for sufficiently large m € Z~o. Hence we have
geleny H (X, F @0, L)

<gelenp H'"H(X, K ®0, L¥™) + gelenp H (X, € @0, LZ™)

<Oym? 7t 4 Cym—I

<(Cy + Cy)ym
for sufficiently large m € Z~,. O
Lemma 4.2. Let [ : X — S be a projective surjective morphism
of irreducible noetherian schemes. Let d = dim(X/S). Let € be a
coherent locally free sheaf on X, and let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf

on X. If L is f-big, there is a positive real number C € R<q such that
for sufficiently large m € Z-,,

ge.leng f.(€ ®o, LE™) > Cm*
holds.

Proof. By Proposition B3] there is a non-empty open affine subscheme
S" of S such that L|y: is g-weakly big, where X' = X xg S and
g : X' — S is the natural morphism. Thus, by replacing f : X — S
with ¢ : X' — S, we may assume that S is affine and written as
S = Spec R with a noetherian ring R. Let A be the nilradical ideal
sheaf of X, and let R’ = R/+/0. Let M,, = & ® L®™. The exact
sequence

0—>N—>0x—0x,,—0

induces the exact sequence

HO(X> MM) — HO(Xred’Mm|Xred) - Hl(XaN® MM)
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By Lemma (] there is a positive real number C; € R, such that
for sufficiently large m € Z-o, H*(X,N ® M,,) < Cym?~! holds. Let
o be the generic point of S. By Proposition 3.3 L|x,,,, is big over
Spec K(R'). Thus, there is a positive real number Cy € R-( such that
for sufficiently large m € Z-,,

ge.lenR HO(Xreda Mm|Xred) :ge-lenR’ HO(Xred> Mm|Xred)
= dlmK(R’) HO(XI‘ed,O'7 Mm|Xred,U)
ZCde

holds. The first and second equalities follow from Remark 2.7 and
the last inequality follows from [Birl7, Proposition 4.3]. Thus, for
sufficiently large m € Z~q, we have

geleny HY(X, M,,)
>geleny H (X eq, M| x,.,) — geleny HY (X, N ®0, M,,)
>Cym? — Cyma!
>Cm?,
where C' = Cy/2. O

Lemma 4.3. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noether-
tan schemes, with S affine. Let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X,
and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Assume that L is f-
weakly big. Then, for sufficiently large m € Z-~g, there is a section
s € HY(X, L®™ ®0, A™') such that s|x,., # 0 holds.

Proof. Since L is f-weakly big, X # () holds. By Theorem B.9] there
is an irreducible component V' of X,.q such that L|y is f-big. Let
X = U, X; be an irredundant decomposition of X (cf. Definition-
Proposition 228). Then, for some j € {1,2,...,n}, V = X} eq holds.
In particular, L|x, is f|x,-big. After permuting the indices, we may
assume j = 1. Let A be the nilradical ideal sheaf of X;. Let M,, =
L®™ ® A~ The exact sequence

O—)N—)OXl —)Olered —0

induces the exact sequence

m (z);‘n/
HO(X1>MM|X1) ¢_) HO(lered’Mm|X1,red) - HI(X1>N®OX1 Mm|X1)

Let d = dim(X;/f(X1)). Note that d > 0. We write f(X;) =
Spec R with a noetherian ring R. By Lemma [l there is a posi-
tive real number C; € R.q such that for sufficiently large m € Z-,
geleng H' (X1, N @0y, Mn|x,) < Cym? " holds. By Lemma 2} there
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is a positive real number Cy; € R.g such that for sufficiently large
m € Zg, geleny HO(X1 ved, Min|x, ,..) = Com® holds. Thus we have

geleng Im ¢, = ge.leny Ker ¢/, > Com® — Cym®.
Let X' = {J;_, X;, and let 7" := X; N X’. The Mayer—Vietoris sequence
0—=-0x —=0x,®0x — Or =0
induces the exact sequence
0— HYX, M,,) = H°(X, M,,|x,) ®H (X', Myy|x:) — H(T, M, |7).

Let ¢m : HO(X7 Mm) — HO(XlaMm|X1> and ¢;n : HO(XlaMm‘)ﬁ) -
H°(T, M,,|7) be the natural homomorphisms. Then, from the above
exact sequence, we have Im1,, O Kere)/ . By Lemma 1] there is a
positive real number C5 € R such that for sufficiently large m € Z-,
geleny HO(T, M,,|7) < Csm~1 holds. Assume that ¢, o, = 0, i.e.,
Im ), C Ker ¢,,. Then

Cym® — Cym~! < geleny, Im ¢,,
= geleny H°(X1, M, |x,) — ge.leny Ker ¢,,
< gelenp H° (X1, M,|x,) — ge.leny Im 1),
< gelenp H°(X1, M,|x,) — ge.leny Ker ¢/,
= geleny Im )/,
< Cym!
holds. Thus we have ¢,, o 1, # 0, which implies the assertion. U

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a noetherian scheme, and let V and W be closed
subschemes of X. Let T (resp. [J) be the ideal sheaf of V' (resp. W ).
If Supp(V') € Supp(W) holds, then V- C W™ holds for sufficiently large
r € Zso, where W" is the closed subscheme of X determined by the
coherent ideal sheaf J" on X.

Proof. Since X is noetherian, we may assume that X is affine and
written as X = Spec R with a noetherian ring R. Let I == H°(X,Z)
and J := H°(X, 7). It is enough to show that I O J" for some r € Z-q.
Since R is noetherian, .J is generated by a finite number of elements
fi, fa, ..., fi as an ideal of R. Since Supp(V) C Supp(W), we have
VI D/ J D J. Let o be a positive integer such that f° € I holds for
any ¢ € {1,2,...,1l}. Then, by the pigeonhole principle, we have

JUDTC (f, ) C T
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Proposition 4.5. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noether-
tan schemes. Let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X. Then, we have
E;(L) € By y(L).

Proof. By Proposition @) and Proposition @), we may as-
sume that S is affine. Let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Let
V be an integral closed subscheme of X. Assume that Supp(V) ¢
B, ;(L). Then, there are positive integers m,r € Z-, and a sec-
tion s € H(X, L™ ®o, A™") such that Supp(V) ¢ Supp(Z(s))
holds. By Proposition 217 and Proposition 220, we have s|y # 0.
Thus L|y is f|y-big. This induces that if L|y is not f|y-big, then
Supp(V') € B, (L) holds. Hence we have E¢(L) C By ((L). O

Theorem 4.6. Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes. Let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X. Then, we have
B (L) =Es(L).

Proof. By Proposition @) and Proposition @), we may as-
sume that S is affine. Let A be an f-very ample invertible sheaf on X.
By Proposition @5, Ef(L) € B, ¢(L) holds. Assume that L is not f-
weakly big. Then we have Supp(X) = E;(L) by Proposition ).
Hence we have

Supp(X) = E;(L) € By (L) C Supp(X),

which implies Ef(L) = By f(L). Thus, we may assume that L is
f-weakly big. Then, by Lemma [.3] there are m € Z-y and s €
HO(X, L®™ ® A7) such that s|x,,, # 0 holds. Let X = [J]_; X; be an
irredundant decomposition of X (cf. Definition-Proposition 2.28). Let

J ={je{1,2,....,n} | Supp(X;) € Supp(Z(s))},

and let

J"={je{L.2,....n} [ Supp(X;) C Supp(Z(s))}-
Let X' = U;cp Xj, and let X" = {J;c;» X;. By Lemma [L7] and
Proposition 219, X” C Z(s*") holds for sufficiently large r € Z-,. By
Fujita’s vanishing theorem ([Kee03, Theorem 1.5]), there is a positive

integer 1y € Z~o such that for any integer » > ry and for any f-nef
invertible sheaf L' on X’,

HY X' (Alx)®* ' ®o,, L') =0
holds. Pick r € Z-( such that these two conditions hold. Let Z :=
Z(s®"). Let Z' = Z(s®"|x/) = Z N X', where the second equality
follows from Proposition 2200 Let Z5 be the ideal sheaf of Z’ on X'.
By Definition-Proposition 218 and the definition of X', Z(s|x/) defines
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an effective Cartier divisor on X’. Since Supp(Z’) = Supp(Z(s|x)),
also Z' defines an effective Cartier divisor on X’. Thus we have T, ~
(Llx)™™ ®o,, (Alx)®" by Definition-Proposition 218 We now show
the following claim.

Claim 4.7. B+,f|Z(L|Z) — B+,f(L) hOldS.

Proof of Claim[{.7] By Proposition[2.20 (B)) and the definition of B, ¢(L),
we have

B, s,(L]z) € By (L) C Supp(Z).

Let 2 € Supp(Z) \ By f,(L|z). It is enough to show that x ¢ B, ;(L).
Let m’ and 7’ be positive integers such that

’

B i, (Llz) = Bsj, (L™ @0, A™")|2)

and m/r’ > mr hold. Then, there is a section t; € H(Z, (L¥™" @0,
A7")| ;) such that t;(x) # 0. Since A is f-very ample, there is a section
ty € H(Z, A"~ such that ty(x) # 0. Let M == L @, A~' and
let t .= t,®ty € H°(Z, M|z). Then t(x) # 0 holds. The exact sequence

0—Zy - Oxr — Oz —0
induces the exact sequence
H(X',M|x) — H*(Z',M|z) = H'(X', Iy ®o0,, M|x).
Since
Iz ®oy, Mlx = (Lx)®™" ™™ @0, (Alx)* "

and (L|x)®™" =™ is f|x-nef, H'(X', T ®0,, M|x) = 0 holds by
the definition of 7. Thus, there is a section ¢ € H°(X', M|x:) such
that t'|z = t|z. By the Mayer—Vietoris sequence, we have the exact
sequence

0— HY(X, M) 5% HYX', M|x) ® HY(X", M|xn) 5 HYT, M|7),
where T := X'N X", Notethat T C 7/ C X" and T C X" C Z since
T=X'NX"7'=X'"NnZ,and X" C Z. We have

e = {t2)|lr = (tlz)lr = tle = (t|x)|r,

i.e., (' t|x») = 0. Thus, there is a section t” € H°(X, M) such that
¢(t”) = (t/,t‘xw). Note that t”‘zf = t,|Z’ = t|Z’ and t”|X// = t‘XH.
Since X = X’ U X", we have Supp(X) = Supp(X’) U Supp(X”). If
x € Supp(X’), we have

t"(x) = (t"]z)(x) = (t|z)(x) = t(z) #0,
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since x € Supp(X’) N Supp(Z) = Supp(Z’). On the other hand, if
x € Supp(X"”), we have

t"(x) = (t"]x0)(x) = (t|xr)(z) = t(z) # 0.

In any case, we have t’(z) # 0, which implies z ¢ Bs{(L®™" ®0,
A™Y) D B, 4(L). Hence the claim holds. O

Since s|x.., # 0, Supp(Z) € Supp(X) holds by Proposition 217
By noetherian induction, it holds that Ey,(L|z) = By s,(L|z). By
Claim .7, we have B, f,(L|z) = B4 ¢(L). By Proposition @,
we have E¢(L) = Ey|,(L|z). Thus, we have B, ¢(L) = E¢(L). O

Theorem 4.8. Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes and let L be an f-nef invertible sheaf on X. Then, there
exists a closed subscheme F' of X such that Supp(F) = E¢(L) and
SB(L) = SBy|,.(L|r) hold.

The proof is almost the same as in Theorem

Proof. By Proposition @) and Proposition (@), We may as-
sume that S is affine. Let A be an f-very ample invertible sheaf on
X. If L is not f-weakly big, we have E¢(L) = Supp(X) by Propo-
sition (), and hence the assertion holds for F' = X. Thus, we
may assume that L is f-weakly big. Then, by Lemma [A.3] there are
m € Zo and s € H*(X, L¥™ @ A™') such that s|y,, # 0 holds. Let
X = Uj_, Xj be an irredundant decomposition of X (cf. Definition-
Proposition 2.2])). Let

J ={je{1,2,....,n} | Supp(X;) Z Supp(Z(s))},

and let

J"={je{1,2,...,n} | Supp(X;) C Supp(Z(s))}.
Let X' = ;e Xj, and let X" = (J,;.;» X;. By Lemma E4 and
Proposition 219, X" C Z(s%") holds for sufficiently large r € Z-q.
By Fujita’s vanishing theorem (cf. [Kee03, Theorem 1.5]), there is a
positive integer ry € Z-o such that for any integer » > ry and for
any f-nef invertible sheaf L' on X', H' (X', (A|x)® ' ®o,, L') = 0
holds. Pick r € Z-( such that these two conditions hold. Let Z :=
Z(s¥"). Let Z' == Z(s*|x/) = Z N X', where the second equality
follows from Proposition Let Z; be the ideal sheaf of Z’ on
X'. By Definition-Proposition 218 Z(s|x/) defines an effective Cartier
divisor on X’. Since Supp(Z’) = Supp(Z(s|xr)), also Z’ defines an
effective Cartier divisor on X'. By Definition-Proposition 218 we
have Tz ~ (L|x/) ™™ ®o,, (A|x/)®". We now show the following claim.
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Claim 4.9. SBy(,(L|z) = SBy(L) holds.
Proof of Claim[{.9 We have
SBy,(Llz) € SBy¢(L) € By (L) € Supp(Z),

where the first, second, and last inclusions respectively follow from
Proposition (@), the definition of SB(L), and the definition of
B, s(L). Let x € Supp(Z) \ SBy|,(L|z). It is enough to show that
x ¢ SBy(L). Let m’ be a positive integer such that SBy,(L|z) =
Bsy,((L|z)®™) and m’ > mr hold. Then, there is a section ¢ €
H°(Z,(L|z)®™) such that t(z) # 0. Let M = L®™. The exact se-
quence

0—=Zy - 0x =0z —0
induces the exact sequence
H(X',M|x) — H*(Z',M|z) = H'(X', Iy ®0,, M|x).
Since
Iz ®oy Mlxr = (L|x)®™ ™ ®0,, (Alx)®"

and (L[x)®™ ™" is f|x-nef, H'(X', I ®o0,, M|x/) = 0 holds by
the definition of 7. Thus, there is a section ¢ € H°(X', M|x:) such
that t'|z = t|z. By the Mayer—Vietoris sequence, we have the exact
sequence

0— HYX, M) S HY(X', M|x) & HY X", M|x) 5 H(T, M|7),
where T := X'N X", Notethat T C 7/ C X" and T C X" C Z since
T=X'NX"7'=X'"NnZ,and X" C Z. We have

tr = ({t|z)|lr = (t|z)|lr = tlr = (tlx)|r,
i.e., (' t|x») = 0. Thus, there is a section t” € H°(X, M) such that
¢(t//) = (t/,tlxu). Note that t//lZ’ = t/|Z’ = t|Z’ and t//|X// = th”'
Since X = X’ U X", we have Supp(X) = Supp(X’) U Supp(X”). If
x € Supp(X’), we have

t"(z) = ("2)(x) = (t|z)(x) = t(z) #0,

since € Supp(X’) N Supp(Z) = Supp(Z’). On the other hand, if
x € Supp(X”), we have
t"(z) = (t"|x)(x) = (t|x)(z) = t(z) #0.

In any case, we have t”(x) # 0, which implies ¢ Bs;(L®™) D
SB((L). Hence the claim holds. O
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Since s|x,., # 0, Supp(Z) € Supp(X) holds by Proposition 2.171 By
noetherian induction, there is a closed subscheme F’ of Z such that
Supp(F/) = Ef|Z(L‘Z) and SBf\Z(L|Z) = SBf|F’ (L|F/) hold. Then we
have Ef(L) = Ey,(L|z) = Supp(F"), where the first equality follows
from Proposition @). We also have SBf(L) = SBy,(L|z) =
SBy,, (L|r), where the first equality follows from Claim Hence
the assertion holds. U

5. APPENDIX: KODAIRA’S LEMMA

In this section, we generalize Lemma B.8 (see Theorem [(5.9]). This
implies the relative version of Kodaira’s lemma for reduced noetherian
schemes (see Corollary 5.10]).

Lemma 5.1. Let f : A — B be an injective ring homomorphism
of noetherian integral domains, and let M be a finitely generated A-
module. Then, we have gelen, M = geleng(M ®4 B).

Proof. The assertion follows from the following equality:
gelen M = dimga)(M @4 K(A))

— dimy 5y (M ® 4 K(A) @4y K(B))

= dimg(p) (M @4 K(B))

= dimg ) (M ®4 B®p K(B))

= gelengy(M ®4 B),
where the first and last equalities follows from Remark 2.7 O
Proposition 5.2. Let A be an integral domain and let M be a finitely

generated A-module. Let r € Zxy. Then, the following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) r < geleny M;
(2) There is an injective A-homomorphism A®" — M.

Proof. Let K = K(A). First, we show that (1) implies (2). Since

gelen, M = dimg (M®4K) by Remark[Z1] there are elements xq, xo, . . .

M such that 1 ®4 1,20 ®41,..., 2, ®4 1 € M ®4 K are linearly in-
dependent over K. Let f : A" — M be an A-homomorphism such
that f(e;) = z; holds, where (e;);j—12. ., is a free basis of A¥". Let
a =y _,aje; € A% with a; € A. If f(a) = 0 holds, then we have
> =1 @j(z; ®4 1) = 0. Thus, a; = 0 holds for every j € {1,2,...,7}.
Hence f is injective.

Next, we show that (2) implies (1). By tensoring with K, the injec-

tive A-homomorphism A®" — M induces the injective K-homomorphism

, Ty €
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K% — M ®4 K. Thus, we have r < dimg (M ®4 K) = ge.len, M by
Remark 2.7 O

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a finitely generated Z-algebra, let m be a max-
imal ideal of A, and let e € Z~o. Then, A/m® is a finite set. In
particular, A/m is of positive characteristic.

Proof. Let o : Z — A/m be the natural ring homomorphism. Then, «
induces the injective ring homomorphism & : Z/Keraw — A/m. Since
A/m is a field, also Z/Kera is a field. In other words, Z/Ker« is
equal to F, for some prime number p. Since A/m is a finitely gener-
ated F,-algebra and dim(A/m) = 0, we have tr.degy (A/m) = 0 by
[Mat87, Theorem 5.6]. Thus, A/m is a finite dimensional F,-vector
space. Hence A/m is a finite field.
We have an exact sequence

0—-m!'/m—= A/m° = A/m“t =0

for every e € Zo. Since m°~!/me is a finite dimensional A/m-vector
space, we have #(m®!/m¢) < oo. By induction on e, we may assume
that #(A/m*!) < co. Thus, we have

#(A/m") = ##(m""! /m")(A/m*™) < oo,
O

Lemma 5.4. Let A be a noetherian integral domain, let m be a maximal
ideal of A, let M be a finitely generated A-module, and let r € Z~g.
If #A = oo and geleny, M > 1, then #(M ®4 A/m°) > r holds for
sufficiently large e € Z~y.

Proof. By the natural surjection M ®4 A/m*™ — M @4 A/m®, it is
enough to show that for any r» € Z, there exists a positive integer
e € Z~o such that #(M ®4 A/m®) > r. By gelen, M > 1 and Propo-
sition 5.2, there is an injective A-homomorphism ¢ : A — M. Let A
(resp. M) be the completion of A (resp. M) with respect to m. By
[Mat87, Theorem 8.10], the natural A-homomorphism « : A — A is
injective. Since « is flat by [Mat87, Theorem 8.8], ¢/ = ¢ ®4 id
AQ A - M@, Ais injective. By [Mat87, Theorem 8.7], the natural
A-homomorphism M ®4 A — M is an isomorphism. Then, we have
the injective A-homomorphism

A&AiA@AAﬂM(@AAE)M.
Thus, #A4 = oo implies #M = co. Assume that there is a positive

integer r € Z-o such that #(M/mM) = #(M @4 A/m®) < r for
every e € Zo. Then, the natural surjection M/m*t M — M/meM is
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an isomorphism for sufficiently large e € Z-,. Thus, for such e, M ~
M /m®M holds. Hence we have #M < r, which induces a contradiction.
O

Lemma 5.5. Let f: M — N be an A-homomorphism.

(1) Let n be a positive integer. For each i € {1,2,...,n}, let N; be
an A-submodule of N, and let M; == f~Y(N;). If U, M; # M,
then |J;_, N; # N.

(2) Let n be a positive integer. For each i € {1,2,... ,n}, let M; be
an A-submodule of M, and let N; .= f(M;). If f is surjective
and | J;_, N; # N, then | J;_, M; # M.

Proof. (Il) Let x € M. Then, f(zx) € U, N; implies = € J_, M;.
Thus, we have that if | JI", M; € M then |J;_, N; € f(M) C N.

@) Let x € M. Then, x € J;_, M; implies f(z) € J;_, N;. Thus,
we have that if | J;_, N; € f(M) = N then J;_, M; C M. O

g

Lemma 5.6. Let R be a noetherian ring, and let M be a finitely gener-
ated R-module. Let n be a positive integer. For each i € {1,2,...,n},
let p; € Spec R, let R; .= R/p;, and let M; be an R-submodule of M.
For each i € {1,2,...,n}, assume the following conditions:

o p;(M/M;) =0, in particular, M /M, is an R;-module;

o if dim R; = 0, geleny (M/M;) > log, n;

o ifdimR; > 1, geleng (M/M;) > 1.
Then, \J;_, M; # M holds.

Proof. First, we show the case where R is a finitely generated Z-algebra.
Claim 5.7. If R is a finitely generated Z-algebra, the assertion holds.

Proof of Claim[5.7, For each i € {1,2,...,n}, pick a maximal ideal m;
of R such that p; C m;. Let e be a sufficiently large integer. Let q :=
vomé, let M' = M/qM, and let M} := f(M;), where f : M — M’
be the natural surjection. By Lemma[B.5] ([2]), it is enough to show that
Ui, M # M.
We now show #M' < co. After permuting the indices, we may as-

sume that there is an integer n’ € {1,2,... n} such that m;, my,... m,
are pairwise distinct and {m;,my, ..., m,} = {my, my,..., m,} holds.
It holds that q = ?Zlm;j for some ey, e9,...,ey € Z~g. Given

g7 € {1,2,....,n'} with j # 7/, ,/mjj +m§7' O m; + my = R holds,

and hence we have mjj +m§f’ = R. By the Chinese remainder theorem,
we have R/q =~ H;LI:I R/mY. By Lemma 5.3, we have #(R/m}’) < oo
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for all j € {1,2,...,n'}. Thus, we also have #(R/q) < co. Since M’
is finitely generated R/g-module, we have #M' < oo.

We now show #(M'/M!) > n for any i € {1,2,...,n}. Fixi €
{1,2,...,n}. If dim R; = 0, then we have

since p; = m;. Thus, we have M'/M] ~ M/(qM + M;) = M/M;. Note
that R; is a field, M/M; is a finite dimensional R;-vector space, and
dimp, (M/M;) = gelenp (M/M;). Hence we have

H#(M'/M]) = #(M/M;) = (FR,)='onn M) > glosan =,
If dim R; > 1, we have a surjection
M /M = M/(qM + M;) — M/(miM + M;) = M/M; ®g, R; /WS,

where m; = m;/p;. Thus, we have #(M'/M!) > #(M/M; ®r, R;/m$).
We show #R; = oo. If R; is of characteristic 0, it is clear. On the
other hand, if R; is of characteristic p > 0, we have tr.degp K(R;) =
dim R; > 1, where the first equality follows from [Mat87, Theorem 5.6].
Thus there exists a transcendental element in R; over FF,,, which implies
#R; = co. By #R; = oo and Lemma B4 we have #(M/M; Qg,
R;/m¢) > n. Thus, we have #(M'/M]) > n.
For each i € {1,2,...,n}, #(M'/M]) > n implies
#M' #M'
QI = n

M! =
# M, 7

Thus, we have

which implies (I, M/ # M'. O

Then, we show the general case. Let g : B — R be a ring homomor-
phism from a polynomial ring B := Z[t1, s, . .., t;] such that for every
i€ {1,2,...,n}, the following condition holds:

e if I, is of characteristic p > 0 and dim R; > 1, then for some
Jj € {1,2,...,1}, the image of ¢; under the induced ring ho-
momorphism B % R — R; is a transcendental element over
F,.
Let a : R®N — M be a surjective R-homomorphism with N € Z-o,
and let h : ' — M be the composite B-homomorphism

F =B &5 goN 9
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For each i € {1,2,...,n}, let F; == h™'(M;), and let B; == B/g~*(p;).
By Lemma (@), it is enough to show that |J._, F; # F. Fix
i € {1,2,...,n}. g p;) is a prime ideal of B. Let h; : F/F; —
M /M; be the natural injective B-homomorphism induced by the B-

homomorphism F MMM /M;. We have
9~ (0)(F/E;) = b7 (pi(M/M;)) = by (0) = 0.

Note that the ring homomorphism B % R — R, induces the injective
ring homomorphism B; — R; and that F/F; is a B;-module. Let
¢+ F x R — M be the B-baranced map such that ¢'(f,r) = rh(f).
By the universal property of the tensor product, we obtain the B-
homomorphism ¢ : F ®5 R — M. Let ¢, : (F/F;) x R; — M/M;

be the B-baranced map such that ¢}(f,r) = rh;(f). By the universal
property of the tensor product, we obtain the B-homomorphism ¢; :
(F'/F;) ®p R; — M/M,;. Then the following diagram is commutative:

FeopR —2% M

l !

(F/F)®p R, —2s M/M,,

where the vertical arrows are the natural surjective B-homomorphisms.
Since ¢ is equal to the composition

F®pR=B*™" @3 R> R*™ & M,
¢ is surjective. Thus, also ¢; is surjective. Hence we have
geleny (M/M;) < geleny ((F/F;) ®p R;)
(2) = geleng, ((F/F;) ®s, R;)
= geleny (F/F;),

where the last equality follows from Lemma [5Il In particular, we have
geleng (F'/F;) > 1.

Claim 5.8. If dim B; = 0, then dim R; = 0.

Proof of Claim[2.8. Assume that dim B; = 0 and dim R; > 1. By
Lemma B3, B; is of characteristic p > 0, and hence also R; is of
characteristic p. We consider the following commutative diagram:

B 25 R

L

]Fp Bz > Rz
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By the definition of g, the image of ¢; under the ring homomorphism
B % R — R;is a transcendental element over T, for some j €
{1,2,...,1}. Since the ring homomorphism B % R — R; is equal
to the ring homomorphism B — B; — R;, also the image of ¢; un-
der the ring homomorphism B — B; is transcendental over F,. Since
B is a finitely generated F,-algebra, dim B; is equal to tr.degy K (B;)
(cf. [Mat87, Theorem 5.6]). Thus, we have dim B; > 1. This is a
contradiction. g

By Claim 5.8 and inequality (2]), we have that if dim B; = 0, then
logy n < geleny (M/M;) < geleny (F/F)

holds. By Claim 5.7, we have |J;_, F; # F, and hence the assertion
holds. U

Theorem 5.9. Let f: X — S be a projective morphism of noetherian
schemes, with X reduced and S affine. Let L be an invertible sheaf on
X, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Then, for sufficiently
large m € Zy, there is a section s € H(X, L*™®¢p, A™') such that for
any irreducible component V. of X, if L|y is f|v-big, then Supp(V) ¢
Supp(Z(s)) holds.

Proof. If X = (), the assertion clearly holds. Thus we may assume
that X # (). Let Y7,Y5,...,Y; be all the connected components of X
equipped with the reduced scheme structure. Then, by the Mayer—
Vietoris sequence, we have

v) )

v)" ®oy, (A

l
H(X, L®" @0, A™') ~ P H(Y;, (L
=1

for any m € Z-q. Thus, it is enough to show that the assertion holds
for any connected component of X. Hence we may assume that X is
connected.

Let X1, X5, ..., X, be all the irreducible components of X. Let

I={ie{l,2,...,n}| L|x, is f|x,-big}.

For each i € I, let X| = i X equipped with the reduced scheme
structure, let T; be the scheme-theoretic intersection of X; and X,
and let d; = dim(X;/f(X;)). Note that d; > 0 for each i € I. We
write S = Spec R with a noetherian ring R. For each i € I, we write
f(X;) = Spec R; with a noetherian integral domain R;, and R; = R/p;
with p; € Spec R. Let H,, == L™ ®@p, A7 for m € Z-y. Fixi € I.
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By Proposition B3, there is a positive real number C! € R-( such that
for sufficiently large m > 0,

geleny HY(X;, Hylx,) > Cim™.

holds. By Proposition 24, we have dim(7;/f(X;)) < d; — 1. By
Lemma B.7], there is a positive real number C! € R such that for
sufficiently large m > 0,

geleny, HY(T}, Hylr,) < Clm @/ 10 < Ot
holds. By the Mayer—Vietoris sequence, we have the exact sequence
0— H(X, H,,) = H(X;, Hylx,) ® H(X{, Hu|x:) = H°(T;, Hyl1,).

Let ¢im : HY(X, H,) — HY(X;, Hylx,) and ¥y, © HY(X;, Hylx,) —
H°(T;, H,,|1.) be the natural homomorphisms. By the above exact
sequence, we have Im¢;,, 2 Ker;,,. Hence for sufficiently large
m € Z~o, we have

gelen, (H(X, H,,)/Ker ¢; )
=ge.lenp (Im ¢; )
>ge.leny (Ker v ,,)
>geleng, H(X;, Hylx,) — geleng, HY(T;, Hy1,)
>Clm% — CI'm%!
>Cim®,

where C; = C//2. Since d; > 0, geleny (H(X, H,,)/Ker ¢;,,,) > 1
holds for sufficiently large m € Z-o. If dim X; = 0, then we have
X = X, since X is connected and X; is an irreducible component of
X. Hence, the assertion clearly holds if dim X; = 0. Thus, we may
assume that dim X; > 1. If dim R; = 0, we have dim(X;/f(X;)) =
dim X; by the definition of dim(X;/f(X;)), and hence we have d; =
dim(X;/f(X;)) > 1. Then, for sufficiently large m € Z-(, we have

gelen, (H(X, H,,)/Ker ¢; ) > Cym® > log, n.

By Lemma 5.6 we have |J,; Ker ¢;,,, # H(X, H,,) for sufficiently
large m € Z-~o. In other words, for sufficiently large m € Z-, there is a
section s € HY(X, L¥"®0, A™') such that s|x, # 0 holds for any i € I.
By Proposition 217 and Proposition 220, the assertion holds. O

Corollary 5.10. Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes, with X reduced and S affine. Let L be an invertible
sheaf on X, and let A be an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. If L|y
is flv-big for any irreducible component V' of X, then for sufficiently
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large m € Z~q, there is an effective Cartier divisor D on X such that
LP" ~ A®p, Ox(D).

Proof. By Theorem [£.9] for sufficiently large m € Z-, there is a section
s € H'(X, L™ ®p, A™") such that Supp(V) € Supp(Z(s)) holds for
any irreducible component V' of X. By Definition-Proposition 218
Z(s) defines an effective Cartier divisor D on X. Thus, we have

L @0,
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