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EXCEPTIONAL FANO VARIETIES WITH SMALL MINIMAL LOG
DISCREPANCY

LOUIS ESSER, JTHAO LIU, AND CHENGXI WANG

ABSTRACT. We construct exceptional Fano varieties with the smallest known minimal log
discrepancies in all dimensions. These varieties are well-formed hypersurfaces in weighted
projective space. Their minimal log discrepancies decay doubly exponentially with dimen-
sion, and achieve the optimal value in dimension 2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We work over the field of complex numbers C.

Explicit birational geometry in high dimensions. Explicit birational geometry, often
referred to as the “geography of birational geometry,” studies the extreme values of al-
gebraic invariants in birational geometry. Traditionally, the focus of explicit birational
geometry has been on varieties of dimension at most 3 with at worst canonical singular-
ities. Recent research, however, has expanded this focus to include higher-dimensional
varieties, those with singularities worse than canonical, and new invariants such as Tian’s
a-invariant (also known as the global log canonical threshold in [28]), minimal log dis-
crepancies, and the value NV in the boundedness of N-complements.

A primary focus of recent studies is to construct examples with extreme invariants, ei-
ther very small (when there is a positive lower bound) or very large (when there is an
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upper bound). Although these examples are not yet known to be optimal in higher di-
mensions, they provide essential insights that guide the setting of optimization goals,
which is important even in lower dimensions. For instance, the surface examples con-
structed in [2] have been crucial for optimizations in further studies [22, 23]. Thanks to
the first author, the third author, B. Totaro, and others, numerous examples of varieties
with extreme invariants have been established in arbitrary dimensions. These extreme
values often show doubly exponential growth or decay with respect to the dimension of
the ambient variety [9, 10, 11, 12, 28, 29, 31]. This paper continues this series of studies by
focusing on the minimal log discrepancy of exceptional Fano varieties.

Explicit birational geometry for exceptional Fano varieties. Exceptional Fano varieties
are Fano varieties whose R-complements are klt; equivalently, these are Fano varieties
with a-invariants strictly greater than 1 [7]. Birkar famously showed that exceptional
Fano varieties form a bounded family [6], which is one crucial step in his proof of the
boundedness of N-complements and the BAB conjecture. Additionally, since exceptional
Fano varieties are K-stable [26, 25], studying the explicit geometry of exceptional Fano
varieties is greatly beneficial for the construction of K-moduli spaces.

In the context of explicit birational geometry, the following four invariants are crucial
for characterizing an exceptional Fano variety X of dimension n: the anti-canonical vol-
ume vol(—Ky), Tian’s alpha invariant «(X'), complement index (i.e. the smallest positive
integer N so that N(Kx + B) ~ 0 for some lc pair (X, B)), and the global minimal log
discrepancy mld(X). Research on the explicit geometry of the first three invariants has
been thorough:

e The well-known explicit upper bound for vol(—Kx) is (n+1)" (cf. [24, Theorem 3]),
and there are known examples with vol(—Kx) doubly exponentially small; these
examples are conjectured to attain the minimum [28, Theorem 3.1, Conjecture 3.2].

e a(X) has a trivial lower bound of 1, and there are known examples where a(X)
increases doubly exponentially with dimension [28, Theorem 8.1, Question 8.2].

e The complement index has a trivial lower bound of 1, and there are known exam-
ples where the complement index increases doubly exponetially with dimension
[28, Theorem 8.1, Question 8.2].

However, although the upper bound of mld(.X) is trivially 1, its explicit lower bound re-
mains unclear. Even for surfaces, the optimal lower bound was proven only very recently
by the second author and V. V. Shokurov [22, Theorem 1.9]. This paper addresses this gap
in all dimensions by establishing an explicit expectation for the lower bound of mld(.X).

Theorem 1.1. Let s,, be the nth Sylvester number. Then there exists a sequence of exceptional
Fano varieties { X, },,>2, such that each X,, is of dimension n,

A(sp, — 1)
d(X,) = ——-=
mld(X) s3 —9s,
if n is even, and
4 _
mld(X,) = — e =3)

s3 —19s, + 14
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if n is odd. In particular, mld(X,,) is asymptotic to 4/s2, as n — oo, so that this value converges
to zero doubly exponentially with n.

The explicit construction of X,, can be found in Theorem 4.1 when n is even and in
Theorem 4.2 when n is odd. In each case, X, is a well-formed, but not quasismooth,
hypersurface in a weighted projective space. We conjecture that the values obtained in
Theorem 1.1 are exactly the smallest mld’s among all exceptional Fano varieties of the
same dimension:

Conjecture 1.2. For any even (resp. odd) integer n > 2, the smallest minimal log discrepancy of
an exceptional Fano variety of dimension n is

Asn—1) (resp. Asn = 3) ) .

s3 —9s, s3 —19s, + 14

Conjecture 1.2 holds in dimension 2 due to [22, Theorem 1.9(2)], where the optimal
value is 3/35.

Idea of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Similar to the construction of other extreme examples,
the examples we construct in Theorem 1.1 are well-formed hypersurfaces in weighted
projective spaces. The invariants central to some of those previous examples, such as
anti-canonical volume and complement index, are easy to read off using the degree and
weights. In contrast, there are two significant difficulties in proving Theorem 1.1: the
computation of the minimal log discrepancy and the proof that the varieties are excep-
tional.

e The computation of the minimal log discrepancy: The singularities of a qua-
sismooth hypersurface in a weighted projective space may be determined in a
straightforward way from the degree and weights. Since these are toric, the min-
imal log discrepancy is computable combinatorially (see Proposition 3.1). How-
ever, the computation of the mld at non-quasismooth points is not as straightfor-
ward, and we develop a method to resolve this issue. More precisely, we establish
a formula for computing the minimal log discrepancies of hypersurfaces in toric
varieties that satisfy certain properties, i.e., those defined by equations that are
Newton non-degenerate (Theorem 3.3). This is essentially due to the fact that di-
visors computing the mlds in this case are obtained via toroidal resolutions. It is
worth mentioning that we do not have similar formulas for arbitrary hypersur-
faces. In our examples, we need to apply this result to the non-quasismooth point
and also show that the resulting discrepancy value is indeed a global minimum.
This involves lengthy but elementary arguments and is done in Theorem 5.1.

e Proving that the varieties are exceptional: The difficulty here is that there is no
straightforward theoretical formula to control the lower bound of the a-invariant,
so the explicit structure of the variety needs to be used. A natural idea here is
to use similar arguments as the weighted cone construction in [28, Section 4]. At
the end of the day, this idea works, and the proof is completed in Theorems 6.5
and 6.6. However, our arguments are more complicated than those in [28]. This is
because the hypersurfaces in [28] have better inductive structure than ours, so we
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need to have more accurate control over the multiplicities at every point that may
attain the a-invariant.

Finally, we briefly mention here how we found the exceptional Fano varieties with
small mlds. One key idea is that the exceptional del Pezzo surface with the smallest mld
is already known [22, Table 8]. Although this surface was not created via a weighted
hypersurface construction in [22], it has a very small volume [22, Table 8] and its sin-
gularities are explicitly characterized. Therefore, we can perform a thorough search for
hypersurfaces X in weighted projective surfaces and determine that

Xogo = {xf + 2} + 23w3 + 212005 = 0} C P?(141,94, 13, 35),

is the desired surface. This is the starting point of the construction of examples. The
higher-dimensional examples are constructed by carefully comparing examples with those
in previous literature and choosing weights.

Sketch of the paper. In Section 2, we recall some preliminary definitions relating to subva-
rieties of weighted projective space and singularities in birational geometry. In Section 3,
we establish a formula for the computation of minimal log discrepancies of hypersurface
singularities in weighted projective spaces. In Section 4, we construct the examples and
prove their basic properties. In Section 5, we compute the minimal log discrepancies of
the examples and show that they are asymptotically proportional to 4/s2. In Section 6, we
show that the examples we constructed are exceptional Fano, hence concluding the proof
of Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank Burt Totaro for useful discussions
and comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES

This section will introduce the necessary background on subvarieties in weighted pro-
jective space and the concepts from birational geometry that we use in the paper.

2.1. Weighted Projective Varieties. Let ¢, ..., ¢, be positive integers. The weighted pro-
jective space Y = P(cy, . . ., ¢,) is defined to be the quotient variety (A"*!\ {0})/G,, over C,
where the multiplicative group G, acts by ¢- (o, ..., z,) = (t®x, ..., tz,) [15, section 6].
We can view the weighted projective space Y as the quotient stack Y = [(A""1\ {0})/Gy);
it is a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack. We say that Y is well-formed if the stack ) has
trivial stabilizer in codimension 1, or equivalently if gcd(co,...,¢j,...,¢,) = 1 for each j.
In the well-formed case, the canonical class of the variety Y is Ky = Oy (—)_ ¢;).

When Y is well-formed, we denote by Oy (1) the sheaf associated with the standard
graded module shifted by 1 over the graded coordinate ring of the weighted projective
space Y [27, Tag 01M3]. It is a reflexive sheaf associated to a Weil divisor. The divisor
class Oy (m) is Cartier if and only if m is a multiple of every weight c;. We can also view
O(1) as a line bundle on the stack ). The intersection number [, ¢;(O(1))" is 1/(co - - ¢p)-
The degree for an integral closed substack 7" of dimension 7 in ) means [, ¢;(O(1))".



EXCEPTIONAL FANO VARIETIES WITH SMALL MINIMAL LOG DISCREPANCY 5
Note that if X is a hypersurface in ) defined by a weighted-homogeneous polynomial
of degree d, then its degree as a substack of YV is X - ¢;(O(1))" ' =d/(co- - cp).

We say that the subvariety X of Y is well-formed if Y is well-formed and X N Sing(Y")
has codimension at least 2 in X. The subvariety X is quasismooth if the affine cone over X
is smooth, where the affine cone is the preimage of X in A"*!\ {0}.

2.2. Singularities in Birational Geometry. The minimal log discrepancy, or mld, of a
variety (or pair) is a numerical measure of its singularities. We’ll primarily be concerned
with varieties in this paper, but will state the definition for a pair (X, D).

Definition 2.1. Let X be a normal complex variety and D an effective Q-divisor on X with
the property that Ky + D is Q-Cartier. Given a proper birational morphism p : X' — X
from another normal variety X and £ C X’ any irreducible divisor, the log discrepancy of
E with respect to the morphism p is defined as:

ag(X,D) =ordg(Kx + F — u*(Kx + D)).
This definition turns out to only depend on the valuation defined by E on the function
field of X, and not on the specific choice of y extracting this divisor. The center cx(E) of
Eis u(E) C X. For any point x of the scheme X, we define

mld(X, D, x) .= inf{ag(X, D) : cx(F) = &},
where the infimum runs over all divisors £ on proper birational models of X with the
indicated property. Finally, the (global) minimal log discrepancy of the variety X is

mld(X, D) = inf,exy mld(X, D, x).

where the infimum runs through all codimension > 1 points x on X.

Various classes of singularities in birational geometry can be defined using the minimal
log discrepancy.

Definition 2.2. The pair (X, D) as above is log canonical (Ic) if mld(X, D) > 0. It is Kawa-
mata log terminal (kIt) if mld(X, D) > 0.

When a pair (X, D) is log canonical, we may compute the mld using only the finitely
many irreducible divisors appearing in a single log resolution of singularities of (X, D);
in particular, it is rational (see, e.g., [20]).

Definition 2.3. A klt Fano variety X is exceptional if for every effective Q-divisor D that is
Q-linearly equivalent to — Ky, the pair (X, D) is klt.
Let X be a kit Fano variety. The Ic threshold of an effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor D on X
is defined to be
let(X, D) :=sup{t € Q: (X,tD) is Ic}.
Let | — Kx|g = {Dis effective|D ~g —Kx} be the Q-linear system of —Ky. The a-
invariant (also called the global log canonical threshold) of X is defined to be

a(X) :=inf{let(X,D) : D € | — Kx|o}
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which coincides with

sup{t € Q: (X,tD)islcforall D € | — Kx|g}.

So the a-invariant in this paper is same as the global log canonical threshold in [28], but
different from the global log canonical threshold in [22]. From the definitions, we see that
a-invariant a(X) > 1 implies X is exceptional. The converse holds by [7, Theorem 1.7].

3. LOG DISCREPANCIES OF HYPERSURFACE SINGULARITIES

In this section, we develop the tools needed to compute minimal log discrepancies later
in the paper. The main result is a method of computing the minimal log discrepancy of the
quotient of a hypersurface in affine space by a finite subgroup of the torus; this method
requires that the defining equation for the hypersurface satisfy a Newton non-degeneracy
condition.

First, we recall a simple formula for the minimal log discrepancy of a cyclic quotient
singularity, which follows from the toric description of the singularity (see, e.g., [3, Section

2)):
Proposition 3.1. Let X := 1(by,...,b,) denote the quotient A* /1., where p, acts on A® with the

indicated weights. Suppose that the singularity is well-formed in the sense that gcd(r, by, ..., b;, . ..

=1 foreach 1 < i < s. Then the minimal log discrepancy of *(by, ..., b,) is given by

(1) mld(X) = min {1, min s (j—bz — VEJ ) } .
1<5<r i1 T r

Note that this is the global mld of this quotient indicated, not the mld of the point
0€A’/u,.

Proof. Since the quotient singularity is well-formed, no divisor in A® is fixed by a non-
trivial subgroup of y,; hence the pullback of the canonical divisor by the quotient mor-
phism is again the canonical divisor. The quotient A®/, is the affine toric variety corre-
sponding to the cone o generated by the standard basis vectors in R®, with toric lattice
N =7Z*+Z- X(by,...,bs). The global minimal log discrepancy of A®/p, is therefore the
minimum of the sum-of-coordinates functional over all points in N N o \ {0} [4, Section
2-A(f)]. Actually, it suffices to take the minimum over lattice points in the unit cube [0, 1]*
(excluding the origin).

As j runs from 1 to r — 1, the point with coordinates

Jbi Jbi
r T
varies over every non-integral point in this unit cube. The minimum is taken with 1 to

account for discrepancies of toric divisors on the original variety A®/;i,, which correspond
to the standard basis points. O
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Next, we develop a method for computing the minimal log discrepancies of certain
hypersurfaces in toric varieties. The idea is to refine the fan of the ambient toric variety
in such a way that the strict transform of the hypersurface is smooth. The method of
resolving hypersurfaces in this way is well-studied and dates back at least to work of
Varchenko [30] in the case of hypersurfaces of affine space. This procedure works in much
greater generality, however, and has been extended to subvarieties defined by suitable
ideals in any affine normal toric variety [5]. We will be concerned with hypersurfaces in
the toric variety A"*! /G, where G is a finite cyclic subgroup of the torus acting freely in
codimension 1.

Suppose that Y == {f = 0} C A" is a hypersurface passing through the origin and
G = p, is a finite cyclic group which acts by ¢ - (x, ..., z,) = ((*zo,...,(*x,), for any
¢ € pr. Assume further that the action of G is free in codimension 1 and preserves Y.

The toric variety A"™! /G corresponds to the fan A in the lattice N = Z" ™ +Z-1(aq, . . . , a,)
whose cones are the positive orthant o in Ng := N ®z R and all its faces. Let M be the
dual lattice to N. Then we may write f = > _, ¢,2™ (each m € M corresponds to a
G-invariant monomial in x, . . ., z,,). Denote by supp( f) the finite set of m € M for which
cm # 0.

Our methods will apply to hypersurfaces defined by suitably general polynomials f;
the correct notion is Newton non-degeneracy (cf. [16, Definition 4.4.22], [5, Definition
1.2]):

Definition 3.2. The Newton polytope I' . (f) of f in Mg := M ®z R is defined to be

' (f) == conv U (m+ RZ)

mesupp(f)

We say that f is Newton non-degenerate at 0 if for every compact face vy of I'. (f), the poly-
nomial f, == 3" _ ¢,2™ satisfies Sing(V(f,)) N T = (), where T is the open torus defined
by z¢---x, # 0. (We note that the definitions of Newton polytope and Newton non-
degeneracy do not depend on G, but only on the polynomial f.)

Given a point § € N and a polynomial f € C[M N ¢"], we write S(f) = min{3(m) :
m € supp(f)}, where 5(m) denotes the inner product. Now we can state the main result
of this subsection:

Theorem 3.3. Let (Y,0) := {f = 0} C A""! be a normal hypersurface singularity and G = p,
a cyclic subgroup of the torus in A" acting freely in codimension 1. Assume that f is Newton
non-degenerate at 0, set (X, z) = (Y,0)/G, and suppose (X, ) is well-formed in the sense that
Sing(A™ /G) N X has codimension at least 2 in X. Then
mld(X) = inf To - Tp) — .
(X)= _Jinf [Bao--2) = ()

Note that this result computes the global mld of X, not just the mld at z. Moreover,
the singularity need not be isolated, though we require that the origin 0 be contained in
the hypersurface {f = 0} C A™*!. Before proving this result, we state a quick corollary,
which gives an easy way to check that X is klt (cf. [17, Proposition 2.9]).
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Corollary 3.4. Let (X, x) be a singularity satisfying the conditions of Theorem 3.3. If (1,...,1)
is contained in the interior of the Newton polytope ', (f), then X is klt.

Proof. Let 5 € (N N |A|)\ {0} be a lattice point. Notice that 3(z¢ - - z,) is the same as
the value of the functional 5 : Mr — R at the point (1,...,1). By assumption, J has
all nonnegative coordinates in Ng, so the minimum value of # on the Newton polytope

Iy (f) must be attained by some monomial m of the equation f. Because (1,...,1) isin the
interior, we must have that 3(x - - - z,,) — f(m) is positive. Therefore, 5(z - - - z,,) — B(f) is
positive. Since this holds for each S, it follows from Theorem 3.3 that X is klt. O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Since f is Newton non-degenerate, it follows from [5, Theorem 1.3]
that there exists a refinement A’ of the fan A, corresponding to a toric birational morphism
a2 V= Vo= A" /G, such that V' is smooth and the irreducible components of
the total transform 7./ (X) are smooth and meet transversely. In particular, the strict
transform X of X is smooth. More specifically, the fan A’ can be any refinement of the
dual fan X to I'; (f) for which the corresponding toric variety is smooth. This dual fan
¥ is called the Groebner fan in [5] (cf. [16, Theorem 4.4.23]). In particular, since any two
refinements have a further common refinement, we can arrange that A’ also refines any
other subdivision of A.

Since X is a resolution of singularities of X, when X is Ic, we can compute its mld using
only exceptional divisors on X. In particular, in this case we only need to check the log
discrepancies of exceptional divisors that arise from toric modifications of A" /G. Fix a
primitive element 5 in (N N|A|)\ {0}, the ray through which we may assume is in A’. We
may refine A with a star-shaped subdivision A(3) centered at the ray through /; this gives
a birational morphism 73 : V3 — V' extracting a unique exceptional divisor Eg. Choosing
A’ to also refine A(/3), we have in our setup successive refinements A C A(f) C A’ and
corresponding birational morphisms V' — V3 — V.

Denote by X the strict transform of X in Vj. Then [16, Proposition 8.3.11] shows that
KVB = W;(Kv) + (B(ﬂ?o s l‘n) — 1)Eﬁ
and
Xg=m5X — B(f)Es.
Combining these two equations gives that
Ky, + X + Eg = m(Kv + X) + (B(zo -~ 2) = B(f)) Ep.

Passing to the full refinement A', a very similar equation still holds in a neighborhood of
the generic point of the strict transform E3 of Ej:

Ky + X + By = 1 (Ky + X) + (B(xo - 2) — B(f)) Es.

Since X is well-formed and normal, the adjunction formulas (Ky + X)|x = Kx and
(Kv: + X)|z = Ky hold. Indeed, the canonical class of a normal variety is well-defined
as a Weil divisor up to linear equivalence, so we can remove the singular locus from X,
which has codimension at least 2 in X by the well-formedness assumptions, and observe
that the equalities of divisors hold on the smooth locus. Thus, after restricting to X, we
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obtain that the log discrepancy of each component of Es N X (which is an exceptional
divisor of X — X, as Ej intersects transversely with X) is 8(x¢ - - - z,,) — B(f).

Suppose [(xg - - - x,) — B(f) is negative for some . Since this is the log discrepancy of
some divisor over X, it follows that X is non-Ic, so that the minimal log discrepancy is
—oo (see, e.g., [21, Corollary 2.31]). This agrees with the infimum in Theorem 3.3, for we
may replace § with positive multiples to make the difference 3(x - - - ©,) — B(f) arbitrarily
negative. Otherwise, the infimum is a minimum and is nonnegative, so in particular all
the log discrepancies of divisors on any resolution X constructed as above are nonnega-
tive. This means X is Ic. Since we can compute the mld in this case on just one resolution
X, the minimum of 3(zg - - - z,,) — 3(f) must be the the minimal log discrepancy. O

4. THE EXAMPLES AND THEIR WELL-FORMEDNESS

The exceptional Fano varieties used to prove Theorem 1.1 are hypersurfaces in cer-
tain weighted projective spaces with weights defined using Sylvester’s sequence. This se-
quence is defined by sy = 2 and s,41 = so---s, + 1,n > 1. The first several terms
are 2,3,7,43,1807,.... All elements of the sequence are pairwise coprime and satisfy
sp > 22"7'. Their reciprocals also have the following property for each n:

The hypersurfaces have slightly different equations in even vs odd dimensions. Theo-
rem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 summarize their properties in each case.

Theorem 4.1. For every even integer n > 2, let

1

a, = Z(si + s, — 4),
1

Upyq = 5((3,1 —1Da, — s, — 1),
d=(=1+ap+ apni1)(s, — 1),

d
a; =—,1=0,....,n—1,

Si

1
b= é(si—sn—ll),

1
c= 5(3n+3),

and let X be the hypersurface in P = P(ay, . . ., an+1) defined by the degree d equation
(2) zg+ a2l 4+ a @l =0,
Then X is a well-formed exceptional Fano variety with —Kx = Ox (1) and

Sp — 1

mld(X) = 2 —
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Theorem 4.2. For every odd integer n > 3, Let

1
a, = Z(si + 3s, — 6),

1
(pyq = Z«Sn —3)a, — s, — 1),

d= (=14 an+ ani1)(s, — 1),
d

a; =—,1=0,....,n—1,
1

bi= = (s2 — 5y —2),
HETP)
1

c::i(sn+5).

and let X be the hypersurface in P = P(ay, . . ., a,+1) defined by a degree d equation
3) zy+ a3+ abra +ayc m22a,, = 0.
Then X is a well-formed exceptional Fano variety with —Kx = Ox(1) and

Sn— 3

ld(X) = .
. ( ) 4an+1

We note that substituting in the definition of a,,;, in the expressions for the mld yields
the form given in Theorem 1.1.

Remark 4.3. In the two theorems above, we choose equations with coefficients all equal
to 1 to define X. However, since each equation has the same number of monomials as
variables, we could in fact take the coefficients to be general nonzero complex numbers.
This is because any hypersurface of this form is isomorphic to X by scaling the variables.

The hypersurfaces in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 fail to be quasismooth at the coor-
dinate point of the last variable z,,..;. We conjecture that each has the smallest mld among
all exceptional Fano varieties of the same dimension n (Conjecture 1.2). As a compari-
son, [28, Theorem 3.1] defines non-quasismooth hypersurfaces with similar equations in
weighted projective spaces with different weights; these are conjectured to have mini-
mum anti-canonical volume among all exceptional Fano varieties of dimension n.

When n = 2, this example is the hypersurface X5, C P(141,94,13,35) defined by the
equation
w2+ 2% + 13723 + 212075 = 0.
The mld of this surface is 3/35. This is known to be the smallest possible mld of an
exceptional del Pezzo surface by [22, Theorem 1.9(2)]. In particular, this construction

realizes the example in [22] as a non-quasismooth hypersurface in weighted projective
space.

When n = 3, this example is the hypersurface Xaorg0 C P4(113631, 75754, 32466, 493, 4919)
defined by the equation

2 3 7 451 2,24
Ty + 1] + 2y + 137 1g + ;20057 = 0.
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The mld of this threefold is 10/4919. The best known explicit lower bound on the mld
of an exceptional Fano threefold is 1/1,, where I, ~ 101" [8, Theorem 1.4]. We expect
the example above to achieve the optimal bound. To the authors” knowledge, the Fano
threefold with smallest mld previously known was Totaro’s exceptional threefold of small
anti-canonical volume [28, p. 8]. That example has mld 41/17629 > 10/4919.

When n = 4, this example is a hypersurface in a certain weighted projective space of
dimension 5 defined by the equation

2, .3 7 43 1631719 905
To+x] + 2y + 23”7 + 14 Ts + T1x2x37475 0 = 0.

The mld of this fourfold is 903/737536085.

Proof of Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2. The proof of the properties of the examples de-
tined in the two theorems will occupy the next few sections. By Lemma 4.4, the poly-
nomials defining the hypersurfaces have degree d. By Lemma 4.5, the hypersurfaces are
well-formed. Theorem 5.1 computes the mld. Theorem 6.5 and Theorem 6.6 show the
hypersurfaces are exceptional. O

We'll begin by confirming that the weights and equations above do in fact define a
hypersurface of the indicated degree.

Lemma 4.4. For each n > 2, ag + -+ + any1 = d + 1 and the polynomial in (2) or (3) is
homogeneous of degree d.

Proof. First, the sum of the weights is d 4 1 for all n:

d
Got - H g = —+ =+ F
0

Sp—1
Sp — 2
= s _1(_1+an+an+1)(sn_1)+<—1+an+an+1)—|—1

=(sp—24+1)(-1+a,+a,1)+1=d+1

It's clear that z3, 2%, ..., 2" ' are monomials of degree d in both the even and odd cases.

We need to check that the last two monomials have degree d. We begin with the case of n
even. For the monomial 2% x,,, |, observe that

d—ani1 = (Sp — Day + ($p — 2)aps1 — sp + 1
1
= (sp — Day, + (s, — 2)5((sn —Da, —s,—1)— s, +1
1 1
sn—l)an+§( i—3sn—|—2)an—E(si—sn—Q)—sn—i-l

~—~

(52 — sp)an — §(Si + 5, — 4)

N~ DN~

1
(52 — sp)an — 2a, = 5(5721 — s, — 4)a, = ba,.
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Finally, for the monomial z; - - - z,,_1 2,2, |, note that:

1 1
d—al—---—an:<1 ——————— )d—an

51 Sp—1

1 1
— (= d—a,

<2+sn—1) ¢

S, +1 +sn—1 S, +1
= ay, Ay, —

2 2 2

1 1
:%anﬂ—i—ﬁ((sn—l)an—sn—l)

S, +1

= Ant+1 + Gnyt

= §(sn +3)an41 = Clppr.

This completes the proof that the equation in (2) is weighted homogeneous of degree d
for n even. Next, we treat the case of odd n. For the monomial 2°z,,,,, we have

d—an1 = (8 — Day + (8 — 2)aps1 — sp + 1

1
= (s — Day + (sp, — 2)1((sn —3)ay, — S, — 1) — s, +1
1 1
= (s, — a, + Z(Si — 58, + 6)a, — Z(si — S, —2)— 8, + 1

1 1
= (82 — s, +2)a, — 4_1(83‘ + 3s, — 6)

4
1
= Z(si — S$p+2)a, — a, = E(Si — $p — 2)a, = ba,.
Finally, for the monomial z; - - - x,,_j222¢ 41, hote that
1 1
d—al—---—an_l—Qan:(1———---— )d—?an
S1 Sp—1
1 1
- (5 * s 1) d = 2an
S, +1 n Sp— 3 S, +1
= an, Ay —
2 T 2
L1 1
_? 2* w1+ 5((50 = 3)an = 5, = 1)
Sp+ 1
= Tan—i-l + 2041
1
= i(sn + 5)an41 = Clpp1.
This completes the proof that the equation (3) is weighted homogeneous of degree d when
n is odd. O

Next, we’ll prove that the hypersurface X is well-formed, normal, and Fano with Kx =
Ox(—1). The notations are as in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2.
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Lemma 4.5. The weighted projective space P and the hypersurface X are well-formed; in fact,
we have ged(a;, any1) = 1 foreach i = 0,...,n and ged(a;,a,) = 1 foreachi = 0,...,n — 1.
Moreover, X is quasismooth away from the coordinate point of the last variable x,,, and Kx =
Ox(—1).

Proof. We begin by verifying that the ambient weighted projective spaces P are well-
formed, meaning that gcd(ao, ..., a;,...,a,41) = Lforall j = 0,...,n + 1. We'll actually
prove the stronger gcd conditions in the lemma, which clearly imply well-formedness.
Through the lemma, we use the notation r == —1 + a,, + a,+1 = d/(s, — 1).

Because of the factors of 1/2 and 1/4 in the definitions, we can first show that a,, and
an+1 are odd. For n > 1, we observe by induction that s, = 7 (mod 8) when n is even and
that s, = 3 (mod 8) when n is odd. Then for n even, s2 + s, — 4 = 4 (mod 8), and for n
odd, s2 + 3s, — 6 =4 (mod 8). It follows that a,, is always odd. Since ba,, + a,11 = d and
d is even, a, . is odd as well.

Next, we prove ged(r, a,,) = 1. Suppose by way of contradiction that a prime p divides
r and a,,. By the above, we may assume p is odd. The equation » = —1 + a,, + a,+1 yields
an+1 = 1 (mod p). Now we split into two cases. For n even, 2a,,11 = (s, — 1)a, — s, — 1
yields 2 = —s,—1 (mod p) so pdivides s,+3. But4a, = s2+s,—4 = (s,+3)(s,—2)+2 = 2
(mod p),so 0 =2 (mod p), a contradiction. Similarly, for » odd, 4a,,+1 = (s, —3)a, — s, —1
yields4 = —s,,—1 (mod p), so p divides s, +5. But4a,, = s243s,—6 = (s,+5)(s,—2)+4 =
4 (mod p),s04 =0 (mod p), a contradiction.

To show ged(r, ant1) = 1, suppose that p odd divides r and a,,4;. This gives a,, = 1
(mod p). For n even, 2a,+1 = (s, — l)a, —s, —1 =5, —1—5,—1 = —2 (mod p), so

= —2 (mod p), a contradiction. For n odd, we similarly get 4a,,+1 = (s, —3)a, —s, —1 =
Sp—3— 8, — 1 =—4 (mod p) so 0 = —4 (mod p), a contradiction.

Next, we calculate ged(s,, — 1,a,) = 1. Assume an odd prime p divides both. When n is
even, 4a, = s2 +s, —4 = (s, — 1)(s, +2) — 2 shows that 0 = —2 (mod p). When n is odd,
4a, = s% +3s, — 6 = (s, — 1)(s, +4) — 2 shows 0 = —2 (mod p). This is a contradiction
in either case.

Similarly, we can show gcd(s, — 1,a,41) = 1. Assume an odd prime p divides both.
When n is even, we use 2a,11 = (s, — 1)(=1 +a,) —2 = —2 (mod p), implying 0 = —2
(mod p). When nis odd, 4a,+1 = (s, —3)an, — s, — 1 = (s, — )a, —2a, — s, — 1 = —2a,, — 2
(mod p). Hence p divides 2a,, + 2. But

1 1
2a, +2 = 5(3%—}—33“—6)—#2: §(sn—1)(sn+4)+1 =1 (mod p).
This means 0 = 1 (mod p). In either case, we have a contradiction.

Lastly, we’ll show gcd(ay,, a,+1) = 1. Assume p odd divides both. When n is even,
notice that 2a,,,1 = —s, — 1 (mod p) so p divides s, + 1. But this would mean

ay = }1(8"(5" +1)—4)=-1 (mod p),
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a contradiction. When n is odd, we also get p|s,, + 1, but

ay, = i((sn +1)(sp,+2)—8) = -2 (mod p),

so 0 =2 (mod p), a contradiction.

This concludes the proof of all the gcd statements in the lemma. Indeed, ged(r,a,) =
ged(s, — 1,a,) = 1 implies ged(a;, a,) = 1 foreachi =0,...,n — 1, and similarly for a,;.
In particular, P is well-formed.

The hypersurface X is also well-formed because P is well-formed, and the presence of
the monomials z2, ..., 2”7, 24z, ., means that only the coordinate points of z,, and z,,1,
are contained in X among all the toric strata of X. Hence the hypersurface X does not
contain any stratum of Sing(P) of codimension 2 in P. Each of these coordinate points

point has codimension at least 2 in X since dim(X) > 2, so X is well-formed.

In light of Remark 4.3, we can take X to be general in the linear system defined by the
monomials of the defining equation. The only base points for this linear system on A"
are multiples of (0,...,1,0)and (0, ...,0,1). Hence X is quasismooth away the coordinate
points of the last two coordinates. Since 2% 1,1 is a monomial in the equation for X, a
general equation of the linear system will have a non-vanishing derivative at (0, ..., 1,0),
so X is also quasismooth at the coordinate point of z,,. Hence only the coordinate point
of z,41 is a non-quasismooth point. Since X is a hypersurface and the non-quasismooth
locus has codimension at least 2 in X, it follows that X is normal. Indeed, we can verify
the normality of X in each affine chart {z; # 0} = A""!/u,, of P by Serre’s criterion:
hypersurfaces in A" are Cohen-Macaulay, the singular locus of the defining equation in
this affine space has codimension at least 2, and the quotient by 1,, preserves normality.

We’ve shown that X is normal and well-formed. Therefore, the adjunction formula
holds for X (cf. [28, p. 3]) and Kx = Ox(d —ag — -+ — any1) = Ox(—1). O

5. COMPUTATION OF THE MINIMAL LOG DISCREPANCY

In this section, we compute the exact value of mld(X) in each dimension, where X
is the hypersurface from Theorems 4.1 and 4.2. We continue to use all notation from
Section 4. The value of the mld comes from computing the difference (- - - z,,) — B(f)
from Theorem 3.3 for a particular hypersurface and lattice point 5. Much of the length
of the proof is then spent confirming that this is actually the smallest log discrepancy
achieved by any divisor over X.

Theorem 5.1. The minimal log discrepancy of the hypersurface X is

Sp—1

o n is even,
mld(X) = ¢ 74
1

nisodd.

This mld is achieved at the unique non-quasismooth point of X.

Proof. For every n, we know from Lemma 4.5 that the hypersurface X is normal and
that it is quasismooth away from the coordinate point of the last coordinate, z,,. Away
from this point, X has only cyclic quotient singularities and we can use Proposition 3.1
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to compute the mld. At the non-quasismooth point, we’ll apply Theorem 3.3 to compute
the mld; this will turn out to be the global minimum.

In the affine chart where z,,1; # 0, we may take z,,1; = 1, and X is locally a quotient of
the hypersurface in affine space A7'  defined by the equation

T
. 2 3 Sn— b
f=ai+ai+ 4z, 3 +x, +r1- - 2p 12, =0
if n is even, and
2 .3 S b 2
f=ai+ai+ 4z, +x, +r1-xyx; =0

if n is odd. The quotient is by p,,,,, acting by ¢ - (zo,...,z,) = ((*x,...,(""z,) for
¢ € lta,,,- We already know P and X are well-formed and normal, so this hypersurface
of affine space satisfies the normality and well-formedness conditions of Theorem 3.3.
Furthermore, by Remark 4.3, we can take the coefficients of the monomials in the example
to be general, so that Newton non-degeneracy is also automatic (the base locus of any
subset of the monomials in the equation is contained in the complement of the open torus
orbit).

Therefore, Theorem 3.3 applies, and we can compute the mld of X in this affine chart
by finding the minimum of §(z¢---z,) — B(f) as [ varies over nonzero points of the
lattice N = Z"!' + Z - anlﬂ (ag, ..., a,) which are contained in the positive orthant (minus
the origin). It’s not difficult to show that this difference is a positive integer on nonzero
integral points, so we can reduce to looking at points ; := (57, ..., 5}) where

70
i Jai
s-{at
An+1

for each i = 0,...,n. (Here {z} denotes the fractional part z — |x].) and j is a positive
integer satisfying 1 < j < a,4; — 1. These points of N are all in the interior of the cube
0, 1]"*1; this is because ged(a;, any1) = 1 for each @ = 0,...,n, as shown in Lemma 4.5.
Points in the interior correspond to exceptional divisors which have center equal to the
non-quasismooth point, so the mld we will find in the proof occurs at that point. This
is consistent with the fact that the non-quasismooth point is an isolated singularity of X.
For the rest of the proof, we separately consider the cases of when n is even and when n
is odd.

Case 1: n is even.

Since the equation of X is weighted homogeneous of degree d for the weights ay, . . ., an41,
each monomial m of the polynomial f above has degree d modulo a,; with the same
weights. This implies that for each monomial m with nonzero coefficient in f, 3;(m) =
jd/a,+1 (mod Z). However,

d=(=1+ap+an1)(spn—1)=(=14a,)(sn — 1) =2ap41 +2=2 (mod a,41).

It follows that 3;(m) = 2j/a,+1 (mod Z). We note that for m = x3, 5;(m) is actually equal
to 2j/a,4q forany j = 1,...,a,41 — 1. Indeed, the same reasoning as above gives that
agp =d/2 =1 (mod an41) 50 B = j/ans1. Then f;(z3) is twice this value.

Similarly, ag + --- + a, =d+ 1 =3 (mod an41), 50 B;(x¢ - - - x,,) is congruent to 35 /a1
modulo Z. The difference 5;(z - - - z,,) — B;( f) that we're interested in must therefore have
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fractional part
37 25 _

an+1 an+1 Qn+1'
Because B(xg - - x,) — B(ay -+ x,) = ° > 0 for any S in the positive orthant, we further-
more know that the difference is positive. Hence 3;(xo - - - ,,) — 5;(f) is bounded below
by j/a,41 for each j. In particular, X is kit.

This lower bound is achieved when j = j;, = (s, — 1)/2. Indeed, we already know
Bio(@3) = 2jo/ans1 = Sn—1/an+1, and since 2jy < a,41, this is a fraction between 0 and 1.
Thus, it actually equals the minimum g, (f). Next we verify 5, (zo- - x,) = 3jo/ant1 =
(3sn, —3)/(2an+1). Fori=0,...,n— 1

. $p,—1d s,—1
Jo@; = s 5 = 5 (mod ay41),
SO
i Sn—1
o Sian+1'
For i = n, we have
. 1 1 1
Jotn = 5((sn — Day,) = aps1 + §(sn +1)= E(sn +1) (mod an41).

This proves

n Snt1
Jo — Qi1 :
Adding these together yields
Sy, — 1 S, — 1 S, +1
5j0(x0...xn): 4+ .+ +
S0Qn+1 Sn—10n+1 2041
(=180 —2) | spt+1
(Sn - 1)an+1 2541
38, — 3
B 2an+1’
as claimed. Subtracting,
Sp,— 1
Qm(xO"'xn)__ﬁ%<f)'_ 2an+17

proving that there is a divisor over X with log discrepancy equal to (s, — 1)/(2ap+1)-

It remains to see that this is actually the minimum value of 3;(x¢ - - - z,,) — 5;(f) for any
j=1,...,a,41 — 1. In light of the lower bound j/a,, for this difference, we need only
verify that the difference is larger for 1 < j < j,. For such a j,

1 dj dj
5?4_...4_5]@—12{ (_]+...+ ‘7)}
Ap+1 S0 Sn—1
1 (s —2)dj
N py1 Sp— 1

~{ -1t anif

Qp+1
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Modulo a,; we have
(sn —2)(=1+ap,+ani1) = (sn —2)(-1+a,) = (sp — 1)(-1+4+a,) — (—1+ay,)
=2ap41+2—(—1+a,) =3—a, (mod a,.1).
Since a1 > apy1 + (3 —ay,)j > 3j for 1 < j < jy by definition of a,,41,
Ani1 + (3 — an) ] 3]

J
+ 8} >
Ap41 An+1

Bi(wo- - an) = (B -+ 877) + B} =

Since §j(x¢ - - - x,,) is equivalent to 3j/a,4+; modulo Z, it follows that §;(x¢---x,) > 1 +
3j/an+1 for 1 < j < jo. Therefore, the difference 5;(z¢ - - - z,,) — B;(f) is greater than 1 for
this range of j values. This completes the argument.

Case 2: n is odd.
The argument for odd n is very similar to the argument for even n. We note that
d= (=14 apn+ apni1)(sn — 1) = (=1 +an) (s, — 3) + 2(—1 + ay)
=dap 1 +4+2(-14a,) =2+2a, (mod a,yq).

For each monomial m in f, we have that §;(m) is equivalent to (2 + 2a,,)/a,+1 modulo Z.
The sum of the weights is still d + 1, so it’s again true that 3;(xo - - z,,) — 5;(f) = j/an+1
(mod Z). For any j,

Bi(xo - an) — Bi(f) = Bj(wo- - xn) — Blag) = B + -+ B} — 5.
But it’s also true that
Bi(wo - xn) = Bi(f) > Blwo -+ wn) = Bl - a2l) = ] — B

Since all the 6;- are positive for 1 < j < a,4; — 1 (each point is in the interior of the unit
cube), one of these two differences is positive. It follows that X is klt.

Next, we confirm that the claimed mld value is attained when j = j, = (s, — 3)/4.
First, fori =0,...,n — 1,
_ Sn—=3d (8, —3)(sn— (=14 an+an1)  (sn—=3) (=14 ay)(s, — 1)
Jo@; = — = =
4 S; 482' 482'
dap+1 +4)(s, — 1 Sy — 1
— (4511 433( ) = . (mod ay,.1).
This shows
i Sn—1
o Siln41

Similarly, for ¢ = n,

. 1 1
jotn = L5 = B = e + L 4 1) =

1 (s +1) (mod apyi1).

1
4
This proves

n Sntl

Jo 4an+1 :
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Now we can compute

8, ( ) sn—1+ n Sp— 1 +sn+1
(o - - ITL — “ e
TR0 S0Un+1 Sp—10nt1  4n41
(1) (50 —2)  spt1
($n — Dant1 4,41
58, — T
B 4an+1.
Similarly,
S, — 1 Sy, — 1 s, +1
]O( ! ! ) S10n+1 Spn—10n+1 20541
(8 =3)(sn—1) | spt+1
B 2<Sn - 1)an+1 20541
S 1
Qp+1 .

Subtracting these gives

Sp— 3

Bio (zo- Tn) — Bio (z1-- 'xn—lxi) = Ay

We already know that this is the correct value of the log discrepancy modulo Z and this
value is between 0 and 1, so in fact 3;,(z - - - z,,) — 55, (f) = (sn — 3)/(4ap41). It remains to
check that this is in fact the lowest value attained for any j. As in the even case, we only
need to verify that no lower value is attained in the range 1 < j < jy. To see this, first note
that,

By a) = 55(f) 2 Biro ) = () = B — B+ B oo B
Since B;-) — (7 is also of the form Bi(xo -+ xn) — Bj(m) for the monomial m = zy - - -z, 122

of f, this difference is equivalent to j/a,; modulo Z. Since both 5]9 and 3} are between 0
and 1, it’s simple to see that 8} — BJQ > —j/an+1 (and again is equivalent to it modulo Z).

Therefore, the only way that the difference j3;(z - - - ,,) — 3;(22) could achieve the min-
imum possible value j/a,; is if ﬁ} 4+ 4 ﬁ?fl = 2j/a,+1. Suppose this holds, for some
particular j. This would imply that

Bi(xy) =38} <3

In comparison, we can calculate

2) _ 6j
Ap41 an+1.

(1 4+ a,
Ap+1
for any j in this range we’re considering, because ay = d/2 = 1 + a,, (mod a,4;) and
j(1+a,) < apyr when 1 < j < jo. But then
i(1+ay 67 anp —95)J
By(ao-+wa) = () > Bylao - -w,) — Blad) > LT ) - O [ =D))

Qp41 Qp+1 Ap+1

This last expression is greater than j/a,1 because a,, > 6. Since the discrepancy is equiv-
alent to j/a,+1 modulo Z, it must be greater than 1 for the given value of j.
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So far, we’ve demonstrated that mld(X, z) equals the value from Theorem 5.1 when x is
the unique non-quasismooth point of X. However, we also need to check that no smaller
mld is attained at any quasismooth point of the variety X. The following lemma finishes
the proof.

Lemma 5.2. Let x € X be the non-quasismooth point of the hypersurface X defined above. Then
mld(X \ z) > 2/a,.

Proof of Lemma 5.2: We can take hypersurface X to be a general member of a linear series
and it is quasismooth away from z so the singularities on all toric strata apart from =
are the quotient singularities described in, e.g., [11, Proposition 2.6]. In particular, the
singularity type is constant along the intersection of X with any toric stratum of P, and
we need only check the mld of the singularities on 1-dimensional toric strata in P (when
neither coordinate point in its closure is in X) or at coordinate points of P contained in X.
This is in the sense of Proposition 3.1: every quotient singularity on a larger stratum of X
already appears somewhere on the affine toric variety corresponding to the singularities
on smaller strata. In particular, we look at quotient singularities at points y in X such
that: 1) the only nonzero coordinates of y are z;, and z;, for some iy, i, among 0, ...,n —1,
or 2) y is the coordinate point of z,,.

In case 1), the singularity type is always of type —-(... a,,ap1), where r = —1 +

a, + a1 and mr the ged of two of the weights among ay, . . ., a,—;. The multiple m here
divides s, — 1, but is at most (s,, — 1)/6. We omit the other weights in the singularity,
because it will actually be enough to consider the contributions of the last two in the
formula of Proposition 3.1. The sum of the weights in the singularity mustequal d+1 =1
(mod mr), so the sum in (1) is equivalent to j/(mr) modulo Z for each j.

When j < mr/a,, ja, < mr, so that

J V_J _ ]
mr mr

mr mr

The left hand side is just one term in in the sum (1), so the total sum is greater than 1 for
this j. The first multiple of a,, which is greater than mr occurs when j = m(s,, + 1)/2, for
n even, and when j = m(s, + 1)/4, for n odd. Indeed, for the even case,

1 1 1 1
§m(sn + Da, —mr=m (§(Sn + Da, +1—a, — 5((5’” —Da, — s, — 1)) = ém(sn + 3),

which is between 0 and a,,, since m < (s, — 1)/6. Similarly, for the odd case,

lm(sn +1Da, —mr=m (l(sn + Da, +1—a, — l((sn —3)an — Sp — 1)) = lm(sn +5),
4 4 4 4

which has the same property. In both equations above, the right-hand side is the numer-
ator of the difference ja,/(mr) — |ja,/(mr)|, for the indicated special value of j. Note
that it is still greater than j in both cases, so the sum in (1) is greater than 1 for this j too.
As j increases further, the contribution from a,, in the sum in (1) will continue to be larger
than j/(mr) until, at least, ja, reaches 2msr. This proves that the minimal log discrepancy
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of any quotient singularity of this type is at least

2mr/a, 2

mr an
as required.

The remaining singularity from case (2) is even simpler. At the coordinate point of
z,, the singularity type is i(ao, ...,0yp_1). By Lemma 4.5, gcd(a;,a,) = 1 for each i =
0,...,n — 1, so the sum (1) always has n positive terms for each j = 1,...,a, — 1. This
already proves that the mld is at least n/a, > 2/a,. O

Theorem 5.1 is now proved by noting that 2/a,, is larger than the mld found at the
non-quasismooth point for all n. O

6. COMPUTATION OF THE ALPHA INVARIANT AND EXCEPTIONALITY

In this section, we demonstrate that the Fano varieties defined in Theorem 4.1 and
Theorem 4.2 are exceptional.

Let X be a hypersurface in AZ™" that contains the origin. For positive integers cy, . . . , ¢,,
we take f : X' — X to be the stack-theoretic weighted blow-up of X C A"*! at the origin
with the given weights ¢ = (¢, ..., ¢,). Section 3.4 in [1] gives explicit coordinate charts.
We define the weighted tangent cone X° to be the exceptional divisor in X’. In particular,
we view X ¢ as a hypersurface in the stack P"(cy, . .., ¢,) = [(A"* — 0) /Gy ).

For positive integers cy, . . ., ¢,, the weighted multiplicity mult.S of a closed subscheme
S < A" at the origin is defined to be the degree of the weighted tangent cone S° as a
substack of the weighted projective space P*(cy, .. .,c,). Equivalently, let F'O(S) be the
linear span of the monomials «/ with 37" c;i; > I. This gives a decreasing filtration of
the ring O(.5) of regular functions. Then the weighted multiplicity is the limit

L dm(O(S)/F'O(S))

l—00 lm/m! ’

where m is the dimension of S. If all weights are 1, this limit equals the usual multiplicity
of S at the origin [13, Example 4.3.1].

Lemma 6.1. For each even integer n > 2, the hypersurface S in A" defined by the equation
et by, =0

is canonical, and in particular kit.

Proof. The number of monomials in this equation is the same as the number of variables,
so by the same reasoning as in Remark 4.3, we may actually replace S with a hypersurface
defined by a general linear combination of the monomials in the equation above (this new
hypersurface is isomorphic to S). The base locus of the linear system generated by the
monomials is the line spanned by (0,...,0,1), so by Bertini’s theorem, the surface S is
smooth in codimension 1. It is also Cohen-Macaulay since it is a hypersurface in affine
space, so it is normal by Serre’s criterion.
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Now we show that the convex hull of the points (2,0, ...,0), (0,3,0,...,0),...,(0,...,0,5,-1,0)
and (0,1,...,1) in R""! contains a point with all coordinates less than 1. Indeed, the point

) 1 )
—(2,0,... — e —(0,1,...,1
12( a07 70)_{—6(073’0’ 70)+12(0a ) ’ )
has all coordinates less than 1. So the Newton polytope of 23, 23,..., 2" and z1 - - -z,

contains (1,...,1) in the interior. Corollary 3.4 implies that S is klt. Since S is Gorenstein,
it is canonical. O

Lemma 6.2. For each odd integer n > 3, the hypersurface S in A"+ defined by the equation
:L'(Q]_f_xil%_f__{_xf:__ll_f_xl..l’izo
is canonical, in particular kit.

Proof. The same argument from Lemma 6.1 shows that S is normal and that we may
replace S by the hypersurface defined by the same equation but with general coefficients.

We show that the convex hull of the points (2,0, .. .,0), (0,3,0,...,0),...,(0,...,0,5,-1,0)

and (0,1,...,1,2) in R""! contains a point with all coordinates less than 1. Indeed, the
point
320 0)+1(030 0)+3(01 1,2)
12(, ey 5(0,3,0,..., 50 L1
has all coordinates less than 1. So the Newton polytope of x3,23,..., 2" and zy --- 22
contains (1, ..., 1) in the interior. Corollary 3.4 implies that S is klt, in particular canonical.
U
In weighted projective space P = P(ay, . . . , a,), the multiplicity of an irreducible closed

substack (or an effective algebraic cycle) at a point is defined to be the multiplicity at a
corresponding point of its inverse image in any orbifold chart A" — [A"/pu,,] = {z; #
0} C P. It is independent of the choice of i since different orbifold charts are étale-locally
isomorphic. We can use the following criterion to check that a pair is canonical using
multiplicity.

Theorem 6.3. [20, Claim 2.10.4] Let X be a reqular scheme and A an effective Q-divisor. Then
(X, A) is canonical if mult,A <1 for every point p in X.

Johnson and Kolldr gave the following bound for the multiplicity of an irreducible
closed substack of weighted projective space.

Lemma 6.4. [18, Proposition 11] Let ag > ... > a,, be positive integers and T' be an irreducible
closed substack of P"(ay, . . ., a,) of dimension m < n. Then the multiplicity of T' at every point
is at most (ag - - - a,,) deg(T).

Now we prove that the hypersurfaces from Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 are excep-
tional.

Theorem 6.5. For every even integer n > 2, the n-dimensional kIt Fano variety X defined in
Theorem 4.1 is exceptional. The Fano n-fold X has a-invariant

(80— 2)ans1
S, — 1

)

1<%ga()()<
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where a,a,41/d ~ s, /4 and (s, — 2)a,11/(s, — 1) ~ 53 /8.

Proof. To show that X is exceptional, it is equivalent to show that the a-invariant of X is
greater than 1. We now aim to show that there exists v,, > 1 such that the pair (X, 1, D)
is Ic for every effective Q-divisor D ~g —Kx. More precisely, we will show that if v, <
anant1/d, then (X, 1, D) is Ic for every effective Q-divisor D ~q —Ky.

Since D ~g —Kx and —Kx = O(1), we have deg(D) = d/(ap---an+1). Note that
ag > -+ > Qp_1 > Gpy1 > Gn. Then by Lemma 6.4, the multiplicity of D at every point
is at most ag - - - a,,—1deg(D) = d/(anan+1), where aq - - - a,,_; is the product of the n largest
weights. If v, < a,a,41/d, then v, D has multiplicity at every point at most v,,d/(a,a,+1)

which is at most 1. By Theorem 6.3, when

ApQnp+1
4 < dnlnil
@ <

the pair (X, v, D) is Ic at all smooth points of the stack X, hence at all points other than
[wo : -+ 1 @y Tupa] = [0: -+ 0 : 1]. Note that a,a,,1/d ~ s,/4 since a,, ~ s2/4,
Unt1 ~ Span/2 ~ s3/8 and d ~ a,y18, ~ sb/8. In particular, a,a,1/d > 1 for all even
n > 2.

In the affine chart x,,,; = 1, X is the hypersurface of A" given by z2 + 23 + --- +
" 428 + a1, = 0. We will show that (X, v, D) is Ic near the origin (0, .. ., 0) for any
Vp < Gplpi/d. By [28, Lemma 4.4], we get

mult, D < a,1deg(D) = ,
ag - Gy

where mult, D is the a-weighted multiplicity of D at the origin in A"*! with respect to the
weights aq, . .., a, for xo, ..., z,, respectively.

Let r == —1 + a, + a,41. Let mult, D be the u-weighted multiplicity of D at the origin
with respect to the weights u; = a; fori = 0,...,n — 1, and w, = (s, + 1)r/2. Since
u, > a,, we have mult,D < mult,(D) < d/(ap---ay,). Let b; = u;/r fori = 0,... n.
Then mult,D = r"'mult,D < r"“'d/(ag---a,). Since d = (s, — 1)r and a; = b;r for
i=0,...,n—1,wegetmult,D < (s, —1)/(bo---bp_1a,).

Note that b, = (s, — 1)/s; fori = 0,...,n — 1, and b, = (s, + 1)/2. Let X¢ be the
hypersurface in P(by, . . ., b,) of degree s,, — 1 defined by 23+ 23+ -+ 2" ' + 21 - -z, = 0,
which is the weighted tangent cone to the hypersurface X C A" at the origin with
respect to the weights by, ...,b,. The monomial z’, has disappeared since its degree in
the weights by, . .., b, is larger than s,, — 1. Because the klt property is preserved by finite
quotients, Lemma 6.1 means X* is klt. Denote the weighted tangent cone of D C AL at
the origin by D¢. Then D¢ is an effective Q-divisor in X and is Q-linearly equivalent to
a rational multiple of Ox-.(1) since D is Q-Cartier. By [28, Lemma 4.1], if (X*, 1, D¢) is Ic
and Kxe + v,D¢ ~qg Ox<(l) with [ <0, then (X, 1, D) is Ic near the origin.

We have —Kye = Oxe(—(s,—1)+>_7_ b;) = Ox<((s,—1)/2) by the adjunction formula.
Note that [ < 0 is equivalent to v,deg(D) < deg(—Kx<) = (—Kx¢) - c1(O(1))" 2 = (s, —
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1)/2- (s, —1)/(bo- - - by). Thatis to say, | < 0 iff
12
v, < (Sn 1) .
= 2bg - - - bydeg(De)

The right side of this inequality is at least (s, — 1)a,/(2b,) since deg(D°) = mult,D <
($n, — 1)/ (b - - bp_1a,). Thus we have | < 0 when

(s — Da,  (sp— Day,
< =
©) =T, St 1

where (s, — 1)a,/(2b,) ~ s2/4 since a,, ~ s /4 and b,, ~ s,,/2.

Now we want to find the inequality satisfied by v, so that (X, 1, D) is lc. Note that
b, > by > --- > b,_1. By Lemma 6.4, since the dimension of D¢ is n — 2, the multiplicity
of D¢ at every point is at most bydeg(D¢) when n = 2, or b,bg - - - b,_3deg(D°) when n > 4,
where b,,b, - - - b,,_3 is the product of the n — 1 largest weights. Since deg(D¢) < (s, —
1)/(bo - - - by_1ay,), the multiplicity of D¢ at every point is at most by(sy —1)/(bobraz) = 4/13
whenn =2, or b, (s, —1)/(by—2b,—1a,) when n > 4. Therefore, for each even integer n > 2,
the multiplicity of v, D¢ at every point is at most 1 if

v, < bn—2bn—lan _ 2an(3n - 1) .
T obu(sn—1)  sp2Sh-1(sp+1)

(6)

We have 2a,,(s, —1)/(sp_25n-1(5p, + 1)) ~ s> _,/2since s, — 1 ~ s, ~ s> | ~ st ,and

an ~ s2/4 ~ s8_, /4. Since the stack X is a smooth outside the point [zg : -+ : z, 1 : 2] =
[0:---:0: 1], by Theorem 6.3, (X¢, v, D°) is lc outside this point if v satisfies inequality
(6).

Now we want to find the inequality satisfied by v,, such that (X¢,v,,D°) is Ic near the
point [xg : --- : xp_g @y =[0: - 0:1]in P(by,...,b,). In the affine coordinate chart
z, = 1, the hypersurface X* is defined by «3 + 23} + - - - + ;"' + 1 - - - 7,,_1 = 0. Note that
b; = ¢ fori =0,...,n — 1, for the values of ¢; appearing in [28, Lemma 5.1]. Hence the
pair (X¢, v,D°) is Ic near the point [zg : - -+ : xp1 t @, =[0: - 0: 1] if

1
i De forn = 2,
Y= 2
8" (sp_1 + 1)2(sp_1 — 1) *mult, D¢ forn 2 4.

We know D¢ corresponds to a cycle with codimension 2 in this affine coordinate chart A"
and by [28, Lemma 4.4]

bu(s, — 1) S, + 1
It, D¢ < b,deg(D°) = = )
multy > eg( ) bO . bn—lan 2(371 _ 1)n_2an
Thus (X¢, v, D°) is Ic near the point [zg : -+ 1 zy—1 : @, =[0: -+ : 0 1] if
23 = 13 forn =2,
v < So + 1 4
( ) Up > 4an<5n - 1)n—2

2
~ s: forn>4
sn 3 (snor + D2(spm1 — 1)n (s, +1)
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since 4a,, (s, —1)"2 ~4-s* | (5,—1)""2/4=5%" and 8" (5,1 +1)* (501 —1)" (s, 4+1) ~
s2 %2 | = s2"1%. Among all the right sides of inequalities (4), (5), (6) and (7), the one
in inequality (4) is the smallest one and greater than 1. We know a-invariant of X is the
supremum of the real numbers v, such that (X, v, D) is Ic for every effective Q—divisor

D ~g —Kx. Hence the a-invariant a(X) > a,ap,41/d > 1.

Now we show a(X) < (s, — 2)ant1/(s, — 1). Indeed, there exists a Q-divisor D €
| — Kx|g such that lct(X, D) = (s, — 2)an+1/(sn — 1). Let D == (1/a,41)E, where E is

the hyperplane section in X defined by the equations {z, 1 = 0,23 + --- + 2,"' = 0} in
P(ao, .. .,a,). The stack E has one singular point p,, = [z¢ : -+ : Tp_1 : Tp, : Tpp1] = [0 :

.-+ :0:1:0], which is a smooth point of stack X. In the affine chart z,, = 1, the stack E is
étale-locally isomorphic to the Fermat-type hypersurface singularity «f + - - + z," ' =0
in A". By [19, Example 8.15], the log canonical threshold of the pair (X, F) at the point
pp is min{1/2 + --- + 1/s,-1,1} = (s, — 2)/(s, — 1). Hence the log canonical threshold
of (X, D) at p, is (s, — 2)an+1/(s, — 1). Since p, is the only singular point in £, we get
let(X, D) = (sp — 2)ans1/(sn — 1). So a(X) < let(X, D) = (s, — 2)an+1/(sn — 1). We have
(S$n — 2)ans1/(sn — 1) ~ 82 /8 since a1 ~ $,a,/2 ~ 53 /8. O

Theorem 6.6. For every odd integer n > 3, the n-dimensional kIt Fano variety X defined in
Theorem 4.2 is exceptional. The Fano n-fold X has a-invariant

<3n - 2>an+1
Sp— 1

where a,a,y1/d ~ s, /4 and (s, — 2)a,1/(sn — 1) ~ 53 /16.

ApQn41

1< < a(X) <

9

Proof. To show X is exceptional, it is equivalent to show that the a-invariant of X is
greater than 1. We now aim to show that there exists v,, > 1 such that the pair (X, v,,D) is1lc
for every effective Q-divisor D ~q —Kx. In particular, we can show that if v, < a,a,11/d,
then (X, 1, D) is Ic for every effective Q-divisor D ~qg — K.

Since D ~g —Kx and —Kx = O(1), we have deg(D) = d/(ap---an+1). Note that
ap > -+ > Qp—1 > Apy1 > an. Then by Lemma 6.4, the multiplicity of D at every point
is at most ag - - - a,,—1deg(D) = d/(anan+1), where aq - - - a,,_; is the product of the n largest
weights. If v, < a,a,11/d, then v, D has multiplicity at every point at most v,,d/(a,a,+1)
which is at most 1. By Theorem 6.3, when

ApGpi1
(8) Vn S =,
the pair (X, 1, D) is lc at all smooth points of the stack X, hence at all points other than
[zo ¢ -+ 1 @yt Tuya] = [0 -+ 0 : 1]. Note that (a,a,41)/d ~ s,/4 since a,, ~ s2/4,
Any1 ~ (Span)/4 ~ s2/16 and d ~ a, 18, ~ si/16. In particular, a,a,1/d > 1 for all odd
integers n > 3.

In the affine chart x,,;1 = 1, the hypersurface X C A"! is given by z§ + =5 + --- +
o+ 2l + - 22 = 0. We will show that (X, v, D) is lc near the origin (0, ...,0) for
any v, < a,a,4+1/d. By [28, Lemma 4.4], we get mult,D < a,41deg(D) = d/(ap---ay),
where mult, D is the a-weighted multiplicity of D at the origin in A" with respect to the
weights aq, . .., a, for x, ..., z, respectively.
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Let r .= —1 + a, + ap4+1. Let mult, D be the u-weighted multiplicity of D at the origin
with respect to the weights u; == a; fori = 0,...,n — 1, and u,, = (s, + 1)r/4. Since
U, > a,, we have mult, D < mult,(D) < d/(ag---a,). Letb; = w;/r fori = 0,...,n.
Then mult,D = r"*mult,D < r"~'d/(ag---a,). Since d = (s, — 1)r and a; = b;r for
i=0,...,n—1,wegetmult,D < (s, —1)/(by- - by_1a,).

Note that b, = (s, — 1)/s; fori = 0,...,n — 1, and b, = (s, + 1)/4. Let X¢ be the
hypersurface in P(by, . . ., b,) of degree s, —1 defined by a3 +a3+- - 42" +x1 -+ 2,122 =
0, which is the weighted tangent cone to the hypersurface X C A" at the origin with
respect to the weights by, ...,b,. The monomial 2’ has disappeared since its degree in
the weights by, .. ., b, is larger than s,, — 1. Because the klt property is preserved by finite
quotients, Lemma 6.2 means X ¢ is klt. Denote the weighted tangent cone of D € A" at
the origin by D°. Then D¢ is an effective Q-divisor in X*¢ and is Q-linearly equivalent to
a rational multiple of Ox.(1) since D is Q-Cartier. By [28, Lemma 4.1], if (X¢, 1, D) is Ic
and Kye + v,D° ~g Ox<(l) with I <0, then (X, v, D) is Ic near the origin.

We have — Ky = Oxe(—(s, — 1) + >7_ob;j) = Ox<((sn, — 3)/4) by adjunction formula.
Note that I < 0 is equivalent to v,deg(D¢) < deg(—Kx<) = (—Kxe) - c1(O(1))" 2% = (s, —
3)/4-(sn, —1)/(by---b,). That is to say, [ < 0 iff

b < (sn, —3)(sn — 1) .
= 4bg - - - bydeg(De)
The left side of this inequality is at least (s, — 3)a,,/(4b,) since deg(D¢) = mult,D < (s,, —
1)/(bo - - bp—1ay,). Thus we have | < 0 when

(Sn —3)an  (sp —3)ay,
9 n < = )
©) Y= 4b,, sy, +1

where (s, — 3)a,/(s, + 1) ~ s2 /4 since a,, ~ s2 /4.

Now we want to find the inequality satisfied by v, so that (X¢, v,,D°) is lc. Note that b, >
by > b, > by > --- > b,_1. By Lemma 6.4, since dimension of D¢ is n— 2, the multiplicity of
D¢ at every point is at most byb;deg(D°) when n = 3, or b,bob; - - - b,_3deg(D°) whenn > 5,
where b,,by - - - b,,_3 is the product of the n — 1 largest weights.. Since deg(D°) < (s, —
1)/(bo - - - by_1ay), the multiplicity of D¢ at every point is at most (s3 — 1)/(beas) = 7/493
when n = 3, or (b, (s, —1))/(bn—2b,—1a,) when n > 5. Therefore, the multiplicity of v, D°
at every point is at most 1 if

4
%forn:fﬁ,

bn—obn_1an  4ay(s, — 1)
bo(sn — 1) Sp_oSn_1(s, + 1)
We have 4a, (s, — 1)/(Sn_25n-1(sn + 1)) ~ 82/(sp_28p_1) ~ s5_, since s, — 1 ~ s, ~
s |~ s ,and a, ~ s2/4 ~ s8_,/4. Since the stack X¢ is a smooth outside the point
2o : -+t xpq t 2y =[0:---:0: 1], then by Theorem 6.3, ((X¢, 1, D)) is Ic outside this
point if v satisfies inequality (6).

IN

(10) Un

forn>15

Now we want to find the inequality satisfied by v,, such that (X*¢, ,,D°) is lc near the
point [z : -+ 2, =[0:---:0: 1] in P(by,...,b,). In the affine coordinate chart z,, = 1,
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the hypersurface X¢ is defined by 2% + 23 + - - - + 2" + x1-- - x,_; = 0. Note that b, = ¢;

for i = 0,...,n — 1, for the values of ¢; appearing in [28, Lemma 5.1]. Hence the pair
(X°, v, D) is Ic near the point [zg : -+ : Tp_q 1 2,) =[0:---: 0 1] if
2
< f > 3.
= s (sp_1 4+ 1)2(8p_1 — 1) *mult, D¢ orn =

We know D¢ corresponds to a cycle with codimension 2 in this affine coordinate chart A"
and by [28, Lemma 4.4]

bn(sn - 1) Sp + 1
Ity D¢ < b,deg(D°) = = :
multy > Op eg( ) bo - by_1a, 4(371 — 1)n_2an
Thus (X¢, v, D°) is Ic near the point [zg : -+ 1z, ] =[0:---:0: 1] if

-1 n—2
an o < —mg——SnlEn = 1)
Sp_1(8n—1+ 1)%(sp1 — 1) 4(s, + 1)

since 8a,,(s, —1)""2 ~ 8s% (5, —1)""2/4 = 25" ;and 8" (sp_1+1)*(sp1—1)" (s, +1) ~
s2*s2 | = 2%, Among all the right sides of inequalities (8), (9), (10) and (11), the one
in inequality (8) is the smallest one and greater than 1. We know a-invariant of X is the
supremum of the real numbers v, such that (X, 1, D) is Ic for every effective Q—divisor
D ~g —Kx. Hence the a-invariant a(X) > (a,ap41)/d > 1.

Now we show a(X) < (s, — 2)ani1/(s, — 1). Indeed, there exists a Q-divisor D €
| — Kx|g such that let(X, D) = (s, — 2)an+1/(sp — 1). Let D = (1/a,+1)E, where E
is the hyperplane section in X given by {z,;1 = 0,23 + --- + )"} = 0}. The stack
E has one singular point p,, == [zo : -+ Tpo1 Ty P Tpya] = [0 - 2012 0
which is a smooth point of stack X. In the affine chart z,, = 1, the stack £ is étale-
locally isomorphic to the Fermat-type hypersurface singularity z3 + --- + z)"' = 0 in
A". By [19, Example 8.15], the log canonical threshold of the pair (X, £) at the point p,
is min{1/2 +--- +1/s,-1,1} = (s, — 2)/(s, — 1). Hence the log canonical threshold of
(X, D) at p, is (s, — 2)ans+1/(s, — 1). Since p, is the only singular point in E, we get
let(X, D) = (sp, — 2)ant1)/(sn — 1). So a(X) < let(X, D) = (85, — 2)an41/(sp — 1). We have
(8n — 2)ans1/(sn — 1) ~ 83 /16 since a1 ~ spa,/4 ~ s3/16. O

~2s2  forn >3

Remark 6.7. When n = 2, our example is the hypersurface X3, C P(141,94,13,35) de-
fined by the equation

2, .3 19 5
x5+ 1) + Xy 13 + 12275 = 0.

Let C be the curve in Xyg, defined by {x, = 0,23 + 2} = 0}. By taking a resolution, we can
compute lct(X, C') = 3/4. Hence for D = (1/13)C € | — Kx|g, we have lct(X, D) = 39/4,
which gives a sharper upper bound for a(X) than in Theorem 6.5. This upper bound is
smaller than the a-invariant of 21/2 achieved by another exceptional del Pezzo surface
constructed by Totaro [28, Section 8], which he conjectures to be optimal. That example is
another non-quasismooth hypersurface X5, C P(77,45, 19, 14).

Unlike in the small anti-canonical volume examples from [28], the divisor computing
the a-invariant in our examples likely passes through the non-quasismooth point, and the
exact value of the invariant seems to be very difficult to compute in higher dimensions.
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Since our examples do not appear to have optimal a-invariant (this is true for n = 2, for
instance, from the last paragraph), we only demonstrate bounds on «(.X) in this section.
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