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METRICS WITH MINIMAL SINGULARITIES AND
THE ABUNDANCE CONJECTURE
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To Thomas Peternell on the occasion of his 70th birthday, with admiration

ABSTRACT. The Abundance conjecture predicts that on a minimal pro-
jective klt pair (X, A), the adjoint divisor Kx + A is semiample. When
x(X,0x) # 0, we give a necessary and sufficient condition for the con-
jecture to hold in terms of the asymptotic behaviour of multiplier ideals
of currents with minimal singularities of small twists of Kx+A. Further-
more, we prove fundamental structural properties as well as regularity
and weak convergence behaviour of an important class of currents with
minimal singularities: the supercanonical currents. The results of the
paper indicate strongly that supercanonical currents are central to the
completion of the proof of the Abundance conjecture for minimal klt
pairs (X, A) with x(X,Ox) # 0.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Abundance conjecture is one of the most important open problems
in algebraic geometry. It predicts that on a projective klt pair (X, A), if the
adjoint divisor K x+A is nef, then it is semiample; in other words, there exist
a fibration f: X — Z and an ample R-divisor A on Z such that Kx + A ~g
f*A. The conjecture is classically known for curves and surfaces, whereas
for threefolds it was a fantastic achievement obtained in [Miy87, Miy88b,
Miy88a, Kaw92, KMMO94|. In arbitrary dimension, the conjecture holds for
pairs of log general type [Sho85, Kaw85], for pairs of numerical dimension 0
[Nak04], and for varieties satisfying Miyaoka’s equality [IMM24].

In dimensions at least 4, up to now there has only been one general result
due to Lazi¢ and Peternell [LP18, LP20b], and to Gongyo and Matsumura
[GM17]: assuming the Minimal Model Program in lower dimensions, the
divisor Kx + A is semiample if x(X, Ox) # 0 and if the pullback of Kx + A
to a resolution of X is hermitian semipositive. Very little seems to be known
about the Abundance conjecture in higher dimensions when x(X,Ox) = 0,
unless X is uniruled [LM21].

The papers [LP18, LP20b] show, more generally, that half of the Abun-
dance conjecture — the Nonvanishing conjecture — holds when x (X, Ox) # 0,
if the pullback of Kx + A to a resolution of X has a singular metric with
generalised algebraic singularities. This class of metrics, discussed in detail
in §2.13, is a singular generalisation of hermitian semipositive metrics and is
a natural class of metrics from the point of view of the Minimal Model Pro-
gram. Op. cit. indicated strongly that understanding this class of metrics is
crucial for progress on the Abundance conjecture.

The quest for metrics with generalised algebraic singularities on adjoint
divisors Kx + A is the main motivation for this paper.

The best candidates for such metrics are metrics with minimal singu-
larities. Singular metrics with minimal singularities on an R-divisor L on
a compact Kéahler manifold induce the smallest norms among all possible
positively curved singular metrics on L, modulo certain compatibility con-
ditions for singularities of metrics. Such metrics are notoriously difficult to
work with as they are usually very transcendental and can be only implicitly
described. However, they have some very good properties which we recall
in Section 5, which distinguish them from other singular metrics on L.

In this paper we investigate how metrics with minimal singularities on
divisors Kx + A + €A behave when ¢ | 0, where A is an ample divisor on
X. We prove two main results:

(a) the Abundance conjecture can be reinterpreted as a statement about
good asymptotic behaviour of multiplier ideals of currents with minimal
singularities, and

(b) supercanonical currents are excellent candidates to prove such good be-
haviour of multiplier ideals, and thus complete the proof of the Abun-
dance conjecture when x (X, Ox) # 0.
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Notation. If T" is a closed positive current a compact Kéahler manifold X,
we use the notation Z(T')y, for the multiplier ideal of any closed positive
current with minimal singularities in the cohomology class of T', see §2.11
and §5.1.

THE FIRST MAIN RESULT

Our first main result is that on a minimal klt pair (X, A) with x (X, Ox) #
0, the Abundance conjecture is equivalent to an approximation property of
multiplier ideals of currents with minimal singularities associated to divisors
Kx +Aand Kx + A+ %A for m € Ny, where A is an ample divisor on
X.! Roughly speaking, this approximation property says that the multiplier
ideals of currents with minimal singularities associated to large multiples of
Kx +Aand Kx + A+ %A are almost the same when m — oo.

This statement has two parts, given in Proposition 1.1 and Theorem A.
The first observation is that this approximation statement of multiplier
ideals is a consequence of the Abundance conjecture: this is the content
of the following proposition, whose proof is given in Section 8.

Proposition 1.1. Let (X,A) be a projective klt pair such that Kx + A is
semiample. Let m: Y — X be a log resolution of (X,A) and write

Ky + Ay ~p 7" (Kx + A) + E,

where Ay and E are effective R-divisors without common components. Let

A be an ample R-divisor on Y. Then there exist an effective divisor D on

Y and a sequence of positive integers {myg}tien., such that my — oo and
I(K(Ky + Ay + ngA)) . C I(K(Ky + Ay)) ® Oy(D) for all £.

min — min
To explain the conclusion of this proposition, note that, in its notation,
we always have

IZ(U(Ky +Ay)) i S Z(UKy + Ay +5-A)) o for all £

by Lemma 5.2. Therefore, Proposition 1.1 says that the multiplier ideals
I(E(Ky + AY))min and I(E(Ky + Ay + ngA))min are almost equal.

The first main result of the paper is that for pairs (X, A) with x(X, Ox) #
0 we have the converse to Proposition 1.1.

Theorem A. Assume the existence of good minimal models for projective
klt pairs in dimensions at most n — 1.

Let (X,A) be a projective kit pair of dimension n such that Kx + A is
nef and A is a Q-divisor. Let m:' Y — X be a log resolution of (X,A) and
write

Ky + Ay ~q m™(Kx +A)+ E,

lwe prove this assuming the Minimal Model Program in lower dimensions. This is a
natural and necessary condition in all current work on the Abundance conjecture, consid-
ering that we aim to prove it by induction on the dimension.
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where Ay and E are effective Q-divisors without common components. Let
A be an ample R-divisor on Y, and assume that there exist an effective
divisor D on Y and a sequence of positive integers {my}een., such that
my — 00 and
1
Z(UEy + Ay + 5-A4)) 1 S Z(UEy + Ay))

min —

® Oy (D) for all L.

If K(X,Kx +A) >0 or x(X,0x) # 0, then Kx + A is semiample.

Part III of the paper is dedicated to the proof of this theorem. It fol-
lows immediately from Theorem 11.1, which proves a much more precise
statement.

Theorem A and Proposition 1.1 together show that, when x(X,Ox) # 0,
the Abundance conjecture is a statement about the behaviour of multiplier
ideals of currents with minimal singularities. (We stress that this does not
depend on any particular choice of currents with minimal singularities: this
gives significant flexibility that we will exploit several times in the paper).
This is the first main contribution of this work.

We explain briefly the strategy of the proof of Theorem A. First we in-
troduce and study in detail asymptotically equisingular approrimations: a
sequence of closed almost positive (1,1)-currents {7}, }men on a compact
Kéahler manifold X is an asymptotically equisingular approximation of a
closed almost positive (1,1)-current 7' on X if there exist an effective divi-
sor D on X and a sequence of positive integers {mg}g€N>0 such that my, — oo
and we have the inclusions of multiplier ideals

I((T,n,) ® Ox(—D) C I((T) C I({Ty,,) ® Ox (D) for all £.

Note that we do not require that the currents 7;,, converge weakly to T, hence
asymptotically equisingular approximations would seem to be too weak for
successful applications in practice. We will see, however, that they are per-
fectly suited to the context of the Minimal Model Program. Stronger forms
of approximations appeared in connection to the regularisation techniques of
Demailly [Dem92a, DPS01, Caol4], but equisingular approximations consid-
ered there do not seem suitable for applications within the Minimal Model
Program; they did, however, motivate the definition of asymptotically equi-
singular approximations, as will be apparent in Sections 7 and 8.

In order to make asymptotically equisingular approximations useful within
the context of the Minimal Model Program, we introduce in Section 9 a much
stronger version of approximations of currents: excellent approzimations.
We show in Theorem 9.2 that the existence of excellent approximations
of a current with minimal singularities T' is equivalent to T" having gener-
alised analytic singularities. We combine this information in Section 10 with
the techniques from [LP18, LP20b] to deduce certain strong cohomological
properties of the sheaves of differential forms. Finally, in Theorem 11.1 we
show that in the context of the Minimal Model Program, asymptotically
equisingular approximations are always excellent: this allows to prove the
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Nonvanishing by further application of the methods from [LP18, LP20b],
and then semiampleness follows from the main result of [GM17].

For completeness we remark here that when X is uniruled in Theorem A,
then we know that x(X, Kx + A) > 0 by [LM21, Theorem 1.1]. Therefore,
when it comes to the Nonvanishing conjecture, the main remaining case is
the case of non-uniruled varieties.

THE SECOND MAIN RESULT

Theorem A implies that understanding multiplier ideals of currents with
minimal singularities, and especially their behaviour under perturbations,
is fundamental for the proof of the Abundance conjecture. This is where
supercanonical currents enter the picture.

The second goal of the paper is to study in detail a very specific choice of
currents with minimal singularities: the supercanonical currents introduced
by Tsuji in [Tsu07, Tsull] and investigated in much greater generality and
detail by Berman and Demailly [BD12]. The origins of supercanonical cur-
rents can be traced back to the work of Narasimhan and Simha [NS68],
where they were examined in the case of ample line bundles. We study
supercanonical currents in detail in Section 6.

We explain first the main idea behind supercanonical currents. Usually,
the existence of at least one current with minimal singularities in a pseudo-
effective cohomology class is shown by using a suitable L°°-condition; this
is explained in Section 5. This seems, however, not to be suited for use in
birational geometry. In contrast, supercanonical currents are defined by an
exponential L'-condition, see Section 6. On a technical level, this makes
them adapted to proofs involving estimates in which one uses Holder’s in-
equality. Crucially for us, this allows to use techniques of Berman, Demailly
and others to show that supercanonical currents can actually be calculated
by using only algebraic data: concretely, a supercanonical current of a big
line bundle L depends only on the global holomorphic sections of powers of
L, see Theorem 14.3. A large portion of Part IV is dedicated to showing
this fundamental fact. We will then be able to prove much better regu-
larity properties of such currents compared to other currents with minimal
singularities. This is especially useful in the context of the Minimal Model
Program, as we will see in Theorem B.

The paper [BD12] studies supercanonical currents on a projective klt pair
(X, A) such that Kx + A is big and proves several of its properties. In this
paper we define supercanonical currents on any pseudoeffective line bundle,
inspired by the definition in op. cit. The definition in Section 6 is somewhat
more transparent than that in [BD12], and we simplify the construction
by viewing it from a slightly different standpoint. This allows to give a
streamlined and precise proof of the behaviour of supercanonical currents
on big line bundles in Section 14: one of the main new ingredients is a
result on uniform bounds of norms of sections of adjoint line bundles given
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in Theorem 13.1. Further explanations will be given at the beginning of
Section 14.

After the case of big line bundles is settled, the main problem is to anal-
yse what happens when the line bundle L is only pseudoeffective, and how
supercanonical currents associated to divisors L + €A behave when ¢ | 0,
where A is an ample divisor on X. Following a suggestion from [BD12, Gen-
eralization 5.24], we show that the corresponding supercanonical currents of
L + €A converge weakly to a supercanonical current of L, and deduce addi-
tional strong regularity properties.

Specialising to the context of the Minimal Model Program, the following
is our second main result. (We use the following notation introduced in
Section 6: if 6 is a smooth closed real (1,1)-form on a compact complex
manifold X whose cohomology class is pseudoeffective, then Tj ., denotes
the supercanonical current associated to 6.)

Theorem B. Let (X, A) be a projective klt pair such that A is a Q-divisor
and Kx + A is pseudoeffective. Let m: Y — X be a log resolution of (X, A)
and write

Ky + Ay ~q ™ (Kx +A)+ E,
where Ay and E are effective Q-divisors without common components. Let
A be an ample Q-divisor on Y, and let a and w be fized smooth (1,1)-forms
in the cohomology classes of Ky + Ay and A, respectively. Then:

(a) for each € > 0 the supercanonical current Tpew can depends only on the
holomorphic global sections of multiples of Ky + Ay + A,

(b) the supercanonical currents Ty qew can converge weakly to the supercanon-
ical current Ty can as € 1 0.

If additionally Kx + A is nef, then there exists a positive rational number &
such that:

(¢) the non-nef loci B_(Ky + Ay + ¢A) do not depend on 0 < e < §, and
they are equal to the non-ample loci B4 (Ky + Ay +€A) for 0 < e <4,

(d) for each 0 < e < § the supercanonical current Ty ey can has continuous
local potentials away from the non-nef locus B_(Ky + Ay),

(e) for any two rational numbers €1,e9 € (0,8] and for any t € [0,1] the
supercanonical current

tTa—l—elw,can + (1 - t)Ta—i-szw,can

s the current with minimal singularities in the cohomology class of the
divisor Ky + Ay + (tal +(1- t)sg)A.

Parts (a) and (b) of the theorem are very delicate and they hold more
generally for pseudoeffective divisors which are not necessarily adjoint, see
Theorem 15.2 for a much more precise statement. Part (d) holds also in
that more general context, albeit with a weaker estimate of the size of the
regularity locus. The other statements rely crucially on the fact that we
are working with adjoint divisors, and they depend on the Minimal Model
Program, see Theorem 12.1.
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The main aim of Theorem B is to gain precise information on the be-
haviour of multiplier ideals associated to supercanonical currents under per-
turbations by an ample divisor, in order to combine it with Theorem A to
obtain the proof of the Abundance conjecture for minimal projective klt
pairs (X, A) with x(X,Ox) # 0. The more detailed results from Sections
14 and 15 indicate how this might be achieved, see Theorem 14.3(ix) and
Theorem 15.2(v).

The algebraicity statements (a) and (b) as well as the regularity state-
ment (d) of Theorem B are very strong and, combined with Theorem A, we
expect them to be crucial for the completion of the proof of the Abundance
conjecture for minimal projective klt pairs (X, A) with x(X,Ox) # 0.

On the organisation of the paper. This work contains as many ingredi-
ents from complex birational geometry as it does from pluripotential theory.
I have attempted to make it accessible to both birational and complex ge-
ometers. This possibly resulted in the inclusion of proofs of some results
which might be considered standard or classical by some readers.
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Part I. Preliminaries
2. PRELIMINARIES: PLURIPOTENTIAL THEORY

Much of the material discussed here can be found in [Dem12, K1i91, GZ17]
or in the introductory sections of [Bou02, Bou04]. The notes [BT06, Vu2l]
present many of the foundational results with more details or clarity. The
presentation in [GZ05] is exceptionally clear.

We collect some definitions and results for the benefit of the reader and

to settle the notation and terminology. In this paper we use the convention
that d° = 5-(0 — 9), so that dd® = £99. We denote by

2
B(z,r)={ze€C"|||z|]| <r} and S(x,r)={zeC"||z|=r}

the open ball and the sphere of radius r and with centre z in C™. All man-
ifolds in the paper are connected. The notation f is used for the averaged
integral, i.e. for the integral divided by the volume of the set over which the
integration is made.

2.1. Bott-Chern cohomology. If X is a complex manifold, we define the
Bott-Chern (1, 1)-cohomology space Héé (X, C) as the quotient of the space
of d-closed smooth (1,1)-forms modulo the dd“-exact smooth (1,1)-forms,
and we denote by H. é’é(X ,R) the space of its real points. It can be shown by
a partition of unity argument that Hé’é(X ,C) is isomorphic to the quotient
of the space of d-closed (1, 1)-currents modulo the dd®-exact (1,1)-currents.
If additionally X is compact and Kahler, then H]13’(13(X ,C) is isomorphic to
the Dolbeault cohomology group H1(X,C).

If T is a closed (1,1)-current on a complex manifold X, we denote by
{T'} its class in Hé’é(X, C). If T is a real closed (1, 1)-current, then {T'} €
Hé’é(X ,R), and the representatives of {T'} are the closed currents of the
form T+ dd®p, where ¢ is a real current of degree 0. If T' is a representative
of a class a € Hé’é(X, C), we write T' € a; if T" € «v is another representative,
we also write T = T".

2.2. Almost positive currents. Let X be a complex manifold of dimen-
sion n. A continuous (n — 1,n — 1)-form ¢ on X is positive if it can be
written locally as a finite non-negative linear combination of forms of type

(’iOél /\51) VANV (z'ozn_l /\an_l),

where «; are (1,0)-forms. Positivity of forms is a pointwise property which
does not depend on local coordinates.

A (1,1)-current T on X is positive if T'(y) is a positive measure for every
smooth positive (n—1,n — 1)-form ¢, and we write T > 0. A positive (1, 1)-
current is always real. If T and T are two (1,1)-currents on X, we write
T>T'fT-T >0. If op =1 hjrdz; NdZ is a real continuous (1, 1)-form,
then ¢ is positive if and only if (hjk(:n)) is a positive semidefinite hermitian
matrix for all z € X.
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If now D is an irreducible analytic subset of pure codimension 1 in X,
then we denote by [D] the current of integration on the regular part of
D: this is a closed positive (1, 1)-current. If we have an effective R-divisor
G =6G1+ -+ 6,G, on X, then we call the closed positive (1,1)-current
[G] := 01[G1] + - - + 6, [G;] the current of integration on G. If there is no
danger of confusion, we drop the brackets and write simply G for the current
of integration on G.

A real (1,1)-current T on X is almost positive if T > ~ for some real
continuous (1,1)-form v on X.

If f: Y — X is a surjective holomorphic map between complex manifolds
and if T is a closed almost positive (1,1)-current on X, then one can easily
define its pullback f*T to Y such that {f*T} = f*{T'}, see [Bou04, 2.2.3].

We will need the following easy result.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a compact complex manifold of dimension n and let
w be a smooth positive definite (1,1)-form on X. Let {6;};cs be a collection
of real (1,1)-forms on X whose coefficients are locally uniformly bounded on
X. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that 6; + Cw > 0 for all j.

Proof. Fix a point x € X and a coordinate neighbourhood U, centred at
x such that the coefficients of all 6; are uniformly bounded on U,. Then
we may find finitely many real smooth (1,1)-forms 64,...,6, on U, such
that each 6; is a convex linear combination of the forms 0. By the spectral
theorem for hermitian operators, for each k there exists a linear change of
local coordinates fj . : U, — U, such that

. n . n
* 7 ¢ * ? —
fk,xek = B Zz_:l Miegzdze Ndzg  and fk,xw = 2 52—:1 dzy Ndz; at x.
Then it is clear that, by possibly shrinking U, there exists a constant C,
on U, such that f} 0y + Cofy ,w > 0on U, for all 1 <k < r. Therefore,
0 +Cow > 0on Uy forall 1 < k < r by [Dem12, Proposition I11.1.17],

hence 0; + Cpw > 0 on U, for all j € J. We conclude by the compactness
of X. O

2.3. Plurisubharmonic functions. In this subsection X is a complex
manifold of dimension n. A function ¢: X — [—00,400) is plurisubhar-
monic or psh if it is upper semicontinuous, locally integrable, and satisfies
the mean value inequality

Fol0) < ][A Frodva

for any holomorphic mapping f: A — X from the open unit disk A C C.
Every plurisubharmonic function is subharmonic, i.e. it satisfies the mean
value inequality

F(0) < ]i FrodVs
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for any open embedding f: B — X of the open unit ball B C C™.

Psh functions on X are locally bounded from above and belong to LV (X))
for any 1 < p < oco. If additionally X is compact, then any psh function on
X is constant.

A subset A of X is locally pluripolar if it is locally contained in the pole set
{u = —o0} of a psh function u. Since each psh function is locally integrable,
the set A is of Lebesgue measure zero and the complement X \ A is dense
in X.

A closed (1,1)-current 7' on X is positive if and only if for each z € X
there exists an open subset x € U C X such that T can be locally written
as T = dd°p for a psh function ¢ on U. The function ¢ is a local potential
of T onU.

We will often need the following well-known properties of subharmonic
functions.

Lemma 2.2. Let Q C C" be a domain.

(a) Let ¢ be a subharmonic function on 2 and let A C Q be a set of Lebesgue
measure zero. Then

limsup ¢(2') = ¢(2) for every z € Q.
2/ —=z,2/€Q\A

(b) Let ¢ be a subharmonic function on Q. Then
©(z) = lim ©(2)dV  for every z € Q.
r—0 B(z,r)

(c) Let ¢ and ¢ be subharmonic functions on 0 and assume that ¢ <
almost everywhere. Then ¢ < .

Proof. Part (c) follows immediately from (a). We will show (a) and (b)
simultaneously. For a fixed z € (), the mean value inequality on balls
B(z,7) C Q and the upper semicontinuity of ¢ give

©(z) < lim ©(2)dV = lim o(z)dV
=0 /B (z,r) =0 /B(z,r)\A
<lim sup ()= limsup ¢(2') < p(2).
=0 B(zr)\A 2=z, 2/ €Q\A
This finishes the proof. O

2.4. Quasi-psh functions. As mentioned above, a psh function on a com-
pact complex manifold is always constant. A more suitable notion on com-
pact complex manifolds is that of quasi-plurisubharmonic or quasi-psh func-
tions: a function ¢: X — [—00,+00) on a complex manifold X is quasi-psh
if it is locally equal to the sum of a psh function and a smooth function.
Equivalently, ¢ is quasi-psh if it is locally integrable and upper semicontin-
uous, and there exists a smooth closed real (1,1)-form 6 on X such that
0 + dd°p > 0 in the sense of currents. A good introduction to quasi-psh
functions is in [GZ05].
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Now, if 6 is a real continuous (1,1)-form on X and if ¢ is a quasi-psh
function on X such that 8 4+ dd°p > 0 in the sense of currents, then we say
that ¢ is 6-psh and we denote the set of all f-psh functions by PSH(X,#).
The weak topology on the set {0 + ddp | ¢ € PSH(X,0)} corresponds to
the LL (X)-topology on PSH(X,#). The set

loc
{p € PSH(X,0) | supy ¢ =0}

is compact in this topology, as we will see in Theorem 2.4.

If X is additionally compact, if 6 is a smooth closed real (1,1)-form on
X and if T is a closed almost positive (1,1)-current in {6}, then there
exists a closed real smooth (1,1)-form 7 such that v+ 7 > 0, and clearly
v+ T € {y+6}. By the dd-lemma there exists ¢ € PSH(X,~v+#), which is
unique up to an additive constant, such that v+ T = (y+ 6) + ddp, hence

T =0+ dd°p.

By adopting the terminology from [BEGZ10], such a function ¢ is called a
global potential of T'; global potentials depend, up to an additive constant,
on the choice of 8, but not of ~.

A subset of X is pluripolar if it is contained in the pole set {¢ = —oo} of
a quasi-psh function ¢ on X.

We will need the following easy consequence of Lemma 2.2(c).

Corollary 2.3. Let X be a complex manifold and let ¢ and ¥ be quasi-psh
functions on X. If ¢ <1 holds almost everywhere, then ¢ < 1.

Proof. Let 6, and 60y be real smooth (1,1)-forms on X such that ¢; €
PSH(X,0;) and ¢3 € PSH(X,6;). Fix a point z € X. As in the proof
of Theorem 2.4(a) below, there exist an open neighbourhood U of x and a
smooth closed form w on U such that w > #; and w > 02 on U. Hence, ¢
and (o are w-psh on U. If ¢ is a local potential of w on U, then £ + ¢ and
& 4 o are psh and &€ + 1 < € 4 @9 almost everywhere on U. We conclude
by Lemma 2.2(c). O

2.5. Upper semicontinuous regularisation. Let 0 C C" be an open
subset and let u be a function on 2. We define its upper semicontinuous
regularisation as
u*(z) = lim sup u for z € Q.
e—0 B(z,e)

Then u* is the smallest upper semicontinuous function which is > w. This
notion extends easily to quasi-psh functions on a complex manifold.

Consider a family {u,} of psh functions on € which is locally uniformly
bounded from above, and set u := sup, uy. Then the function u* is psh
and we have u* = u almost everywhere, see [Dem12, Theorem 1.5.7]. We
will need very often the following extension of this and other important
compactness results to quasi-psh functions.

Theorem 2.4. Let X be a complex manifold and let 6 be a continuous real
(1,1)-form on X.
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(a) Consider a family {pa} of 0-psh functions on X which is locally uni-
formly bounded from above, and set ¢ := sup,, ¢o. Then ¢* € PSH(X, )
and ¢* = ¢ almost everywhere.

(b) Assume additionally that X is compact. Let {¢;} be a sequence of 8-psh
functions on X which are uniformly bounded from above. Then either the
sequence {@;} converges uniformly to —oo or it has a subsequence which
converges in Li. (X) and almost everywhere to a function in PSH(X, ).

(c) Let {¢;} be a sequence of O-psh functions on X which are locally uni-
formly bounded from above. Then the function <lim sup gpj) 18 0-psh.

Jj—o0

(d) Let {¢;} be a sequence of 0-psh functions on X which are locally uni-
formly bounded from above. If the sequence is decreasing, then either it
converges uniformly to —oo or it converges in L%OC(X) to the 0-psh func-
tion lim ;. If the sequence is increasing, then it converges in LIIOC(X )

J—00

and almost everywhere to the 0-psh function ( li)m gpj) .
J o

(e) Assume additionally that X is compact. Let §' be a positive continuous
(1,1)-form on X, and consider a sequence of real numbers €; | 0. For
each positive integer j, let p; € PSH(X,0 + ¢;0") and assume that all
@; are uniformly bounded from above. Then either the sequence {y;}
converges uniformly to —oo or it has a subsequence which converges in
L (X) and almost everywhere to a function in PSH(X, ).

Proof. For (a) we extract the proof from [Bou02, Proposition 2.1.3]. Fix
a point z € X. By the spectral theorem for hermitian operators and by
the continuity of 6, for each € > 0 there exists real numbers \; and a
neighbourhood U, of x with local coordinates z = (z1,. .., 2,) such that, if
we set q(z) :== > Aj|24|?, we have

dd®(q(z) — €|Z|2) <0 <dd(q(2) + elz]?).
Then on U, each function q(z)+¢|z|? +¢a(2) is psh, hence so is the function
(supofq +elzl” + @a})” = g +elz* + ¢*
by the paragraph before the theorem. Therefore,
dd°o* + 0 4 2edd®|z|? > dd°* + dd°q(z) + edd®|z|* > 0

on U.. Letting ¢ — 0 we obtain dd°p* 4+ 6 > 0 at x. Since x was arbitrary,
this shows that ¢ is 6-psh.

The proof of (b) is similar, using the local result for psh functions [Dem12,
Proposition 1.5.9]; see [Vu21, Proposition 2.5.7] for details.

Part (c) follows similarly as (a) from the local result for psh functions
[K1i91, Proposition 2.9.17].

Part (d) follows from (b) and (c).

Now we prove (e). Assume that the sequence {¢;} does not converge
uniformly to —oo. For positive integers k > k' we have 0 + /0’ > 0 + g,6’,
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and hence
ok € PSH(X, 0 + Ekle/).

Therefore, by (b) there exists a subsequence {¢;, } of {¢;} which converges
in L (X) and almost everywhere to a function

loc
© € PSH(X, 0 + 16).

We will be done if we show that ¢ € PSH(X,#), and for this it suffices to
prove that ¢ € PSH(X, 6 + £;0") for all i, since 0 is the weak limit of the
sequence {6 + £;0'}. To this end, by (b) we inductively have that, for all
i > 2, there exists a subsequence {¢;, } of {¢;, , } which converges in L{ .(X)
and almost everywhere to a function 7; € PSH(X, 0 + ¢,0'), thus n; = ¢
almost everywhere. But then 1; = ¢ by Corollary 2.3, and in particular,
¢ € PSH(X, 6 + ¢;0"). This finishes the proof. O

2.6. Positivity of classes. Let X be compact complex manifold, let w be
a fixed smooth positive (1,1)-form on X, and consider a cohomology class
a € H]IB’(IJ(X, R). Then « is:
(i) pseudoeffective if there exists a closed positive (1,1)-current 17" € «;
(ii) nef if for each € > 0 there exists a smooth form 6. € « such that
0 > —ew;
(iii) big if there exist ¢ > 0 and a closed (1,1)-current 7' € « such that
T > ew.

These definitions do not depend on the choice of w, and they correspond to
the usual notions from algebraic geometry when X is projective and « is an
algebraic class.

2.7. Lelong numbers. Let 2 C C" be an open subset and let ¢ be a psh
function on Q2. The Lelong number of ¢ at a point x € € is

R SUPB(z,r) 4,0.
vip @) i= }12% log r
this is equivalent to other definitions in the literature by [Dem12, Example
I11.6.9]. Thus, if v(p,z) > 0, then ¢(z) = —oo, but the converse does not
always hold. The Lelong number v(p, z) does not depend on the choice of
local coordinates around z. For psh functions u and v on € and for each
point x € ) we have

v(u+wv,x) =v(u,x)+ v(v,x);

note that u + v is a psh function by Example 2.6(d) below.

Let now 1" be a closed positive (1, 1)-current on a complex manifold X.
Then locally at a point € X we can write T = dd“p for a psh function ¢,
and we define the Lelong number of T" at x as

v(T,x) = v(p,z);
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this does not depend on the choice of . If Y is an analytic subset of X and
if x € X, then a result of Thie states that v(Y, x) is equal to the multiplicity
of Y at z.

We will need the following result which compares the Lelong numbers
under pullbacks [Fav99, Corollary 4], see also [Kis00, Théoreme 5.1].

Theorem 2.5. Let f: Y — X be a surjective holomorphic map between
compact complex manifolds. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for every closed positive (1,1)-current T on X and for all points y € Y and
z:= f(y) € X we have

v(T,x) <v(f*T,y) < Cv(T,x).

If T is a closed almost positive (1, 1)-current on X and if = is a point in X
with local coordinates z = (z1, ..., 2,) around z, then there exists a positive
constant C' such that T + Cdd|z|? > 0 locally around z. Then we define
the Lelong number v(T,z) as v(T + Cdd°|z|?,z); this does not depend on
the choice of C.

For ¢ > 0 define the Lelong upperlevel sets as

E.(T)={ze X |v(T,z) > c}.

Then a fundamental theorem of [Siu74] states that for each ¢ > 0, the set
E.(T) is a proper analytic subset of X. Thus, for any analytic subset ¥ of
X we may define the generic Lelong number of T along Y as

v(T,Y) :=inf{v(T,z) | x € Y},

which is equal to v(T, z) for a very general point z € Y.

2.8. Divisorial valuations. Let X be compact complex manifold. Follow-
ing [BBJ21, B.5 and B.6], a prime divisor over X denotes a prime divisor
E C X', where pu: X’ — X is a resolution. We say that two prime divisors
F1 C X7 and Fy C X5 over X are equivalent if there exists a common reso-
lution X’ of X; and X5 such that the strict transforms of E; and Fy on X’
coincide. When X is projective, a prime divisor over X is the same thing as
a geometric divisorial valuation on X by [KM98, Lemma 2.45].

Let T be a closed positive (1, 1)-current on X. If E' is a prime divisor on
a resolution f: Y — X, we denote

v(T,E) =v(f*'T,FE).

If F’ is another prime divisor over X equivalent to E, then v(T,E) =
v(T,E"). 1If D is an R-divisor on X, then we define the multiplicity of
D along E by

multg D := multg f*D.
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2.9. Siu decomposition. If X is a complex manifold and if T is a closed
positive (1, 1)-current on X, then there exist at most countably many codi-
mension 1 irreducible analytic subsets Dy such that T has the Siu decom-
position

T = R—FZV(T,Dk) . Dk,

where R is a closed positive (1,1)-current such that codimyx E.(R) > 2 for
each ¢ > 0. In this paper we call " v(T, Dy) - Dy, the divisorial part and R
the residual part of (the Siu decomposition of) T’

Now assume that 7" is closed almost positive (1,1)-current, and let v be
a continuous form on X such that 7" > ~. Then one can construct the Siu
decomposition T'= ) v(T, Dy) - Dy, + R of T similarly as above, where now
R is a closed almost positive (1, 1)-current satisfying R > .

With notation as above, if 7: Y — X is a resolution and if

7T =Ry + Y _v(x*T, D)) -

is the Siu decomposition of 7*T, then it is clear that each D} is a component
of m* Dy, for some k, or it is a m-exceptional divisor. In particular, if the
divisorial part of 71" is an R-divisor, then so is the divisorial part of 7*T'.

2.10. Singular metrics. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on a complex
manifold X. A singular hermitian metric or simply a singular metric h on
L is a metric given in every trivialisation 6: L|g — Q x C by

hE,E) == |0(8))%e 2% for z € Q, € € L, and ¢ € L ().

We also denote |- |5 := h(-,-)"/2. The function ¢ is called the local weight of
h with respect to the trivialisation 6. The curvature current Oy(L) := ddp
is globally defined and lies in {L} € H]IB’(IJ(X, R). The curvature current
O (L) of h is semipositive if it is positive in the sense of currents.

Now fix a smooth metric ho on L. Then there exists a locally integrable
function ¢ on X such that h = hooe 2%, and we call ¢ the global weight of
h with respect to the reference metric ho,. Then we have

@h(L) = @hw (L) + ddc(,D.

Conversely, for any closed (1,1)-current 7" € {L} there exists a degree 0
current ¢ such that ' = ©;,__ (L) + dd°p. When additionally 7" is almost
positive, then ¢ € Ll (X), hence every almost positive current 7' € {L} is
the curvature current of a singular hermitian metric on L, and the global
weight ¢ is a quasi-psh function on X.

We now mention several examples of quasi-psh functions which are rele-
vant for this paper.

Example 2.6.

(a) Let © C C™ be an open subset and let fi,..., f,, be holomorphic func-
tions on Q. Then log (| f1|*+- -+ fm|?) is psh on Q by [Dem12, Example
1.5.12).
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More generally, let L be a holomorphic line bundle with a continuous
metric A on a complex manifold X, and consider global holomorphic
sections o1, ...,0p, of L. Then the function ¢: X — [—00,+00) given
by

1
=g log (|oulf + -+ + loml)

is quasi-psh on X: indeed, let 6 be a local continuous weight of h on
some trivialisation of L. Then locally and by (a) we have

1
dd°(6 + @) = §ddc log (|o1|* + -+ + [om|?) >0,

hence the function 6 + ¢ is psh. In particular, globally we have O (L) +
dd®p > 0, hence the curvature current of the singular metric he=2¥ on
L is semipositive. The metric he=2# and the current ©,(L) + dd°p do
not depend on the choice of h.

In the context of (b), let o be a global holomorphic section of L and
let > m;D; be the zero-divisor of f. Then we have the global Lelong-
Poincaré equation

On(L) + dd°log o], =Y mD;,

understood in the sense of currents, see [Dem12, Theorem I11.2.15 and
Section V.13].

Let © C C™ be an open subset, let uq,...,u, be psh functions on 2
and let y: [—00,+00)" — [—00,400) be a convex function which is
non-decreasing in each coordinate. Then by [Dem12, Theorem 1.5.6],
the function x(uq,...,u,) is psh on Q. In particular, the functions
u + -+ + up, max{uq,...,u,} and €** 4 --- + €% are psh on (.

Let X be a complex manifold, let # be a continuous real (1,1)-form
on X, and let {¢;} be a sequence of §-psh functions on X which are
locally uniformly bounded from above. If )" ¢; is a convergent series of
positive real numbers, then the function ) e;¢; is 6-psh. Indeed, there
exists a constant C such that cp; = j — C <0 for all j. Then each
partial sum @, := 3", €;¢} is 0-psh by (d), and the sequence {®y} is
decreasing, hence Eejgp;- = kl;ngo ¢, € PSH(X,6) by Theorem 2.4(d);
note that the limit is not —oo since the union of pluripolar sets of all ¢;
is of Lebesgue measure zero in X. Since > ejp; = > e;0; +C > ¢j, we
obtain the claim.

We will need later the following remark, which we extract from the proof
of [Vul9, Theorem 1.1].

Remark 2.7. Let X be a compact complex manifold, let 6 be a continuous
real (1,1)-form on X, and let {¢;} be a sequence of #-psh functions on X.
Then the union of pluripolar loci of all ¢; is again a pluripolar set. In
order to see this, first note that by subtracting a constant from each ¢;, we
may assume that ¢; < 0 for all j. Then by Example 2.6(e) the function



18 VLADIMIR LAZIC

pi=>7 _290]- is 0-psh, and the union of pluripolar loci of all ¢; is contained
in the set {¢p = —o0}.

2.11. Multiplier ideals. If  is a quasi-psh function on a complex manifold
X, the multiplier ideal sheaf Z(¢) C Ox is defined by

L(p)(U) = {f € Ox(U) | Ifle™® € Li,(U)}

for every open set U C X. Note that we set |f(z)le %@ = 0 at points
x € X where f(z) =0 and p(x) = —oo. The sheaf Z(y) is a coherent ideal
sheaf on X.

If now h is a singular metric on a holomorphic line bundle L on X whose
curvature current ©p (L) is almost positive, then its associated global weight
¢ (with respect to some fixed smooth metric on L) is quasi-psh, and we define
Z(h) :=Z(p). This does not depend on the choice of the smooth metric on
L.

Finally, if T is a closed almost positive (1,1)-current on X, then any
of its associated global potentials ¢ (see §2.4) is quasi-psh, and we define
Z(T) := I(g). This does not depend on the choice of ¢. If v(T,z) <1 at a
point z € X, then Z(T"), = Ox , by Skoda’s lemma [Dem01, Lemma 5.6].

The following is a fundamental result, proved first in [GZ15, 3.3]; similar
results with easier proofs are in [Lem17, Theorem 1.1] and [Hiel4, Corollary
1.1 and Remark 1.4].

Theorem 2.8. Let ¢ and {p;}ien be psh functions on an open set U of a
complex manifold X. Assume that p; < @ for all i, and that the sequence
{pi} converges to ¢ in Li _(X). Then for every U' € U there exists a

loc

positive integer iy such that Z(e;)|uvr = Z(e)|yr for all i > ig.

We will need the following important result, Theorem 2.9. In order to
state it, we need a piece of notation: Assume that T is a closed positive
(1,1)-current on a complex manifold X, which can be written as a sum

T = i \iD;,
=1

where \; > 0 for all ¢ and each D; is a prime divisor on X; in other words,
the residual part of the Siu decomposition of T" is zero. Then |T'| denotes
the closed positive (1,1)-current

1T] = |\]Di.
i=1

Theorem 2.9. Let X be a complex manifold.

(a) Let Ty and Ty be two closed almost positive (1,1)-currents on X. Then

I(Ty + To) C I(Ty) - I(Ty).
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(b) Let Ty and Ty be two closed almost positive (1,1)-currents on X. If for
x € X we have v(Ty,x) =0, then

(T 4+ 12)s = Z(T2).-

(¢) If G is an effective R-divisor on X with simple normal crossings support,
then

I(G) = Ox (= |G)).
(d) If G is a closed positive (1,1)-current on X whose residual part is zero,
then |G| is a divisor on X and

I(G) € Ox(—|G)).
(e) Let T be a closed almost positive (1,1)-current on X and let
T=R+D

be its Siu decomposition, where R is the residual part and D is the
divisorial part. Then |D| is a divisor on X, we have

I(T) € Ox(—=|D)),

and this inclusion is an equality on a Zariski open subset U with the
property that codimx (X \ U) > 2.

Remark 2.10. Here and elsewhere in the paper, if D is an integral divisor
on a complex manifold, then Ox (D) denotes the subsheaf of the sheaf of
meromorphic functions on X whose divisor of zeroes and poles is precisely
D. Thus, if D is effective, then Ox (—D) is the sheaf of germs of holomorphic
functions on X which vanish along D; in particular, we have Ox(—D) C
Ox, and if D’ is another integral divisor on X, then we have Ox(—D) C
Ox(—D') if and only if D' < D.

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Part (a) is [DELOO, Theorem 2.6(ii)], and part (b) is
[LP20b, Lemma 2.14]. Part (c) is well known [Dem01, Remark 5.9].

For (d), first note that the closed positive (1,1)-current G’ := |G| is a
divisor since the Lelong upperlevel set E;(G) is analytic. Then G — G is
also a closed positive (1,1)-current on X, and by (a) we have

(1) I(G) CI(G - G") - Z(G") C Z(G").

Let V be the maximal Zariski open subset of X such that G'|y is a smooth
divisor. Then codimy (X \ V') > 2, and by (¢) we have Z(G')|y = Oy (—G).
Since Z(G') is torsion free and Ox(—G’) is a line bundle, it follows that
Z(G") € Ox(—G"), which together with (1) implies (d).

Part (e) is [DP03, Proposition 3.2]; since the notation and context is
slightly different, we provide the proof for the benefit of the reader. The
current D’ := | D] is a divisor since E1(T) is an analytic subset of X. Then
T — D' is also a closed almost positive (1,1)-current on X, and by (a) and
(d) we have

I(T) S I(T - D) - Z(D') € I(D') € Ox(~D'),
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which gives the second claim in (e).
Now we show the last claim in (e). If D; are the components of D and if
D; ing is the singular locus of D; for each i, set

Z = Dising U J(Dr N Dy) U ) Ee(R).
7 k.l c>0
Then Z is the union of at most countably many analytic subsets of X of
codimension at least 2, and it suffices to show that

(2) I(T), = Ox(=D"), forallze X\ Z,

since the locus in X where the coherent sheaves Z(T') and Ox (—|D]) differ
is an analytic subset of X. To that end, fix x € X \ Z. Assume first that =
does not belong to any component of D. Then v(T,z) = 0 by the definition
of Z, hence by Skoda’s lemma we have Z(T'), = Ox,, and clearly also
Ox(—|D])z = Ox 4, which shows (2) in this first case. Finally, assume that
 belongs to a component I' of D and set Ry :== R+ (D —v(T,T')-T'). Then
by the definition of Z we have v(Ry,x) = 0, thus (b) and (c) yield

I(T)y =Z(Ry +v(T,T)-T) =Z(v(T,1)-T)_
= Ox (~¥(T.I)] - T), = Ox(~D')a,
which gives (2) also in this second case, and finishes the proof. O

We will also need the following consequence of the change of variables
formula.

Lemma 2.11. Let X be a complex manifold and let f: Y — X be a res-

olution of X. Let v1 and s be two quasi-psh functions on X such that
I((pl) - I(tpg). IfA = Ky - f*Kx, then

Z(f*p1) @ Ox(=A) CI(f"p2).

Proof. This is [Caol4, Lemma 2.2]; note that there is a typo in that state-
ment: the divisor £ in op. cit. should be defined as £ = K — 7" Kx. U

2.12. Currents with analytic singularities. A closed almost positive
(1,1)-current T' on a compact complex manifold X, and any of its global
potentials ¢, are said to have analytic singularities if there exist a coherent
ideal sheaf 7 and a constant ¢ > 0 such that, locally on X, we have

p = clog(|Ail*+ -+ |fsl) +u,
where u is smooth and fi,..., fir are local generators of Z. The current
T is smooth outside of the co-support of Z. Now, if 7: ¥ — X is a res-
olution of X which factors through the blowup of the scheme V(Z), there
exists an effective divisor D on Y such that 7717 = Oy (—D), and the Siu
decomposition of 7*T" has the form

T =60+ ¢D,

where 6 is a smooth (1,1)-form. If T > ~ for some smooth form =y, then
0 > 7*y.
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2.13. Currents with generalised analytic singularities. We need a
generalisation of the concept of currents with analytic singularities intro-
duced in [LP20b]. A closed almost positive (1,1)-current 7" on a compact
complex manifold X, and any of its global potentials ¢, are said to have
generalised analytic singularities if there exists a resolution 7: Y — X such
that the Siu decomposition of 7*T has the form

7T =0+ D,

where © is a closed almost positive (1, 1)-current whose all Lelong numbers
are zero and D is an effective R-divisor on Y. In that case we say that the
current T' descends to Y. If D is additionally a Q-divisor, we say that T has
generalised algebraic singularities.

Clearly, if a closed almost positive (1, 1)-current has analytic singularities,
then it has generalised analytic singularities.

Let f: Z — Y be a further resolution, and set g := m o f. Then the
current f*© has all Lelong numbers zero by Theorem 2.5, hence the Siu
decomposition of ¢g*T" has the form

g*T = f*© + f*D.

Thus, if f is a sufficiently high resolution, then we may assume that the
support of the divisorial part f*D has simple normal crossings.

2.14. Scalar products and norms. Let X be a complex manifold of di-
mension n with a hermitian metric w, and L be a hermitian line bundle on
X with a singular metric h. If u and v are L-valued (p, ¢)-forms with mea-
surable coefficients, then |ulp,,, denotes the pointwise norm on AP?T% ® L
induced by the hermitian metric on T whose fundamental form is w and
by h, (u,v)h, is the corresponding scalar product, and dV,, := w"/n! is the
volume form associated to w; cf. [Hor65, p. 99]. Set

(u,0)p,, = /X (u, 0)h Ve and fullne = (u,u),2.

If L2 (X, L)p. is the set of L-valued (p,q)-forms with measurable coeffi-
cients such that [|ul|p. < oo, then L2 (X, L)y, is a Hilbert space with the
scalar product (-, ), -

If o is a global holomorphic section of the line bundle Ox (Kx) ® L, then
we may view it as a smooth L-valued (n,0)-form and we write ||o|| , for the
corresponding norm. If hg, is the smooth metric on Ox(Kx) induced by
the hermitian metric on Tx whose fundamental form is w, and if g := hg, h
is the induced metric on Ox (Kx) ® L, then we also write ||o||y == ||o |-

We will need the following remark in the proof of Theorem 13.1.

Remark 2.12. With notation as above, fix a smooth metric hg on the line
bundle Ox (Kx)® L and assume that |- |, o, = |- |n e~ %, where ¢ is a locally
integrable function on X which is bounded from above by a constant C.
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Assume that there exists a coordinate ball U C X, an integrable function
0: U — RU{—oo} and a section s € C*°(U,Ox(Kx) ® L) such that

/ |s|2 e 20dV, < oo,
U )

but the function e~2¢ is not locally integrable around some point = € U.
Then we claim that s(z) = 0. Indeed, assume that s(z) # 0, and pick a
small ball x € V' C U such that M := min{|s(z)|p, | x € V} > 0. Then

M€_2c/ 6_20de§/ ‘8‘306_2906_206”/;):\/ ‘3‘%76‘,6_29de<00,
\%4 U U

hence fv e~ 204V, < 0o, a contradiction which implies the claim.

2.15. Hormander’s estimates. We will need the following result which
follows by expanding on the techniques of Hormander L? estimates [Hor65,
Ho6r90]. The most general result of this form is in [Dem82, Théoréme 5.1
and Lemme 3.2], where it was proved for complete Kéhler varieties; see
also [Dem01, Corollary 5.3]. In this paper we only need it for projective
manifolds, in which case the proof is much simpler, see [Dem92b, Theorem
3.1] or [Berl10, Lecture 5, Theorem 1.1]

Theorem 2.13. Let X be a compact Kahler manifold with a Kdhler form w.
Let L be a line bundle on X with a singular metric h such that ©,(L) > ew.
Then for every form v € L%q(X, L) with ¢ > 1 and Ov = 0 there exists a

formuw e L2 (X, L)n. such that

_ 1
ou=v and HUH%W < an”v”%w

3. PRELIMINARIES: BIRATIONAL GEOMETRY

A fibration is a projective surjective morphism with connected fibres be-
tween two normal varieties.

We write D > 0 for an effective R-divisor D on a normal variety X.
If f: X — Y is a surjective morphism of normal varieties and if D is an
R-divisor on X, then D is f-exceptional if codimy f(Supp D) > 2.

If X is a normal projective variety and if D is an R-Cartier R-divisor on
X, we denote |D|g :={D’' > 0| D’ ~r D}.

A pair (X, A) consists of a normal variety X and a Weil R-divisor A > 0
such that the divisor Kx + A is R-Cartier. The standard reference for
the foundational definitions and results on the singularities of pairs and the
Minimal Model Program (MMP) is [KM98], and we use these freely in this
paper. We recall additionally that flips for klt pairs exist by [BCHMI0,
Corollary 1.4.1]. We use the MMP with scaling of an ample (or just big)
divisor as described in [BCHM10, Remark 3.10.10].
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Remark 3.1. We will need the following observation in Section 10: if (X, A)
is a QQ-factorial pair such that X is not uniruled, then Kx + A is pseudoef-
fective. Indeed, let m: Y — X be a resolution of X. Then Y is not uniruled,
hence the divisor Ky is pseudoeffective by [BDPP13, Corollary 0.3]. Then
the divisor Kx ~gr m Ky is pseudoeffective, and the claim is immediate.

3.1. Models. We recall the definition of negative maps, of minimal models
and of good minimal models.

Definition 3.2. Let X and Y be Q-factorial varieties, and let D be an
R-divisor on X. A birational contraction f: X --» Y is D-non-positive
(respectively D-negative) if there exists a resolution (p,q): W — X x Y of
the map f such that

p*D~r ¢ fiD+ E,

where £ > 0 is a g-exceptional R-divisor (respectively, £ > 0 is a g¢-
exceptional R-divisor and Supp F contains the proper transform of every
f-exceptional divisor).

If f is D-negative and additionally f,D is nef, the map f is a minimal model
for D. If moreover f,D is semiample, the map f is a good minimal model
for D, or simply a good model for D.

We use these notions almost exclusively for divisors of the form D =
Kx + A, where (X,A) is a kit pair. Then we talk of minimal and good
models of a klt pair (X, A).

Note that if (X, A) is a klt pair, then it has a good model if and only
if there exists a Minimal Model Program with scaling of an ample divisor
which terminates with a good model of (X, A); this follows from the proof
of [Laz24, Lemma 2.1].

3.2. Nakayama—Zariski and Boucksom—Zariski functions. There are
two ways to assign asymptotic functions to pseudoeffective classes: the alge-
braic construction from [Nak04] and the analytic construction from [Bou04].
They coincide on projective manifolds, but we will need both constructions
in this paper.

Let X be a Q-factorial projective variety and let I" be a prime divisor
on X. Nakayama [Nak04] defined or-functions on the pseudoeffective cone
of X; this was originally done when X is smooth, but the definition works
well in the Q-factorial setting [LX23, Lemma 2.12]. We explain briefly their
construction. If D is a big R-divisor on X, set

or(D) :=inf{multr A |0 < A ~r D};
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and if D is a pseudoeffective R-divisor on X and A is an ample R-divisor on
X, define

or(D) = lelilol or(D +€A);

this does not depend on the choice of A and is compatible with the definition
above for big divisors. Moreover, op(D) only depends on the numerical
class of D, hence or is well-defined on the pseudoeffective cone of X. Each
function or is homogeneous of degree 1, convex and lower semicontinuous
on the cone of pseudoeffective divisors on X, and it is continuous on the
cone of big divisors on X.

Set

No(D):=Y op(D)-T and P,:=D - N,(D),
r

where the formal sum runs through all prime divisors I' on X. Both N, (D)
and P, (D) are R-divisors on X, and the decomposition D = P,(D)+ N,(D)
is the Nakayama—Zariski decomposition of D.

If X is a compact Kéahler manifold and if I' is an analytic prime divi-
sor on X, Boucksom [Bou04] defined v(-,T')-functions on the cone of pseu-
doeffective classes in H'(X,R), and he showed that they coincide with
Nakayama’s op-functions when one considers algebraic classes. To avoid
possible confusion with Lelong numbers, we will denote these Boucksom’s
functions also by opr. We explain briefly their construction, adopting for
the moment the concept of currents with minimal singularities which will
be dealt with in detail in Section 5.

Let o be a pseudoeffective class in HY1(X,R). After fixing a reference
Kahler form w, and if Tipin e is a current with minimal singularities in the
class a + e{w} for a positive real number &, set

or(e) := inf sup v(Tmin,e, ©);
zel' ¢>0
this does not depend on the choice of w, and one has or(a) = v(Tiin, ')
when « is a big class and T, € « is a current with minimal singularities.

Remark 3.3. Even though the notation is slightly different, the definition
above is equivalent to that from [Bou04]. We explain this briefly now. If «
is a class in HY1(X,R) and if w is a Kéhler form on X, then [Bou04, §2.8]
introduces afy] as the set of closed almost positive (1,1)-currents T' € «
such that 7' > . Then [Bou04, §3.1] defines

or(a) := inf sup v(Tmine, ),
z€ll ¢>0

where for each € > 0, Tvmin,g is the current with minimal singularities in
a]—ew]; this is defined analogously as for pseudoeffective classes in Section
5. Now, since w is closed, one shows easily that Ty = Nminﬁ + ew, which
yields that the definition from [Bou04] is equivalent to the one given in this
paper.
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The following lemma is well known and we include the proof for com-
pleteness.

Lemma 3.4. Let (X, A) be a projective log canonical pair such that Kx + A
is pseudoeffective, A is a Q-divisor and such that (X,A) has a minimal
model. If f: Y — X s a resolution, then N, (f*(KX + A)) 1s a Q-divisor.

Proof. Let ¢: (X,A) --» (X', A’) be a minimal model of (X,A) and let
(p,q): W — X x X’ be a resolution of indeterminacies of ¢ such that W is
smooth. We may assume that p factors through f; let w: W — Y be the
resulting map.

Y 4 W
AN
, . , X/

Then there exists an effective g-exceptional Q-divisor £ on W such that
P (Ex +A) ~q ¢ (Kx +A") + E.
Then N, (p*(Kx + A)) = Ny(¢*(Kx' + A’)) + E = E by [LP20a, Lemma
2.4], hence by [LX23, Lemma 2.13] we have
Ny (f*(Kx + A)) = weNo (p*(Kx + A)) = w.E,
which proves the lemma. O

3.3. Stable, diminished and augmented base loci. A good reference
for basic results on the asymptotic base loci treated in this subsection is
[ELMT06], see also [TX23, Section 2].

If X is a normal projective variety and if D is a pseudoeffective R-Cartier
R-divisor on X, the stable base locus of D is

B(D) := ﬂ Supp D’;
D’E|D|R
this is a closed subset of X.

Remark 3.5. If D is a Q-divisor, by [BCHM10, Lemma 3.5.3] this is equiva-

lent to saying that B(D) = [ Bs|kD|, hence by [Laz04, Proposition 2.1.21]
keN
we have B(D) = Bs |kD| for all k sufficiently divisible.

The diminished base locus of D is

B.(D):= |J BDO+4;
A ample on X

this only depends on the numerical equivalence class of D and is a countable
union of closed subsets of X. If X is additionally Q-factorial, then N, (D)
is the divisorial part of B_(D), see [LX23, Lemma 2.17]. This locus is
sometimes called the non-nef locus of D; we use both names for this locus
interchangeably.
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The augmented base locus of D is

B.(D):= (] B@D-4);
A ample on X
it only depends on the numerical equivalence class of D and is a closed
subset of X. This locus is sometimes called the non-ample locus of D; we
use both names for this locus interchangeably.

Remark 3.6. We have
(3) B_(D) C B(D) C B4 (D).

Further, by [ELM*06, Proposition 1.5] we have B(D)4 = B(D — A) for any
ample R-divisor A whose numerical class is of sufficiently small norm. From
this it is easy to deduce that D is ample if and only if B, (D) = (. By
[ELM 106, Lemma 1.14] we have

B.(D)= |J BiD+4)
A ample on X

3.4. Finite generation. We review now several facts about finitely gener-
ated multigraded rings and the existence of minimal models, which will be
used in Section 12.

If X is a normal projective variety and if D is a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on
X, we define the global sections of D by

H°(X,D)={f € k(X) | div f+ D > 0};

note that clearly H°(X,D) = HY(X,|D]). If Di,...,D, are Q-Cartier
Q-divisor on X, we define the corresponding divisorial ring as

R:=R(X;Dy,....D.):= P  H(X,mDi+- - +n.D,).
(n1,...,nr)ENT

The support of SR, denoted by SuppfR, is the convex hull of all integral
divisors D in the cone Y.I_; R.D; C Divg(X) such that H(X, D) # 0.

The following result gives the most important example of a finitely gener-
ated divisorial ring. The first part of Theorem 3.7 was proved in [BCHM10,
Corollary 1.1.9] and [CL12, Theorem A]; see also [CL13, Theorem 2] and
Remark 3.8 for the formulation we adopt in this paper. The second part
is a special case of [KKL16, Theorem 5.4], and can be also deduced from
[BCHM10, Theorem F].

Theorem 3.7. Let X be a Q-factorial projective variety and let A; be Q-
divisors on X such that each pair (X,A;) is kit for i = 1,...,r. Assume
that for each i that A; is big or that Kx + A; is big. Then the ring

R=R(X;Kx +Aq,....,.Kx+A,)

s finitely generated. Moreover, SuppfR is a rational polyhedral cone and
there is a finite rational polyhedral subdivision SuppR = | Cx with the prop-
erty that for each k there exist a Q-factorial projective variety X and a



MINIMAL METRICS AND THE ABUNDANCE CONJECTURE 27

birational contraction @p: X --+ Xy such that @i is a minimal model for
every kit pair (X, By) with Kx + By € C.

Remark 3.8. Even though the formulation is slightly different, Theorem
3.7 follows easily from [CL13, Theorem 2]. Indeed, without loss of generality
we may assume that Kx 4+ A; are big for ¢ < k and that A; are big for i > k.
For each i < k let E; be an effective Q-divisor such that Kx + A; ~q Ej,
and pick a rational number € > 0 such that (X,A; + €E;) is klt for each
i < k. Then by [CL13, Theorem 2] the ring

R(X;KX—I-Al +€E1,---,KX+Ak+€Ek,KX+Ak+1,---,KX+Ar)-

Since Kx + A; +eE; ~q (1 4+ ¢)(Kx + A;) for i < k, the ring R is finitely
generated by [CL12, Lemma 2.25].

4. AUXILIARY RESULTS

4.1. (Pluri)subharmonic functions. In this paper we need very precise
properties of (pluri)subharmonic functions. We start with the following easy
lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q2 C C" be a domain, let x € Q and let f: Q@ — RU{—o0}

be an upper semicontinuous function. Let {an} and {by} be sequences of

positive real numbers such that lim a,, =1 and li_])rn b, = 0, and denote
m o

m—0oQ
Cm = SUPB(y,1/m) [ - Then:
(a) W%E}noo amCm < f(7),
(b) lim bpem <0,
(¢) if f is subharmonic, then "}E}noo amem = f(z),
)

(d) if f is psh, then li_])rn %cm =0.

Proof. Note that the sequence {c,,} is decreasing, hence converging to a
value in RU {—o0}. Therefore,

lim anc, = lim ¢, = limsup f(2') < f(2),

m—r00 m—0o0 !z
which shows (a). When f is subharmonic, then the last inequality is an
equality by Lemma 2.2(a), which gives (c).

If lim ¢, € R, then lim b,,c, = 0; otherwise we have ¢,, < 0 for all
m—o0 m—o0

m > 0, thus (b) follows.
For (d), note that
Cm cm logm

lim — = lim
m—oo M~ m—oologm m

Since li_I}n —et = v(f,z) and li_I}n 1“% = 0, the claim follows. O
m—0o0 m—0o0

The following two approximation results are much deeper, and they will
be crucial in Part V.
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Lemma 4.2. Let X be a complex manifold and let « be a continuous (1,1)-
form on X. Let {p,} be a sequence of a-psh functions which are locally
uniformly bounded from above and which converge in Llloc(X) to a func-

tion o € PSH(X,«). Then for every sequence of points {x,} in X which
converges to a point x € X we have

e(z) > limsup @, ().
n—o0

Proof. Set a := limsup ¢, (x,). Then by passing to subsequences of {¢,}

n—oo
and {z,} we may assume that ¢, converges to ¢ almost everywhere and

a= lm p,(zy,).
n—oo

As in the proof of Theorem 2.4(a), locally around x there exists a smooth
closed form w > «. By replacing a by w and X by a small neighbourhood
around x, we may assume that « is smooth and closed.

Fix a small coordinate ball B(z,2r) in X such that the functions ,, are
uniformly bounded from above on B(z,2r) and let 6 be a smooth potential
of @ on B(x,2r). Then the functions 6 + ¢ and all § + ¢,, are psh on
B(z,2r). We may assume that z,, € B(z,r), so that B(zy,r) C B(z,2r),
and let x 4 denote the characteristic function of a set A C B(x,2r). Then the
sequence {efT¥ny B(xn,r)} is uniformly bounded from above on B(z,2r), and
converges almost everywhere to e/*#y B(xz,r), hence by Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem and by the mean value inequality we have

(4) ][ IedV, = lim Irenqy,
B(z,r) "0 J B(wn,r)

> lim e@(xn)-i-gon(:cn) — 69(95)‘1‘“‘
n—o0o

By letting 7 — 0 in (4) we conclude by Lemma 2.2(b) that
@ te(@) > b@)ta

which gives the desired inequality. O

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢ be a subharmonic function on a domain  C C" and
let A C Q) be a set of Lebesgue measure zero such that Q\ A is dense in Q.
Then there exists a countable set D C Q\ A which is dense in , such that
for every z € Q) there exists a sequence {zy} in D with

qlggo zg =2 and qlggo ©(zq) = p(2).

Proof. Denote by || - || the euclidean norm on C™. Set

C:={(y,r) € Q™" x Q| B(y,2r) C O},
where we view Q2" as a subset of C". For each (y,7) € C, let Zyr be a point
in B(y,r) such that ¢(z,,) = max (@\W). Then by applying Lemma
2.2(a) to the point z,, we obtain that there exists a point

(5) zyr € (Q\ A)N B(y,2r)
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such that
(6) @(Zy,r) > ‘P(Ey,r) — I = 1nax (90|W) -
Then we claim that the countable set

D :={z,|(y,r)eC} CQ\A
is dense in 2. Indeed, consider a point w € ). Let mg be a positive integer
such that B(w,27™0) C €, and for each m > mg pick points

Wy, € Q¥ N B(w,27™71).

Then (wy,,2~™"2) € C by the definition of C, hence

Zwyy2-m-2 € B(wp, 2™ 1) N D

by (5) and by the definition of D. Therefore, z,, 9-m-2 € B(w,27™) for
any m > mg, which proves that D is dense in ).

Now, fix z € €. To finish the proof it suffices to show that for each € > 0
there exists

7€ DN B(z,e) with |p(z) — ()] <e.

Assume otherwise. Then there exists € > 0 such that B(z,¢) C Q and such
that for all 2’ € DN B(z,¢) we have |¢(z) — ¢(2')] > . By Lemma 2.2(a),
this implies that there exists a rational number 0 < § < &/3 such that

(7) for all 2/ € D N B(z,38) we have p(2') < ¢(z) —&.

Pick a point z9p € Q?** N B(z,d). Then the point 2.5 € D N B(z,20)
constructed as above belongs to D N B(z,30), and by (6) we have

p(220,6) > max (¢lgrogy) — 0 = @(2) = 6,
which contradicts (7). This concludes the proof. (]

We will, in fact, need the following global version of the previous lemma,
which follows from Lemma 4.3 by compactness.

Corollary 4.4. Let ¢ be a quasi-psh function on a compact complex mani-
fold X and let A C X be a set of Lebesque measure zero such that X \ A is
dense in X. Then there exists a countable set D C X \ A which is dense in
X, such that for every z € X there exists a sequence {z;} in D with

qli}n;o 2g=2 and ql:nolo ©(zq) = p(2).
4.2. Estimates of sections of line bundles. The following two lemmas
will be essential in Part IV.

Lemma 4.5. Let U C C" be a domain and let {L;}je; be a collection
of Q-divisors on U. For each j € J, let h; be a smooth metric on L;
with the associated curvature ©;, and assume that the (1,1)-forms ©; are
uniformly bounded on U. Then for each x € X there exist constants C > 0
and ro > 0 such that for every ball B(x,r) C U with r < ro and for each
o € H(B(z,r),mL;) with j € J and m € N such that mLj; is Cartier,



30 VLADIMIR LAZIC

(a) the function
log |O'(Z)|h;_ﬂ +mClz — z|?

is psh on B(x,r), and
(b) we have

\a\zybde.

@)y < f

B(z,r)

Proof. Fix x € X. By the proof of Lemma 2.1 applied to the standard
Kahler metric on C", there exist constants C > 0 and ry > 0 such that
—0; + Cdd®|z — z|> > 0 on B(z,r) for all j € J. For j € J, for m € N
such that mL; is Cartier, for r < ro and for o € H° (B(x,r),ij) we have
mO; + dd°log ]a!h}n > 0 on B(z,r) by Example 2.6(b), hence

dd‘ log |O'|h;_n +mCdd°|z — x> >0 on B(x,r).

This shows (a).
Now, for each j € J consider the smooth metric g; := hjec"z_m|2 on
L;|B(zro)- Since
2 2log |o|pm +2mC|z—z|?
‘U‘gm =€ J )
J
the function |0’|!2]m is psh on B(z,r) by (a) and by Example 2.6(d), hence
J
the mean value inequality at the point x gives
2 2
o(@)y = lo@) < f

ol5mdV < e2mc"2][ o7V,

z,r) B(z,r)

which finishes the proof. U

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a complex compact manifold and let L be a line
bundle on X with a continuous metric h. Let V. C H°(X,L) be a compact

subset with respect to a norm || - | on HO(X, L). Consider sections {o;};en
in V such that lim o; = oqg in the norm || - ||. Then the following holds.
j—00

(a) The sections o; converge uniformly to o in the metric h, i.e. for every
e > 0 there exists a positive integer N such that |og(z) — o (2)|n < € for
allj > N and all z € X.

(b) For any sequence of points {x;} in X such that jli_}n;o xj = xo we have

lim |oj(x;)[n = |oo(z0)|n-
j—o0

Proof. Fix a basis ey, ..., e, of H*(X, L), and write

n
oj = E ajqej  for some o, € C.
i=1
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Then lim o;; = ap; by assumption. Fix € > 0. Then, by the continuity of
J—00

h, for each zy € X there exists r,, > 0 and a positive integer N,, such that
n
Z lao,i — ajil - lei(2)|n < €
i=1

for all j > N,, and z € B(z0,75,), hence the triangle inequality gives
(8) lo0(2) —0j(2)|n < €

for all j > N,, and z € B(z0,7,,). By compactness we can find finitely
many points z1, ..., 2, € X such that the balls B(z;,r,,) cover X. If we set
N :=max{N,, | 1 <i <k}, then |og(2) — 0j(2)|p < e for all j > N and all
z € X by (8), which shows (a).

To show (b), fix € > 0. Then there exists a positive integer N; such that

‘|00(330)|h — |0'0(33j)|h‘ <e forall j > N;

On the other hand, by (a) there exists a positive integer No such that |og(z)—
0j(2)|n < e for all j > Ny and all z € X. In particular,

o0zl = o)l | < loo(e;) = oj(@))ln <= for every j > No.
Therefore, for all j > max{Ny, N2} we have

[lo0(a0) = lo(z;)ln| < 22,
which finishes the proof. U

4.3. Special quasi-psh functions. The following results construct partic-
ular quasi-psh functions which will be needed in Part IV.

Lemma 4.7. Let X be a smooth projective variety and let D be a pseudo-
effective Q-divisor on X. Let A be an ample Q-divisor on X, let w € {A}
be a positive smooth form and let o € {D + A} be a smooth form. Then for
each rational number € € (0,1) there exists a quasi-psh function V. on X
which has logarithmic singularities with poles along B(D + €A) such that

a+ddP. > (1 —e)w.

Proof. Fix a rational number ¢ € (0, 1), let h be a smooth metric on D such
that O,(D) = a — w € {D}, and let hy be the smooth metric on A such
that w = Oy, (A). The Q-divisor D + €A is big, hence by Remark 3.5 there
exists a positive integer m such that

B(D +¢cA) =Bs|m(D + cA)|.
Let o1,...,04 be a basis of the vector space H° (X, m(D + sA)), and set

k
1
’l/}a = % logzl ‘O'i‘%mhzls.
1=
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Then (o — w) 4 ew + dd. > 0 by Example 2.6(b) and 1), clearly has poles
along Bs |m(D + €A)|. This concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.8. Let X be a smooth projective variety with a Kdahler form
w, let D be a big Q-divisor on X and let a € {D} be a smooth form. Then
there exists a rational number € € (0,1) and a quasi-psh function ¥ on X
which has logarithmic singularities with poles along By (D) such that

o+ dd > ew.

Proof. Let A be an ample Q-divisor on X such that the Q-divisor D — A is
big, and let w’ € {A} be a positive smooth form. Then by Lemma 2.1 there
exists a positive constant C' such that Cw’ > w, hence by replacing w by w’,
we may assume that w € {A}.

By Remark 3.6 there exists a rational number € € (0,1) such that

B, (D) =B(D—cA) =B ((D - A) + (1 —)A).

Then the result follows from Lemma 4.7 applied to the Q-divisor D — A, the
ample Q-divisor A and the rational number 1 — €. O



MINIMAL METRICS AND THE ABUNDANCE CONJECTURE 33

Part II. Currents with minimal singularities
5. SINGULARITIES OF CURRENTS

In this section X is always a compact complex manifold. Good sources for
the foundational material on currents with minimal singularities are [DPS01,
Bou04].

5.1. Comparison of singularities. Let ¢; and ¢y be quasi-psh functions
on a compact complex manifold X. We say that ¢ is less singular than g,
and write 1 < (9, if there exists a constant C' such that w9 < 1 +C. We
denote by 1 &~ @9 the induced equivalence relation, i.e. we say that ¢; and
o have equivalent singularities if o1 < g < 1.

If 71 and Ty are two closed almost positive (1,1)-currents on X with
corresponding global potentials ¢ and 9, we say that 17 is less singular
than 75, and write 17 < 15, if 1 < v9; and similarly for T ~ T5. This does
not depend on the choice of global potentials. It is immediate that any two
closed almost positive (1,1)-currents with equivalent singularities have the
same Lelong numbers.

Remark 5.1. The relation < behaves well with respect to multiplication by
positive constants and sums of currents. More precisely, let 1, @2 and 3 be
quasi-psh functions on a compact complex manifold X and let A be a positive
real number. If ¢ = @9, then it follows immediately that Ap; < Apo and
w1+ @3 = 2 + 3. Conversely, if ¢1 + 3 = w2 + @3, then ¢ < po: this is
clear away from the pole set {¢1 +p2+p3 = —oo}, hence it holds everywhere
on X by Corollary 2.3. Similar statements hold for currents, and are proved
by considering their global potentials.

Now, let 1 and @5 be quasi-psh functions on a compact complex manifold
X such that 1 < 9. Then it is immediate to check that

Z(p2) € Z(¢1).

In particular, if ¢ and @9 have equivalent singularities, then they have the
same multiplier ideal.

5.2. Minimal singularities. Let « be a closed real continuous (1, 1)-form
on X whose class {a} € H]IB’é(X ,R) is pseudoeffective. A minimal element
¢min € PSH(X, ) with respect to the relation < is called a global potential
with minimal singularities in PSH(X, «), and the corresponding current

Tmin = o + ddC(«Pmin

is a current with minimal singularities in {a}; such a global potential and a
current always exist by the next paragraph. Note that T, € {a} is unique
up to equivalence of singularities, but is in general not unique, see [L.X24,
Proposition 5.2]. One checks immediately that for each point x € X we have

9) V(Tin, ) = 1%1€1£1V(T,x).
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It is also clear by Remark 5.1 that for each positive number A, the current
ATin has minimal singularities in the class {\a}. By §5.1, all currents with
minimal singularities in a fixed cohomology class have the same multiplier
ideal.

To show the existence of global potentials with minimal singularities,
following the notation from [GZ05, BEGZ10] we consider the upper envelope

Vo =sup {¢ € PSH(X, @) | supy ¢ = 0}.

The function V,, is again a-psh. Indeed, by Theorem 2.4(a) we have V. €
PSH(X, «), and clearly V,, < VZ by the definition of upper semicontinuous
regularisations. But then

Ve {cp € PSH(X,a) | supx ¢ = 0},

hence V} <V, by the definition of V,,. Thus, V,, = V.

The functions V,, are good for showing some existence results, such as the
one above, and they have good regularity properties on the non-ample locus
when « is a big class, see [DNT21] and the references therein. However,
they seem to be too general to be useful in birational geometry. That is
the reason why we will consider different global potentials with minimal
singularities in this paper: supercanonical potentials, studied in Section 6.

The main reason why functions V,, are useful is that, as showed above,
they themselves belong to the envelope {¢ € PSH(X,a) | supy ¢ = 0}
(supercanonical potentials do not satisfy this property and this is one of
the main issues in dealing with them). To demonstrate how this is used in

practice, we prove the following result noted already in [BEGZ10, Lemma
5.2].

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a compact Kdhler manifold with a Kdhler form w,
and let o be a real continuous (1,1)-form on X whose class {a} € HY'(X,R)
is pseudoeffective. Denote ap := a + tw for t > 0. Then the functions
Vo, decrease pointwise to V,, as t — 0. In particular, the positive currents
oy + dd°V,, converge weakly to o + dd°V,, as t — 0, and for real numbers
0 <ty <ty we have Z(Vy,,) € Z(Vay,)-

Proof. Since w > 0, we have V,,, € {gp € PSH(X, ) | supx ¢ = 0} when

t' < t, hence Vg, < Vg, by the definition of V,; this also shows the state-

ment on multiplier ideals in the lemma. Therefore, the limit Vj := }irré Vou
%

exists and clearly V, < Vj < 0. Further, by Theorem 2.4(e) we have

Vo € PSH(X, ) and the functions V,, converge to Vp in Li (X). Thus,
Vo <V, by the definition of V, and so Vy =V, as desired. O

5.3. Minimal singularities under pullbacks and sums. Currents with
minimal singularities are stable under pullback:
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Proposition 5.3. Let m: Y — X be a surjective morphism with connected
fibres between compact complex manifolds and let 6 € Hé’é(X, R) be a pseu-
doeffective class. Then a closed positive (1,1)-current T € 0 has minimal
singularities if and only if the current f*T" € f*0 has minimal singularities.

The proof is in [BEGZ10, Proposition 1.12], see also [LX24, Proposition
5.1].

Remark 5.4. Let T be a closed positive (1, 1)-current on a compact complex
manifold X which is a current with minimal singularities in the class {1},
and let 77 < T be a closed positive (1, 1)-current on X. Then 77 is a current
with minimal singularities in the class {T} }. Indeed, denote Ty := T—T; > 0.
If S is any closed positive (1,1)-current in {71}, then S+ T5 € {T'}. By
the definition of currents with minimal singularities we have T7 + 15 =T <
S 4+ T. But then 77 =< S by Remark 5.1, as desired.

We will need later the following results.

Lemma 5.5. Let m: Y — X be a surjective morphism with connected fibres
from a smooth complex projective variety to a normal complex projective
variety. Let D be a pseudoeffective R-divisor on X and let E be an effective
m-exceptional R-divisor on Y.

(a) For each closed positive current T € {m*D + E} we have T > E.

(b) If a current S € {m*D} has minimal singularities, then the current
S+ E € {n*D + E} has minimal singularities.

(c) If a current T € {n*D + E} has minimal singularities, then T — E €
{m*D} is a positive current with minimal singularities.

Proof. Part (a) has the same proof as [LP20b, Lemma 2.15]; alternatively,
the proof can be extracted from that of [LX24, Corollary 4.4], by replacing
there the reference [Nak04, Proposition I11.5.7 and Lemma II1.5.14] by either
[GL13, Lemma 2.16] or [LP20a, Lemma 2.4]. Note that some of those results
are stated for Q-divisors, but the proofs work for R-divisors.

For (b), consider a current S’ € {7*D + E}. Then by (a) we have that
S’ — E is a positive current in {7*D}, hence S < S’ — E since S has minimal
singularities. Therefore, S+ E < S’ by Remark 5.1, which shows that S+ FE
has minimal singularities.

To show (c), note that T'— E > 0 by (a). We conclude by Remark 5.4. [

Lemma 5.6. Let X be a compact complex manifold and let o and 5 be
smooth forms whose classes in H]IB’é(X ,R) are pseudoeffective.

(a) If p € PSH(X, a) is bounded, then ¢ has minimal singularities.

(b) Assume that there ezist p, € PSH(X,a) and pg € PSH(X, ) with
minimal singularities such that the function oo + @3 € PSH(X, o + )
has minimal singularities. Then for all functions @), € PSH(X,«) and
gp’ﬁ € PSH(X, 3) with minimal singularities, the function ¢, + 90'5 €
PSH(X, a + B) has minimal singularities.
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(¢) Let Dy and Do be semiample Q-divisors on X, and let Ty € {D1} and
Ty € {D3y} be currents with minimal singularities. Then for each 0 <
t <1, the current tTy + (1 — t)Ty € {tDy + (1 — t)D3} has minimal
singularities.

Proof. We first show (a). By assumption there exists a constant C,, such
that ¢ > Cy,. If ¢’ € PSH(X, «), then it is bounded from above, hence there
exists a constant C,r such that ¢/ < C,. Therefore, ¢’ < ¢ + Cp — Cy, s0
that ¢ < ¢’ and consequently, ¢ has minimal singularities.

For (b), by the definition of minimal singularities we have ¢, &~ ¢!, and
v ~ ¢. Then o + g = ¢f, + ¢ by Remark 5.1, which gives (b).

Finally, we show (c). By passing to multiples, we may assume that D
and Ds are integral basepoint free divisors. Then by Example 2.6(b) there
exist smooth positive (1,1)-forms «; € {D1} and as € {Ds}, which have
minimal singularities by (a). Then again by (a), for each 0 < t < 1, the
current tag + (1 — t)ag € {tD1 + (1 — t)D2} has minimal singularities, and
we conclude by (b). O

Remark 5.7. If D is a semiample Q-divisor on a compact complex manifold
X and if T € {D} is a current with minimal singularities, then all Lelong
numbers of T" are zero. Indeed, as in the proof of Lemma 5.6 there exists a
smooth positive (1,1)-form a € {D}, which clearly has all Lelong numbers
zero. We conclude by (9).

5.4. Siu decomposition of currents with minimal singularities. One
of the advantages of working with currents with minimal singularities is
that the divisorial part of their Siu decomposition always has finitely many
components. This was observed already in [LM23, Lemma 4.11]; here we
provide a slightly different proof. In the following lemma p(X) denotes the
Picard number of a compact complex manifold X.

Lemma 5.8. Let X be a compact complex manifold, let 6 € H]IB’(IJ(X, R) be
a pseudoeffective class, and let Tmin € « be a current with minimal singu-
larities. Let

Twin=D+ R
be the Siu decomposition of Tmin, where D is its divisorial part and R is its
residual part. Then D is an R-divisor which has at most p(X) components.

Proof. Write
D=>"\D;
el
where D; are prime divisors on X, and assume for contradiction that #1 >
p(X). If we denote M = {1,...,p(X) + 1}, then there exist m € M and
real numbers A, such that

(10) Dm= Y \D
ieM\{m}
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Choose a positive real number ¢ such that \,, > ¢ and A\; + e\, > 0 for all
i€ M\ {m}. Then we have

> ADi+R>0 and > (A +eMN)D;+ (Am —£)Dpy >0,

i>p(X)+1 ieM\{m}
hence
T:i= Y N+e\)Di+(Am—&)Dm+ > ADi+R>0,
ieM\{m} i>p(X)+1

and note that, by (10), we have

T=T+e(Dy - > ernom XiD:) = Tin:
But then
V(T,Dp,) = A — € < Ay = V(Tiin, D),
a contradiction which proves the lemma. O

6. SUPERCANONICAL CURRENTS

In this section we introduce a special kind of currents with minimal singu-
larities: supercanonical currents. As mentioned in the introduction and as
we will see in Lemma 6.1, these are defined by an exponential L'-condition.
This property will yield in Part IV that supercanonical currents on big line
bundles can be defined only by using global holomorphic sections of their
multiples. This algebraicity is the main reason why supercanonical currents
should be fundamental for applications within the MMP, and this is spelled
out in Theorem B and in other results in Sections 14 and 15.

Supercanonical currents for Q-divisors of the form Kx + A, where (X, A)
is a projective klt pair, were defined in [BD12]. We use a similar, but
somewhat simpler version of that definition in order to extend it to all pseu-
doeffective classes.

Supercanonical currents are defined in the following lemma, whose proof
follows closely, for the most part, the presentation in [BD12, Section 5].

Lemma 6.1. Let X be a compact complex manifold and let o be a smooth
(1,1)-form on X whose class {a} € Hé’é(X, R) is pseudoeffective. Let
So = {p € PSH(X, ) | [y €*?dV,, < 1},

and define the supercanonical potential ¢ can associated to o as

Pacan () == sup ¢(z) forz e X.
PESa
Then:
(a) So #0,
(b) all ¢ € S, are uniformly bounded from above on X,
(C) (:Doccan( ) - HéaX 4,0( ) fOT’.Z' € X;
©
)

(d) ¢a,can € PSH(X, a),
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(e) the current
Ta,can =a+ ddcgpa,can

is a closed positive (1,1)-current with minimal singularities in {a},
called the supercanonical current associated to .

Proof. Step 1. Consider any ¢y € PSH(X, a). As ¢¢ is bounded from above,
there exists a constant Cy such that f X e?#0dV,, < 2Cy, hence ¢y —log Cy €
So- This gives (a).

Step 2. By compactness of X there exist finitely many coordinate balls
U; = B(z;,2r;) for z; € X such that the balls V; = B(z;,r;) cover X and for
each i there is a smooth function ; on U; such that aly, = dd°0;. Denote
M; min = infy, e and M; max := supy, e20i

Let ¢ € S, and let x € V; for some i. Then 6; + ¢|y, is plurisubharmonic
on U;, hence so is e‘giﬂpll’i, and we have B(z,7;) C U;. The mean value
inequality and the assumption ¢ € S, give

77"7*2-2”

260 M gy < 200 < T / 20Oy,
B(z,r;)

n! _ n!
2n/ e2Pe2iqv, < ———M; max,
U.

2
(3
hence
1 n!
(p(x) S 5 lOg (WMi,max/Mi,min>'

This shows (b).

Step 3. The function @q can is well defined by (b), and set ® = (@q,can)*
Then ® € PSH(X, ) by Theorem 2.4(a), and we claim that ® = ¢, can-

To that end, fix x € X. We may assume that ®(z) # —oo, since otherwise
the claim is clear. Then there exists a sequence {x,} of points in X such
that z,, — = and

O (z) = imsup @q,can(2) = M @q can(@n),
2=z n—0o0

hence, by the definition of ¢ can, there exists a sequence of functions {¢;,}
in S, such that

(11) (I)(‘T) = nh_%locpn(xn)

By (b) and by Theorem 2.4(b), after passing to a subsequence we may
assume that the sequence {¢,,} converges in L{. (X) and almost everywhere
to a function ¢ € PSH(X,«a), and then ¢ € S, by Fatou’s lemma. In
particular, we have

(12) P(7) < pacan(@) < ()

by the definition of ¢4 can. On the other hand, we have ¢(x) > ®(x) by
Lemma 4.2 and by (11), which, together with (12), finishes the proof of the
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claim and of (d). The same proof also shows that ¢ can(z) = ¢(z), which
gives (c).

Step 5. Finally, we show (e). Consider any ¢; € PSH(X, ). Then as in
Step 1 there exists a constant C such that ¢1 —C} € Sy, hence q can =X 1
by the definition of ¢q can. This finishes the proof. O

The following lemma proves the first easy properties of supercanonical
currents.

Lemma 6.2. Let X be a compact complex manifold, and let o and [ be
smooth real (1,1)-forms on X whose cohomology classes are pseudoeffective.
With notation from Lemma 0.1 the following holds.

(a) For each 0 <e <1 we have

EPa,can T (1 - 6)(105,03.11 < Pea+(1—¢)B,can:

(b) There exists a constant C' such that for each 0 < & < 1 and each ¢ €
Satep we have p < C.
(¢) If 8> 0, then for each 0 < &1 <e9 <1 we have

Sa+€1ﬁ - Sa-i-EQﬁ and Pa+e18,can < Po+eoB,can-

Proof. Part (c) follows immediately from the inclusion PSH(X,a + ¢18) C
PSH(X, a+¢23) and from the definition of supercanonical potentials, so we
concentrate on (a) and (b).
For (a), fix 0 < e < 1. For fixed ¢, € Sy and pg € Sp, it is immediate
that
epa + (1 —€)pg € PSH (X, ea+ (1 —€)f),

and by Holder’s inequality we have

€ 1—¢
/ 62(e¢a+(1—s)m)de < </ e2goade> </ e2s0ﬁde> <1.
X - \Ux X -

Therefore, we have e, + (1 — €)pp € Seca+(1-¢)p, hence

EPa + (1 - 5)905 < Pea+(1—¢)B,can-
Then (a) follows by taking the pointwise supremum over all ¢, € S, and
Ps € Sp.

Next we show (b). The proof is analogous to that of Lemma 6.1(b). By
compactness of X there exist finitely many coordinate balls U; = B(z;, 2r;)
for z; € X such that the balls W; = B(z;, ;) cover X and for each i there are
smooth functions §; and & on U; such that a|y, = dd°0; and B|y, = dd®¢;.

Denote
Mimin := inf inf @+ and  Mj oy := sup supe2®ites),
€04 Ui e€l0,1] U

Now, fix 0 < e < 1 and ¢ € Sy, and let x € W; for some i. Then

Oi+eitolu,

0; + €& + |y, is plurisubharmonic on U;, hence so is e , and we
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have B(x,r;) C U;. Then as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma 6.1, the mean
value inequality and the assumption ¢ € S,.5 give

n!

6230(96) < Mi,max/Mi,min-

W"TZ-Q"

This shows (b). O
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Part III. Asymptotically equisingular approximations

In Part III we prove the first main result of this paper, Theorem A.
We first study in detail the different instances of approximations of cur-
rents which are relevant for this paper, in an increasing order of complexity:
asymptotically equisingular approximations, good approrimations and finally
excellent approximations. One of the main technical results of this part is
Corollary 8.4, which essentially says that in the context of the MMP, the
approximation by currents with minimal singularities is asymptotically eq-
uisingular if and only if it is excellent. This is one of the main ingredients
in the proof of Theorem A.

7. ASYMPTOTICALLY EQUISINGULAR APPROXIMATIONS

In this section we introduce the weakest form of approximations of cur-
rents relevant for this paper.

Definition 7.1. Let T be a closed almost positive (1, 1)-current on a com-
pact complex manifold X. A sequence of closed almost positive (1,1)-
currents {1, }men on X is an asymptotically equisingular approximation
of T if there exist an effective divisor D on X and a sequence of positive
integers {my}sen., such that my — co and

I({Ty,,) ® Ox(—D) CZ({T) CZ({T),,) ® Ox(D) for all 4.

Remark 7.2. In the definition we use the convention from Remark 2.10: in
particular, all sheaves in Definition 7.1 are understood as subsheaves of the
sheaf of meromorphic functions on X.

Definition 7.1 is inspired by equisingular approximations from [Caol4,
Definition 2.3] and [Dem15, Definition 4.1.3], although equisingular approx-
imations from op. cit. seem to be a too restrictive notion to consider in the
context of the Minimal Model Program. Note that in Definition 7.1 we do
not require that the sequence {T},}nen converges weakly to T', hence the
concept of asymptotically equisingular approximations seems to be a very
weak one (we will see in Theorem 8.2 that any positive (1,1)-current on a
compact K&hler manifold has such an approximation). The word approzi-
mation might a priori be misleading, but is in some sense justified by the
following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Let X be a compact complex manifold and let T be a closed
almost positive (1,1)-current on X with an asymptotically equisingular ap-
proximation {Tp,}men. Then there exists a sequence of positive integers
{mi}een., with my — oo, such that for each prime divisor E over X we
have

v(T,E) = Zliglo v(Tm,, E).
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Proof. Fix a prime divisor E over X, let 7: Y — X be a modification such
that E is a prime divisor on Y, and let
A=Ky —7"Kx
denote the ramification divisor on Y. Let
™T=R+D and 7T, =R,+ D,

be the Siu decompositions of 7*T and each 7*T},, respectively.

By the definition of asymptotically equisingular approximations, there
exist an effective integral divisor G on X and a sequence of positive integers
{ms}een., such that my, — oo and

(13) I(UTy,) ® Ox(—G) CZUT) C I({T),,) ® Ox(G) for all .
By Theorem 2.9(a)(d) we have
I(Ty, +G) CI(T,,) @ Ox(—G),
which together with the first inclusion in (13) gives
Z(Tm, +G) CZ(T).

Then Lemma 2.11 implies

(14) I(Ur* T, + 7" G) ® Oy (—A) CZ(Ur*T).
Similarly we obtain
(15) I(Ur*T + 7°GQ) ® Oy (—A) CZ(Ur*T,,).

Now, note that for each ¢, the (1, 1)-current /D + 7*G is the divisorial part
of the Siu decomposition of {7*T" 4+ 7*G, and ¢D,,, + 7*G is the divisorial
part of the Siu decomposition of ¢7*T,,, + 7*G. Thus, by Theorem 2.9(e)
there exists an analytic open subset U C Y such that codimy (Y \ U) > 2
and

Z(lr*T + 7*G)|y = Oy(—[¢D] — 7*G),
I(Ur* Ty, + 7" G) |y = Ou(— €Dy, | — W*G),
and
Z(r*T)|ly = Ou(=|¢D]) and Z(lx*Tm,)|lv = Ou(—|£Dm,]).

This together with (14) and (15) gives

Ou(=[¢Dp,| — "G — A) € Oy(~[£D])
and

Ouy(—|¢D| — "G — A) C Oy(—|¢Dp,]).
Considering the order of vanishing along F, these inclusions imply

(T, E)| —multp "G — multg A < [{v(T),,, E)]
< [Ww(T,E)| + multg 7*G + multg A.

We conclude by dividing these inequalities by ¢ and letting ¢ — oo. O
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8. GOOD APPROXIMATIONS

In the context of the MMP, asymptotically equisingular approximations
carry a priori too little information on the currents involved. We need first
a stronger notion.

Definition 8.1. Let T be a closed almost positive (1, 1)-current on a com-
pact complex manifold X. A sequence of closed almost positive (1,1)-
currents {1}, }men on X is a good approximation of T if:

(i) {Tin}men is an asymptotically equisingular approximation of 7', and
(i) all T}, have generalised analytic singularities.

The definition of good approximations is motivated by the following re-
sult hidden in [Dem15, Section 1], which shows that every closed positive
(1,1)-current on a compact Kéahler manifold always has at least one good
approximation. Theorem 8.2 is not necessary for the remainder of the pa-
per, but we include it for the sake of completeness: it demonstrates how the
concept of good approximations is inspired by the approximation techniques
of Demailly [Dem92a].

Theorem 8.2. Let T be a closed positive (1, 1)-current on a compact Kdhler
manifold X. Then there exists a good approximation of T.

Proof. We recall the argument from [Dem15, Section 1]. Fix a smooth form
a € {T} and let ¢ be a quasi-psh function on X such that T'= a+dd®p. By
subtracting a constant from ¢ we may assume that ¢ < 0. By the Bergman
kernel approximation technique [Dem15, Theorem 1.2], there exist quasi-psh
functions with analytic singularities ¢, < 0 and a constant C' > 0 such that:

(i) a+dd°py > —epw, where  lim g, =0,
m——+00

i) ©om > ¢ — < for every m.
m

Setting T, = « + ddc(mTngm), we claim that {T},}men is the desired
sequence. Indeed, we only need to show {7,,}men is an asymptotically
equisingular approximation. To that end, fix £ > 0. We have 7 (mTH&p) C
I(mTH&pm) by (ii), and since I(mTH&p) = Z(4p) for m > 0 by Theorem
2.8, we conclude that

Z(eT) CZ(¢T,,) for m > 0.

Conversely, by [Dem15, Corollary 1.12] for A = ¢ and X =/ mTH, we have
Z((T,) CZ(T) for m >0,

which proves the result. O

The following proposition and corollary are the crucial MMP results on
which the rest of the arguments in Part III rely. They relate the Minimal
Model Program and good approximations.
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Proposition 8.3. Let (X,A) be a projective klt pair such that Kx + A is

pseudoeffective and X is smooth. Assume that (X, A) has a good minimal

model. Let Tyin be a current with minimal singularities in {Kx +A}. Then
the following holds.

(a) The current Tyin has generalised analytic singularities, and moreover,
it has generalised algebraic singularities if A is a Q-divisor.

(b) If p: (X, A) --» (X', A) is a (Kx + A)-non-positive birational contrac-
tion such that the divisor Kx: + A’ is semiample, and if W — X is a
resolution of indeterminacies of @ which is smooth, then T descends
to W.

(¢) If m: Y — X is a resolution such that the Siu decomposition of m*Tiin
has the form

T Tmin = R+ D,
where the residual part R has all Lelong numbers zero and D is the
divisorial part, then

D = Ny (m*(Kx + A)).
Proof. We first show (a). As mentioned in §3.1, we may run a (Kx +
A)-MMP ¢: (X,A) --» (X', A’) with scaling of an ample divisor which
terminates with a good minimal model (X', A’). Let (p,q): W — X x X’
be a resolution of indeterminacies of ¢ such that W is smooth.

W
% X‘
X s .4

By the Negativity lemma [KM98, Lemma 3.39], there exists an effective
g-exceptional R-divisor £ on W such that
(16) P (Kx +A) ~g ¢"(Kx + A") + Ew.
The current p*Tinin € {p* (K x+A)} has minimal singularities by Proposition
5.3. By (16) and by Lemma 5.5(c), the current

Rw = p"Tin — Bw € {¢"(Kx + A')}
is a positive current with minimal singularities. As ¢*(Kxs + A’) is semi-
ample, Remark 5.7 gives that Ry, has all Lelong numbers zero. In particular,

p*Tmin = RW + EW

is the Siu decomposition of p*Ti,i, and therefore, the current Ti,;, has gen-
eralised analytic singularities. If A is a Q-divisor, then clearly so is Ey .
This shows (a).

The proof of (b) is the same as that of (a).

Now we show (c). With notation as in the proof of (a) above, we may
assume that p factors through ; let w: W — Y be the resulting map. Then

(17) Ew = w*D



MINIMAL METRICS AND THE ABUNDANCE CONJECTURE 45

by the discussion in §2.13. By [LP20a, Lemma 2.4] we have
(18) N, (5 (Kx + A)) = Ew.
Then by (17), (18) and [LX23, Lemma 2.13] we obtain
Ny (m*(Kx + A)) = weN, (p"(Kx + A)) = wEw = D,
as desired. O

Corollary 8.4. Let (X,A) be a projective kit pair such that Kx + A is

pseudoeffective and X is smooth. Let A > 0 be a big R-divisor on X such

that the pair (X,A + A) is klt, and for each € > 0 let T, yin be a current
with minimal singularities in {Kx + A+ ecA}.

(a) Assume that (X,A) has a minimal model. Then there exists a positive
rational number § and a resolution m: Y — X such that for each 0 <
e < 0 the current T, min has generalised analytic singularities and it
descends to Y. If e € Q and A is a Q-divisor, then the current T, min
has generalised algebraic singularities.

(b) Assume that (X,A) has a good minimal model. Then there exists a
positive rational number § and a resolution mw:Y — X such that for
each 0 < e < 6 the current T, min has generalised analytic singularities
and it descends to Y. If ¢ € Q and A is a Q-divisor, then the current
T min has generalised algebraic singularities.

Proof. We first show (a). By [HH20, Theorem 1.7] we may run a (Kx +
A)-MMP ¢: (X,A) --» (X', A) with scaling of an ample divisor which
terminates with a minimal model (X', A’), and denote A" := ¢,A. Then
there exists 0 < 09 < 1 such that ¢ is also a partial (Kx + A + ¢A)-MMP
for all 0 < e < dy. By [LT22, Proposition 2.12] there exists 0 < § < dy such
that, if we run a (Kx/ + A’ + §A’)-MMP with scaling of an ample divisor,
then it is a (Kxs + A’)-trivial MMP.

Since Kx/ + A’ + §A’ is big, this last (Kx/ + A’ 4+ dA")-MMP terminates
by [BCHM10, Corollary 1.4.2]; denote the resulting map by p: X' --» X",
and set A” := p,A’. Then for each 0 < ¢ < ¢, the map pop: X --» X"
isa (Kx + A+ eA)-MMP such that (X", A” 4+ A”) is a minimal model of
(X,A+¢€A), and in fact, it is a good minimal model of (X, A 4+ €A) by the
Basepoint free theorem [KM98, Theorem 3.3]. Let (7,7”): Y — X x X" be
a resolution of indeterminacies of p o ¢ such that Y is smooth.

Then for each 0 < ¢ < § the current 77 i, has generalised analytic singular-
ities by Proposition 8.3(a), and it descends to Y by Proposition 8.3(b). The
statement on generalised algebraic singularities follows also from Proposition
8.3(a). This shows (a).
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If the pair (X, A) has a good minimal model, then as mentioned in §3.1 we
may run a (Kx + A)-MMP ¢: (X,A) --» (X', A’) with scaling of an ample
divisor which terminates with a minimal model (X', A’). Then we repeat
the proof of (a) above verbatim. The only thing to notice is that the divisor
Kx» + A" is semiample since the map p is (Kx + A’)-trivial, hence the
current Tpmin has generalised analytic singularities by Proposition 8.3(a),
and it descends to Y by Proposition 8.3(b). This finishes the proof. O

We can now prove Proposition 1.1 announced in the introduction. The
heart of the proof is in the following result.

Proposition 8.5. Let (X,A) be a projective klt pair such that Kx + A is
pseudoeffective and X is smooth. Assume that (X, A) has a good minimal
model. Let A > 0 be a big R-divisor on X such that the pair (X,A + A)
is klt, and for each € > 0 let T, min be a current with minimal singularities
in {Kx +A+¢cA}. Then the sequence {T'1 .« tmen, is an asymptotically
equisingular approzimation of Ty min. "

Proof. By Corollary 8.4(b) there exists a positive rational number 0 and
a birational model m: Y — X such that for each 0 < ¢ < § the current
T: min has generalised analytic singularities and it descends to Y. Possibly
by blowing up further, we may assume additionally that

T (No(Kx + A) + Ny (A)) U Exc(m)

is a divisor with simple normal crossings support. Define F' to be the reduced
divisor whose support is 7" (N (Kx + A) + Ny (A)) U Exc(m).

For each 0 < e < 4, let D, be the divisorial part of the Siu decomposition
of T min. Then

(19) D. = Ny(r*(Kx + A+cA)) for0<e<9$
by Proposition 8.3(c), hence by [Nak04, Lemma II1.1.7(2)] we have
(20) lim D = D,.
On the other hand, by (19), by the convexity of Nakayama-Zariski func-

tions and by [Nak04, Theorem III.5.16], for each 0 < e < § there exists an
effective m-exceptional divisor F. on Y such that

D, < NJ(TF*(KX + A)) + eNg (7" A) = 7" No(Kx + A) + en*N,(A) + E.,
hence
(21) Supp D, C Supp F' for all 0 < e <.

Then by (20), for each positive integer ¢ we may choose a positive integer
my > £ such that

(22) EDl/mg —F </IDy < EDl/mg + F.
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As the divisors D, have simple normal crossings support by (21) for 0 < e <
9, by Theorem 2.9(b)(c) we have

(23) Z(0m*Temin) = Oy (—|4Dc]) forall 0 <e < 4.

Therefore, by (22) and (23) and since F' is an integral divisor, we conclude
that
I(@W*TL min) & Oy(—F) - I(@W*Tqmin) - I(@W*TL

myp’ my’

min) ® OY (F)
for all £.

Now, there exists an effective divisor G on X such that F' < 7*G, hence
the inclusions above give

I(Un*T 1 o) @ Oy (—7*G) C Z(Un™Tomin) € Z(0n™T 1
my’ my

® Oy (1*Q)

,min)

for all £. Tensoring these inclusions with Oy (Ky — 7*Kx ), pushing forward
by 7 and applying [Dem01, Proposition 5.8] we obtain

T(T 1 i) @ Ox(=G) € Z(lTomin) € Z(UT 1 i) @ Ox(G)
myp’ myp’
for all £. This finishes the proof. U

Finally, we have:

Proof of Proposition 1.1. By [Laz24, Corollary 2.2] the pair (Y, Ay) has a
good minimal model. We conclude immediately by Proposition 8.5. O

9. EXCELLENT APPROXIMATIONS

In order to exploit the MMP fully, we need to consider a yet stronger type
of approximations.

Definition 9.1. Let T be a closed almost positive (1, 1)-current on a com-
pact complex manifold X. A sequence of closed almost positive (1,1)-
currents {7}, }men on X is an excellent approximation of T if:

(i) {Tn}men is a good approximation of T,
(ii) all T}, descend to the same birational model w: Y — X, and
(iii) there exists an effective divisor B on Y such that Supp B,,, C Supp B
for each m, where B,, is the divisorial part of the Siu decomposition
of m*T,,.

The main reason why excellent approximations are very useful is con-
tained in the following result.

Theorem 9.2. Let X be a compact complex manifold. Let T be a closed
almost positive (1,1)-current on X such that the divisorial part of its Siu
decomposition contains only finitely many components. Then the following
are equivalent:

(a) T is a current with generalised analytic singularities,
(b) there exists an excellent approximation {Ty,}men of T.
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Proof. If T has generalised analytic singularities, then trivially the currents
T, :=T for m € N form an excellent approximation of 7.

Conversely, assume that there exists an excellent approximation {7,,} of
T. By the discussion in §2.9 we have that the divisorial part of the Siu
decomposition of the pullback of T" to any resolution of X also contains only
finitely many components. Then there exists a modification 7: ¥ — X from
a compact complex manifold Y such that all T}, descend to Y, and the Siu
decompositions of 7*T and 7*T,, have the form

(24) T =R+ Z)\ZDZ
i€l

and

(25) " m = Rm + Z )‘i,mDi7
i€l

where R and R,, are the residual parts, and:

(i) i =v(n*T, D;) and \; , = v(7* T}, D;) for each m and i,
(ii) the index set I is finite, and
(iii) each R, has all Lelong numbers zero.

It suffices to show that all Lelong numbers of R are zero.

To that end, pick a point y € Y. Take a resolution u: Z — Y which
factors through the blowup of Y at y and let E be the corresponding prime
divisor on Z. By Lemma 7.3 there exists a sequence of positive integers
{ms}een., with my — oo, such that

(26) lim v(Ty,,, E) =v(T,E) and lim X\, = \i.
{—00 {—00
On the other hand, by (24) and (25) we have

(27) v(T,E) = v(p*n*T,E) = >  N\jmultg p*D; + v(u*R, E)
el

and

(28) (T, E) = v(p*n* Ty, B) = > Nigm, multp p1* D; + v(p* R, , E).
el

Therefore, letting £ — oo in (28) and using (26) and (27) yields

lim v(u*Rpy,, E) =v(W* R, E).
{—00

Since v(p* Ry, , E) = 0 for all ¢ by Theorem 2.5, we obtain v(p*R, E) = 0,
hence v(R,y) = 0 by Theorem 2.5 again, as desired. O
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10. EXCELLENT APPROXIMATIONS AND THE MMP

In this section we connect excellent approximations and the Minimal
Model Program.

We first need the following extension of [LP18, Theorem 4.3] to klt pairs.
The proof is almost the same as that of [LP18, Theorem 4.3] and [LP20b,
Theorem 4.1]; the assumptions in those results are however different. In
order to avoid confusion and for completeness, we include the proof here.

Theorem 10.1. Assume the existence of good minimal models for projective
klt pairs in dimensions at most n — 1.

Let (X,A) be a projective Q-factorial klt pair of dimension n such that
X is not uniruled and A is a Q-divisor. Let t be a positive integer such
that M = t(Kx + A) is Cartier, and let m: Y — X be a resolution of X.
Assume that for some positive integer p we have

HO(Y,(25)% @ Oy (mr*M)) # 0
for infinitely many integers m. Then x(X, Kx + A) > 0.
Proof. We note first that the Q-divisor Kx + A is pseudoeffective by Remark
3.1. If Kx +A = 0, then Kx + A ~g 0 by [Nak04, Corollary V.4.9].
Therefore, from now on we may assume that M # 0. We apply [LP18,
Lemma 4.1] with £ := (QL)®F and £ := 7*Ox(M). Then there exist a

positive integer r, a saturated line bundle M in A" £, an infinite set S C N
and integral divisors N, > 0 for m € § such that

Oy (Np) 2 M@ LZ™  for all m € S.

Since Y is not uniruled by assumptions, the divisor Ky is pseudoeffective by
[BDPP13, Corollary 0.3], hence [LP18, Proposition 4.2] implies that there
exist a positive integer £ and a pseudoeffective divisor F' such that

Ny, +F ~ma*M + (Ky.
By pushing forward this relation to X we get
TN, + T ~g mM + (K,
and hence
TNy + (M F' 4+ LA) ~g (mt + 0)(Kx + A).
Noting that m,N,, is effective and that m,F 4+ £A is pseudoeffective, we
conclude by [LP18, Theorem 3.3]. O

Now we can deduce a criterion for Nonvanishing, related to the existence
of excellent approximations of currents with minimal singularities.

Theorem 10.2. Let (X, A) be a projective kit pair of dimension n such that
X is smooth and not uniruled. Then Kx + A is pseudoeffective by Remark
3.1, and let Tynin be a closed positive (1,1)-current with minimal singularities
in {Kx+A}. Assume that there exists an excellent approximation {Ty, }men
Of Tmin-
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(a) Then Twin has generalised analytic singularities.

(b) Assume the existence of good minimal models for projective kit pairs in
dimensions at most n—1. If A is a Q-divisor and k(X, Kx +A) = —o0,
then for every resolution w: Y — X with the property that T, descends
to Y and that the divisorial part D of the Siu decomposition of m* T in
has simple normal crossings support, we have

Hp(Y, Oy(Ky —|-€7T*(KX + A) — I_EDJ)) =0
for all p and all £ > 0 sufficiently divisible. Moreover, if Tiin has

generalised algebraic singularities, then D is a Q-divisor.

Proof. Part (a) follows from Lemma 5.8 and Theorem 9.2.

After part (a) is settled, the rest of the argument for (b) is hidden in the
proofs of [LP18, Corollary 4.5] and [LP20b, Theorem 5.1] and we reproduce
the details here. By (a) and by §2.13 there exists a resolution 7: Y — X
such that the Siu decomposition of 7*Ty,;n has the form

T Tmin = R+ D,

where the residual part R has all Lelong numbers zero and D is the divi-
sorial part of the decomposition with simple normal crossings support. By
Theorem 2.9(b)(c) we have

(29) Z(0r* Trin) = Oy (= |¢D]) for all £ > 0.
Since we assume that «(X, Kx + A) = —oo, we conclude by Theorem 10.1
that for all p > 0 and for all £ > 0 sufficiently divisible we have
H (Y, @ T*Ox (((Kx + A))) =0,

and thus

HO(Y, 98 @ 7 Ox (((Kx + A)) @ Z(n* Tinin)) = 0.
Then [DPS01, Theorem 0.1] implies that for all p > 0 and for all £ > 0
sufficiently divisible we have

HP(Y, Oy (Ky + {r*(Kx + A)) @ Z(¢n* Tinin)) = 0,
which together with (29) finishes the proof. O

11. PROOF OF THEOREM A

We now have all the ingredients to prove the first main result of the paper.
As announced in the introduction, we can actually show the following much
more precise version.

Theorem 11.1. Let (X, A) be a projective kit pair of dimension n such that
Kx + A is nef and A is a Q-divisor. Let m: Y — X be a log resolution of
(X, A) and write

Ky + Ay ~q m™(Kx +A)+ E,
where Ay and E are effective Q-divisors without common components. Let
A be an ample R-divisor on Y, and assume that there exist an effective
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divisor D on Y and a sequence of positive integers {my}een., such that
my — 00 and

1
I(E(KY + Ay + m_zA))
Then

(a) any current with minimal singularities in the class {Ky + Ay} is a
current with generalised algebraic singularities.

CI(U(Ky +Ay)) . ®Oy(D) for all L.

min min

Assume additionally the existence of good minimal models for projective kit
pairs in dimensions at most n — 1. Then:

(b) if K(X,Kx + A) >0, then Kx + A is semiample,

(c) if x(X,0x) #0, then Kx + A is semiample.

We will give the proof of Theorem 11.1 — and thus of Theorem A — at
the end of the section. It will be an easy consequence of the following main
technical result of this section.

Theorem 11.2. Let (X,A) be a projective klt pair of dimension n such
that X is smooth, A is a Q-divisor and Kx + A is pseudoeffective. Assume
that (X, A) has a minimal model. Let A > 0 be a big R-divisor on X such
that the pair (X,A + A) is klt, and for each € > 0 let T, yin be a current
with minimal singularities in {Kx + A 4+ cA}. Assume that the sequence
{T+ ’min}m€N>0 is an asymptotically equisingular approximation of 1o min-

(a) Then Tpmin is a current with generalised algebraic singularities.
Assume additionally the existence of good minimal models for projective kit
pairs in dimensions at most n — 1. Then:

(b) if K(X,Kx + A) >0, then (X,A) has a good minimal model,

(¢) if x(X,0x) #0, then (X,A) has a good minimal model.

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps.
Step 1. By Corollary 8.4(a) there exist a positive integer mg and a bi-

rational model 7: Y — X such that for each m > mg the current T 1 min

descends to Y. For each m > myg, let D,, be the divisorial part of the Siu
decomposition of 7*71 1 min" Then
(30) Dy, = Ny (m*(Kx + A+ L A))  for m >mq
by Proposition 8.3(c), and we have
Supp N, (77* (KX + A+ %A)) C Supp N, (W*(KX + A)) U Supp Ny (7*A)

for all m > 0 by the convexity of Nakayama—Zariski functions. This and
(30) show that

(31) the sequence {T'1 . }>m, is an excellent approximation of Tp min.

Step 2. By (31) and by Theorem 10.2(a) we deduce that Ty min has gener-
alised analytic singularities. By possibly replacing Y by a higher birational
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model, we may assume that 7{ nin descends to Y, and let
7 To,min = Ro + Do

be the Siu decomposition of Ty min, where the residual part Ry has all Lelong
numbers zero and Dy is the divisorial part. By Lemma 7.3, there exists a
sequence of positive integers {mg}g€N>0 with my, — oo, such that

D(] = lim Dme?
£—00
which together with (30) and [Nak04, Lemma II1.1.7(2)] gives
(32) Do = Jim No(m*(Kx +A+ m=A)) = No (7*(Kx + A)).

Hence, Dy is a rational divisor by Lemma 3.4. In other words, Tp min has
generalised algebraic singularities, which proves (a).

Step 3. In this step we assume that x(X,Ox) # 0, and we show that
/{(X,KX —I—A) > 0.

If X is uniruled, then (X, Kx +A) > 0 by [LM21, Theorem 1.1]. There-
fore, from now on we may assume that X is not uniruled. We follow the
arguments of [LP18, Corollary 4.5] closely.

Assume that (X, Kx + A) = —oo. By possibly replacing Y by a higher
birational model, we may assume that the Q-divisor Dy on Y has simple
normal crossings support. Then by Theorem 10.2(b) we have

X (Y, Oy (Ky + tx*(Kx + A) = [£Dy))) =0

for all ¢ > 0 divisible by some positive integer ¢, and we may assume that
gDy and q(Kx + A) are Cartier. Then Serre duality gives

(33) x(Y, Oy (€gDy — Lgm*(Kx + A))) =0 for all £ > 0.

Since the Euler—Poincaré characteristic x (Y, Oy (gDo — lgm* (K x + A))) is
a polynomial in ¢ by the Hirzebruch—Riemann—Roch theorem, (33) implies
that it must be identically zero, hence x (Y, Oy ) = 0 by setting £ = 0. Thus,
X(X,0x) =0 as X has rational singularities, a contradiction which proves
that x(X, Kx +A) > 0.

Step 4. Finally, in this step we show (b) and (c) simultaneously. By Step
3, we may assume that

(34) K(X, Kx +A) > 0.

By assumption, there exists a minimal model ¢: (X,A) --» (X', A’) of
(X,A). By possibly replacing Y by a higher birational model, we may
assume that (m,7'): Y — X x X’ is a resolution of indeterminacies of ¢
such that Y is smooth.
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Then as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 we obtain that
P, (m*(Kx + A)) ~q (7')" (Kx + A).
This together with (32) implies
Ro = " Tiin — Do = 7" (Kx + A) — N, (7" (Kx + A))
= P,(7*(Kx + A)) ~q (7')*(Kx + A").

Since k(X' Kx + A') = k(X,Kx + A) > 0 by (34) and since Ry has all
Lelong numbers zero, we conclude that Ky + A’ is semiample by [GM17,
Theorem 1.5]. Thus, ¢ is a good minimal model of (X, A), which concludes
the proof. O

Finally, we have:

Proof of Theorem 11.1. We first note that the pair (Y, Ay) has a minimal
model by [LX23, Lemma 2.14(e)].

For each € > 0 let T} yin be a current with minimal singularities in {Ky +
Ay +eA}. Then by Lemma 5.2, for all positive integers m and ¢ we have

Z(¢To,min) € Z(0T 1

E,min)7

hence the assumptions of Theorem 11.1 imply that {71 ,min}m6N>o is an

asymptotically equisingular approximation of Ty min. Then part (a) follows
from Theorem 11.2(a) applied to the pair (Y, Ay ).

For (b) and (c), note that x(X, Kx + A) = (Y, Ky + Ay), as well as
X(X,O0x) = x(Y, Oy) since X has rational singularities. Thus, if x(X, Kx+
A) > 0 or if x(X,0x) # 0, then (Y,Ay) has a good minimal model by
Theorem 11.2(b)(c). This implies that (X, A) has a good minimal model by
[Laz24, Corollary 2.2]. But then Kx +A is semiample by the same argument
as in the third paragraph of the proof of [LM21, Lemma 4.1]. This proves
(b) and (c), and finishes the proof of the theorem. O

12. LOCAL BEHAVIOUR

In this section we prove a general result on local linearity of currents with
minimal singularities in the context of the Minimal Model Program, and
on the local behaviour of the asymptotic base loci. It will be one of the
ingredients in the proof of Theorem B.

Theorem 12.1. Let (X, A) be a projective kit pair of dimension n such that
A is a Q-divisor and Kx + A is pseudoeffective. Assume that (X,A) has
a minimal model. Let A be an ample Q-divisor on X. Then there exists a
rational number 0 < § <1 such that the following holds.

(a) The sets B_(Kx + A+ cA) are independent of € € [0, 6).

(b) For each e € (0,6) we have

B_(Kx+A+cA)=B(Kx+A+cA) =B (Kx+A+cA).
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(c) Assume that X is additionally smooth, and for each € > 0 let T, min be
a current with minimal singularities in {Kx + A + €A}. Then for any
two €1,e9 € (0,9] and for any t € [0,1] the current

tTal,min + (1 - t)Tag,min
has minimal singularities in the class {KX + A+ (tal +(1- t)sg)A}.

Proof. First note that by replacing A by a sufficiently general divisor Q-
linearly equivalent to A, we may assume that the pair (X, A + A) is klt.

Step 1. As in the proof of Corollary 8.4(a), there exists a rational number
d > 0 and a (Kx + A)-non-positive birational contraction £: X --» X’ such
that for each 0 < & < §, the map £ is a (Kx + A + ¢A)-MMP. Moreover,
if we set A’ := &.A and A" := &, A, then (X', A’ +¢A’) is a good minimal
model of (X, A 4 €A) for 0 < £ < ¢ by the Basepoint free theorem [KM98,
Theorem 3.3].

Let (p,q): Y — X x X' be a resolution of indeterminacies of ¢ such that

Y is smooth.
Y
2N
£

X -2 > X/

By the Negativity lemma [KM98, Lemma 3.39], for each ¢ € [0,0] there
exists an effective g-exceptional R-divisor E. on Y such that

(35) p*(KX—I—A—I-&A) ~R q*(KX/—I-A/+€A/)+E€.
Then
(36) the function ¢ — E. is affine on [0, d],

since both functions € — p*(Kx + A+¢cA) and € — ¢*(Kx + A’ +eA’) are.

Step 2. In this step we prove (a). First note that by (35) and since each
divisor Kx/ + A’ + €A’ is semiample for e € (0, d], we have

B (p*(KX + A+ EA)) = Supp E. for all € € (0, 4],

which together with [BBP13, Proposition 2.8] and [LMT23, Lemma 2.3]
implies

(37) B_L(Kx+A+cA)=B(Kx+A+ecA) =p(Supp E.) for all € € (0,4].
On the other hand, (35) and [LP20a, Lemma 2.4] give
(38) Ny (p"(Kx +A+eA)) = E. forall e € 0,4].

Moreover, since A is ample, by the convexity of Nakayama—Zariski functions
we have for each 0 < & < &s:

No(p"(Kx + A+ &A)) < Ny (p*(Kx + A+ 64)) + No((&2— &)p*A))
= N, (p"(Kx + A+ &§A)),
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hence Supp E¢, C Supp Fg, when 0 < & < &. This together with (36) and
(38) shows that

(39) Supp Ey = Supp E. for all € € [0,9).
Now, (37) and (39) imply that
(40) B_(Kx + A+¢cA)=p(Supp Ey) for all € € (0,9),

whereas [ELM ™06, Proposition 1.19] together with (37) and (39) gives
B_(Kx+A)= | B(Kx + A+ cA) = p(Supp E)
€€(0,0)
This and (40) give (a).

Step 3. For (b), fix € € (0,d). Then by [ELM*06, Proposition 1.21] there
exists ¢ € (0,¢) such that

Bi(Kx +A+c4)=B_ (Kx + A+ (e —§A).
Since B_ (Kx + A+ (e —§)A) = B_L(Kx + A +¢A) by (a), we conclude
that
B_(Kx +A+ecA) =B (Kx +A+cA),
which together with (3) proves (b).
Step 4. Finally, in this step we prove (c). By (35), for € € [0, ] we have
P Temin = ¢ (Kxr + A" +eA') + E¢,
and set
(41) Se = P Temin — E= € {q"(Kx + A"+ A}

Since p*T; min is a positive current with minimal singularities by Proposition
5.3, so is also S, by Lemma 5.5(c).
Fix €1,e2 € (0,0]. Then by (36) we have

(42) Eie\+(1—t)e = tEey, + (1 —t)E., for each t € [0,1].

Since for every ¢ € (0, 6] the current S has minimal singularities and the
R-divisor ¢*(Kx: + A’ + ¢A’) is semiample, for each ¢ € [0,1] the current

tSe, 4+ (1 —1)Sz, € {¢"(Kx + A + (te1 + (1 — t)e2) A') }

has minimal singularities by Lemma 5.6(c). Thus, by Lemma 5.5(b) and by
(35) each current

(43) 5o, + (1 —1)Sey + Epeyr(1-t)ey € {P*(Kx + A+ (ter + (1 —t)e2)A) }
has minimal singularities. Note that by (41) and (42) we have
P (tTey min + (1 — )Ty min) = t(Se, + Ez,) + (1 — £)(Se, + Ex,)
=15, + (1 = 1)Sey + Eiey 1 (1-t)es>
which together with (43) gives that for each ¢ € [0,1] the current
P (1) min + (1 — £)Tey min) € {p"(Kx + A+ (te1 + (1 —t)ez) A)}
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has minimal singularities. We conclude by Proposition 5.3. O

We conclude this section with a few comments on the behaviour of the
asymptotic base loci; the following example and proposition were obtained
in discussions with Nikolaos Tsakanikas.

Recall that according to [ELM106] a pseudoeffective R-Cartier R-divisor
D on a normal projective variety X is called stable if B_(D) = B, (D).
Therefore, Theorem 12.1(b) shows that the stability of adjoint divisors holds,
in a certain sense, locally on a klt pair (X,A). Proposition 12.3, which
complements results from [BBP13, TX23], says that in a similar situation
as in Theorem 12.1, actually all but finitely many divisors of the form Kx +
A + A are stable. We first note that, however, one cannot conclude that
all such divisors are stable.

Example 12.2. This example is a slightly modified version of [TX23, Ex-
ample 3.5], and it shows that there exists a projective klt pair (X, A) such
that Kx + A is big, but

B(Kx +A) #Bi(Kx +A).

To that end, let X be the blowup of P? along three distinct points which
belong to a line L C P?, and let E;, Fy and E3 be the exceptional divisors.
Then —Kx ~ 3L +2(F1+ Ey+ E3), where L’ is the strict transform of L on
X. From this it is easy to check that —Kx is nef, but it is not ample since
Kx - L' = 0. Moreover, —Kx is big as K§< = 6. By [KM98, Proposition
2.61(3)] there exists an effective Q-divisor A ~g —2Kx such that the pair
(X, A) is klt. Therefore, Kx + A ~g —Kx is nef and big, hence semiample
by the Basepoint free theorem [KM98, Theorem 3.3]. Thus, B(Kx+A) =0,
whereas By (Kx + A) # 0 since Kx + A is not ample.

Proposition 12.3. Let (X,A) be a projective kit pair such that A is a
Q-divisor and Kx + A is pseudoeffective, and assume that (X,A) has a
minimal model. Let A be an ample Q-divisor on X. Then there exist only
finitely many real numbers € > 0 such that Kx + A + A is not stable, and
all such € are rational.

When (X, A) is a projective klt pair such that Kx + A is big, then it
has a minimal model by [BCHM10, CL13], hence Proposition 12.3 applies
unconditionally to such pairs.

Proof. Set n := dim X.

Assume first that Kx + A is big. By [KM98, Theorem 3.7(1)] we have
that Kx + A + mA is ample for all m > 2n, and in particular each such
divisor is stable. On the other hand, by Theorem 3.7 applied to the ring

R(X;Kx + A, Kx + A+ 2nA),

there exist finitely many rational numbers 0 = e; < g9 < -++ < £, = 2n such
that for each ¢ there exists a Q-factorial projective variety X; and a birational
contraction ¢;: X --» X; such that ¢; is a minimal model for every klt pair
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(X, A+ €A) with g; < £ < €;41. Then for each £ € (g;,&;41) the divisor
Kx + A+¢A is stable, by repeating verbatim the proof of Theorem 12.1(b).
Therefore, if Kx +A+¢cA is not stable for some € > 0, then ¢ € {eq,...,ex}.
This proves the proposition when Kx + A is big.

In the general case, by Theorem 12.1(b) there exists a rational number
0 < § < 1 such that for each € € (0,0) the divisor Kx + A + €A is stable.
On the other hand, by the first part of the proof there exist only finitely
many real numbers € > § such that Kx + A + €A is not stable, and they
are all rational. This finishes the proof. U
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Part IV. Approximations by supercanonical currents
13. A UNIFORM BOUND THEOREM

In this section we prove a crucial result that will be used several times
in the remainder of the paper. It shows the existence of global holomorphic
sections of adjoint line bundles with precise properties, which depend only
on a prescribed open cover of the given compact complex manifold.

The method of the proof is to construct holomorphic sections locally by
the Ohsawa-Takegoshi extension theorem, and then use smooth cut-off func-
tions and solve a -equation by a version of Hérmander’s L? estimates to find
global holomorphic sections satisfying similar estimates. These techniques
go back at least to the proofs of [Hor07, Theorem 4.2.7] and [Dem92a, Propo-
sition 3.1]. One of the main difficulties is to organise the proof in such a
way that all the constants depend only on the starting data.

Theorem 13.1. Let X be a compact Kahler manifold with a Kdhler form w,
and fix an open covering U of X by coordinate balls on which Kx trivialises.
Then there exist positive constants  and C, depending only on U, with the
following property. For each line bundle L on X which trivialises on U, for
every singular metric h on L with ©p(L) > dw, and for each x € X such
that the restriction of h to the fibre L, is well defined, there is a section
o= HO(X, Ox(Kx)® L) such that

(44) |0m(x)|h,w =1 and HamHh,w <C.
Proof. Let n := dim X.

Step 1. In this step we prepare an open covering of X and a sequence of
new metrics we will need in the next steps.

We fix a finite covering {V1,...,V,} of X by coordinate balls such that
for each 1 < i < r we have V; € W; € U; for some coordinate balls W; and
U;, where the covering {Uq,...,U,} is subordinate to U; this is possible by
the compactness of X. For each 1 <1i < r fix a function y; € C°(X) such
that 0 < x; <1, Supp(x;) CU; and x; =1 on W,.

Given a point z € V; for some 1 < ¢ < r, consider the function
©ix(2) == nxi(z)log |z —z| for z € U;.
Then the extension by zero of ¢; , defines a function ¢; ,: X - R U {—o0}
such that Supp(gp,-@) C U;, and such that the following properties hold:
(i) dd®p;» > 0on W, since x; = 1 on W; and the function z — log |z — x|
is plurisubharmonic,
(i) dd®p; is a smooth form on X \ W; whose coefficients are bounded
independently of ¢ and z, since (z,z) — x;(2)log|z — x| is a smooth
function on the compact set V; x (Supp(x;) \ Ws).

Then (i), (ii) and Lemma 2.1 imply that there exists a constant > 0 such
that

(45) dd°p; g > —nw for all i and z.
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Note that 1 depends only on the choice of sets V;, W; and U; and on the
choice of functions x;.

Set
(46) M, = imax max {Oxi(z) | z€ X}
and
— _2@2',:0(2) . . L.
(47) M, = Imax sup {e | (z,2) € V; x (U \ Wy) };

note that My is well defined for the same reason as in (ii) above and since
Supp(pi ) C U;. Further, set

— 3 3 —2p;,2(2
(48) Ms = lrélilngnf{e #ia(2) | (z,2) € V; x X}.
Then Mz > 0 since ¢;4(z) < nlog(diam(U;)) for (z,z) € V; x U; and
©i«(2) = 0 otherwise. Note that M;, My and Mz depend only on the choice
of sets V;, W; and U; and on the choice of functions ;.

Step 2. Set § := 27n. In the remainder of the proof we show that there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any singular metric h on L with
Op(L) > dw and for each x € X such that the restriction of h to the fibre
L, is well defined, there is a section o, € H%(X, Ky + L) such that (44)
holds.

Fix a singular metric h on L with
(49) On(L) = dw,

and fix a point x € V; for some 1 < ¢ < r for which the restriction of A to
the fibre L, is well defined. By the Ohsawa—Takegoshi extension theorem
[OT87, Theorem] on Uj;, applied successively n times to a collection of n
hyperplanes intersecting at x, there exist a constant C7 depending only on
the cover {Uy,...,U,} (and, in particular, not on x and h) and a section
Sy € HO(UZ-, Ox(Kx)® L) such that

(50) so(@)ln =1 and / (52 0dVe, < C.
U;

The problem is that s, is a holomorphic section only on U; and not on the
whole X. The strategy is to use Theorem 2.13 to rectify this.
Note that y;s, is a smooth L-valued (n,0)-form on X, and set

fx = E(Xisx)'

Then f, is a smooth L-valued (n, 1)-form on X such that df, = 0, and note
that

(51) fz= 5){@' * Sz
since s, is holomorphic, hence
(52) Supp(fz) C Ui \ W;

since x; = 1 on W; and Supp(x;) C Us;.
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Now, consider the singular metric h;, := he=2¥i= on L. Then by (45)
and (49) we have
Oh, (L) = (0 — nw = nw.
Therefore, as n > 0, by Theorem 2.13 there exists an L-valued (n,0)-form
u; on X such that Ou, = f, in the sense of currents and

1
(53) [uallf, , w < %Ilfmlli,,,w-
Moreover, observe that
6l o = [ ol 2e0mav
X
[ B ean, by (52)
U\W;
<ty [ g by (47)
U \W;
= 2
= Mg/ |6X2- . sx‘hdew by (51)
U\W; ’
< CyM}EMs, by (46) and (50)
and therefore, setting Cs := ﬁCleMg, by (53) we have
(54) sl o < Co.

Step 3. Set
O = XiSz — Ug-
Then do, = g(xisx) — Ouy = 0 in the sense of currents, which implies that
0 is a holomorphic L-valued (n, 0)-form by the regularity of the d-operator.
In particular, u, is a smooth L-valued (n,0)-form, as it is the difference of
smooth forms x;s; and .. Since
[t g o = a2 — 272206,

and since the function |z — x|72" is not locally integrable at z = =, the
inequality (54) and Remark 2.12 imply that ug(z) = 0. Thus, |04 (2)|pe =1
by (50).

On the other hand, by (48) and (54) we have

(55) memg/WMmewm=MAmws@.
X

Finally, the triangle inequality together with (50) and (55) gives

loellhw < Ixisellnw + 1uzllhw
1/2
< ([ IsalRudVe)  + ltallne < VO + v/CofMs.
U;

Therefore, C := \/Cy + /Cs/Ms is the desired constant. O
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14. SUPERCANONICAL CURRENTS ON BIG LINE BUNDLES

In this section we analyse supercanonical currents on big (Q-divisors on a
projective manifold in detail. The main result of the section, Theorem 14.3,
says that the corresponding supercanonical potentials depend only on the
global sections of multiples of L in a very precise sense.

The main technical result of the section is Theorem 14.1. The proof uses
the main ideas of the proof of [BD12, Proposition 5.19], which we occasion-
ally follow closely and which in turn uses essentially Demailly’s estimates
from his regularisation results [Dem92a]. However, several arguments in
[BD12] are difficult to follow. Instead, in this paper we use crucially the
uniform bounds result (Theorem 13.1) as well as the approximation result
(Corollary 4.4) to make arguments streamlined and more precise.

Theorem 14.1. Let X be a projective manifold with a Kahler form w. Let
L be a big Q-divisor on X and set N := {m € N | mL is Cartier}. Fiz a
smooth metric h on L and denote o :== Op(L) € {L}. Let ¢ € PSH(X, )
such that

(56) / e*°dv, < 1.
X

Then there exists a sequence of sections o, € H*(X,mL) for m € N such
that
2/m . 1/m\*
/ lomlym AV, <1 and ¢ = (hmsuplog|0m|hm ) .
X m—oo
Proof. Step 1. In this step we prepare several constants that will be used
throughout the proof.
Fix a finite covering U of X by coordinate balls on which Kx and all
mL trivialise, for m € N. Fix constants § and C, depending only on U,

as in Theorem 13.1. As L is big, there exist a positive constant € and
1 € PSH(X, «) such that

(57) a+ ddY > ew.

Since 1 is bounded from above, by subtracting a constant from i we may
assume that

1
(58) ¥ <0 and / edv, < =.
X 2

Let h, be the smooth metric on Kx induced by the hermitian metric on
Tx whose fundamental form is w. Note that by Lemma 2.1 there exists a
constant C,, > 0 such that

(59) -0y, (Kx) + Cow > 0.
We fix for the remainder of the proof an integer p > 1 such that:

(i) pe — C, > 0,
(i) ¢ < 2(=1/2,
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Since p%lz/) < 9 by the first inequality in (58), by the second inequality in
(58) we have

(60) / 2Ty, < X
X 2

Step 2. In this step we prepare several Cartier divisors on X and singular
metrics on them.
Set

N>p:={ne N |n>p}
For each m € N>, set
L, =mL—Kx.
Then
By = 6—2(m—p)¢—2p¢hmh;1
is a singular metric on L,, with curvature current
O, (L) = ma+ (m — p)dd®p + pdd“y — Oy, (Kx)
> (pe — Cyp)w
by (57), by (59) and since « + dd°p > 0. This together with the property
(i) from Step 1 yields
(61) Oy (Lim) > dw.
For each m € N>, define the singular metric
Gm = hmhy, = e~ Am=Plp=2pYpm
on Kx + L,, = mL.
Step 3. By Theorem 13.1, by the choices of the constants § and C' in Step

1 and by (61), for each m € N>, and each z € X \ {¢ + ¢ = —oo} there is
a section

Omaz € HY(X,Kx + Ly,)
such that

(62) ‘Um,x(x)’gm =1 and ”Um,ngm <C.

Eor m € N>p, Holder’s inequality for conjugate exponents %—F%—i—% =1
gives

1

/’Um7x‘i{nmde:\/ (\Um,x]%Lme_2(m_p)“p_2p¢)Ee2%“&e2%wde
X X

m—p p—1

guamar;{?( / ewde) ( / e%wde)
X X

2 1—
<Cm2m,
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where the last inequality follows from (56), (60) and (62). This together
with the property (ii) from Step 1 gives

(63) / Ol oV, <1 for all m € Nsp.
X
Furthermore, for z € X \ {¢ + 1 = —o0}, from (62) we have

1= |0“m,x(117)|gm — |O_m’w($)|hme—(m—p)so(r)—pw(w)’

and thus
1/m . £ £
(64) Log o o (2) " = (1= L) p(a) + Lvo(a).
Step 4. Set

P={zeX|(p+1)(z) = —o0}.
Then the set P is of Lebesgue measure zero in X and the set X \ P is dense
in X. By Corollary 4.4 there exists a countable set

D:={zy|qeN} CX\P
which is dense in X, such that for each z € X there exists a sequence {z;}
in D with

Jim 2z, =z and  lim p(z) = ¢(2).

Fix a sequence {g;};en., of positive integers, in which each positive in-
teger occurs infinitely many times. For each integer m € N>, we have
Zg,, € X \ {¢ + 1 = —oo}, hence we may, by Step 3, define sections

om € HY (X, mL) = H*(X,Kx + L,)
by
(65) Om = O-mvxq'm’

and note that o, ., satisfy inequalities (63). Set

. 1/m
u := limsuplog oy, [;m -
m—r0o0

We will show that
o =u".

Step 5. Fix a point x € X. In this step we show that

(66) p(x) = u*(z).

By Lemma 4.5 (applied to the Q-divisor L and the metric h) there exist
constants Co > 0 and 79 > 0 such that for every coordinate ball B(z,r)
with 7 < rg and for each integer m € N>, we have

(67) |0 (2)[2m < €2mC2r? ]{3 )|am|imde.
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Now, since the functions ¢ and 1 are bounded from above on B(z,r), (62)
gives

/ |0m|}2z7”de :/ |O‘m|£2]me2(m_p)<ﬁ+2p¢de
B(z,r)

B(w,r)
< ||Jm||§m S(up) e2(m=p)p+2py < 2 S(up)e2(m—p)so+2p¢,
B(x,r B(z,r

which together with (67) implies

2mCar? 112
e n!C _
sup e2(m—p)et2py,

B(z,r)

|om (@) [ < BT

Plugging in r := % for m > max{p, %}, taking logarithms of both sides and
dividing by 2m, we obtain
1/m 2 nlogm

1
log oy, (2)])m < - + - + %log(nlca/ﬂ")
+ sup <1—£)<,0+ sup £¢.
B(.7;) " Ba) ™

Taking lim sup as m — oo, by Lemma 4.1(a)(b) we obtain
u(z) = limsup log |oy, (2) 11" < (),
m—r0o0

which gives (66) since ¢ is upper semicontinuous.

Step 6. Fix a point € X. In this step we finally show that

p(r) < u'(z).

To this end, recalling the construction of the set D from Step 4, we may
find a strictly increasing sequence {QQ'}jer of positive integers such that
Ty € D for all j and we have
(68) lim z, =2z and lim p(z,) = p(z).

J—0 J Jj—00 J
By the construction in Step 4, for each fixed j there is a strictly increasing
sequence {my}een., in the set N>, such that ¢; = g, for all /. Then
Ome = Omyag,, DY (65). Hence, by (64) and since w(a:q;) # —oo by the
construction of D we have

u(zy) > limsuplog [y, (z4) m,e
J L—00 J
. 1
= lim sup log ‘Ume,xqme (xqw) h{nnzt’ = 4,0(qu. )-
L—o0

Then this last inequality and (68) give

u*(x) > limsup u(z,
j—o0

which finishes the proof. U

) > lim sup cp(xq}) = (),

!
J j—o0
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Remark 14.2. In the proof of Theorem 14.1 the auxiliary quasi-psh func-
tion ¥ had to be introduced for two reasons: (a) to create a singular metric
on each L,, whose curvature current is sufficiently positive, and (b) to be
able to prove inequality (63). The positive integer p in the proof of Theorem
14.1 does not depend on ¢ nor on any integer m in the proof, but it does
depend on the choice of .

The following main result of this section is inspired by [BD12, Remark
5.23].

Theorem 14.3. Let X be a projective manifold with a Kahler form w. Let
L be a big Q-divisor on X and set N := {m € N | mL is Cartier}. Fiz a
smooth metric h on L and denote o := ©y(L) € {L}. For each m € N set

Vim = {o € HY(X,mL) | [y |o[2i"adV,, <1}
and .
©Ohm = sup log \a\h{nm

O'evh,m

Then:

(i) for each m € N and each o € H°(X, mL) there exists a positive real
number A such that A\o € Vi,

(ii) there exists a constant C' such that log ’O”}ll{nm < C for each m € N and
each o € Vi m,
(iil) Vim is compact in H*(X,mL) for each m € N,
(iv) Ynm = 021‘2}5” log \a\i{nm for each m € N,
v) ¢nm € PSH(X,a) for each m € N,
(Vi) @hkm = @hm for each m € N and each positive integer k,
(viil) the supercanonical potential of L associated to v is

*
Pa,can = ( sup @h,m) )
meN

(viii) the sequence {phm}men converges to pu can in Li (X)),

(ix) Z(Yhm) = Z(Pa,can) for all m € N sufficiently large,

(x) @nm is continuous on X \ B(L) for all m € N sufficiently divisible,

(xi) the sequence {Ynm}men converges uniformly on compact subsets of
X \ B—I—(L) 10 Y, can;

(xil) @a,can @ bounded on X \ B(L), it is continuous on X \ B4 (L), and

Pa,can = SUP Phm O X \ B+(L)
meN

Proof. Set

So = {p € PSH(X, ) | [y e*?dV,, < 1},
and recall from Lemma 6.1 that the supercanonical potential associated to
«a was defined as

(Pa,can(x) = sup (P(x) for x € X.
pESH
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Step 1. Let m € N and 0 € H°(X,mL). Then log \a\i{nm € PSH(X, a) by
Example 2.6(b). Moreover, since |o|,m is bounded from above on X, there
exists a constant C, > 0 such that

/ ’U’i{:nde < Cy,
X
hence C’;m/20 € Vh,m, which gives (i). If 0 € V}, p,, then

/ e2log|0|i{nmde :/ |O.|}2L{nmde <1,
X X

thus
(69) {log|o|}/" | o € Vium} C Sa-
Then (ii) follows from Lemma 6.1(b).

Step 2. Define the norm || - ||max on H°(X, mL) by

|5l max := sup|s[pm  for s € HO(X, mL).
X

Consider a sequence {o;} in V. Since Vi, is bounded in H°(X,mL)
with respect to the norm || - ||max by (ii), by passing to a subsequence we
may assume that the sequence {0y} converges to a section o € H(X, mL).
To prove (iii) it suffices to show that o € V}, .

Note that log|o|,m, as well as all the functions log|oy|pm, belong to
PSH(X,m«a) by Example 2.6(b). By (ii) and by Theorem 2.4(b), after
passing to a subsequence we may assume that the sequence {log |o¢|,m } con-
verges in L (X) and almost everywhere to a function ¢ € PSH(X, ma).
Thus ¢ = log |o|pm almost everywhere, hence everywhere by Corollary 2.3.
But then log |o|pm € Spa by Fatou’s lemma, hence o € Vj, ,,,, as desired.

Step 3. Now we show (iv). Fix # € X. Then there exists a sequence of
sections o; € Vj,,, such that lim log |o; (m)\}llélm = @pm(x). By (iii) and by
Jj—00

passing to a subsequence we may assume that there exists o € V}, ,, such
that lim o; = 0. Thus ¢p, ,(x) = log |0(:E)|}ll{nm
Jj—o00
Step 4. Next we prove (v). By (ii) and Theorem 2.4(a) we have that
(ehm)* € PSH(X,a). Fix x € X. As (ppm)"(x) = limsupgp m,(2), by
Z—T

(iv) there exists a sequence of sections oj € Vim and a sequence of points

x; € X such that
li P = d lim I i(x; 1{n
Jim z; =2z and lim og |oj(x;)|,

= ((ph,m)*(w)'

By (iii) and by passing to a subsequence we may assume that there exists

0 € Vim such that lim o; = 0. Then Lemma 4.6(b) gives
j—00

(nm)"(2) = lim log o))" = loglo (@) < onm(),
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which shows that ¢p, ;= (¢nm)*. Thus, vy, is a-psh.

Step 5. For (vi), fix x € X, m € N and a positive integer k. By (iv) there

1/m k|1/mk 1/m
hm

exists o € Vj,m such that op, m(z) = log |o(z)|,m - Since [o%],%" = |o|ym

we have o € Vh,mk, and hence

Pnem () > log o™ (@) |17 = log [o(2) 1" = onm(2),

which was to be shown.

Step 6. By (ii) and by Theorem 2.4(a) we have

*

Ph,alg ‘= < sup @h,m) S PSH(X7 Oé).
meN

It is immediate that ¢ a1 < Qo can DY (69). For the reverse inequality, let

¢ € S4. Then by Theorem 14.1 there exists a sequence of sections 7, € Vj,

for m € N such that

©= <limsuplog\7'mlfll{nm> .

m—ro0

Since log |7'm|}ll{nm < ¢n,m for each m € N by the definition of ¢y, ,,,, we obtain

p < (lim sup gohm) < ( sup soh,m) = Ph,alg,

m—00 meN
hence
Pa,can = SUP @ < P alg-
PESa
This shows (vii). Part (viii) follows from (vi) and from Theorem 2.4(d).

Step 7. Part (ix) follows from (vii) and (viii) and from Theorem 2.8.

Step 8. In this step we prove (x). We first show that ¢p ,, # —o0
away from B(L) for all m € N sufficiently divisible. Indeed, by Remark
3.5 we have Bs|mL| = B(L) for all m sufficiently divisible. Therefore, for
each point z € X \ B(L) there exists 0 € H°(X,mL) such that o(x) # 0.

By (i) there exists a positive real number A\ such that Ao € V}, ,,, hence
©nm(z) > log |Ao(x) }L{nm > —00.
Fix one such sufficiently divisible m. Fix xp € X \ B(L) and a sequence

of points {z;} in X \ B(L) such that lim x; = z¢. By sequential continuity
j—00

it suffices to show that

(70) lim @p m(25) = ©nm(zo)-

j—o0
To that end, set
a = limsup @p, m(z;),
Jj—00
and note that a # 400 since ¢p, ,,, are uniformly bounded from above by

(ii). By (iv) there exists o9 € Vi m such that ¢q m (o) = log |Jo(:170)|,ll{nm.
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Note first that ¢, ,,,(z;) > log \ao(a:j)\i{nm by the definition of ¢q ,,, hence

1/m
[im

(71) a> lijII_lg)I.}f log |oo(z5) = log ]ao(azo)]i{nm = ©nm(z0).

We will now show that a < ¢p, n(20), which together with (71) will then
prove (70). By passing to a subsequence of {z;} we may assume that a =
im ¢pm(z;). By (iv), for each j € N there exists o; € Vj,, such that
—00

j
Onm(z;) = logloj(z;) ;L{nm By (iii) and by passing to a subsequence we

may assume that there exists ¢ € V}, ,, such that lim o; = 0. Then Lemma
j—00
4.6(b) gives

1/m
|h7n

a = lim log [0 (x;)|}/i" = log [F(z0)|}/" < @h.m(x0).

This concludes the proof of (x).

Step 9. In this step we prove (xi). To this end, we use the notation from
the proof of Theorem 14.1. We first note that, by Corollary 4.8 we may and
do choose the function 1 as in the proof of Theorem 14.1 such that it has
logarithmic poles which all lie in B4 (L).

Let ¢ € S, and m € N. Then by (63), (64) and Remark 14.2 there exist
a positive integer p (independent of ¢ and m) and sections oy, , € Vj, , for
each x € X \ {¢ + 1) = —oo} such that

log oo (@) = (1= £ )p(a) + (@),

hence by the definition of the function ¢y, ,, for each x € X\ {p+1 = —oo}
we obtain

ehm(@) > (1= 2 )o(e) + Lup(a).

This inequality holds trivially when ¢(z) = —oo or ¥(x) = —oo, hence it
holds for all x € X. By the definition of ¢, can this then implies

(72) (ph,m(x) > (1 - %)@a,ean(x) + %T/J(l’) for all x € X.

Note that ¢pm # —oco on X \ B(L) by (x), hence ¢q can # —00 on X \ B(L)
by (vii). As ¢ # —oo on X \ B4 (L) by construction, we have

0< Soa,can($) - ‘;Dh,m($) < %(‘pa,oan(x) - ¢(l‘)) forze X \ B-I—(L)

by (vii) and (72). Since v is smooth on X \ B4 (L) and ¢q can is bounded
from above, we conclude that for each compact set K C X \ B4 (L) there
exists a constant C'x > 0 such that

Ck

9
m

0 < Spa,can(x) - Sph,m(x) <
so (xi) follows.

Step 10. Finally, the first part of (xii) was already noticed in Step 9, the
second part of (xii) follows from (x) and (xi) by the uniform convergence
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theorem, and then the third part of (xii) follows from the second part of
(xi1) and from (vii). O

15. PROOF OF THEOREM B

In this section we prove the second main result of this paper, Theorem B.
The first technical result is Theorem 15.1, which is a pseudoeffective ana-
logue of Theorem 14.1. A related, but somewhat more involved statement
for klt pairs was mentioned without proof in [BD12, Generalization 5.24].
The proof is similar, but somewhat more involved than that of Theorem 14.1,
and we provide all the details. In particular, the very precise conclusion of
Theorem 15.1 will be needed in the proof of Theorem 15.2.

Theorem 15.1. Let X be a projective manifold. Let L be a pseudoeffective
Q-divisor on X and set N := {m € N | mL is Cartier}. Fiz a smooth
metric h on L and denote o :== Op(L) € {L}. Let A be an ample Cartier
divisor on X, fiz a Kdhler form w € {A}, and let ha be a smooth metric on
A such that w = ©y,,(A). For each positive integer { denote Ly :== L + $A

and denote by hy := hhi/z the smooth metric on Ly.
Then there exists a positive integer p such that the following holds. Let
¢ € PSH(X, a) such that

(73) / e*?dV, < 1.
X

Then for any sequence {my}een., satisfying my € N NAN, my > 2pl and

Zlim {/my = 0, there exists a sequence of sections o, € HY(X,myLy) such
—00

that
/ |0£|i{$zde§1 and @ = (limsuplog|0g|%§?z) .
X 4

{—00 L
Proof. Step 1. In this step we prepare several constants that will be used
throughout the proof.
Fix a finite covering U of X by coordinate balls on which Kx, A and all
mL trivialise, for m € N. Fix constants 6 and C, depending only on U, as
in Theorem 13.1. For every positive integer £ let

1
Qp = o+ Zw € {Lz},

and note that
1
(74) ap + ddp > 7Y

Since for each /¢ the divisor Ly is big, by Corollary 4.8 there exist functions
e € PSH(X, ap) with logarithmic singularities such that {¢y = —o0} C
B, (Ly) and

(75) g + ddapy > 0.
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Since each 1, is bounded from above, by subtracting constants from ), we
may assume that for each £ we have

1
(76) Yy <0 and / e*edv, < 5
X

Let h, be the smooth metric on Kx induced by the hermitian metric on
Tx whose fundamental form is w. Note that by Lemma 2.1 there exists a
constant C,, > 0 such that

(77) -0, (Kx) + Cuw > 0.
We fix for the remainder of the proof an integer p > 1 such that:
(1) p— Ow 2 57
(i) ¢ < 2(=1/2,
Set

pe := pl for each positive integer £.

Since pf “r1bp < 4y for each £ by the first inequality in (76), by the second

inequality in (76) we have

2Pt _y, 1 .
(78) e P10V, < 3 for all positive integers £.
X

Step 2. In this step we prepare several Cartier divisors on X and singular
metrics on them.
Set

N>9p, :={n € NNIN|n > 2p}.
For each m € N>y, set
Ly e:=mL;— Kx.
Then
Rung = 6—2(m—pz)w—2pzwh7bh;1
is a singular metric on L,, , with curvature current
Oh,, o (Lin,e) = mag + (m — pg)dd p + pg dd“Py — O, (Kx)

m_
> Pbe

w—0p,(Kx)>(p—Cy,)w

by (74), (75) and (77), and since m > 2p;, = 2pf. This together with the
property (i) from Step 1 yields

(79) O, o (Linye) = 0w.

For each m € N>y, define the singular metric

on Kx + Lm,ﬁ = mLy.
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Step 8. By Theorem 13.1, by the choices of the constants § and C' in Step
1 and by (79), for each m € N>y, and each x € X \ {¢ + ¢y = —o0} there
is a section
Omite € HY(X,Kx + Ly y)
such that

(80) omez(@)gn, =1 and  |omeellg,,, < C-

Similarly as in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 14.1, for m € Nx>g,,, by
Holder’s inequality for conjugate exponents % + B4 p‘T_l = 1 and by
(73), (78) and (80) we obtain

/X Cmtal2 AV, < CF2T < CF2'E
This together with the property (ii) from Step 1 gives
(81) /X [ talin AV <1 for all m € N,
Furthermore, for z € X \ {¢ + 1y = —oc}, from (80) we have

1= !Um,z,x(w)!gm,e — ’O-mj’w(x)‘h?e—(m—m)@(w)—pﬂﬁz(w),

and thus
(82) 10g 0,1 (&) 17" = (1= 25 ) ol) + o).
Step 4. Set
P:={z€X|p(z)=-c0}U U {z € X | Yy(2) = —o0},

ZGN>0

and note that the function ¢, as well as all the functions vy, are ai-psh.
Therefore, P is a pluripolar set by Remark 2.7, hence P is of Lebesgue
measure zero in X and X \ P is dense in X. By Corollary 4.4 there exists
a countable set

D:={z,|qeN} CX\P
which is dense in X, such that for each z € X there exists a sequence {zs}
in D with

lim 2z, =z and  lim p(z5) = ¢(2).

Fix a sequence {¢;} en., of positive integers, in which each positive inte-
ger occurs infinitely many times. Fix an arbitrary sequence {my}scn., such
that

(83) my € N>gp, for each ¢, and Zlim ¢/my = 0.
—00

Since {¢ + ¢y = —oo} C P, we have z,, € X \ {¢ + ¢y = —oo} for each ¢,
hence by Step 3 we may define sections

Ompt € HY (X, meLy) = H (X, Kx + Ly, )
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by
(84) Omyg,l *= Omy lzg, >

and note that oy, ¢4 a satisfy inequalities (81). Set

u := limsuplog |0, ¢

1/my
7”2
{—00 hy

We will show that

o =u".

Step 5. Fix a point « € X. In this step we show that
(85) p(x) > u'(z).

By Lemma 4.5 (applied to the Q-divisors Ly, the smooth metrics metric hy
and the associated curvature forms ay) there exist constants Cy > 0 and
ro > 0 such that for every coordinate ball B(x,r) with r < rg, for each
positive integer ¢ and for each integer my € N>g,, we have

2
(86) |0mz7f($)|}2lmf < e2m502r ][ |o‘me7g|}2lmede.
£ B(z,r) £

Then similarly as in Step 5 of the proof of Theorem 14.1, from (80) and (86)
we obtain

2myCar? 2
—e e n!C sup 62(m2_p2)¢+2pew5'

| 0() e <
" he't B(z,r)

r2ngn
Plugging in r := ng for my > max{py, %}, taking logarithms of both sides,
dividing by 2my, and taking limsup as £ — oo, as in Step 5 of the proof of
Theorem 14.1 we obtain

u(x) = limsuplog o, ¢(x) ;{i’}f < o(z),
f—00 4

which gives (85) since ¢ is upper semicontinuous.

Step 6. Fix a point € X. In this step we finally show that

() < u'(z),

To this end, recalling the construction of the set D from Step 4, we may
find a strictly increasing sequence {q;-}jeN>0 of positive integers such that
Ty € D for all j and we have

(87) lim z

Jj—o0

r =2 and lim go(:ltq}) = o(z).

9; j—oo

By the construction in Step 4, for each fixed j there is a strictly increasing
sequence {{s}sen., of positive integers such that q;- = q, for all s and



MINIMAL METRICS AND THE ABUNDANCE CONJECTURE 73

Omgg e = Omy, laq,, by (84). Hence by (82), since Sirgo(pgs/mgs) = 0 by
(83), and since vy, (xqg_) # —oo for all s by the construction of D, we have

1
> . m
U(qu}) - hgscgp My, log [y, ¢ (‘/Eq})'hzszs

, 1
= lim sup . log |om,, 024, (Tqr,) hts = p(zg)-

Then this last inequality and (87) give

u*(x) > limsup u(z,

!
Jj—o0 J

) > lim sup cp(xq}) = (),

j—00
which finishes the proof. O

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 15.2. Let X be a projective manifold. Let L be a pseudoeffective
Q-divisor on X, fix a smooth metric h on L and denote o :== Oy (L) € {L}.
Let A be an ample Cartier divisor on X, fiz a Kdhler form w € {A}, and
let ha be a smooth metric on A such that w = Oy, (A). For each positive
integer £ denote Ly := L + %A, denote by hy = hhz/e the smooth metric
on Ly, let ay := a + %w € {Ly} be the corresponding smooth form, and set
Ny :={m € N | mLy is Cartier}. For each m € Ny set

Vigm = {0 € H(X,mLy) | [y |oli" v, <1}

and
1/m
©hym = sup log|o|,m
O'EVhZ,m ¢
Then:
(i) ©n,m € PSH(X, ay) for each £ and m € Ny, and
1/m
©Ohym = max loglo|m
0€Vh,m £

(ii) for each € the sequence {@p, mtmen, is non-decreasing,
(iii) for each £ the supercanonical potential @, can Of Le associated to oy is

*
Poay,can = ( sup Sphg,m) )
meN,

(iv) for all ¢ and all m € Ny, the functions ¢p, m are uniformly bounded
from above,

(v) there exists a positive integer p such that for any sequence {myg}ien.,
with the properties that my € Ny, my > 2pl and Zlim /my = 0, the
—00

supercanonical potential of L associated to « is

*
Pa,can = <hm sup (phg,m[) )

l—00
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(vi) for positive integers ¢ > £ we have

>

Pay,can = Pay,can > Pa,can

(vii) for each £ the function @q, can 15 bounded on X \B(L), it is continuous
on X \ B4 (Ly), and

Pay,can = SUP Ph, m ON X \ B+(LZ)7
meN,

(viii) we have

Pa,can = lim Pay,can-
{—00

Proof. For a smooth (1,1)-form 6 on X whose class {#} € HY(X,R) is
pseudoeffective, set

Sy := {¢ € PSH(X,0) | [y e**dV, < 1},

and recall from Lemma 6.1 that the supercanonical potential associated to
0 was defined as
©g.can () := sup ¢(z) for z € X.
PESy

Step 1. Part (i) follows from Theorem 14.3(iv)(v). Part (ii) follows from
Theorem 14.3(vi), and (iii) follows from Theorem 14.3(vii).

For part (iv), first notice that for each positive integer ¢, for each m € Ny
and for each o € V}, ,,, we have log |0'|}ll£nm € S,, as in Step 1 of the proof of
Theorem 14.3. Then we conclude by Lemma 6.2(b).

Step 2. Next we show (v). Let p be a positive integer as in Theorem
15.1. Fix a sequence m := {my}sen., satisfying m, € Ny, my > 2pl and
lim ¢/my = 0, and set
L—o0

Pm,alg = limsup ©n, m, -
{—00

By (iv) we have that all the functions ¢y, ,, are uniformly bounded from
above on X, hence ¢y a5 is well defined. It suffices to prove that

(88) (Spm,alg)* = Pa,can-
We first show that
(89) (me,alg)* < Pa,can-

To that end, fix x € X. We may assume that (¢mas)*(r) # —o0, since
otherwise the claim is clear. Then there exists a sequence {x,, }nen of points
in X such that z,, - x and

(‘Pm,alg)*(x) = lir;lj;lp ‘Pm,alg(z) = nh_{lgo (Pm,alg(xn)a

hence, by the definition of ¢y a1e, there exists an increasing sequence {¢,, },en
of positive integers such that

(90) (‘Pm,alg)*(x) = lim Phe,, yme, (xn).

n—o0
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By (i), for each n there exists a section oy, € Vi, m, such that

1
Phey, mey, ($n) - W log |Jn ($n)|h2fn )

n

hence (90) gives

. 1
(91) (‘Pm,alg) (z) = lim —log ’Un(xn)‘hmln'

n—o0 mz

Note that as in Step 1 we have m_10g|0n|hm‘3n € PSH(X, ay,) and all

these functions are uniformly bounded. Therefore by Theorem 2.4(e) and
after passing to a subsequence we may assume that the sequence of func-
tions { L log lon| 0 gn} nen Converges in L] (X) and almost everywhere to

a functlon Y E PSH(X «), and then ¢ € S, by Fatou’s lemma. In particu-
lar, we have

(92) 95(113) < @a,can(x)
by the definition of ¢4 can. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.2 and by (91)

we have

1 *
90( ) > lim sup —— log ‘O'n(xn)‘hmfn = (Spm,alg) (x)a

n—oo Mg,

which together with (92) shows (89).
For the reverse inequality, let ¢ € S,,. Then by Theorem 15.1 there exists
a sequence of sections 7y € V},, ,,, such that

p = <hmsuplog]7’d g > .
0

Since log \Tg\i@w < ©n,,m, for each ¢ by the definition of ¢y, ,,,, we obtain
f4

p < <limsup @he,me) = (Pmalg)",

{—00
hence

Pa,can = SUp @ < (@m,alg)*-
peSa

This together with (89) shows (88).

Step 3. Part (vi) follows from Lemma 6.2(c), and (vii) follows from The-
orem 14.3(xii).

Step 4. Finally, in this step we show (viii). Denote
9/5 = lim Pay,cans
£—00
which is well defined by (vi) and we have
(93) 9/5 > Pa,can-
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In order to prove (viii) we need to show the reverse inequality. First note
that ¢ € PSH(X, «) by (93), (vi) and Theorem 2.4(e), hence by Corollary
2.3 it suffices to show that

(94) @ < Pacan  Oon X \B_(L),

since B_(L) is a countable union of analytically closed subsets of X, hence
of Lebesgue measure zero.

To show (94), fix a point z € X \ B_(L), and let ¢ > 0. Fix a sequence
{ms}een., satisfying my € Ny, my > 2pl and Zlinoloﬁ/mg = 0, where p is a

positive integer as in (v). Since z € X \ B4 (Ly) by Remark 3.6, we have by
(ii) and (vii) that there exists a positive integer ¢ such that
(95) Pag,can(®) < Phym, () + €.
Therefore, taking limes superior in (95) as £ — oo, and then taking the
upper semicontinuous regularisation, by (v) we obtain

P(7) < Pacan(T) + €.
We conclude by letting ¢ — 0. (]

Finally, we have:

Proof of Theorem B. Part (a) of the theorem is an immediate consequence
of Theorem 15.2(i)(iii), whereas (b) follows from Theorem 15.2(viii) and
Theorem 2.4(d).

If Kx + A is nef, then the pair (Y, Ay) has a minimal model by [LX23,
Lemma 2.14(e)]. Then (c) follows from Theorem 12.1(a)(b), whereas (e) is
a special case of Theorem 12.1(c). Finally, (d) follows from (c) and from
Theorem 15.2(vii). O
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