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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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2 YUSUKE USHIRO

on X . Then the f -stable base locus SBf(L) of L is defined as

SBf(L) :=
⋂

m∈Z>0

Supp Coker(f ∗f∗L
⊗m → L⊗m),

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

B+,f(L) :=
⋂

m∈Z>0

SBf(L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1)

(cf. Definition 2.21). We define the f -exceptional locus Ef(L) of L
as the set-theoretic union of all the integral closed subschemes V of X
such that L|V are not f |V -big (cf. Definition 3.10).
The main results of this paper are the following two theorems, The-

orem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. These are proved in Section 4.

Theorem 1.1 (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+,f(L) = Ef(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–Mustaţă–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–McKernan–Mustaţă 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. [Bir17]). Sti-
gant mainly showed the theorem for the case when S is excellent and
B+,g(L|XQ

) = Eg(L|XQ
) where g : XQ → SQ is the induced morphism

(cf. [Sti21]).

Theorem 1.2 (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 ) =
Ef(L) and SBf(L) = SBf |F (L|F ) hold.
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Keel first proved the theorem for the case when S = Spec k with a
field k of positive characteristic and SBf (L) = ∅ (cf. [Kee99]). Cascini–
McKernan–Mustaţă simplified the proof for the case when k is an al-
gebraically closed field of positive characteristic (cf. [CMM14]). Birkar
proved the theorem for the case when S = Spec k with an arbitrary field
k, L is an Q-Cartier Q-divisor and SBf(L) = ∅ (cf. [Bir17]). Cascini–
Tanaka showed the theorem for the case when S is an Fp-scheme (cf.
[CT20, Subsection 2.5]). Although their definition of Ef(L) is slightly
different from our definition, we shall show that these two definitions
are equivalent (cf. Remark 3.11). Stigant showed the theorem for the
case when S is excellent, L|XQ

is semi-ample and F is reduced. (cf.
[Sti21]).
In Section 5, we mainly show the following result.

Theorem 1.3 (Corollary 5.10). 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 L|V is f |V -big for any irreducible component V of X, then for
sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0, there is an effective Cartier divisor D on
X such that L⊗m ≃ A⊗OX

OX(D).

1.1. Sketch of the proofs. To prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2,
we basically follow the strategies of [CMM14] and [Bir17]. 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.lenAM of M as the length of Ap-module Mp.

(2) Let X be an irreducible noetherian scheme and let F be a co-
herent sheaf on X . Let ξ ∈ X be the generic point of Xred.
Then, we define the generic X-length ge.lenX F of F as the
length of OX,ξ-module Fξ.

Note that the generic X-length is not defined when X is not ir-
reducible. We show the following two inequalities: Lemma 1.5 and
Lemma 1.6.

Lemma 1.5 (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 ∈ Z≥0, there is a positive real number C ∈ R>0 such
that for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenS R
jf∗(F ⊗OX

L⊗m) ≤ Cmd−j
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holds.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma 1.5. Let N be the nilradical ideal sheaf
of X . By using the exact sequence

0 → N i+1 → N i → N i/N i+1 → 0,

we reduce the proof to the case whereX is reduced. WhenX is reduced,
by taking the generic fibre of f(X), we can reduce the proof to the
case where S = Spec k with a field k, which is shown by Birkar (cf.
[Bir17]). �

Lemma 1.6 (Lemma 4.2). Let f : X → S be a projective surjective
morphism of irreducible noetherian schemes. Let d := dim(X/S). Let
E 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>0 such
that for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenS f∗(E ⊗OX
L⊗m) ≥ Cmd

holds.

The proof is similar to the one of Lemma 1.5. The key lemma is the
following.

Lemma 1.7 (Lemma 4.3). 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
is f -weakly big. Then, for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0, there is a section
s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1) such that s|Xred
6= 0 holds.

By using Lemma 1.5 and Lemma 1.6 we show the Lemma 1.7.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma 1.7. 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 X1 of X such that L|X1

is f |X1
-

big. Let X ′ be the union of the other irreducible components. Let T be
the scheme-theoretic intersection of X1 and X ′. We may assume that
S and f(X1) are affine and write f(X1) = SpecR with a noetherian
ring R. Let d = dim(X1/f(X1)) and let Mm := L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1. By
Lemma 1.6, there is a positive real number C1 ∈ R>0 such that for
sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenRH
0(X1,Mm|X1

) ≥ C1m
d
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holds. By Lemma 1.5, there is a positive real number C2 ∈ R>0 such
that for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenRH
0(T,Mm|T ) ≤ C2m

d−1

holds. By the exact sequence

H0(X,Mm) → H0(X1,Mm|X1
)⊕H0(X ′,Mm|X′) → H0(T,Mm|T ),

we can show that the natural morphism H0(X,Mm) → H0(X1,Mm|X1
)

is not zero for sufficiently large m.
(ii) We may assume that S and f(X) are affine and write f(X) =

SpecR with a noetherian ring R. Let N be the nilradical ideal sheaf of
X . Let d = dim(X/f(X)) and letMm := L⊗m⊗OX

A−1. By Lemma 1.6,
there is a positive real number C1 ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently large
m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenRH
0(Xred,Mm|Xred

) ≥ C1m
d

holds. By Lemma 1.5, there is a positive real number C2 ∈ R>0 such
that for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenRH
1(X,N ⊗OX

Mm) ≤ C2m
d−1

holds. By the exact sequence

H0(X,Mm) → H0(Xred,Mm|Xred
) → H1(X,N ⊗OX

Mm),

we can show that the natural morphismH0(X,Mm) → H0(Xred,Mm|Xred
)

is not zero for sufficiently large m. �

To prove Theorem 1.3, the key lemma is the following.

Lemma 1.8 (Lemma 5.6). Let R be a noetherian ring, and let M
be a finitely generated R-module. For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, let pi ∈
SpecR, let Ri := R/pi, and let Mi be an R-submodule of M . For each
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, assume the following conditions:

• pi(M/Mi) = 0, in particular, M/Mi is an Ri-module;
• if dimRi = 0, ge.lenRi

(M/Mi) > log2 n;
• if dimRi ≥ 1, ge.lenRi

(M/Mi) ≥ 1.

Then,
⋃n
i=1Mi 6=M holds.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma 1.8. We can reduce the proof to the case
where M is finitely generated Z-algebra. In this case, for each i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , n}, pick a maximal ideal mi of R such that pi ⊆ mi. Let e be
a sufficiently large integer. Let q :=

∏n
i=1m

e
i , let M

′ := M/qM , and
let M ′

i := f(Mi), where f : M → M ′ be the natural surjection. By
Lemma 5.5 (2), it is enough to show that

⋃n
i=1M

′
i 6=M ′. Then we can

show the following conditions:

• #M ′ <∞;
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• #(M ′/M ′
i) > n.

Thus we have

#

(

n
⋃

i=1

M ′
i

)

≤
n
∑

i=1

#M ′
i =

n
∑

i=1

#M ′

#(M ′/M ′
i)
< n · #M

′

n
= #M ′ <∞,

which implies
⋃n
i=1M

′
i 6=M ′.

�

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 #S = ∞ (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 α : Z → A be the natural ring
homomorphism. For a prime number p, A is of characteristic p
if the kernel of α 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 α is injective.

(5) Given a field extension k → k′, tr.degk k
′ denotes transcendence

degree of k′ over k.
(6) Let X be an integral scheme. Then K(X) denotes OX,ξ, where

ξ is the generic point of X . Let A be an integral domain. Then
K(A) denotes K(SpecA).

(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 ′ →
X

f→ Y .
(9) Let X be a noetherian scheme. Let Y1, Y2, . . . , Yn (resp. Yλ

(λ ∈ Λ)) be closed subschemes of X . Then the scheme-theoretic
union (resp. scheme-theoretic intersection) of Y1, Y2, . . . , Yn (resp.
Yλ (λ ∈ Λ)) is the closed subscheme of X determined by the
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coherent ideal sheaf
⋂n
i=1 Ii (resp.

∑

λ∈Λ Iλ), where Ii (resp.
Iλ) is the ideal sheaf of Yi (resp. Yλ).

(10) The notation ∩ (resp. ∪, ⊆) denotes the set-theoretic intersec-
tion (resp. union, inclusion) except for Section 4. Given closed
subschemes Y1 and Y2 of a scheme X , we write Y1 = Y2 if Y1 is
equal to Y2 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 f |X′ (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 Xy is defined as Xy := X ×Y Spec k(y), where k(y) is the
residue field of y on Y . Let F be an OX -module on X . Then
F|Xy

denotes g∗F , where g : Xy → X is the induced morphism.
(13) Given a scheme X , a quasi-coherent sheaf F onX , and a section

s ∈ H0(X,F), s(x) denotes the image of s to Fx/mxFx, where
mx is the maximal ideal of OX,x.

(14) Let X be a scheme. Xred denotes the reduced scheme associated
to X (cf. [Har77, Exercises II.2.3]). The nilradical ideal sheaf
of X is the ideal sheaf of Xred 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 φ : F → G of OX -module,
φ(F ′) denotes the image sheaf of the restricted homomorphism
φ|F ′ : 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>0

such that L⊗m is f -free (resp. f -very ample). L is said to be
f -nef if L|Xs

is nef for any closed point s ∈ S. Then L is f -
nef if and only if L|Xs

is nef for any point s ∈ S (cf. [CT20,
Lemma 2.6]). If L is f -free (resp. f -very ample, etc.), we may
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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. dimX 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 dimX = −∞.

(19) The phrase “. . . for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0” means “there
is an integer m0 ∈ Z>0 such that . . . for any m ∈ Z>0 with
m ≥ m0”. The phrase “. . . for sufficiently divisible m ∈ Z>0”
means “there is an integer m0 ∈ Z>0 such that . . . for any
m ∈ {m0k | k ∈ Z>0}”.

2.2. Relative dimension.

Definition 2.1. Let f : X → S be a morphism of noetherian schemes,
with S irreducible. Let σ be the generic point of S. Then, dim(X/S)
denotes the dimension of Xσ (cf. Subsection 2.1 (18)). In particular, if
Xσ is empty, then dim(X/S) = −∞.

Remark 2.2. If f is of finite type, then Xσ is of finite type over the
field K(Sred), and hence dim(X/S) = dimXσ <∞ holds.

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

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

Xσ −−−→ Xred −−−→ X




y





y





y

Sσ −−−→ Sred −−−→ S.

�

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 ) (
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) = ±∞, the assertion is clear.
Thus we may assume that 0 ≤ dim(X/S) < ∞. We now show the
following claim.
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Claim 2.5. Let φ : A → B be an injective ring homomorphism of in-
tegral domains, and let ψ : B → C be a surjective ring homomorphism.
If ψ is not injective, then the induced ring homomorphism

ψ ⊗A idK(A) : B ⊗A K(A) → C ⊗A K(A)

is not injective.

Proof of Claim 2.5. Assume that ψ is not injective. Let I := Kerψ 6=
0. Then, we have the exact sequence

0 → I(B ⊗A K(A)) → B ⊗A K(A) → C ⊗A K(A) → 0.

Since the induced ring homomorphism α : B → B⊗AK(A) is injective,
we have

I(B ⊗A K(A)) ⊇ α(I) 6= 0.

Thus, the claim holds. �

Then, by applying Claim 2.5 to A = Γ(S,OS), B = Γ(X,OX), and
C = Γ(Y,OY ), we have Yσ 6= Xσ. Since Xσ is integral and Yσ is
a proper closed subscheme of Xσ, we have dimYσ ≤ dimXσ − 1 if
dimXσ ≥ 1. If dimXσ = 0, then Yσ is empty for the same reason, and
dimYσ ≤ dimXσ − 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.lenAM of
M as the length of Ap-module Mp.

(2) Let X be an irreducible noetherian scheme and let F be a co-
herent sheaf on X . Let ξ ∈ X be the generic point of X . Then,
we define the generic X-length ge.lenX F of F as the length of
OX,ξ-module Fξ.

Remark 2.7. Let A, p, and M be as in Definition 2.6 (1).

(1) Since Ap is artinian, Mp has finite length (cf. [Mat87, § 3]), i.e.,
ge.lenAM is a non-negative integer.

(2) Given an exact sequence of A-modules

0 →M1 →M2 → · · · →Mn → 0,

we have
∑n

i=1(−1)ige.lenAMi = 0 (cf. [Mat87, § 2]).
(3) If pM = 0, M is also an A/p-module and we have

ge.lenAM = ge.lenA/pM.

(4) If A is an integral domain, we have ge.lenAM = dimK(A)(M⊗A

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 σ
be the generic point of S, let X0 := X ×S SpecOS,σ, and let F0 :=
j∗F , where j : X0 → X is the induced morphism. Then, by [Har77,
Proposition III.9.3], ge.lenS f∗F = ge.lenOS,σ

H0(X0,F0) holds. If S is

affine, we have ge.lenS f∗F = ge.lenAH
0(X,F), where S = SpecA.

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 ×S S

′, and let
g : X ′ → S ′ be the induced morphism. Then, we have ge.lenS f∗F =
ge.lenS′ g∗(F|X′).

2.4. Associated points.

Definition 2.10. Let A be a ring, let M be an A-module, and let
p ∈ SpecA. We say that p is associated toM or p is an associated prime
ofM if there is an element m ∈M whose annihilator {a ∈ A | am = 0}
is equal to p. AssM 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 x ∈ X .

(1) We say that x is associated to F or x is an associated point of F
if the maximal ideal of OX,x is associated to OX,x-module Fx.
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
AssX denotes AssOX .

Proposition 2.12. Let X be a locally noetherian scheme and let F be
a quasi-coherent sheaf on X. Let U = SpecA ⊆ X be an open affine
subscheme and let M = H0(U,F|U). Let x ∈ U , and let p ∈ SpecA be
the corresponding prime ideal. Then, p is associated to M if and only
if x is associated to F .

Proof. See [Sta23, Tag 02OK]. �

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

Proof. See [Sta23, Tag 05AF]. �

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

(1) AssF ⊆ SuppF holds.
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(2) Let x ∈ SuppF be a point which is not a specialization of an-
other point of SuppF . Then, x is associated to F . In particu-
lar, all the generic points of the irreducible components of Xred

are associated to X.

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

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 ∈ H0(X,L). Let φ : OX → L be the morphism
of OX-modules such that φ(U)(1) = s|U holds for any open subset
U ⊆ X . Let φ′ : L−1 → OX be the composition

L−1 ≃→ L−1 ⊗OX
OX

id
L−1⊗φ−→ L−1 ⊗OX

L
≃→ OX .

Let I be the image sheaf of φ′. Then, the zero locus Z(s) of s is defined
as the closed subscheme of X determined by the coherent ideal sheaf
I.
Proposition 2.16. Let X be a noetherian scheme, let L be an invert-
ible sheaf on X, and let s ∈ H0(X,L). Then,

Supp(Z(s)) = {x ∈ X | s(x) = 0}
holds. In particular, we have Supp(Z(s)) = Supp(Z(s|Xred

)).

Proof. Let φ, φ′, I be as in Definition 2.15. Let x ∈ X . The condition
x ∈ Z(s) is equivalent to the condition Ix ⊆ mx, where mx is the
maximal ideal of OX,x. Since the image sheaf of φ is IL, sx generates
IxLx as an OX,x-module. Thus, the condition Ix ⊆ mx is equivalent to
the condition sx ∈ mxLx, i.e., s(x) = 0. �

Proposition 2.17. Let X be a reduced noetherian scheme, let L be
an invertible sheaf on X, and let s ∈ H0(X,L). Then, the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) s = 0;
(2) s(x) = 0 for all x ∈ X;
(3) Supp(Z(s)) = Supp(X);
(4) Z(s) = X.

Proof. It is clear that (1) implies (2). By Proposition 2.16, (2) is equiv-
alent to (3). Since X is reduced, (3) implies (4). Thus it is enough
to show that (4) implies (1). Let φ, I be as in Definition 2.15. Since
Z(s) = X , we have I = 0, which implies φ is zero, i.e., s = 0. �
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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 ∈ H0(X,L). Let φ, φ′, I be as in
Definition 2.15. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) I ≃ L−1 holds as OX -modules;
(2) I is an invertible sheaf on X ;
(3) φ′ is injective;
(4) φ is injective;
(5) for any x ∈ AssX , s(x) 6= 0 holds;

(6) for any x ∈ AssX , s(y) 6= 0 holds for some y ∈ {x}, where {x}
is the closure of the subset {x} of X ;

(7) for any x ∈ AssX , {x} * Supp(Z(s)) holds, where {x} is the
closure of the subset {x} of X .

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

Proof. It 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 = SpecA with a
noetherian ring A. We may also assume that I and L are isomorphic
to OX . Let J be the kernel sheaf of the composition

ψ : OX
≃→ L−1 φ′→ OX ,

and let J := Γ(X,J ). Then, ψ(X) induces the isomorphism

A/J ≃ Γ(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 φ′ is injective.
Second, we show that (4) is equivalent to (5). Let U ≃ SpecA be an

open affine subscheme of X such that L|U ≃ OU . Let M := Γ(U, L|U).
Then, φ|U is injective if and only if s|U is a non-zero-divisor of the
A-module M . Since M ≃ A, s|U is a non-zero-divisor of M if and
only if s|U /∈ pM holds for every p ∈ AssA. By Proposition 2.12,
it is equivalent to the condition that sx /∈ mxLx holds for every x ∈
(AssX) ∩ U , where mx is the maximal ideal of OX,x. Thus, we have
that φ is injective if and only if sx /∈ mxLx, i.e., s(x) = 0, holds for
every x ∈ AssX .
Finally, we show that (5), (6), and (7) are equivalent. It is clear that

(5) implies (6). Let x ∈ AssX and let y ∈ {x}. Then, s(x) = 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). �

Proposition 2.19. Let X be a noetherian scheme, let L1 and L2 be
invertible sheaves on X, let s1 ∈ H0(X,L1), and let s2 ∈ H0(X,L2).
Let I (resp. I1, I2) be the ideal sheaf of Z(s1⊗s2) (resp. Z(s1), Z(s2)).
Then, I = I1I2 holds as sheaves of ideals on X.

Proof. Let φ′ : L−1
1 ⊗OX

L−1
2 → OX (resp. φ′

1 : L
−1
1 → OX , φ

′
2 : L

−1
2 → OX)

be the morphism of OX -modules corresponding to s1⊗s2 (resp. s1, s2)
as in Definition 2.15. Then, φ′ coincides with the composition

L−1
1 ⊗OX

L−1
2

φ′
1
⊗id

L
−1

2−→ OX ⊗OX
L−1
2

≃→ L−1
2

φ′
2→ OX .

Thus, we have I = φ′(L−1
1 ⊗OX

L−1
2 ) = φ′

2(I1L
−1
2 ) = I1φ

′
2(L

−1
2 ) =

I1I2. �

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 ∈ H0(X,L).
Then, Z(s|Y ) coincides with the scheme-theoretic intersection of Z(s)
and Y .

Proof. Let φ′ : L−1 → OX (resp. φ′
Y : (L|Y )−1 → OY ) be the morphism

of OX -modules (resp. OY -modules) corresponding to s (resp. s|Y ) as
in Definition 2.15. Let I (resp. I ′) be the ideal sheaf of Z(s) (resp.
Z(s|Y )) on X . Let IY be the ideal sheaf of Y on X . We consider the
following commutative diagram:

L−1 φ′−−−→ OX




y

β





y

α

(L|Y )−1
φ′
Y−−−→ OY .

Note that α and β are surjective. Since α(I ′) is the ideal sheaf of
Z(s|Y ) on Y , we have

α(I ′) = φ′
Y ((L|Y )−1) = (φ′

Y ◦ β)(L−1) = (α ◦ φ′)(L−1) = α(I).

Since I ′ ⊇ IY , we have

I ′ = I ′ + IY = I + IY .

�
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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 .

• The f -base locus Bsf (L) of L is defined as

Bsf(L) := Supp Coker(f ∗f∗L→ L).

• The f -stable base locus SBf (L) of L is defined as

SBf(L) :=
⋂

m∈Z>0

Bsf(L
⊗m).

• The f -augmented base locus B+,f(L) of L is defined as

B+,f(L) :=
⋂

m∈Z>0

SBf (L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1),

where A is an f -ample invertible sheaf on X .

Bsf (L), SBf (L) and B+,f(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>0,

SBf (L) = Bsf(L
⊗m)

holds. For the same reason, for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

B+,f(L) = SBf (L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1)

holds.

The following argument is extracted from [CMM14].

Remark 2.23. The definition of B+,f(L) is independent of the choice
of A. Indeed, if A1 and A2 are f -ample invertible sheaves, then there
is a positive integer r ∈ Z>0 such that A⊗r

1 ⊗OX
A−1

2 is f -free. Then,
by

L⊗mr ⊗OX
A−1

2 = (L⊗m ⊗OX
A−1

1 )⊗r ⊗OX
(A⊗r

1 ⊗OX
A−1

2 ),

we have SBf (L
⊗mr ⊗OX

A−1
2 ) ⊆ SBf(L

⊗m ⊗OX
A−1

1 ). By the same
argument, we also have SBf(L

⊗mr′ ⊗OX
A−1

1 ) ⊆ SBf(L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1
2 )

for some r′ ∈ Z>0. Thus, the following holds:
⋂

m∈Z>0

SBf(L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1
1 ) =

⋂

m∈Z>0

SBf(L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1
2 ).
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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 ×S S

′, and let g : X ′ → S ′ be the
induced morphism.

(1) Bsf(L) ∩X ′ = Bsg(L|X′) holds.
(2) SBf(L) ∩X ′ = SBg(L|X′) holds.
(3) B+,f(L) ∩X ′ = B+,g(L|X′) holds.

Proof. By the definition of relative base loci, we have (1). (2) follows
from (1). (3) follows from (2). �

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

Bsf(L) =
⋂

s∈H0(X,L)

Supp(Z(s)).

Proof. Let x ∈ X . Then, x /∈ Bsf(L) if and only if (f ∗f∗L)x → Lx is
surjective, i.e., s(x) 6= 0 for some s ∈ H0(X,L). By Proposition 2.16,
s(x) 6= 0 if and only if x /∈ 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) Bsf |Y (L|Y ) ⊆ Bsf(L) holds.
(2) SBf |Y (L|Y ) ⊆ SBf(L) holds.
(3) B+,f |Y (L|Y ) ⊆ B+,f(L) holds.

The following proof is extracted from [CMM14].

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

Bsf |Y (L|Y ) =
⋂

s∈H0(Y,L|Y )

Supp(Z(s))

⊆
⋂

t∈H0(X,L)

Supp(Z(t|Y ))

=
⋂

t∈H0(X,L)

(Supp(Z(t)) ∩ Supp(Y )),

where the first equality follows from Proposition 2.25 and the last equal-
ity follows from Proposition 2.20. On the other hand, we have

⋂

t∈H0(X,L)

(Supp(Z(t)) ∩ Supp(Y )) ⊆
⋂

t∈H0(X,L)

Supp(Z(t)) = Bsf (L),
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where the last equality follows from Proposition 2.25. Hence (1) holds.
(2) follows from (1). (3) follows from (2). �

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 x1, x2, . . . , xn be all the associated points
of F . Let I := {1, 2, . . . , n}. Then, there are coherent subsheaves
G1,G2, . . . ,Gn of F such that the following conditions hold:

(1)
⋂

i∈I Gi = 0;
(2) Ass(F/Gi) = {xi} for every i ∈ I;
(3)

⋂

j∈J Gj 6= 0 for any proper subset J ( I.

Proof. See [Gro65, Proposition 3.2.6]. �

Definition-Proposition 2.28. Let X be a noetherian scheme. Let
x1, x2, . . . , xn be all the associated points of X . Let I := {1, 2, . . . , n}.
Then, there are closed subschemes X1, X2, . . . , Xn of X such that the
following conditions hold:

(1) X coincides with the scheme-theoretic union of X1, X2, . . . , Xn

(cf. Subsection 2.1 (9));
(2) AssXi = {xi} for every i ∈ I;
(3) for any proper subset J ( I, X does not coincide with the

scheme-theoretic union
⋃

j∈J Xj .

If X1, X2, . . . , Xn satisfy the above conditions, the decomposition X =
⋃

i∈I Xi, where the union is the scheme-theoretic union, is called an
irredundant decomposition of X .

Proof. Apply Proposition 2.27 to OX . �

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>0 such that

(f |Xred
)∗((L

⊗m ⊗OX
A−1)|Xred

) 6= 0.

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 A1 and A2, if

(f |Xred
)∗((L

⊗m ⊗OX
A−1

1 )|Xred
) 6= 0
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holds for some m ∈ Z>0, then

(f |Xred
)∗((L

⊗m′ ⊗OX
A−1

2 )|Xred
) 6= 0

holds for some m′ ∈ Z>0. By replacing X with Xred, we may assume
that X is reduced. Assume that f∗(L

⊗m ⊗OX
A−1

1 ) 6= 0. Then, there
are an open affine subset U of S and a nonzero element

s ∈ H0(U, f∗(L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1
1 )) = H0(f−1(U), L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1
1 ).

Pick a closed point x ∈ f−1(U) such that s(x) 6= 0. Since A1 is f -
ample, there is a positive integer r ∈ Z>0 such that A⊗r

1 ⊗OX
A−1

2 is
f -free. Thus, there is an element

t ∈ H0(U, f∗(A
⊗m
1 ⊗OX

A−1
2 )) = H0(f−1(U), A⊗m

1 ⊗OX
A−1

2 )

such that t(x) 6= 0. Then, by

L⊗mr ⊗OX
A−1

2 = (L⊗m ⊗A−1
1 )⊗r ⊗OX

(A⊗m
1 ⊗ A−1

2 ),

s⊗r ⊗ t is an element of

H0(f−1(U), L⊗mr ⊗OX
A−1

2 ) = H0(U, f∗(L
⊗mr ⊗OX

A−1
2 )).

Since (s⊗r ⊗ t)(x) 6= 0, we have f∗(L
⊗mr ⊗OX

A−1
2 ) 6= 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 ×S 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 ×S S
′ 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 (1) is
equivalent to (3) by the definition of sheaves. �

Proposition 3.4. Let g : X → S ′ be a projective morphism of noe-
therian schemes, let α : S ′ → S be a finite morphism of noetherian
schemes, and let f := α ◦ g. 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 3.3, 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 ifH0(Xred, (L

⊗m⊗OX
A−1)|Xred

) 6= 0
for some m ∈ Z>0, which is equivalent to g-weak bigness of L. �
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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 σ 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|Xσ

is g-big, where g : Xσ → SpecK(S) is the induced mor-
phism;

(3) there is a positive real number C ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently
large m ∈ Z>0, ge.lenS f∗L

⊗m ≥ Cmd holds.

Proof. Let A be an f -ample invertible sheaf on X . Note that A|Xσ
is

ample. By Remark 2.9 and Proposition 3.3, we may assume that S is
affine and written as S = SpecR with a noetherian ring R. By [Har77,
Proposition III.9.3], we have

H0(X,L⊗m ⊗OX
A−1)⊗R K(R) = H0(Xσ, (L|Xσ

)⊗m ⊗OXσ
(A|Xσ

)−1)

for any m ∈ Z>0. Thus, (1) is equivalent to (2). By Remark 2.7 and
Remark 2.8,

ge.lenS f∗L
⊗m = dimK(S)H

0(Xσ, (L|Xσ
)⊗m)

holds. Thus by [Bir17, Lemma 4.3], (2) is equivalent to (3). �

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 ′ ∩ f(X) 6= ∅, L|X′

is g-big, where X ′ := X ×S S
′ and g : X ′ → S ′ is the natural

morphism.

Proof. Let X ′, S ′, and g be as in (2). Note that X ′ is not empty
and it is irreducible. Replacing X with Xred, we may assume that X is
integral. Then also X ′ is integral. By Proposition 3.4, replacing S with
f(X), we may assume that f is surjective and S is integral. Then also
S ′ is integral. Since ge.lenS f∗L

⊗m = ge.lenS′ g∗L
⊗m by Remark 2.9,

the assertion follows from Proposition 3.5, �

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 ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,
we have

ge.lenS f∗(F ⊗OX
L⊗m) ≤ Cmd.
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Proof. Let σ be the generic point of S. By Remark 2.8, we have

ge.lenS f∗(F ⊗OX
L⊗m) = dimK(S)H

0(Xσ, (F|Xσ
)⊗OXσ

(L|Xσ
)⊗m).

If d ≥ 0, by [Bir17, Lemma 4.1], there exists a positive real number
C ∈ R>0 such that

dimK(S)H
0(Xσ, (F|Xσ

)⊗OXσ
(L|Xσ

)⊗m) ≤ Cmd

holds for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0. If Xσ = ∅,
H0(Xσ, (F|Xσ

)⊗OXσ
(L|Xσ

)⊗m) = 0

holds. Thus, the above inequality also holds when d = −∞. �

The following proof is the same as in [Sti21, Lemma 2.6] and almost
the same as in [CMM14, 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 X1 be
an irreducible component of X such that L|X1

is f |X1
-big. Then, for

sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0, there is a section s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m ⊗ A−1)
such that Supp(X1) * Supp(Z(s)) holds.

Proof. Assume that Supp(X1) ⊆ Supp(Z(s)) holds for infinitely many
m ∈ Z>0 and for every s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m⊗OX

A−1). 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 X1

and X ′. Let S1 := f(X1). Note that S1 is an integral noetherian affine
scheme. Thus, we can write S1 = SpecR1 with a noetherian integral
domain R1. Let d := dim(X1/S1). Let M := L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1. By the
Mayer–Vietoris sequence, we have the exact sequence

0 → OX → OX1
⊕OX′ → OT → 0.

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

0 → H0(X,M) → H0(X1,M |X1
)⊕H0(X ′,M |X′) → H0(T,M |T ).

By the assumption, the homomorphism H0(X,M) → H0(X1,M |X1
) is

zero for infinitely manym ∈ Z>0. Thus, for suchm, the homomorphism
H0(X1,M |X1

) → H0(T,M |T ) is injective, and we have

(1) ge.lenR1
H0(X1,M |X1

) ≤ ge.lenR1
H0(T,M |T ).

By Proposition 2.4, we have dim(T/S1) ≤ d− 1. By Lemma 3.7, there
is a positive real number C ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently largem > 0,

ge.lenR1
H0(T,M |T ) ≤ Cmdim(T/S1) ≤ Cmd−1
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holds. On the other hand, by Proposition 3.5, there is a positive real
number C ′ ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently large m > 0,

ge.lenR1
H0(X1,M |X1

) ≥ C ′md

holds. These two estimates contradict inequality (1). �

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) L|Xred

is f |Xred
-weakly big;

(3) there exists an irreducible component Y of Xred such that L|Y
is f |Y -big.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, 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 Xred, we may assume thatX is reduced. LetX1, X2, . . . , Xn

be all the irreducible components of X . Let A be an f -ample invertible
sheaf on X . Assume that for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} and m ∈ Z>0,

H0(Xi, (L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1)|Xi
) = 0

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

H0(X,L⊗m ⊗OX
A−1) →

n
⊕

i=1

H0(Xi, (L
⊗m ⊗OX

A−1)|Xi
).

Thus, we have H0(X,L⊗m ⊗OX
A−1) = 0 for any m ∈ Z>0. Hence we

have that (2) implies (3). �

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|V are not f |V -big.
Remark 3.11. By Theorem 3.9, 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|V are
not f |V -weakly big.

The proof of (3), (5), and (6) 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 ×S S
′, and

g : X ′ → S ′ be the induced morphism. Then, we have

Ef(L) ∩X ′ = Eg(L|X′).

(2) Ef(L) = Eg(L|Xred
) holds, where g := f |Xred

.
(3) Let m ∈ Z>0, and let A be an f -ample invertible sheaf on X.

Let s ∈ H0(Xred, (L
⊗m ⊗ A−1)|Xred

), and let Z := Z(s). Then,
Ef(L) = Ef |Z(L|Z) holds.

(4) Let m ∈ Z>0, and let A be an f -ample invertible sheaf on X.
Let s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m ⊗A−1), and let Z := Z(s). Then, Ef(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|V is not f |V -big.
Proof. (1) It is enough to show that for any integral closed subscheme
V of X such that V ′ := V ×X X

′ 6= ∅, L|V is f |V -big if and only if L|V ′

is g|V ′-big. Note that V ′ = V ×S S
′. Thus the assertion follows from

Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.6.
(2) Ef(L) ⊇ Eg(L|Xred

) is clear. We show the opposite inclusion. Let
V be an integral closed subscheme of X such that L|V is not f |V -big.
Since V is a closed subscheme of Xred, V ⊆ Eg(L|Xred

) holds. Thus, we
have Ef(L) ⊆ Eg(L|Xred

).
(3) Ef(L) ⊇ Ef |Z(L|Z) is clear. We show the opposite inclusion.

Let V be an integral closed subscheme of X such that L|V is not f |V -
big. Then s|V ∈ H0(V, (L⊗m ⊗ A−1)|V ) is equal to zero, which implies
Supp(V ) ⊆ Supp(Z) by Proposition 2.17 and Proposition 2.20. Since
V is reduced, V is a closed subscheme of Z, and hence V ⊆ Ef |Z(L|Z)
holds. Thus, we have Ef(L) ⊆ Ef |Z(L|Z).
(4) The proof is the same as in (3).
(5) If L is not f -weakly big, then for any irreducible component

Y of Xred, Supp(Y ) ⊆ Ef(L) holds by Proposition 3.9. 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
H0(Xred, (L

⊗m ⊗OX
A−1)|Xred

) and A is an f -ample invertible sheaf on
X . Thus we have Ef(L) 6= Supp(X).
(6) By (1), we may assume that S is affine. By (2), we may assume

thatX is reduced. If L is not f -weakly big, by (5), we have Ef(L) = X ,
which is closed. Thus, we may assume that L is f -weakly big. Then,
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there is a nonzero element s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m⊗OX
A−1) for some m ∈ Z>0

and f -ample invertible sheaf A on X . Let Z := Z(s). By Proposi-
tion 2.17, we have Supp(Z) ( Supp(X). By (4), Ef(L) = Ef |Z(L|Z)
holds. By noetherian induction, we may assume that Ef |Z(L|Z) is a
closed subset of Z. Hence it is also a closed subset of X . Thus, (6)
holds.
(7) Assume that V is f |V -big. Let A be an f |V -ample invertible

sheaf on V . Let s ∈ H0(V, (L|V )⊗m ⊗ A−1) be a nonzero element with
m ∈ Z>0, and let Z := Z(s). Then we have a set-theoretic inclusion

Ef |V (L|V ) = Ef |Z(L|Z) ⊆ Z,

where the first equality follows from (4). Let V ′ be the union of
the other irreducible components of Ef(L) equipped with the reduced
scheme structure. Let v ∈ V \ V ′ be a closed point. Since v ∈ V ⊆
Ef(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

v ∈ W ⊆ Ef(L) = V ∪ V ′.

Since v /∈ V ′, we haveW * V ′. SinceW is irreducible, we haveW ⊆ V .
Since (L|V )|W = L|W is not f |W -big, we have W ⊆ Ef |V (L|V ). Since
v ∈ W , we have v ∈ Ef |V (L|V ). Thus, V \ V ′ ⊆ Ef |V (L|V ) holds.

Since Ef |V (L|V ) is a closed subset of V by (6), V \ V ′ ⊆ Ef |V (L|V )
holds, where V \ V ′ is the closure of V \ V ′ in V . Thus we have a
set-theoretic inclusion

V = V \ V ′ ⊆ Ef |V (L|V ) ⊆ Z.

Hence Supp(V ) = Supp(Z) holds. On the other hand, since V is
reduced and s 6= 0, we have Supp(Z) 6= Supp(V ) by Proposition 2.17.
These two estimates imply a contradiction. �

4. Keel’s theorem

The purpose of this section is to show the relative versions of Naka-
maye’s theorem (see Theorem 4.6) and Keel’s result (see Theorem 4.8)
for noetherian schemes.
In this section, we use the following notation. Let X be a scheme,

and let Y1, Y2, . . . , Yn, and Yλ (λ ∈ Λ) be closed subschemes ofX . Then,
⋃n
i=1 Yi denotes the scheme-theoretic union of Y1, Y2, . . . , Yn.

⋂

λ∈Λ Yλ
denotes the scheme-theoretic intersection of Yλ (λ ∈ Λ). Y1 ⊆ Y2
denotes that Y1 is a closed subscheme of Y2. 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 ∈ Z≥0, there is a positive real number C ∈ R>0 such that for
sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenS R
jf∗(F ⊗OX

L⊗m) ≤ Cmd−j

holds.

Proof. We may assume that S is affine and written as S = SpecR with
a noetherian ring R. Let R′ := R/

√
0, and let σ be the generic point

of S. Let N be the nilradical ideal sheaf on X . First, we show the
case where F = N i ⊗OX

E for a coherent locally free sheaf E on X
and i ∈ Z≥0. Since X is noetherian, N l+1 = 0 holds for some l ∈ Z>0.
Hence the assertion clearly holds if i ≥ l + 1. Let Mm = E ⊗OX

L⊗m.
For every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , l}, the exact sequence

0 → N i+1 → N i → N i/N i+1 → 0

induces the exact sequence

Hj(X,N i+1⊗OX
Mm) → Hj(X,N i⊗OX

Mm) → Hj(X, (N i/N i+1)⊗OX
Mm).

By descending induction on i, it is enough to show the case where
F = (N i/N i+1)⊗OX

E for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , l}. Since N i/N i+1 is (OX/N )-
module, we have

Hj(X, (N i/N i+1)⊗OX
Mm) = Hj(Xred, ((N i/N i+1)⊗OX

Mm)|Xred
).

Since f(Xred) is a closed subscheme of Sred, this cohomology is also an
R′-module. Thus, there is a positive real number C ∈ R>0 such that
for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenRH
j(X, (N i/N i+1)⊗OX

Mm)

=ge.lenR′ Hj(Xred, ((N i/N i+1)⊗OX
Mm)|Xred

)

= dimK(R′)H
j(Xred,σ, ((N i/N i+1)⊗OX

Mm)|Xred,σ
)

≤Cmd−j

holds. The first and second equalities follow from Remark 2.7, and the
last inequality follows from [Bir17, Proposition 4.4 (2)]. Thus we have
shown the case where F = N i ⊗OX

E for i ∈ Z≥0. 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 E . Let K be the kernel sheaf of the natural
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sheaf homomorphism E → F . Note that also K is coherent. We obtain
the exact sequence

0 → K → E → F → 0.

This induces the exact sequence

Hj(X, E ⊗OX
L⊗m) → Hj(X,F ⊗OX

L⊗m) → Hj+1(X,K ⊗OX
L⊗m).

By descending induction on j, there is a positive real number C1 ∈ R>0

such that

ge.lenRH
j+1(X,K ⊗OX

L⊗m) ≤ C1m
d−j−1

holds for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0. On the other hand, by the case
where F is locally free, there is a positive real number C2 ∈ R>0 such
that

ge.lenRH
j(X, E ⊗OX

L⊗m) ≤ C2m
d−j

holds for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0. Hence we have

ge.lenRH
j(X,F ⊗OX

L⊗m)

≤ge.lenRH
j+1(X,K ⊗OX

L⊗m) + ge.lenRH
j(X, E ⊗OX

L⊗m)

≤C1m
d−j−1 + C2m

d−j

≤(C1 + C2)m
d−j

for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0. �

Lemma 4.2. Let f : X → S be a projective surjective morphism
of irreducible noetherian schemes. Let d := dim(X/S). Let E 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>0 such that
for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenS f∗(E ⊗OX
L⊗m) ≥ Cmd

holds.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, there is a non-empty open affine subscheme
S ′ of S such that L|X′ is g-weakly big, where X ′ := X ×S S

′ and
g : X ′ → S ′ is the natural morphism. Thus, by replacing f : X → S
with g : X ′ → S ′, we may assume that S is affine and written as
S = SpecR with a noetherian ring R. Let N be the nilradical ideal
sheaf of X , and let R′ := R/

√
0. Let Mm := E ⊗ L⊗m. The exact

sequence

0 → N → OX → OXred
→ 0

induces the exact sequence

H0(X,Mm) → H0(Xred,Mm|Xred
) → H1(X,N ⊗Mm).
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By Lemma 4.1, there is a positive real number C1 ∈ R>0 such that
for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0, H

1(X,N ⊗Mm) ≤ C1m
d−1 holds. Let

σ be the generic point of S. By Proposition 3.5, L|Xred,σ
is big over

SpecK(R′). Thus, there is a positive real number C2 ∈ R>0 such that
for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,

ge.lenRH
0(Xred,Mm|Xred

) =ge.lenR′ H0(Xred,Mm|Xred
)

= dimK(R′)H
0(Xred,σ,Mm|Xred,σ

)

≥C2m
d

holds. The first and second equalities follow from Remark 2.7, and
the last inequality follows from [Bir17, Proposition 4.3]. Thus, for
sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0, we have

ge.lenRH
0(X,Mm)

≥ge.lenRH
0(Xred,Mm|Xred

)− ge.lenRH
1(X,N ⊗OX

Mm)

≥C2m
d − C1m

d−1

≥Cmd,

where C := C2/2. �

Lemma 4.3. Let f : X → S be a projective morphism of noether-
ian 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>0, there is a section
s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1) such that s|Xred
6= 0 holds.

Proof. Since L is f -weakly big, X 6= ∅ holds. By Theorem 3.9, there
is an irreducible component V of Xred such that L|V is f -big. Let
X =

⋃n
i=1Xi be an irredundant decomposition of X (cf. Definition-

Proposition 2.28). Then, for some j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, V = Xj,red holds.
In particular, L|Xj

is f |Xj
-big. After permuting the indices, we may

assume j = 1. Let N be the nilradical ideal sheaf of X1. Let Mm :=
L⊗m ⊗A−1. The exact sequence

0 → N → OX1
→ OX1,red

→ 0

induces the exact sequence

H0(X1,Mm|X1
)

φm−→ H0(X1,red,Mm|X1,red
)

φ′m−→ H1(X1,N ⊗OX1
Mm|X1

)

Let d := dim(X1/f(X1)). Note that d ≥ 0. We write f(X1) =
SpecR with a noetherian ring R. By Lemma 4.1, there is a posi-
tive real number C1 ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,
ge.lenRH

1(X1,N ⊗OX1
Mm|X1

) ≤ C1m
d−1 holds. By Lemma 4.2, there
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is a positive real number C2 ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently large
m ∈ Z>0, ge.lenRH

0(X1,red,Mm|X1,red
) ≥ C2m

d holds. Thus we have

ge.lenR Imφm = ge.lenRKerφ′
m ≥ C2m

d − C1m
d−1.

Let X ′ :=
⋃n
i=2Xi, and let T := X1∩X ′. The Mayer–Vietoris sequence

0 → OX → OX1
⊕OX′ → OT → 0

induces the exact sequence

0 → H0(X,Mm) → H0(X1,Mm|X1
)⊕H0(X ′,Mm|X′) → H0(T,Mm|T ).

Let ψm : H0(X,Mm) → H0(X1,Mm|X1
) and ψ′

m : H0(X1,Mm|X1
) →

H0(T,Mm|T ) be the natural homomorphisms. Then, from the above
exact sequence, we have Imψm ⊇ Kerψ′

m. By Lemma 4.1, there is a
positive real number C3 ∈ R>0 such that for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0,
ge.lenRH

0(T,Mm|T ) ≤ C3m
d−1 holds. Assume that φm ◦ ψm = 0, i.e.,

Imψm ⊆ Kerφm. Then

C2m
d − C1m

d−1 ≤ ge.lenR Imφm

= ge.lenRH
0(X1,Mn|X1

)− ge.lenRKerφm

≤ ge.lenRH
0(X1,Mn|X1

)− ge.lenR Imψm

≤ ge.lenRH
0(X1,Mn|X1

)− ge.lenRKerψ′
m

= ge.lenR Imψ′
m

≤ C3m
d−1

holds. Thus we have φm ◦ ψm 6= 0, which implies the assertion. �

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a noetherian scheme, and let V andW be closed
subschemes of X. Let I (resp. J ) be the ideal sheaf of V (resp. W ).
If Supp(V ) ⊆ Supp(W ) holds, then V ⊆W r holds for sufficiently large
r ∈ Z>0, where W r is the closed subscheme of X determined by the
coherent ideal sheaf J r on X.

Proof. Since X is noetherian, we may assume that X is affine and
written as X = SpecR with a noetherian ring R. Let I := H0(X, I)
and J := H0(X,J ). It is enough to show that I ⊇ Jr for some r ∈ Z>0.
Since R is noetherian, J is generated by a finite number of elements
f1, f2, . . . , fl as an ideal of R. Since Supp(V ) ⊆ Supp(W ), we have√
I ⊇

√
J ⊇ J . Let r0 be a positive integer such that f r0i ∈ I holds for

any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}. Then, by the pigeonhole principle, we have

J l(r0−1)+1 ⊆ (f r01 , f
r0
2 , . . . , f

r0
l ) ⊆ I.

�
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Proposition 4.5. Let f : X → S be a projective morphism of noether-
ian schemes. Let L be an f -nef invertible sheaf on X. Then, we have
Ef(L) ⊆ B+,f(L).

Proof. By Proposition 2.24 (3) and Proposition 3.12 (1), 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+,f(L). Then, there are positive integers m, r ∈ Z>0 and a sec-
tion s ∈ H0(X,L⊗mr ⊗OX

A−r) such that Supp(V ) * Supp(Z(s))
holds. By Proposition 2.17 and Proposition 2.20, we have s|V 6= 0.
Thus L|V is f |V -big. This induces that if L|V is not f |V -big, then
Supp(V ) ⊆ B+,f(L) holds. Hence we have Ef(L) ⊆ B+,f(L). �

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+,f(L) = Ef(L).

Proof. By Proposition 2.24 (3) and Proposition 3.12 (1), we may as-
sume that S is affine. Let A be an f -very ample invertible sheaf on X .
By Proposition 4.5, Ef(L) ⊆ B+,f(L) holds. Assume that L is not f -
weakly big. Then we have Supp(X) = Ef(L) by Proposition 3.12 (5).
Hence we have

Supp(X) = Ef(L) ⊆ B+,f(L) ⊆ Supp(X),

which implies Ef(L) = B+,f(L). Thus, we may assume that L is
f -weakly big. Then, by Lemma 4.3, there are m ∈ Z>0 and s ∈
H0(X,L⊗m⊗A−1) such that s|Xred

6= 0 holds. Let X :=
⋃n
j=1Xj be an

irredundant decomposition of X (cf. Definition-Proposition 2.28). Let

J ′ := {j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | Supp(Xj) * Supp(Z(s))},
and let

J ′′ := {j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | Supp(Xj) ⊆ Supp(Z(s))}.
Let X ′ :=

⋃

j∈J ′ Xj, and let X ′′ :=
⋃

j∈J ′′ Xj . By Lemma 4.4 and

Proposition 2.19, X ′′ ⊆ Z(s⊗r) holds for sufficiently large r ∈ Z>0. By
Fujita’s vanishing theorem ([Kee03, Theorem 1.5]), there is a positive
integer r0 ∈ Z>0 such that for any integer r ≥ r0 and for any f -nef
invertible sheaf L′ on X ′,

H1(X ′, (A|X′)⊗r−1 ⊗OX′
L′) = 0

holds. Pick r ∈ Z>0 such that these two conditions hold. Let Z :=
Z(s⊗r). Let Z ′ := Z(s⊗r|X′) = Z ∩ X ′, where the second equality
follows from Proposition 2.20. Let IZ′ be the ideal sheaf of Z ′ on X ′.
By Definition-Proposition 2.18 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 IZ′ ≃
(L|X′)−mr ⊗OX′

(A|X′)⊗r by Definition-Proposition 2.18. We now show
the following claim.

Claim 4.7. B+,f |Z(L|Z) = B+,f(L) holds.

Proof of Claim 4.7. By Proposition 2.26 (3) and the definition ofB+,f(L),
we have

B+,f |Z(L|Z) ⊆ B+,f(L) ⊆ Supp(Z).

Let x ∈ Supp(Z)\B+,f |Z(L|Z). It is enough to show that x /∈ B+,f(L).
Let m′ and r′ be positive integers such that

B+,f |Z(L|Z) = Bsf |Z((L
⊗m′r′ ⊗OX

A−r′)|Z)
and m′r′ ≥ mr hold. Then, there is a section t1 ∈ H0(Z, (L⊗m′r′ ⊗OX

A−r′)|Z) such that t1(x) 6= 0. Since A is f -very ample, there is a section
t2 ∈ H0(Z,Ar

′−1) such that t2(x) 6= 0. Let M := L⊗m′r′ ⊗OX
A−1 and

let t := t1⊗t2 ∈ H0(Z,M |Z). Then t(x) 6= 0 holds. The exact sequence

0 → IZ′ → OX′ → OZ′ → 0

induces the exact sequence

H0(X ′,M |X′) → H0(Z ′,M |Z′) → H1(X ′, IZ′ ⊗OX′
M |X′).

Since

IZ′ ⊗OX′
M |X′ = (L|X′)⊗m

′r′−mr ⊗OX′
(A|X′)⊗r−1

and (L|X′)⊗m
′r′−mr is f |X′-nef, H1(X ′, IZ′ ⊗OX′

M |X′) = 0 holds by
the definition of r. Thus, there is a section t′ ∈ H0(X ′,M |X′) such
that t′|Z′ = t|Z′. By the Mayer–Vietoris sequence, we have the exact
sequence

0 → H0(X,M)
φ→ H0(X ′,M |X′)⊕H0(X ′′,M |X′′)

ψ→ H0(T,M |T ),
where T := X ′ ∩X ′′. Note that T ⊆ Z ′ ⊆ X ′ and T ⊆ X ′′ ⊆ Z since
T = X ′ ∩X ′′, Z ′ = X ′ ∩ Z, and X ′′ ⊆ Z. We have

t′|T = (t′|Z′)|T = (t|Z′)|T = t|T = (t|X′′)|T ,
i.e., ψ(t′, t|X′′) = 0. Thus, there is a section t′′ ∈ H0(X,M) such that
φ(t′′) = (t′, t|X′′). Note that t′′|Z′ = t′|Z′ = t|Z′ and t′′|X′′ = t|X′′ .
Since X = X ′ ∪ X ′′, we have Supp(X) = Supp(X ′) ∪ Supp(X ′′). If
x ∈ Supp(X ′), we have

t′′(x) = (t′′|Z′)(x) = (t|Z′)(x) = t(x) 6= 0,
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since x ∈ Supp(X ′) ∩ Supp(Z) = Supp(Z ′). On the other hand, if
x ∈ Supp(X ′′), we have

t′′(x) = (t′′|X′′)(x) = (t|X′′)(x) = t(x) 6= 0.

In any case, we have t′′(x) 6= 0, which implies x /∈ Bsf(L
⊗m′r′ ⊗OX

A−1) ⊇ B+,f(L). Hence the claim holds. �

Since s|Xred
6= 0, Supp(Z) ( Supp(X) holds by Proposition 2.17.

By noetherian induction, it holds that Ef |Z(L|Z) = B+,f |Z(L|Z). By
Claim 4.7, we have B+,f |Z(L|Z) = B+,f(L). By Proposition 3.12 (4),
we have Ef(L) = Ef |Z(L|Z). Thus, we have B+,f(L) = Ef(L). �

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 ) = Ef(L) and
SBf(L) = SBf |F (L|F ) hold.
The proof is almost the same as in Theorem 4.6.

Proof. By Proposition 2.24 (3) and Proposition 3.12 (1), 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 Ef(L) = Supp(X) by Propo-
sition 3.12 (5), and hence the assertion holds for F = X . Thus, we
may assume that L is f -weakly big. Then, by Lemma 4.3, there are
m ∈ Z>0 and s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m ⊗ A−1) such that s|Xred

6= 0 holds. Let
X =

⋃n
j=1Xj be an irredundant decomposition of X (cf. Definition-

Proposition 2.28). Let

J ′ := {j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | Supp(Xj) * Supp(Z(s))},
and let

J ′′ := {j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | Supp(Xj) ⊆ Supp(Z(s))}.
Let X ′ :=

⋃

j∈J ′ Xj, and let X ′′ :=
⋃

j∈J ′′ Xj . By Lemma 4.4 and

Proposition 2.19, X ′′ ⊆ Z(s⊗r) holds for sufficiently large r ∈ Z>0.
By Fujita’s vanishing theorem (cf. [Kee03, Theorem 1.5]), there is a
positive integer r0 ∈ Z>0 such that for any integer r ≥ r0 and for
any f -nef invertible sheaf L′ on X ′, H1(X ′, (A|X′)⊗r−1 ⊗OX′

L′) = 0
holds. Pick r ∈ Z>0 such that these two conditions hold. Let Z :=
Z(s⊗r). Let Z ′ := Z(s⊗r|X′) = Z ∩ X ′, where the second equality
follows from Proposition 2.20. Let IZ′ be the ideal sheaf of Z ′ on
X ′. By Definition-Proposition 2.18, Z(s|X′) defines an effective Cartier
divisor on X ′. Since Supp(Z ′) = Supp(Z(s|X′)), also Z ′ defines an
effective Cartier divisor on X ′. By Definition-Proposition 2.18, we
have IZ′ ≃ (L|X′)−mr⊗OX′

(A|X′)⊗r. We now show the following claim.
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Claim 4.9. SBf |Z(L|Z) = SBf(L) holds.

Proof of Claim 4.9. We have

SBf |Z(L|Z) ⊆ SBf (L) ⊆ B+,f(L) ⊆ Supp(Z),

where the first, second, and last inclusions respectively follow from
Proposition 2.26 (2), the definition of SBf(L), and the definition of
B+,f(L). Let x ∈ Supp(Z) \ SBf |Z(L|Z). It is enough to show that
x /∈ SBf(L). Let m′ be a positive integer such that SBf |Z(L|Z) =

Bsf |Z((L|Z)⊗m
′

) and m′ ≥ mr hold. Then, there is a section t ∈
H0(Z, (L|Z)⊗m′

) such that t(x) 6= 0. Let M = L⊗m′

. The exact se-
quence

0 → IZ′ → OX′ → OZ′ → 0

induces the exact sequence

H0(X ′,M |X′) → H0(Z ′,M |Z′) → H1(X ′, IZ′ ⊗OX′
M |X′).

Since

IZ′ ⊗OX′
M |X′ = (L|X′)⊗m

′−mr ⊗OX′
(A|X′)⊗r

and (L|X′)⊗m
′−mr is f |X′-nef, H1(X ′, IZ′ ⊗OX′

M |X′) = 0 holds by
the definition of r. Thus, there is a section t′ ∈ H0(X ′,M |X′) such
that t′|Z′ = t|Z′. By the Mayer–Vietoris sequence, we have the exact
sequence

0 → H0(X,M)
φ→ H0(X ′,M |X′)⊕H0(X ′′,M |X′′)

ψ→ H0(T,M |T ),
where T := X ′ ∩X ′′. Note that T ⊆ Z ′ ⊆ X ′ and T ⊆ X ′′ ⊆ Z since
T = X ′ ∩X ′′, Z ′ = X ′ ∩ Z, and X ′′ ⊆ Z. We have

t′|T = (t′|Z′)|T = (t|Z′)|T = t|T = (t|X′′)|T ,
i.e., ψ(t′, t|X′′) = 0. Thus, there is a section t′′ ∈ H0(X,M) such that
φ(t′′) = (t′, t|X′′). Note that t′′|Z′ = t′|Z′ = t|Z′ and t′′|X′′ = t|X′′ .
Since X = X ′ ∪ X ′′, we have Supp(X) = Supp(X ′) ∪ Supp(X ′′). If
x ∈ Supp(X ′), we have

t′′(x) = (t′′|Z′)(x) = (t|Z′)(x) = t(x) 6= 0,

since x ∈ Supp(X ′) ∩ Supp(Z) = Supp(Z ′). On the other hand, if
x ∈ Supp(X ′′), we have

t′′(x) = (t′′|X′′)(x) = (t|X′′)(x) = t(x) 6= 0.

In any case, we have t′′(x) 6= 0, which implies x /∈ Bsf(L
⊗m′

) ⊇
SBf(L). Hence the claim holds. �
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Since s|Xred
6= 0, Supp(Z) ( Supp(X) holds by Proposition 2.17. 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) = Ef |Z(L|Z) = Supp(F ′), where the first equality follows
from Proposition 3.12 (4). We also have SBf(L) = SBf |Z (L|Z) =
SBf |F ′

(L|F ′), where the first equality follows from Claim 4.9. Hence
the assertion holds. �

5. Appendix: Kodaira’s lemma

In this section, we generalize Lemma 3.8 (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 ge.lenAM = ge.lenB(M ⊗A B).

Proof. The assertion follows from the following equality:

ge.lenAM = dimK(A)(M ⊗A K(A))

= dimK(B)(M ⊗A K(A)⊗K(A) K(B))

= dimK(B)(M ⊗A K(B))

= dimK(B)(M ⊗A B ⊗B K(B))

= ge.lenB(M ⊗A B),

where the first and last equalities follows from Remark 2.7. �

Proposition 5.2. Let A be an integral domain and let M be a finitely
generated A-module. Let r ∈ Z≥0. Then, the following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) r ≤ ge.lenAM ;
(2) There is an injective A-homomorphism A⊕r →M .

Proof. Let K := K(A). First, we show that (1) implies (2). Since
ge.lenAM = dimK(M⊗AK) by Remark 2.7, there are elements x1, x2, . . . , xr ∈
M such that x1 ⊗A 1, x2 ⊗A 1, . . . , xr ⊗A 1 ∈ M ⊗A K are linearly in-
dependent over K. Let f : A⊕r → M be an A-homomorphism such
that f(ej) = xj holds, where (ej)j=1,2,...,r is a free basis of A⊕r. Let
a =

∑r
j=1 ajej ∈ A⊕r with aj ∈ A. If f(a) = 0 holds, then we have

∑r
j=1 aj(xj ⊗A 1) = 0. Thus, aj = 0 holds for every j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}.

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

tiveA-homomorphism A⊕r →M induces the injectiveK-homomorphism
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K⊕r → M ⊗A K. Thus, we have r ≤ dimK(M ⊗A K) = ge.lenAM by
Remark 2.7. �

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a finitely generated Z-algebra, let m be a max-
imal ideal of A, and let e ∈ Z>0. Then, A/me is a finite set. In
particular, A/m is of positive characteristic.

Proof. Let α : Z → A/m be the natural ring homomorphism. Then, α
induces the injective ring homomorphism ᾱ : Z/Kerα → A/m. Since
A/m is a field, also Z/Kerα is a field. In other words, Z/Kerα is
equal to Fp for some prime number p. Since A/m is a finitely gener-
ated Fp-algebra and dim(A/m) = 0, we have tr.degFp

(A/m) = 0 by

[Mat87, Theorem 5.6]. Thus, A/m is a finite dimensional Fp-vector
space. Hence A/m is a finite field.
We have an exact sequence

0 → m
e−1/me → A/me → A/me−1 → 0

for every e ∈ Z>0. Since me−1/me is a finite dimensional A/m-vector
space, we have #(me−1/me) < ∞. By induction on e, we may assume
that #(A/me−1) <∞. Thus, we have

#(A/me) = #(me−1/me)#(A/me−1) <∞.

�

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>0.
If #A = ∞ and ge.lenAM ≥ 1, then #(M ⊗A A/m

e) > r holds for
sufficiently large e ∈ Z>0.

Proof. By the natural surjection M ⊗A A/m
e+1 → M ⊗A A/m

e, it is
enough to show that for any r ∈ Z>0, there exists a positive integer
e ∈ Z>0 such that #(M ⊗A A/m

e) > r. By ge.lenAM ≥ 1 and Propo-

sition 5.2, there is an injective A-homomorphism φ : A → M . Let Â
(resp. M̂) be the completion of A (resp. M) with respect to m. By

[Mat87, Theorem 8.10], the natural A-homomorphism α : A → Â is
injective. Since α is flat by [Mat87, Theorem 8.8], φ′ := φ ⊗A idÂ :

A⊗A Â→M ⊗A Â is injective. By [Mat87, Theorem 8.7], the natural

Â-homomorphism M ⊗A Â → M̂ is an isomorphism. Then, we have
the injective A-homomorphism

A
α→ Â

≃→ A⊗A Â
φ′→M ⊗A Â

≃→ M̂.

Thus, #A = ∞ implies #M̂ = ∞. Assume that there is a positive
integer r ∈ Z>0 such that #(M/meM) = #(M ⊗A A/m

e) ≤ r for
every e ∈ Z>0. Then, the natural surjection M/me+1M → M/meM is
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an isomorphism for sufficiently large e ∈ Z>0. Thus, for such e, M̂ ≃
M/meM holds. Hence we have #M̂ ≤ r, which induces a contradiction.

�

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 Ni be
an A-submodule of N , and let Mi := f−1(Ni). If

⋃n
i=1Mi 6=M ,

then
⋃n
i=1Ni 6= N .

(2) Let n be a positive integer. For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, let Mi be
an A-submodule of M , and let Ni := f(Mi). If f is surjective
and

⋃n
i=1Ni 6= N , then

⋃n
i=1Mi 6=M .

Proof. (1) Let x ∈ M . Then, f(x) ∈ ⋃n
i=1Ni implies x ∈ ⋃n

i=1Mi.
Thus, we have that if

⋃n
i=1Mi (M then

⋃n
i=1Ni ( f(M) ⊆ N .

(2) Let x ∈ M . Then, x ∈ ⋃n
i=1Mi implies f(x) ∈ ⋃n

i=1Ni. Thus,
we have that if

⋃n
i=1Ni ( f(M) = N then

⋃n
i=1Mi (M . �

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 pi ∈ SpecR, let Ri := R/pi, and let Mi be an R-submodule of M .
For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, assume the following conditions:

• pi(M/Mi) = 0, in particular, M/Mi is an Ri-module;
• if dimRi = 0, ge.lenRi

(M/Mi) > log2 n;
• if dimRi ≥ 1, ge.lenRi

(M/Mi) ≥ 1.

Then,
⋃n
i=1Mi 6=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 mi

of R such that pi ⊆ mi. Let e be a sufficiently large integer. Let q :=
∏n

i=1m
e
i , let M

′ := M/qM , and let M ′
i := f(Mi), where f : M → M ′

be the natural surjection. By Lemma 5.5 (2), it is enough to show that
⋃n
i=1M

′
i 6=M ′.

We now show #M ′ < ∞. After permuting the indices, we may as-
sume that there is an integer n′ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} such thatm1,m2, . . . ,mn′

are pairwise distinct and {m1,m2, . . . ,mn′} = {m1,m2, . . . ,mn} holds.

It holds that q =
∏n′

j=1m
ej
j for some e1, e2, . . . , en′ ∈ Z>0. Given

j, j′ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n′} with j 6= j′,
√

m
ej
j +m

ej′

j′ ⊇ mj + mj′ = R holds,

and hence we have m
ej
j +m

ej′

j′ = R. By the Chinese remainder theorem,

we have R/q ≃ ∏n′

j=1R/m
ej
j . By Lemma 5.3, we have #(R/m

ej
j ) < ∞
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for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n′}. Thus, we also have #(R/q) < ∞. Since M ′

is finitely generated R/q-module, we have #M ′ <∞.
We now show #(M ′/M ′

i) > n for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Fix i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , n}. If dimRi = 0, then we have

Mi ⊇ piM = miM ⊇ qM,

since pi = mi. Thus, we have M ′/M ′
i ≃M/(qM +Mi) =M/Mi. Note

that Ri is a field, M/Mi is a finite dimensional Ri-vector space, and
dimRi

(M/Mi) = ge.lenRi
(M/Mi). Hence we have

#(M ′/M ′
i) = #(M/Mi) = (#Ri)

ge.lenRi
(M/Mi) > 2log2 n = n.

If dimRi ≥ 1, we have a surjection

M ′/M ′
i

≃→ M/(qM +Mi) →M/(me
iM +Mi)

≃→ M/Mi ⊗Ri
Ri/m̄

e
i ,

where m̄i = mi/pi. Thus, we have #(M ′/M ′
i) ≥ #(M/Mi ⊗Ri

Ri/m̄
e
i ).

We show #Ri = ∞. If Ri is of characteristic 0, it is clear. On the
other hand, if Ri is of characteristic p > 0, we have tr.degFp

K(Ri) =
dimRi ≥ 1, where the first equality follows from [Mat87, Theorem 5.6].
Thus there exists a transcendental element in Ri over Fp, which implies
#Ri = ∞. By #Ri = ∞ and Lemma 5.4, we have #(M/Mi ⊗Ri

Ri/m̄
e
i ) > n. Thus, we have #(M ′/M ′

i) > n.
For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, #(M ′/M ′

i) > n implies

#M ′
i =

#M ′

#(M ′/M ′
i)
<

#M ′

n
.

Thus, we have

#

(

n
⋃

i=1

M ′
i

)

≤
n
∑

i=1

#M ′
i < n · #M

′

n
= #M ′ <∞,

which implies
⋃n
i=1M

′
i 6=M ′. �

Then, we show the general case. Let g : B → R be a ring homomor-
phism from a polynomial ring B := Z[t1, t2, . . . , tl] such that for every
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, the following condition holds:

• if Ri is of characteristic p > 0 and dimRi ≥ 1, then for some
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, the image of tj under the induced ring ho-

momorphism B
g→ R → Ri is a transcendental element over

Fp.

Let α : R⊕N → M be a surjective R-homomorphism with N ∈ Z>0,
and let h : F →M be the composite B-homomorphism

F := B⊕N g⊕N

−→ R⊕N α→ M.
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For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, let Fi := h−1(Mi), and let Bi := B/g−1(pi).
By Lemma 5.5 (1), it is enough to show that

⋃n
i=1 Fi 6= F . Fix

i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. g−1(pi) is a prime ideal of B. Let h̄i : F/Fi →
M/Mi be the natural injective B-homomorphism induced by the B-

homomorphism F
h→M →M/Mi. We have

g−1(pi)(F/Fi) = h̄−1
i (pi(M/Mi)) = h̄−1

i (0) = 0.

Note that the ring homomorphism B
g→ R → Ri induces the injective

ring homomorphism Bi → Ri and that F/Fi is a Bi-module. Let
φ′ : F × R → M be the B-baranced map such that φ′(f, r) = rh(f).
By the universal property of the tensor product, we obtain the B-
homomorphism φ : F ⊗B R → M . Let φ̄′

i : (F/Fi) × Ri → M/Mi

be the B-baranced map such that φ̄′
i(f, r) = rh̄i(f). By the universal

property of the tensor product, we obtain the B-homomorphism φ̄i :
(F/Fi)⊗B Ri → M/Mi. Then the following diagram is commutative:

F ⊗B R
φ−−−→ M





y





y

(F/Fi)⊗B Ri
φ̄i−−−→ M/Mi,

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

F ⊗B R = B⊕N ⊗B R
≃→ R⊕N α→M,

φ is surjective. Thus, also φ̄i is surjective. Hence we have

ge.lenRi
(M/Mi) ≤ ge.lenRi

((F/Fi)⊗B Ri)

= ge.lenRi
((F/Fi)⊗Bi

Ri)(2)

= ge.lenBi
(F/Fi),

where the last equality follows from Lemma 5.1. In particular, we have
ge.lenBi

(F/Fi) ≥ 1.

Claim 5.8. If dimBi = 0, then dimRi = 0.

Proof of Claim 5.8. Assume that dimBi = 0 and dimRi ≥ 1. By
Lemma 5.3, Bi is of characteristic p > 0, and hence also Ri is of
characteristic p. We consider the following commutative diagram:

B
g−−−→ R





y





y

Fp −−−→ Bi −−−→ Ri.
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By the definition of g, the image of tj under the ring homomorphism

B
g→ R → Ri is a transcendental element over Fp for some j ∈

{1, 2, . . . , l}. Since the ring homomorphism B
g→ R → Ri is equal

to the ring homomorphism B → Bi → Ri, also the image of tj un-
der the ring homomorphism B → Bi is transcendental over Fp. Since
Bi is a finitely generated Fp-algebra, dimBi is equal to tr.degFp

K(Bi)

(cf. [Mat87, Theorem 5.6]). Thus, we have dimBi ≥ 1. This is a
contradiction. �

By Claim 5.8 and inequality (2), we have that if dimBi = 0, then

log2 n < ge.lenRi
(M/Mi) ≤ ge.lenBi

(F/Fi)

holds. By Claim 5.7, we have
⋃n
i=1 Fi 6= F , and hence the assertion

holds. �

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 ∈ Z>0, there is a section s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m⊗OX

A−1) such that for
any irreducible component V of X, if L|V is f |V -big, then Supp(V ) *
Supp(Z(s)) holds.

Proof. If X = ∅, the assertion clearly holds. Thus we may assume
that X 6= ∅. Let Y1, Y2, . . . , Yl be all the connected components of X
equipped with the reduced scheme structure. Then, by the Mayer–
Vietoris sequence, we have

H0(X,L⊗m ⊗OX
A−1) ≃

l
⊕

i=1

H0(Yi, (L|Yi)⊗m ⊗OYi
(A|Yi)−1)

for any m ∈ Z>0. 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, X2, . . . , Xn be all the irreducible components of X . Let

I := {i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | L|Xi
is f |Xi

-big}.
For each i ∈ I, let X ′

i :=
⋃

j 6=iXj equipped with the reduced scheme
structure, let Ti be the scheme-theoretic intersection of Xi and X ′

i,
and let di := dim(Xi/f(Xi)). Note that di ≥ 0 for each i ∈ I. We
write S = SpecR with a noetherian ring R. For each i ∈ I, we write
f(Xi) = SpecRi with a noetherian integral domain Ri, and Ri = R/pi
with pi ∈ SpecR. Let Hm := L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1 for m ∈ Z>0. Fix i ∈ I.
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By Proposition 3.5, there is a positive real number C ′
i ∈ R>0 such that

for sufficiently large m > 0,

ge.lenRi
H0(Xi, Hm|Xi

) ≥ C ′
im

di .

holds. By Proposition 2.4, we have dim(Ti/f(Xi)) ≤ di − 1. By
Lemma 3.7, there is a positive real number C ′′

i ∈ R>0 such that for
sufficiently large m > 0,

ge.lenRi
H0(Ti, Hm|Ti) ≤ C ′′

im
dim(Ti/f(Xi)) ≤ C ′′

im
di−1

holds. By the Mayer–Vietoris sequence, we have the exact sequence

0 → H0(X,Hm) → H0(Xi, Hm|Xi
)⊕H0(X ′

i, Hm|X′
i
) → H0(Ti, Hm|Ti).

Let φi,m : H0(X,Hm) → H0(Xi, Hm|Xi
) and ψi,m : H0(Xi, Hm|Xi

) →
H0(Ti, Hm|Ti) be the natural homomorphisms. By the above exact
sequence, we have Imφi,m ⊇ Kerψi,m. Hence for sufficiently large
m ∈ Z>0, we have

ge.lenRi
(H0(X,Hm)/Kerφi,m)

=ge.lenRi
(Imφi,m)

≥ge.lenRi
(Kerψi,m)

≥ge.lenRi
H0(Xi, Hm|Xi

)− ge.lenRi
H0(Ti, Hm|Ti)

≥C ′
im

di − C ′′
im

di−1

≥Cimdi ,

where Ci := C ′
i/2. Since di ≥ 0, ge.lenRi

(H0(X,Hm)/Kerφi,m) ≥ 1
holds for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0. If dimXi = 0, then we have
X = Xi since X is connected and Xi is an irreducible component of
X . Hence, the assertion clearly holds if dimXi = 0. Thus, we may
assume that dimXi ≥ 1. If dimRi = 0, we have dim(Xi/f(Xi)) =
dimXi by the definition of dim(Xi/f(Xi)), and hence we have di =
dim(Xi/f(Xi)) ≥ 1. Then, for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0, we have

ge.lenRi
(H0(X,Hm)/Kerφi,m) ≥ Cim

di > log2 n.

By Lemma 5.6, we have
⋃

i∈I Kerφi,m 6= H0(X,Hm) for sufficiently
largem ∈ Z>0. In other words, for sufficiently large m ∈ Z>0, there is a
section s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m⊗OX

A−1) such that s|Xi
6= 0 holds for any i ∈ I.

By Proposition 2.17 and Proposition 2.20, the assertion holds. �

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|V
is f |V -big for any irreducible component V of X, then for sufficiently
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large m ∈ Z>0, there is an effective Cartier divisor D on X such that
L⊗m ≃ A⊗OX

OX(D).

Proof. By Theorem 5.9, for sufficiently largem ∈ Z>0, there is a section
s ∈ H0(X,L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1) such that Supp(V ) * Supp(Z(s)) holds for
any irreducible component V of X . By Definition-Proposition 2.18,
Z(s) defines an effective Cartier divisor D on X . Thus, we have
L⊗m ⊗OX

A−1 ≃ OX(D), i.e., L⊗m ≃ A⊗OX
OX(D). �
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