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ON MODULI SPACES OF CANONICAL THREEFOLDS
WITH SMALL GENERA AND MINIMAL VOLUMES

MENG CHEN, YONG HU, AND CHEN JIANG

ABSTRACT. We prove that the canonical model of a 3-fold of general

type with geometric genus 2 and with minimal canonical volume % must

be a hypersurface of degree 16 in P(1,1,2,3,8), which gives an explicit
description of its canonical ring. This implies that the coarse moduli
space M 125 parametrizing all canonical 3-folds with canonical volume

% and geometric genus 2, is an irreducible variety of dimension 189. Par-
allel studies show that M 3 is irreducible as well and is of dimension
236, and that Mo 4 is irreducible and is of dimension 270. As being con-
ceived, every member in these 3 families is simply connected. Addition-
ally, our method yields the expected Noether inequality Vol > % Dg — %
for 3-folds of general type with py = 5.

1. INTRODUCTION

Within birational geometry, perhaps the last phase of classifying pro-
jective varieties is to construct and to study the geometry of the concrete
moduli space for each designated class. This is corroborated by the theory
for curves and surfaces.

In higher dimensions, the birational classification of smooth projective va-
rieties of general type splits into two steps: the first step is to find a good rep-
resentative in each birational equivalence class, namely, the canonical model,
and this step is completed by the minimal model program (see [21], 25] [1]);
the second step is to study the geometry of canonical models and the mod-
uli space of canonical models with given discrete numerical invariants (see
[26, [33] 24] ). While the general moduli theory is well-established, the explicit
geometry of certain concrete moduli spaces is not yet well-understood.

This paper aims to investigate the birational geometry and moduli spaces
of several special families, of 3-folds of general type, with small genera and
attaining minimal canonical volumes.

We start by recalling the following theorem:

Theorem 1 (|7, Theorem 1.4, Theorem 1.5]). Let W be a smooth projective
3-fold of general type. Denote by Vol(W) the canonical volume of W. Then
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(1) when py(W) > 2, Vol(W) > 5;
(2) when py(W) >3, Vol(W) > 1;
(3) when py(W) >4, Vol(W) > 2.

Furthermore, the above three lower bounds %, 1 and 2 are all optimal and
the minimal volume 1is attained only if py = 2,3, 4, respectively.

It is a natural question to study the classification problem for those 3-
folds attaining the above minimal volumes, as analogue to curves with small
genus or surfaces with small ¢3. Also, it is expected that the classification
of such 3-folds with extreme numerical values will benefit the development
of explicit classification theory of higher dimensional algebraic varieties.

To study the birational geometry of a variety W of general type, one
classical method is to study its canonical ring R(W) := @~ H* (W, kKw)
which originates from the work of Zariski and Mumford ([34]). Reid pro-
posed a program to study the canonical ring from the point of view of
commutative algebra which predicts the construction of W (as a subvari-
ety in a weighted projective space) from the algebraic structure of R(W),
see [29, [31]. However, to the best of our knowledge, the explicit algebraic
structure of the canonical ring of a variety is only known in the case that
the given variety has a very clear geometric structure (e.g. a complete inter-
section in a weighted projective space). In this paper, we will give explicit
descriptions for the canonical rings of smooth projective 3-folds of general
type with 2 < pg(X) < 4 attaining minimal volumes.

For a positive rational number a and a nonnegative integer b, denote by
M the coarse moduli space parametrizing all projective 3-folds X with
canonical singularities such that Ky is ample, K% = a, and py(X) = b in
the sense of Viehweg [33], §8.5] and Kollar—Shepherd-Barron [26], §5.4] (see
also [24]). When M, is nonempty, one would like to know its geometric
properties as detailed as possible, for example, the number of its irreducible
or connected components and the dimension of each component. A further
task is to construct an ideal compactification for M, , and one successful
way is the KSB moduli theory via the minimal model program (see [26] 24]).
To the best of our knowledge, for the explicit geometry of moduli spaces of
3-folds of general type, very few is known in the literature. In this paper, we
mainly study the irreducibility and dimensions of M 19, M 3 and Mg 4. It
is not out of expectation that every member in these 3famnilies will be proven
to be simply connected.

Our main results are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let W be a smooth projective 3-fold of general type with
pg(W) > 2 and Vol(W) = 1. Then

(1) W has the same plurigenera as those of a general hypersurface of
degree 16 in P(1,1,2,3,8);
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(2) the canonical model of W is a hypersurface in P(1,1,2,3,8) defined
by a weighted homogeneous polynomial f of degree 16, where

f(x()v ce. ,IIJ‘4) = $421 + f0($0,$1,$2,$3)

in suitable homogeneous coordinates [xg : -+ : x4] of P(1,1,2,3,8);
in other words, the canonical ring of W is

R(W) ~ Clxo, ..., x4)/(f),
where Clxg,...,x4] is viewed as a weighted polynomial ring with
Wt(xo, ce ,a:4) = (1, 1, 2, 3, 8);
(8) W is simply connected;
(4) the moduli space M%Q is irreducible and dim.M;2 = 189.

Theorem 1.2. Let W be a smooth projective 3-fold of general type with
pg(W) >3 and Vol(W) = 1. Then
(1) W has the same plurigenera as those of a general hypersurface of
degree 12 in P(1,1,1,2,6);
(2) the canonical model of W is a hypersurface in P(1,1,1,2,6) defined
by a weighted homogeneous polynomial f of degree 12, where

f(@o, ..., x4) = 25 + fo(xo, x1, 22, T3)
in suitable homogeneous coordinates [xg : -+ : x4] of P(1,1,1,2,6);

in other words, the canonical ring of W is

R(W) = (C[l‘o, s 7$4]/(f)7
where Clxg,...,x4] is viewed as a weighted polynomial ring with
wt(zg,...,zq) = (1,1,1,2,6);
(8) W is simply connected;
(4) the moduli space M 3 is irreducible and dim M 3 = 236.

Theorem 1.3. Let W be a smooth projective 3-fold of general type with
pg(W) >4 and Vol(W) = 2. Then

(1) W has the same plurigenera as those of a general hypersurface of
degree 10 in P(1,1,1,1,5);
(2) the canonical model of W belongs to either of the following 2 types:
(a) Type I: a hypersurface in P(1,1,1,1,5) defined by a weighted
homogeneous polynomial f of degree 10, where

f(xo,. .. x4) = 25 + folzo, 1,22, 23)

in suitable homogeneous coordinates [xg : -+ - : x4] of P(1,1,1,1,5);
in other words, the canonical ring of W is

R(W) ~ Clzo,...,z4)/(f),

where Clxg, . .., 4] is viewed as a weighted polynomial ring with
wt(zg,...,zq) = (1,1,1,1,5);
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(b) Type I1: a subvariety in P(1,1,1,1,2,5) defined by 2 weighted
homogeneous polynomials q and f of degrees 2 and 10 respec-
tively, where

q(w0, 21,2, 23) = 3 + qo(x0, 1, T2),
f(zo,...,x5) = azg + fo(zo,...,x4)

in suitable homogeneous coordinates [xg : -+ - : x5] of P(1,1,1,1,2,5);
in other words, the canonical ring of W is

R(W) ~ Clxo, ..., x5]/(q, f),

where Clxg, . .., x5] is viewed as a weighted polynomial ring with
wt(zg,...,z5) = (1,1,1,1,2,5);
furthermore, a canonical 3-fold of type II is a specialization of canon-
ical 3-folds of type I;
(8) W is simply connected;
(4) the moduli space Ma 4 is irreducible and dim Mg 4 = 270.

As a by-product of this paper, we obtain the following result which solves

one remaining case (py = 5) of the Noether inequality in the previous work
of Chen—Chen-Jiang [4] [5].

Theorem 1.4 (=Theorem [0.5)). Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type
with pg(X) = 5. Then Kg’( > % In particular, the inequality K§’< >
3pg(X) — 2 holds in the case of py(X) = 5.

We briefly explain the main methods and difficulties of this paper. Con-
sider Theorem [[.T] for instance, which is the most difficult one. The key part
is to show that the canonical model can be embedded into P(1,1,2,3,8). As
in [19} 20], we have an effective criterion on how to embed a given polarized
variety into a certain weighted projective space. In the context of Theo-
rem [L.T], to apply this criterion, we need to know all the plurigenera of W
and the behavior of pluricanonical systems of W. Usually plurigenera can be
computed by Reid’s Riemann—Roch formula on a minimal model X of W,
however, in order to apply this formula, only knowing the geometric genus
and the canonical volume is not sufficient, one has to know the singularities
of X, as well as the holomorphic Euler characteristic of X. We put our main
effort to get such geometric information.

In the study of explicit geometry of 3-folds of general type, one of the
most challenging cases is when X admits a pencil |Fx| which is not free.
One key observation (see §3) is, by applying MMP to a log resolution of the
pair (X, Fy) in question, to obtain a relatively minimal model (X', F') over
X on which F' is free. Such a birational model can be viewed as a minimal
partial resolution for the pencil |Fx|. With the help of this new birational
model, we can efficiently analyze the geometry of X, and get the information
on the singularities of X. Then we analyze the behavior of pluricanonical
systems of X which gives restrictions on the plurigenera of X. Together
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with Reid’s Riemann—-Roch formula, such restrictions will eventually lead
us to the precise value of the holomorphic Euler characteristic of X and all
plurigenera of X.

This paper is organized as the following. In §2, we recall some basic
knowledge and background. In §3] we construct a relative minimal model
resolving a pencil by the minimal model program. In §-§6, we study the
geometry, of minimal 3-folds of general type with 2 < p, < 4 and with
minimal canonical volume, such as their singularities, pluricanonical systems
and plurigenera. In §7, we recall the criterion in [20] in a slightly more
general form. In §8] we prove our main results upon the preparation of
previous sections. In §9, we prove the Noether inequality for p, = 5 as an
application of the birational model in §3l

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, we work over the complex number field C mean-
while all results can be easily generalized to any algebraically closed field of
characteristic 0.

We adopt the standard notation and definitions in [21], 25], and will freely
use them.

A Q-divisor is said to be Q-effective if it is Q-linearly equivalent to an
effective Q-divisor.

2.1. Singularities.

A log pair (X, B) consists of a normal projective variety X and an effective
Q-divisor B on X such that Kx + B is Q-Cartier.

Let f:Y — X be a log resolution of the log pair (X, B), write

Ky = f*(Kx +B)+ > _a;iD;,

where {D;} are distinct prime divisors and the sum runs through all ir-
reducible components in the union of f-exceptional divisors and the strict
transform of B. The log pair (X, B) is called

(a) kawamata log terminal (klt, for short) if a; > —1 for all 4;

(b) purely log terminal (plt, for short) if a; > —1 for all f-exceptional
divisors F; and all f;

(c) terminal if a; > 0 for all f-exceptional divisors D; and all f;

(d) canonical if a; > 0 for all f-exceptional divisors D; and all f.

Usually we write X instead of (X,0) in the case B = 0.

2.2. Minimal model and canonical model.

A normal projective variety X is said to be minimal if X has Q-factorial
terminal singularities and Kx is nef.

A normal projective variety X with canonical singularities is called of
general type if Kx is big.

According to the minimal model program (see [I]), a smooth projective
variety W of general type is always birational to a minimal model Wi,
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which is a minimal variety of general type, and to a unique canonical model
Wean which is a normal projective variety with canonical singularities and
Ky, is ample. In this case, the canonical volume of W is defined to be the
self-intersection number of the canonical divisor of a minimal model or the
canonical model, i.e., Vol(W) := K%}EK/ = K‘C}[i,f;fv. The geometric genus of
W is defined by py(W) := hO(W, Kw) = h®(Winin, Kw,..,)-

In the study of birational geometry of a smooth projective variety of
general type, we often freely replace it by its minimal model or canonical
model.

For two integers m > 0 and n > 0, an (m, n)-surface is a smooth projective
surface S of general type with Vol(S) = m and py(S) = n.

2.3. Rational maps defined by linear systems.

Let X be a normal projective variety on which D is a Q-Cartier Weil
divisor with h®(X, D) > 2. Take a linear subspace V C H°(X, D) with
dimV > 2 and consider the corresponding sublinear system A C |D|. We
can consider the rational map defined by A, say ®5 : X--»P4mV=1 which
is not necessarily well-defined everywhere. By Hironaka’s big theorem, we
can take successive blow-ups 7 : W — X such that:

(i) W is smooth and projective;

(ii) corresponding to A, the sublinear system Ay C ||7*(D)]| has free
movable part Mov(Aw ) and, consequently, the rational map v =
®, o7 is a morphism.

s

Let W -2 5’ —5 % be the Stein factorization of v with ¥ = y(W) C
PdimV=1"There is a commutative diagram:

Wy
v

i S

x--"_3y%

(1) If dim(X") > 2, then a general member of Mov(Ay) is a smooth
projective variety by Bertini’s theorem, and is called a general irre-
ducible element of Mov(Aw ) (or Aw).

(2) If dim(X') = 1, then a general fiber S of ¢ is a smooth projective
variety by Bertini’s theorem. In this case, we say that A is com-
posed with a pencil and S is called a general irreducible element of
Mov(Aw) (or Aw). A is said to be rational if X' ~ P!. A general
member of Mov(Ay) is of the form > 7 | S;, where S; is a smooth
fiber of 9 for each i. It is clear that @ = dimV — 1 if ¥/ ~ P!, and
a>dimV if ¥/ % P!,

We will frequently use the following setting.



On moduli spaces of canonical threefolds with small genera and minimal volumes 7

Setting 2.1. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) > 2.
Take a birational modification 7 : W — X as in §2.3] with respect to the
canonical system |Kx| and keep the same notation. Write

KW = F*(KX) + Eﬂ,
™ (Kx)= M+ Z,,
where |M| = Mov ||7*(Kx)]|, Er and Z, are effective Q-divisors. Let S be
a general irreducible element of |M]. After taking some further blow-up, we
may further assume that the following hold:
(1) Mov |Kg| is base point free;
(2) for any integers 0 < m < 4 and 0 < j < m, the linear system
[ My, —j| := Mov |[7*(mKx) — j5)]|
is base point free or empty;
(3) Supp(Z; + E;) is of simple normal crossing.
Consider the natural restriction map

Om.—j + HO W, M) — H°(S, My, —jls),
and set u,, —; = dimIm6,, _;.

For two linear systems A; and As, we write Ay = Ag if there exists an
effective divisor N such that Ay D Ay + N.

2.4. Reid’s Riemann—-Roch formula.

A basket is a collection of pairs of integers (permitting weights).

Let X be a projective terminal 3-fold. According to Reid [30], there is a
basket of orbifold points (called the Reid basket)

Bx = {(bi,ri) li=1,---,50<b < %;bi is coprime to 7‘@-}

associated to X, which comes from locally deforming the singularities of
X into cyclic quotient singularities, where a pair (b;,r;) corresponds to a
(virtual) orbifold point Q; of type %(1, —1,b;).

By Reid’s Riemann—Roch formula [30, Corollary 10.3], for any positive
integer m,

X(X, Ox (mKx))
1

= m(m = 1)(2m - DKS — (2m —1)x(Ox) + 1(m), (2.1)
where [(m) =), Z;”:_ll W and the first sum runs over all orbifold
points in the Reid basket. Here jb; means the smallest nonnegative residue

of jb; mod ;.
For a positive integer m, the m-th plurigenus of X is denoted by P, (X) :=
hO(X,mKy), and it can be computed by Reid’s Riemann-Roch formula and

the Kawamata—Viehweg vanishing theorem when X is minimal of general
type and m > 2.
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2.5. Hodge index theorem.
We recall the following well-known result which is a consequence of the
Hodge index theorem.

Lemma 2.2. Let D1, Dy be Q-Cartier Q-divisors on a normal projective
surface S.
(1) If D1, Dy are nef, D3 = D2 > 0, and Dy — Dy is effective, then
Dy = Ds.
(2) If D1, Dy are effective, (D1 - D3) = 0, and D1 + D2 is nef and big,
then either D1 =0 or Dy = 0.

Proof. Recall that the Hodge index theorem states that if H; and Hy are
Q-Cartier Q-divisors on S such that H? > 0 and (H;-Hs) = 0, then H3 < 0;
moreover, the equality holds if and only if Hy = 0. Here recall that if Hs is
effective, then Hy = 0 if and only if Hy = 0.

(1) Denote D = Dy — Dy > 0. Since 0 = D} — D3 = ((D; + D) - D) and
Dy, Dy are nef, we have (D; - D) = (D - D) = 0. In particular, D* = 0. On
the other hand, (D; + D2)? > 0. So by the Hodge index theorem, D = 0.

(2) Note that D} + D3 = (D; + D2)? > 0. So either D? > 0 or D3 > 0.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that D? > 0. Then (D - Dy) = 0
implies that D2 < 0 by the Hodge index theorem. On the other hand,
D3 = (D3 - (Dy + Ds)) > 0 as D; + Dy is nef. Hence D3 = 0 and Dy = 0 by
the Hodge index theorem. O

3. A RELATIVELY MINIMAL MODEL RESOLVING A PENCIL

In this section, we construct a birational model which resolves a given
pencil by using the minimal model program.

Proposition 3.1. Let X be a normal Q-factorial projective variety on which
a linear system A is composed with a pencil. Then there exists a projective
variety X' with a birational morphism g : X' — X having the following
properties:
(1) X' is Q-factorial terminal;
(2) the movable part of the linear system A', on X', corresponding to A
is base point free and, after taking the Stein factorization, A’ induces
a fibration f: X' — T onto a curve I';
(8) for a general fiber F of f, Kx + F is g-nef;
(4) " (Kx + g« F) — Kx» — F is an effective g-exceptional Q-divisor.

Proof. Take a birational modification 7 : W — X and a fibrationy : W — T’
as in §2.3] induced by A. Take S, Ss to be two general fibers of v, then S;
and S are disjoint and smooth. The pair (W, %Sl + %52) is kIt and terminal.
By [1I Corollary 1.4.2], we may run a (Ky + %Sl + %Sg)-MMP over X which
terminates at a model g : X’ — X such that Ky + %Fl + %Fg is nef over X,
where F; and Iy are strict transforms of S; and S; on X’. We claim that
X' has all required properties.
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As S; and S; are movable, they are not contracted by the MMP, so
(X', %Fl + %Fg) is terminal by [25] Corollary 3.42, Corollary 3.43]. In par-
ticular, X’ is Q-factorial terminal.

We claim that Fy N Fy = (). Suppose that F| N F, # (), then there exists a
subvariety Q C Fy N Fy of codimension 2 in X’ as X’ is Q-factorial. On the
other hand, X’ is smooth at the generic point of @ by [25, Corollary 5.18].
So by [25, Lemma 2.29], the blowing up along @ induces an exceptional
prime divisor E with discrepancy a(F, X', %Fl + %Fg) <1- % — % =0, but
this contradicts the fact that (X', 3F + %Fg) is terminal. So F} N Fy = (.

If ' ~ P!, then the free linear system |F}| induces a natural morphism
f: X' = T'. On the other hand, if g(I') > 0, then all steps of the MMP
are relative over I' since negative extremal rays are generated by rational
curves, and hence W — T' descends to a natural morphism f : X' — T.
Clearly in either case, this morphism is defined by the linear system A’, on
X', corresponding to A.

Finally consider

G:g*(KX +g*F)—KX/—F.

Then G is exceptional over X and

1 1
-G =X KX’ —|—F = KX/ -+ §F1 + §F2
is nef over X by our construction. Hence G > 0 by the negativity lemma
[25] Lemma 3.39]. O

As a consequence of Proposition B.1], we will frequently use the following
modification for a minimal 3-fold of general type with nontrivial canonical
map.

Setting 3.2. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with p,(X) > 2.
Take a general sublinear system A C |K x| which is composed with a pencil.
Applying Proposition B to A, we get a projective birational morphism
i X' — X with a surjective fibration f : X’ — T' such that X' is Q-
factorial terminal and

/L*(Kx—i-Fx)—KX/—F:G (3.1)

is an effective p-exceptional Q-divisor, where F' is a general fiber of f and
Fx = pF. Here G is independent of F' by the negativity lemma [25]
Lemma 3.39]. We may write

Kx = Fx + Zx,
p(Kx)=F+Z,
Kxr = p*(Kx) + E,
where Zx, E,, and Z are effective Q-divisors and E,, is p-exceptional. Note

that F' is a smooth projective surface of general type. Denote by o : F' — Fj
the contraction to its minimal model.
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Lemma 3.3. Keep the notation in Setting [3.2. Suppose that |Kx| is com-
posed with a rational pencil, then

Py(X )1 (Kx)|F = (pg(X) = 1)o" (KR,)

is effective. More precisely, there exists an effective divisor D € |Kx| and
an effective divisor Dy € |Kp,| such that

pg(X)u*(D)|F = (pg(X) — 1)o™ (Do)
is an effective Q-divisor.

Proof. To simplify the notation we denote d = py(X) — 1. Clearly A and
| K x| are composed with the same pencil. So we may write Kx = dFx + A,
where A is the fixed part of |[Kx|. Choose a general fiber F’ of f different
from F, denote F% = p,F’. Then we can take D = dF% + A.

We first explain the construction of Dy. As D € |Kx|, we have u*(D) +
E, € |[Kx/|. Then p*(D)|r + Eu|F € |KF|, where the restriction is well-
defined as F' ¢ Supp(u*(D) + E,,). Then we just take Dy := o.(u*(D)|r +
E,|r) € |KF,|. Clearly u*(D)|r+E,|r—0* (Do) = Kr—0*(Kp,) is effective.

Applying 1) to D € |Kx| and F’, one has

(d+1)p* (D) > dp* (D + Fy) =d(p* (D) + E, + F' + G) > d(u*(D) + E,).
Then we get the conclusion by restricting on F'. O

Lemma 3.4. Keep the notation in Setting[3.2 Suppose that (F,G|r) is kit.
(1) Then (X, Fx) is plt, Fx is normal and klt, and

Kr +Glr = (plr) (Kpy)-

(2) Suppose that Zx = 0. For a non-Gorenstein singularity P of X,
denote by rp the Cartier index of Kx at P. Then P € Fx and rp
equals to the Cartier index of Kx|py (as a well-defined Weil divisor
on Fx ) at P. Furthermore, if P is a Gorenstein point on Fx, then
rp = 2.

Proof. (1) Recall that by (3.1),
KXf—i-F—i-G:u*(Kx—i-Fx).

Since (F, G|r) is klt, by [25, Theorem 5.50], (X', F+ @) is plt in a neighbor-
hood of F'. Then by [25] Theorem 5.48], (X, Fx) is plt in a neighborhood of
Fx. This implies that (X, Fx) is plt as X is terminal. In particular, Fx is
normal by [25] Proposition 5.51]. The remaining assertions follow from the
adjunction formula (Kx + F'x)|r, = Kp, and [25, Theorem 5.50] as X has
only isolated singularities.

(2) Since Kx ~ Fx, all non-Gorenstein singularities of X are contained
in Fx. Recall that Kx|p, is a well-defined Weil divisor on Fx since X and
Fx both have only isolated singularities and F'x is general. Then rp equals
to the Cartier index of Kx|p, at P by [14, Theorem A.1]. For the last
assertion, note that 2Kx|p, ~ (Kx + Fx)|ry, = Kr, by the adjunction
formula. So if Kp, is Cartier at P, then rp = 2. O
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Lemma 3.5. Keep the notation in Setting[3.2. Then Zx = 0 if and only if
w(Zx)|r = 0.

Proof. We only need to show the “if” part. Take a general very ample divisor
H on X, by the projection formula,

(Fx|m-Zx|g)=(H -Zx - Fx)= (W' (H) p(Zx) - F)=0.

On the other hand, Kx|g = Fx|g + Zx|g is a nef and big divisor on
H. Clearly Fx|g # 0, so Zx|g = 0 by Lemma [2.2(2), which implies that
Zx = 0. O

4. BIRATIONAL GEOMETRY OF 3-FOLDS WITH py = 2 AND Vol =1/3

In this section, we study the birational geometry of a minimal 3-fold X
1

of general type with py(X) =2 and K5 = 3
4.1. Geometric structure and non-Gorenstein singularities.

Since py(X) = 2, |Kx| is composed with a pencil. Take a birational
modification p : X’ — X as in Setting and keep the same notation.
Since h'(Ox) = 0 by [7, Theorem 1.5(3)], we have I' ~ P!, in other words,
|K x| is composed with a rational pencil. By [7, Theorem 1.4(2)], F' is a
(1,2)-surface.

We recall the following lemma from [7, §2.15].

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 2 and
Kg’( = % Keep the notation in Setting[3.4. Then
1 2

(W (Kx)|F)? = 3 (" (Kx)|po*(KR)) = (" (Kx)|p-Mov [0*(KR,)|) = 3

Proof. For the convenience of readers who are not familiar with [7], we briefly
recall the proof. Denote by & = (u*(Kx)|r-Mov |[0*(KF,)|) (which coincides
with the definition in [7, §2.9]). Then by the first 3 lines of [7, §2.15], one
has £ > % By Lemma B3] 2pu*(Kx)|r — 0" (KF,) is effective. Then

K% = p*(Kx)® > (1" (Kx)* - F) = (W* (Kx)|r)?

> L (Kx)le 0" (Kn) > § >

DO |

1
3
Then by assumption, all the above inequalities are equalities. O

Now we will analyze the geometry of X in more details.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 2
and K§’< = % Keep the notation in Setting[3.2. Then there exists a unique
w-exceptional prime divisor Ey such that (0*(Kg,) - Eo|r) > 0. Moreover,
(1) (0*(KR,) - Eolr) = 1;
(2) coeffp, E,, = %, coeffg, Z = 2;

(8) u(Ey) is a point.
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Proof. By the adjunction formula, we have
Kr = p"(Kx)|r + EulF.
By Lemma [A.T] and the equality (Kr - o0*(Kg,)) = K%O =1, we have
. 1
(Bule o (Ki)) = 5. (1)

Thus there exists a p-exceptional prime divisor Ey € Supp E,, such that
(EolF - 0*(KR,)) > 0, which means that (Ey|r - 0*(Kpg,)) > 1. Hence

(Kx' = Eo)lp - 0" (KR,)) = (Kp - 0" (Kp,)) — (Eolp - 0" (KR,)) < 0. (4.2)
On the other hand,
Kx=F+Z+E,
is an effective integral divisor whose support contains all p-exceptional di-

visors. So Kx — Ej is an effective integral divisor. As o¢*(Kp,) is nef, we
conclude from (4.2]) that

(Kx = Eo)lr - 0" (KRy)) = 0; (4.3)
(Eolp - 0*(KR,)) = L. (4.4)

In particular, (43) implies that coeffg,(Z + E,) = 1 and Ej is the unique
p-exceptional prime divisor such that (Ey|p - 0*(Kp,)) > 0. Furthermore,
(@) and (&4) imply that coeff g, E,, = % and hence coeff, Z = 2.
Finally, since X has only isolated singularities and coeffg, £, ¢ Z, we
deduce that p(Ep) is a point. O

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 2 and

K% = L. Keep the notation in Setting[32 and Lemma[]-2 Then

(1) Eolp = Cy is an integral (—3)-curve;
(2) Glr = 5Co;
(3) Zx =0.

Proof. By Lemma [£.2(1), there is a unique integral curve Cy on F with
coeffc, Eolr = 1 such that (6*(Kg,) - Cp) = 1. In particular, this implies
that Cy is not contracted by o and hence

(Kp - Co) > (0" (Kry) - Co) = 1. (4.5)
Note that in Setting 3.2]
Z—E,=pQ2Kx)—Kx —F=p"(Zx)+G (4.6)
is an effective Q-divisor. Hence
(Z - Eu)|lr=p (2Kx)|Fr — Kr (4.7)

is an effective Q-divisor with

1
coeffc, (Z — E,)|r = coeffg,(Z — E,) = 3
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by Lemma [4.2](2). Hence by ({1,
1 2
gCO <((Z-Ew|r-Cy) =—(Kp-Cp). (4.8)

Here we used the fact that Cj is contracted by p by Lemma [£2](3). Com-
bining (4.5]) and (4.8)), we have
(KF . CO) + Cg < —Q(KF . CO) < -2,
According to the genus formula, we deduce that (Kp - Cp) + C2 = —2 and
C2 = —3, which means that Cj is a (—3)-curve.
Since 0*(Kp,) is nef and

1
<0*(KFO)—|—§C()> Chp=1-1=0,

we know that o*(Kp,) + £Cp is nef. Moreover, (0*(Kp,) + 1Cp)? = 3. On
the other hand, from (47]) we have

wl

* 1
1 (2Kx)|p = Kr +(Z — E,)|lr =2 Kr + gEo\F

1 1
> Kr+ gCO > 0" (Kp,) + gCo. (4.9)

Here (u*(2Kx)|p)? = % by Lemma @1l Hence by Lemma [Z2(1), all in-
equalities in (9] become equalities. In particular, (Z — E,)|p = +Eo|p =
£Co. Moreover, (u*(Zx) + G)|lr = 3Co by [@B), so p*(Zx)|r and G|r
are multiples of Cy. Since Cj is contracted by p by Lemma [.2(3), we

have p*(Zx)|r = 0 and G|p = £Cj. The last assertion follows from
Lemma 351 O

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 2
and K% = % Suppose that P is a non-Gorenstein singularity of X. Then
rp € {2,3} and there is exactly one such P with rp = 3. Here rp is the
Cartier index of Kx at P.

Proof. By Lemma [4.3] all conditions of Lemma [3.4] are satisfied.
We claim that Fx has exactly one non-Gorenstein singularity which is of
type %(1, 1). Indeed, by Lemmas [£.3] and [3:4]

1
Kr + 5C0 = (ulr) (Kry)

So outside the point Py = p|rp(Cy), Fx has at worst Du Val singularities
which are clearly Gorenstein. The fiber of u|r over Py has simple normal
crossing support as F'x has only rational singularities, so the fiber of u|r over
Py is exactly Cp, otherwise there exists an exceptional curve C’ connecting

Co with
1 1
(Kp-C) = 3(=Co-C) = =3,
which is absurd. Since Cj is a (—3)-curve, it is clear that C{ is contracted
to a cyclic quotient singularity of type %(1, 1).
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Now to conclude the lemma, by Lemma [3:4(2), we only need to consider
the case that P = P, is the unique non-Gorenstein singularity of Fx. Then
rp =3 as 3Kx|p, is Cartier at P. O

4.2. Geometry of pluricanonical systems.

In this subsection, we study the pluricanonical maps of X.

Let 7 : W — X be as in Setting [2.I] and keep the same notation. We
may further assume that 7 factorizes through the modification p: X’ — X
in 11 In this case, S is a (1,2)-surface. Denote by og : S — Sy = Fy the
morphism to its minimal model. Let C be a general member of Mov |Kg| =
Mov |05 Ks,|. Then C is a smooth projective curve of genus 2. Here for a
good reference on geometry of (1,2)-surfaces, we refer to [16] §2].

Recall that

(7 (Kx)ls)* = 3, (4.10)

Wl Wl

(" (Kx)|s - C) = (4.11)

by Lemma [£.1] and the projection formula.

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 2 and
K% = 1. Then P(X) < 4.

Proof. Keep the notation in Setting 211

Step 1. We claim that ug g < 2.

Suppose that ugo > 3. If [Ms||s and |C| are composed with the same
pencil, then Mg|g > 2C since uzp > 3. Thus 27*(Kx)|s > 2C, which
implies that
2
37
which is a contradiction. On the other hand, if |Msy||s and |C| are not
composed with the same pencil, then (Myg|s - C) > 2 as |[Msp| induces a
nontrivial movable linear system on C. Hence

K% > (1" (Ex)ls)* = (m"(Kx)ls - C) =

1
(" (Kx)|s-C) > E(Mz,o!s -C)>1,

which contradicts (@I1]). We conclude that ug < 2.

Step 2. We claim that us 1 < 1.
Suppose that ug _; > 2. If [M3 _1||g and |C| are composed with the same
pencil, then M _;|g > C and hence

2K > (x*(Kx)* - §) + (n"(Kx)? - Ma,_1)
> (7" (Kx)? - §) + (7" (Kx)ls - Ma_1]s)
> (7" (Kx)? - §) + (7" (Kx)|s - C)
>1,
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which is a contradiction. On the other hand, if |[My _||s and |C| are not
composed with the same pencil, then (Ms _1|s - C) > 2. Hence

—_

(T (Kx)|s - C) =2 5(Mz,1]s - C) 2 1,
which contradicts (@I1). Thus uy 1 < 1.

Step 3. We claim that h°(W, My _5) < 1.

Otherwise, |M 5| is a nontrivial movable linear system. Since Kx is nef
and big, we have (7*(Kx)?- Ma _s) > 0. Recall that 27*(Kx) —2S > Ms o
by definition. Then by ([ZI0),

[\

K 2 (r (Kx)ls)? + g (" (Kx))? - My, 2) >

which is a contradiction. Thus h%(W, My _5) < 1.

Step 4. The conclusion that Pa(X) < 4.
This follows from

Py(X) = hO(W, |21*(Kx)]) = us,0 +us,—1 + h° (W, Ma,_»)

Cx:l»i

and previous steps. O

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 2 and

Kg’( = % Then

(1) P5(X) > Po(X) + 3;
(2) |3K x| defines a generically finite map;
(3) Py(X) > P3(X) + 4.

Proof. Keep the notation in Setting 211
By the Kawamata—Viehweg vanishing theorem, the natural restriction
map

HY(W, Kw + [7"(Kx)] +8) = H°(S, Ks + [7*(Kx)ls1)

is surjective. Here in the last term, the restriction on S commutes with the
roundup as S is general. So

I3Kw||s = |[Kw + [7"(Kx)] + S||s = [Ks + [7"(Kx)[s]|- (4.12)

Note that 27*(Kx)|s > 05(Ks,) by Lemma B3] as 7 factorizes through p.
By [2, Theorem 3.2], we have h%(S, Kg + [7*(Kx)|s]) > 3. Then ugo > 3,
which implies that

Py(X) = oW, [3n*(Kx)| — S) +uzo > Po(X) + 3.

Assertion (1) is proved.

Next, we claim that |Kg + [7*(Kx)|s|| defines a generically finite map
on S. Otherwise, it is composed with the same pencil with |C| and thus
Kg + [7*(Kx)|s] > 2C since h%(S, Kg + [7*(Kx)|s]) > 3. By comparing
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the movable parts of both sides of ([412]), we know that 37*(Kx)|s > 2C.
Thus by (&I),
4

K > (7" (Kx)ls) 2 5(x* (Kx)ls - C) = 5.

which is a contradiction. So |Kg + [7*(Kx)|s|| defines a generically finite
map on S. By ([{I2), |3K x| defines a generically finite map. Assertion (2)
is proved.

By [10, Theorem 2.4(1)], the natural restriction map

HO(W,2(Kw + S)) — H°(S,2K5)

is surjective. Note that P5(S) = 4 and |[4Kw| = |2(Kw + S)|. We deduce
that us o > 4, which implies that Py(X) > P3(X) + 4. O

Proposition 4.7. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with pe(X) = 2

and Kg’( = % Then

(1) x(Ox) = -1, P2(X) = 4;
(2) the Reid basket of X is {2 x (1,2),(1,3)};
(8) the Hilbert series of X is given by

0 b 1— qlﬁ
2 MO = T i

All the above data are the same as those of a general hypersurface of degree

16 in P(1,1,2,3,8).

Proof. By Lemma 4] and [30, (6.1), (6.4)], the basket Bx of X is {a x
(1,2),b x (1,3)}, for some integers a > 0 and b > 1. By Reid’s Riemann—
Roch formula (2.I) and the Kawamata—Viehweg vanishing theorem,

P(X) = 5 - 3(0x) + § + 5
Py(X) =2~ 5x(0x) + 5+ 2
Py(X) = g — 7x(0x) + g + %b
Then it is clear that
2P(X) — Py(X) —3P(X) = & 2 <3

On the other hand, by Lemmas and [£.5]

2Py (X) = P3(X) =3P (X) = P4(X) — P3(X) + Py (X) — B(X) —2P(X) > 3.
Then all the above inequalities become equalities, which means that b =1,
Py(X) =4, P3(X) =7, P/(X) = 11. Then we can solve the equations and
get x(Ox) = —1 and a = 2. Assertions (1) and (2) are proved.

Note that Reid’s Riemann—Roch formula only depends on K g’(, x(Ox) and
Bx. These data are the same as those of a general hypersurface of degree
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16 in P(1,1,2,3,8) (see [18, Table 3, No. 12]). So the Hilbert series of them
also coincide and are certainly computable (see [13], Theorem 3.4.4)). O

Proposition 4.8. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with pe(X) = 2
and K% = % Then

(1) |2K x| is not composed with a pencil;

(2) |3Kx| defines a generically finite map;

(3) |8K x| defines a birational map.

Proof. 1f |2K x| is composed with a pencil, then it is the same pencil as | K x|
and 27" (Kx) > 35 since Py(X) = 4. Thus by (4I10),

3 1
K% = S (Kx)ls)* 2 5,

which is a contradiction. This proves Assertion (1).
Assertion (2) follows from Lemma Assertion (3) follows from [7,
Theorem 1.4]. O

5. BIRATIONAL GEOMETRY OF 3-FOLDS WITH p; = 3 AND Vol =1

In this section, we study the birational geometry of a minimal 3-fold X
of general type with py(X) =3 and Kg’( =1.

5.1. Singularities.

In this subsection, we study the Gorenstein index of X.

Take a birational modification p : X’ — X as in Setting and keep the
same notation. By [7, Theorem 1.5(4)], the canonical image of X is P2. By
[8, Lemma 5.2], F' is a (4,4)-surface.

The geometry of X is simpler than that in §l

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 3 and
K% =1. Keep the notation in Setting[3.2. Then

(1) p*(Kx)|r = $Kr = 30*(Kp,); in particular, F is minimal;

(2) Glp =0, Zx = 0.
Proof. By (B.1]), we have

Kr+Glp = " (Kx + Fx)|F.
Since G is effective, we deduce that
20" (Kx)|lp = Kp + Glp + 1" (Zx)|r = Kp 2 0" (KR,). (5.1)

Then (u*(Kx)|r)? > %K%O = 1. On the other hand, (u*(Kx)|r)? < K% =
1. Hence (p*(Kx)|r)? = %K%O = 1. By Lemma [2:2(1), inequalities in (5.1))
become equalities. In particular, Assertion (1) holds and G|p = p*(Zx)|r =
0. The last assertion follows from Lemma O

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 3
and K g’( = 1. Suppose that P is a non-Gorenstein singularity of X. Then
rp = 2. Here rp is the Cartier indezx of Kx at P.
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Proof. By Lemma [5.1] all conditions of Lemma [B.4] are satisfied. Moreover,
G|r = 0 implies that Kr = (u|r)*(Kr,). So Fx has at worst Du Val
singularities which are clearly Gorenstein, which implies that rp = 2 by
Lemma [3.4)2). O

5.2. Geometry of pluricanonical systems.

Take a birational modification w : W — X as in Setting 2.1l and keep
the same notation. We may further assume that 7 factorizes through the
modification g : X’ — X in §56.11 In this case, S is a (4,4)-surface. By [7,
§3.2], |S|s| is composed with a free rational pencil and S|g ~ C, where C'is
a general fiber of 1) : W — Y.

Lemma 5.3. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 3
and K% = 1. Then Py(X) < 7. Moreover, the equality holds only if |2K x|
defines a generically finite map of degree 2.

Proof. Recall that @55 | denotes the rational map defined by [2Kx|. De-
note by ¥y the image of @5 |. Since the canonical image of X is P2 by [7,
Theorem 1.5(4)], it is clear that dim g > 2.

If dim 3y = 2, then |2K x| induces a fibration vy : W — X, which factors
through ¢ : W — ¥’ and ¥, is birational to ¥’. In particular, we can
identify a general fiber of ¢ with C. So we may write Ms|y, = doC, where
M is a general element in Mov [27*(Kx)| and dy > Py(X) — 2. Then

4K > (7" (Kx) - My - My) > do(7*(Kx) - C) > do > Po(X) — 2,

where the third inequality follows from [7, §3.2] as (7*(Kx)-C) = £ > 1.
We deduce that P»(X) < 6 when dim X9 = 2.

If dim 35 = 3, then by [7, Theorem 1.5(4)], @4 is not birational. So
deg(®p2cy|) > 2. Then

8K, > deg(P)ax ) deg(Sa) > 2(Pa(X) — 3),

where deg(X2) > P»(X) — 3. We conclude that Py(X) < 7. Moreover,
when P»(X) = 7, the above inequalities become equalities. In particular,
deg(P2xy|) = 2. O

Lemma 5.4. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 3 and
K3 =1. Then Py(X) > Py(X) + 6.

Proof. Kepp the notation in Setting 2.1l By the Kawamata—Viehweg van-
ishing theorem, we have

BEwlls = [Kw + [7"(Kx)] + Slls = |Ks + [7" (Kx)|s]l-
Since 7*(Kx)|s > S|s = C, we have
I3BKw||s = |Ks + C|. (5.2)
By [15, Theorem 3.4], h*(Og) = 0. By the exact sequence
0—= Os(Ks) = Og(Ks+C) = Oc(Kc) — 0,
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we deduce that h°(S, Kg + C) = py(S) + g(C) > 6. Thus (5.2]) implies that
Py(X) > hP(3Kyw — 8) + hP(S, Kg + C) > Po(X) + 6.

The proof is completed. U

Proposition 5.5. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) =3
and Kg’( =1. Then

(1) x(Ox) = =2, P»(X) =7;

(2) the basket of X is Bx = {2 x (1,2)};

(3) the Hilbert series of X is given by

1 _q12
(1-¢B30—-¢*)(1—g¢5"

> WX, kKx)q" =
k>0

All the above data are the same as those of a general hypersurface of degree
12 in P(1,1,1,2,6).

Proof. By Lemmal5.2land [30, (6.1), (6.4)], the basket Bx of X is {ax(1,2)}
for some a > 0. By Reid’s Riemann-Roch formula (2.1)) and the Kawamata—
Viehweg vanishing theorem, we have

1
Py(X) = 5 = 3x(0x) + .
5 a
P3(X) =5 = 5x(Ox) + 7

Then by Lemmas [5.4] and [5.3]

14 > 2P5(X) = 3P3(X) — 3Py(X) — 5 + % > 13+ %
So P»(X) = 7 and @ < 2. Then it is not hard to see that a = 2 and
X(Ox) = —2 from the equation of Py(X). Assertions (1) and (2) are proved.
Note that Reid’s Riemann—Roch formula only depends on K g’(, x(Ox)
and Bx. These data are the same as those of a general hypersurface of
degree 12 in P(1,1,1,2,6) (see [I8, Table 3, No. 7]). So the Hilbert series of
them also coincide and can be computed by [13, Theorem 3.4.4]. O

Proposition 5.6. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) =3
and Kg’( = 1. Then

(1) |Kx| is not composed with a pencil;
(2) |2K x| defines a generically finite map of degree 2;
(8) |6Kx| defines a birational map.

Proof. Assertion (1) follows from [7, Theorem 1.5(4)]. Assertion (2) follows
from Lemma 53] and P»(X) = 7 in Proposition Assertion (3) follows
from [6, Theorem 1.2]. O
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6. BIRATIONAL GEOMETRY OF 3-FOLDS WITH py; = 4 AND Vol = 2

In this section, we study the birational geometry of a minimal 3-fold X
of general type with p,(X) =4 and K3 = 2.

Recall that Y denotes the canonical image of X in P3. By [7, Theo-
rem 1.5(5)], we have dim ¥ > 2.

When dim ¥ = 3, the geometry of X is well-understood by Kobayashi
[22]. We summarize the result with more details as the following.

Proposition 6.1. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) =4
and K% = 2. Suppose that the canonical map of X is generically finite.
Then

(1) X is Gorenstein;

(2) the canonical map is a generically finite morphism to P3 of degree 2;
(3) the canonical model of X is a hypersurface of degree 10 inP(1,1,1,1,5);
(4) the Hilbert series of X is given by

S X, It =
WO(X, kK x)q" = . =
= (1-9)'(1—¢°)

Proof. Assertions (1) and (2) are due to [22], Proposition 2.5]. Denote by
Y the canonical model of X and ¢ : Y — P2 the canonical map which is
a morphism defined by |Ky|. Then ¢ is finite as Ky is ample. Moreover,
deg(¢) = 2. Denote by D C P3 the branch locus, then Ky = ¢*(Kps + %D)
by the ramification formula. By computing the self-intersection number, we
get D € |Ops(10)]. So Y can be expressed as a hypersurface of degree 10
in P(1,1,1,1,5) defined by 22 + fo(wo, z1,72,73) = 0, where [zg : --- : 24]
are coordinates of P(1,1,1,1,5) and fp is the defining equation of D C P3.
Finally, to compute the Hilbert series, we can use either [13] 3.4.2] or Reid’s
Riemann-Roch formula (ZI]). Here recall that K% = 2 and Bx = 0, and
X(Ox) = —3 which can be computed from the double cover construction.

O

Thus we only need to treat the case when dimY» = 2. We recall the
following properties from [7, §3.2].

Lemma 6.2. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) =4 and
Kg’( = 2. Suppose that the canonical map of X is not generically finite. Let
m: W — X be as in Setting 2.1 and keep the same notation. Denote by C
a general fiber of v : W — X!. Then

(1) (7*(Kx)-C)=1;

(2) C is a smooth projective curve of genus 2;

(8) S|s ~ 2C which is a rational pencil;

(4) ¥/ ~ % C P3 is a nondegenerate surface of degree 2, in particular, ¥

is either P(1,1,2) or Pt x P!,

Proof. Assertions (1)—(3) are directly from [7, §3.2]. For Assertion (4), just
note that S|sg = deg(s)deg(X)C and deg(X) > 2 as it is nondegenerate.
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So deg(X) = 2 and deg(s) = 1 by Assertion (3). By [28] §10], X is either
P(1,1,2) or P! x P!, In particular, ¥ is normal and hence s is an isomor-
phism. O

By adopting the idea in [I7, Proof of Proposition 2.1], we have the fol-
lowing lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 4
and K% = 2. Suppose that the canonical map of X is not generically finite.
Then there exits a minimal 3-fold X1 birational to X, admitting a fibration
f1: X1 — P! whose general fibers are (1,2)-surfaces.

Proof. By Lemma 6.2 ¥ is either P(1,1,2) or P! x P'.

Case 1. ¥ ~P(1,1,2).

In this case, there is a contraction r : Fy — P3 from the second Hirzebruch
surface induced by the linear system |s 4 2¢| such that ¥ = r(F3). Here / is
the ruling of the natural fibration p : Fo — P! and s is the unique negative
section.

Replacing W by its birational model, we may assume that there is a
morphism ¢ : W — F9 such that ¥y = r o ¢. Thus we obtain a fibration
fw :=poy: W — P! with a general fiber Fiyy = ¢*(£). Let ¢ : W --» X
be the contraction to a relative minimal model over P!, where we have a
relatively minimal fibration f; : X; — P! with a general fiber denoted by
F1. Up to a further birational modification of W, we may assume that ¢
is a morphism. Thus oy := (|g, : Fw — F} is just the contraction to its
minimal model. We claim that Fj is a (1,2)-surface and X; is minimal.

Note that by definition,

T (Kx) =2 ¢"Ox(1) = ¢"(20) = 2Fw.
By [4, Corollary 2.3], 7*(Kx)|p, — 20;(Kp,) is Q-effective. Note that
S|py ~ C. By Lemma[6.2(1), we have
3 . 3
2 (Kx)lmy O) = o

Then (07 (Kp,) - C) = 1. Since C is a moving curve on Fyy, we conclude
that Fy is a (1, 2)-surface by [3, Lemma 2.4]. Note that Kr, > 7*(Kx)|r,
and by Lemma [6.2/(1),

(T (Kx)| Ry )” = (7 (Kx)| Py - Slaw) = (@ (Kx)|py - C) = 1 = (07 (KR,))*.

We deduce that 7*(Kx)|p, = oj(Kp ) by considering the Zariski decom-
position of Kp,, and Lemma[2.2((1). Thus X; is minimal by |4, Lemma 3.2].
We finish the proof in this case.

Case 2. ¥ ~ P! x PL,
Denote by p; and ps the two natural projections of P' x P!, For i = 1,2,
write fy; =pioy: W — P'. Then fw,i is a fibration for each i. Let T} be

(01(Kr) - C) <
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a general fiber of fy;. Then
T (Kx) > ¢v*(0x(1)) =T, + T. (6.1)

Since K% = 2, we may assume that (7*(Kx)|r,)?> < 1. Same as in Case

1, we get a contraction ¢ : W — X; to a relative minimal model of fy 1,

where we denote by f; : X; — P! the relatively minimal fibration and by

F its general fiber. Thus oy := (|, : T3 — F} is just the contraction to its

minimal model. We claim that F} is a (1, 2)-surface and X is minimal.
For sufficiently large m, we have

2mEw||n = [m(Kw + Ty + T)l|ry = [m(Kr, + Talry)],

where the first inequality is by (6.I]) and the second is by [10, Theorem 2.4(2)].
Hence by considering the movable parts of both sides, we deduce that
™ (2Kx)|r, — 07 (Kp ) — Ta|r, is Q-effective. Note that Tp|p, = C. Com-
bining with Lemma [6.2(1) and taking the intersection with 7*(Kx)|r,, we
get

(m* (Kx)lry - 07 (Kpy)) < 2(n*(Kx) |y ) = (7" (Kx)ln - C) < 1.
Since 7* (K x )|, > C by (6.1]), we have (C-0](KF,)) < 1. By [3, Lemma 2.4],
F is a (1,2)-surface. Furthermore, by Lemma [6.2](1),
12> (0" (Kx)lny)? 2 (7" (Kx)|r, - C) = 1.

Thus (7*(Kx)|r,)? = 1. By considering the Zariski decomposition of K7,
and Lemma 2.2(1), we have 7*(Kx)|r, = 07 (Kp, ). By [4, Lemma 3.2], X;
is minimal. The proof is completed. O

Proposition 6.4. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with py(X) = 4

and Kg’( = 2. Suppose that the canonical map of X is not generically finite.
Then

(1) hY(Ox) = h?(Ox) = 0; in particular, x(Ox) = —3;
(2) X is Gorenstein;
(8) the Hilbert series of X is given by

S K. )t =
WX, kK x)g" = ———
= (1-9)'(1—-¢°)

(4) |2K x| defines a generically finite map of degree 2;
(5) |5Kx| defines a birational map.

Proof. By Lemmal6.3] after replacing by a birational model, we may assume
that X admits a fibration f : X — P! with a general fiber F a (1,2)-
surface. Now we are in the setting of [I7, §3]. Assertion (1) follows from
[17, Lemma 3.5].

Recall Reid’s Riemann-Roch formula (21]) for Py(X):

PoX) = 5K% — 30(0x) + B (X),
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Here l3(X) > 0 and l3(X) = 0 if and only if X is Gorenstein. So P,(X) > 10.

On the other hand, since Kg’( < %pg(X) — %, by [17, Proposition 3.8], we

have

5(p,(X) — 1)
3

So Po(X) = 10. Thus l3(X) = 0 and X is Gorenstein. Assertion (2) is

proved.

For Assertion (3), note that Reid’s Riemann-Roch formula only depends
on K g’(, X(Ox) and Bx. These data are the same as those of a general hyper-
surface of degree 10 in P(1,1,1,1,5) (see [18] Table 3, No. 5]). So the Hilbert
series of them also coincide and can be computed by [13, Theorem 3.4.4].

For Assertion (4), note that the inequality in [I7, Proposition 3.8(1)] is
an equality now. The inequality in Step 1 of [17, Proof of Proposition 3.8]
is also an equality. In particular, 2Ky ||r defines a generically finite map of
degree at most 2. Thus |2K x| defines a generically finite map of degree at
most 2. However, |2K x| does not define a birational map as |2K | does not
define a birational map on a (1, 2)-surface F' by [16, Lemma 2.1]. So [2K x|
defines a generically finite map of degree 2.

Assertion (5) follows from [6, Theorem 1.2]. O

Py(X) < |2K% | + [2K% — | +7 = 10.

7. CHARACTERIZATION OF WEIGHTED HYPERSURFACES

The following theorem is a refinement of [20]. It provides a criterion for
embedding a polarized variety into a weighted projective space by numerical
and geometric properties of this variety.

Theorem 7.1. Let Y be a normal projective 3-fold and let H be a Q-Cartier
Weil ample divisor on Y. Suppose that there exists a well-formed quasi-
smooth weighted hypersurface

Xd g ]P)(ly a,az, as, a4)

with 1 < a1 < as < ag < aq and d = 2a4 such that
(1) H3 = (OXd(l))3 = CL16L22€L3 and

(2) WO(Y,kH) = h°(X4,Ox,(k)) for any nonnegative integer k.
Suppose further that

(3) |lagH| is not composed with a pencil;

(4) |asH| defines a generically finite map, while either the degree of this
map is greater than 1, or'Y is not rational;

(5) |ayH| defines a birational map.

Then'Y is a hypersurface in P(1,a1,as,as,a4) defined by a weighted homo-
geneous polynomial f of degree d, where

f(@o, ..., x1) = 2§ + fozo, 21, T2, 73)
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in suitable homogeneous coordinates [xy : --- : x4] of P(1,a1,a9,as3,a4); in
other words, there is an isomorphism between graded C-algebras

P EO (Y, kH) ~ Clxq, . .., 4]/ (),

k>0
where Clxo, ..., xz4] is viewed as a weighted polynomial ring with
Wt(x(), e ,334) = (1, ai,as,as, CL4).

Remark 7.2. In Theorem [I.T] by [13] 3.4.2], we have the following formula:

0 k_ L= d*
kzzoh (X4, 0x,(k))q" = (1—q)(1 —q@)(1—q%)(1—qm=)(1—q)

We will always use this formula to compute h(Y,kH). In practice, we do
not need to calculate the precise value of h(Y,kH), we will often identify
the value with the cardinality of a certain set in a combinatorial way instead.

Lemma 7.3. Keep the notation in Theorem[7.1. For 0 < i < 4, take distinct
general elements g; € H°(Y, a; H)\{0} (where ag = 1). For a positive integer
k, denote

52

Sk =1{90"97" 93
Then
(1) the set {go, 91, 92,93} is algebraically independent in the graded alge-
bra R(Y, H) = @50 H° (Y. kH);
(2) H°(Y,a4H) is spanned by a basis S,, U {gs}.

Here we remark that R(Y, H) is viewed as a subalgebra of C(Y")[u], where
the variable u is from the grading of R(Y, H). So a rational function g €
HO(Y,kH) C C(Y) is identified with gu* € R(Y, H). But to simplify the
notation, we will just write g € R(Y, H) as long as the grading of g is clear
in the context.

S
933 ’ S0,...,83 € ZZO, So + a181 + assg + azss = k‘}

Proof. First we show the following claim.
Claim 7.4. The set {go0, 91,92} is algebraically independent in R(Y, H).

Proof. As h®(Y,a1H) > 2, {go, g1} is algebraically independent. By assump-
tion, |agH| is not composed with a pencil. So by the generality of g2, the
transcendental degree of C(go, g1,92) as a subfield of the fractional field of
R(Y,H) is greater than 2, which implies that {go, 91,92} is algebraically
independent. O

By Claim [7.4]
S =195°9:1 952 | S0, 81,82 € Z>0, 80 + a151 + azse = k}

is linearly independent in H%(Y, kH) for any positive integer k. On the other
hand,
hO(Y,a3H) = h%(Xa, Ox,(a3)) = [Sas| = S5, ] + 1.
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Then Su; = S;, U {g3} is a basis of HO(Y,a3H) by the generality of g3. By
assumption, |asH| defines a generically finite map, so the transcendental
degree of C(go, g1, 92,93) as a subfield of the fractional field of R(Y, H) is
greater than 3, which implies that {go, g1,92,93} is algebraically indepen-
dent. This proves Assertion (1).

In particular, Sy, is linearly independent in H°(Y,kH) for any positive
integer k. So Assertion (2) follows from the computation that

WY, aaH) = h®(Xq, Ox,(a1)) = |Sa,| +1
and the generality of g4. O

Proof of Theorem[7.1]. Keep the notation in Lemma [T.3l We can define 3
rational maps:

\Ifa -—> P(l al,ag)
= [90(P) : 91(P) : g2(P)];
\Pa - P(17a17a27a3)
= [90(P) : 91(P) : g2(P) : g3(P)};
\Ifa D P(l al,ag,ag,a4)
P [go(P) : -+ : ga(P)].
We claim that they have the following geometric properties.
Claim 7.5. (1) Vg, is dominant; ¥, is dominant and generically finite
of degree 2;

(2) U, is birational onto its image;
(3) let Y’ be the closure of Vo, (Y) in P(1,a1,a2,as,a4), then Y' is de-
fined by a weighted homogeneous polynomial f of degree d, where

f(@o,...,x4) = 25 + fo(xo, 1,72, 73)

in suitable homogeneous coordinates [xg : - -+ : x4] of P(1,a1, a2, as,ay).

Proof. (1) By LemmalZ.3| {go, 91,92, g3} is algebraically independent, so ¥,,
and VU,, are dominant. In particular, ¥,, is generically finite by dimension
reason. The degree of ¥, is the number of points in the fiber over a general
point in P(1, a1, ag, as). After taking a resolution w : W — Y such that N, =
Mov || 7*(axH)]| is free for k = 1,2,3, the degree is just the intersection
number (N - Ny - N3). So

deg(\I/ag) = (N1 . N2 . Ng) S a1a2a3H3 = 2.
On the other hand, it is clear that deg(W¥,,) > 1 by the assumption that

either |agH | defines a generically finite map of degree greater than 1 or Y is
not rational.

(2) By assumption, |ayH| defines a birational map. As g4 is general, it
can separate two points in a general fiber of ¥,,, so ¥,, is birational onto
its image.
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(3) Note that d = 2a4 and h(Y,dH) = |S2q,| +|Sa,|- On the other hand,
52a4 U (Sa4 ’94) U {942;} c HO(Y7 dH)'
So S9q, U (Sa, -g1)U{g3} is linearly dependent in H°(Y,dH). In other words,
there exists a weighted homogeneous polynomial f(zg,...,z4) of degree d
with wt(xg,...,z4) = (1,a1, az2,as,a4) such that f(go,...,94) = 0. So Y is
contained in (f = 0) C P(1, a1, as,as,ays). Note that Y’ is a hypersurface in
P(1,a1,as,as, as) by dimension reason.

We claim that Y’ = (f = 0) and 23 has nonzero coefficient in f. Other-
wise, either Y’ is defined by a weighted homogeneous polynomial of degree
at most d — 1, or 2% has zero coefficient in f. In either case, Y’ is defined
by a weighted homogeneous polynomial f of the form

f(x07 <o 7‘T4) = a;4f1(mo,a;1,a:2,a:3) + f2(x07x17x27x3)’

Here fl # 0 as {g0,91,92,93} is algebraically independent. Then Y’ is
birational to P(1, a1, ag, as) under the rational projection map

P(1,a1,az2,a3,a4) --+» P(1, a1, a9, as);
[Zo 1+ -ty > [0 : -+t xg).
But this contradicts the fact that deg(¥,,) = 2. So Y’ = (f = 0) and 22

has nonzero coefficient in f. After a suitable coordinate transformation, we
may assume that f = 22 + fo(zo, 1, T2, 73). O

Now go back to the proof of Theorem [[.Il By Claim [Z.5] f is the only
algebraic relation on gy, ...,g4. Denote R to be the graded sub-C-algebra
of R(Y, H) generated by {go,-..,g4}. Then there is a natural isomorphism
between graded C-algebras

R ~ Clxo, ..., z4)/(x3 + folzo, 1,29, 23))

by sending ¢g; — x; (0 < i < 4) and the right-hand side is exactly the
coordinate ring of Y/. Write R = @kzo R, where Ry is the homogeneous
part of degree k. Then, by [13 3.4.2],

. 1—¢?
dlm(c Rk qk = .
2 (dine R = (a1 g g
So dim¢ Ry = h%(Xy4, Ox,(k)) = hO(Y,kH) for any k € Z>o, and hence the
inclusion R C R(Y, H) is an identity. This implies that
Y ~ ProjR(Y,H) = ProjR ~Y".
This finishes the proof. U

8. PROOFS OF THEOREM [I.1] THEOREM AND THEOREM [I.3]

8.1. Plurigenera.

Proof of Theorems[L1l(1), [L2(1), and[L3(1). These are directly from Propo-
sitions A7) 5.5 [6.11 and O
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8.2. Weighted embedding.

Proof of Theorems[I.1(2) and[1.2(2). We may replace W by its canonical
model Y and apply Theorem [T1]to H = Ky. Then Theorem [[1[2) is a
direct consequence of Propositions [£.7] and [£.8 Theorem [[L2)(2) is a direct
consequence of Propositions and U

Proof of Theorem[1.3(2). We may replace W by its canonical model Y.

Suppose that the canonical map of Y is generically finite, then we get
(2a) by Proposition

Suppose that the canonical map of Y is not generically finite. Then we
are going to embed Y into P(1,1,1,1,2,5). Theorem [l is not directly
applicable here as we need 2 defining equations, but the proof is similar to
that of Theorem [.I] with some essential modification.

Since py(Y) = 4, we may take {go,g1,92,93} as a basis of H(Y, Ky).
Take general elements g4 € H°(Y,2Ky) and g5 € H°(Y,5Ky). We regard
g; as elements in R(Y) = @~ H (Y, kKy).

By Lemma [6.3] the canonical image of Y in P? is a surface of degree 2, so
90, 91, g2, g3 satisfy a unique quadratic algebraic relation ¢(go, 91, 92,93) = 0.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that g is of the form

q(xo, x1,22,23) = x§ + qo(zo, 1, x2).

In particular, {go, g1, g2} is algebraically independent and C(go, ..., g3) is a
field extension of C(go, g1, g2) of degree 2. Then, for any k > 0,

52

Sk ={90°91"' 93

is linearly independent in H°(Y,kKy). By Proposition [6.4(3),
HY(Y,2Ky) =10 = |Ss| + 1,
so So LI {g4} forms a basis of H°(Y,2Ky). Since |2Ky| defines a generi-
cally finite map of degree 2 by Proposition 6:4(4), {g0,91, 92,94} is alge-
braically independent. Then S5 U (S3 - g4) U (S - g3) is linearly independent
in H°(Y,5Ky). By Proposition [6.4(3),
HO(Y, 5Ky) =57 =|S5| + |S3| + |S1| + 1,

hence S5 LI (S5 - g4) U (S1 - g3) U {g5} forms a basis of H(Y,5Ky).
Now we can consider 2 rational maps:

Uy :Y --»P(1,1,1,1,2);

95> | s0,-..,83 € Z>0,80 + 81+ s2+ s3 =k and s3 < 1}

P go(P) -1 ga(P)];
Us:Y --» P(1,1,1,1,2,5);
P [go(P) :---: gs5(P)].

Then Wy is generically finite of degree 2 as |2Ky | defines a generically finite
map of degree 2; moreover, as |5Ky| defines a birational map by Propo-
sition [6.415), g5 separates fibers of ¥y and hence U5 is birational onto its
image.
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By Proposition [6.4](3),

5 2
RO(Y, 10Ky ) = 342 = Z |S10—2:] + Z |95-21-
i=0 Jj=0

On the other hand,

5

2
|_|(S1o—2z' - g4) |_| (Ss_aj - ghg5) U {g2} € HO(Y,10Ky).
i=0 =0

So there is a weighted homogeneous polynomial f of degree 10 such that
f(g()7"'7g5) =0.

Let Y’ be the closure of U5(Y) i
(¢ = f =0). We claim that Y/ = (g

in f. Otherwise, Y’ is contained in (g

(1,1,1,1,2 5) Then clearly Y C
= ) an d 22 has nonzero coefficient
f =0), where f of the form

||b

P
f

f($07"'7$5) ::E5f1(33‘0,...,:174)—|—f2(33‘0,...7:174).

Here f is not divisible by ¢, which implies that fl # 0. But then Y’ is
birational to Wo(Y') under the rational projection map

P(1,1,1,1,2,5) --» P(1,1,1,1,2),

which contradicts the fact that W5 is not birational. So Y’ = (¢ = f = 0) and
72 has nonzero coefficient in f. After a suitable coordinate transformation,
we may assume that f = z2 + fo(zo,...,74).

Now ¢ and f are the only algebraic relations on gy, ..., gs5. Denote R to
be the graded sub-C-algebra of R(Y') generated by {go, ..., g5}. Then there
is a natural isomorphism between graded C-algebras

R =~ Clzo,. .., 25]/ (¢, f)

by sending ¢g; — x; (0 < i < 5) and the right-hand side is exactly the
coordinate ring of Y/. Write R = @kzo R, where Ry is the homogeneous
part of degree k. Then, by [13] 3.4.2],

: o (=)0 -¢") 14"
kzzo(dlm(c Ri)q" = 1- q)4(1 — q2)(1 _ qs) - (1— q)4(1 — q5)-

So dim¢ Ry, = hO(Y, kKy) for any k € Z>q by Proposition [6.4)(3), and hence
the inclusion R C R(Y') is an identity. This implies that

Y ~ ProjR(Y) = ProjR ~ Y'.

This finishes the proof of (2b).
Finally, for a 3-fold Y defined by (¢ = f =0) in P(1,1,1,1,2,5), we can
view it as a specialization of Y; (¢t € C*) which is defined by

(q+tey = f+1tg=0),
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where ¢ is a general weighted polynomial in z,...,z3,z5 of degree 10. In
particular, (¢ = 0) C P(1,1,1,1,5) is smooth. Then Y; turns out to be a
3-fold defined by

1
f(zo,z1, 22, 3, —Zq,ib"s) +tg(xo, x1, 22,23, 25) =0

in P(1,1,1,1,5) with coordinates [xg : 1 : x2 : x3 : x5], which is actually
smooth for general ¢ # 0. (]

8.3. Simply connectedness.

Proof of Theorems[L1)(3), [L2(3), and[I.3(3). Let W be as in the assump-
tion. By (2) of each theorem, the canonical model Y of W is a specialization
of general hypersurfaces in a certain weighted projective space. Namely,
there is a flat morphism ) — C to a smooth curve such that the central
fiber ), at o € C is isomorphic to Y and a general fiber ), for ¢ # o is a
general weighted hypersurface. By [23] Lemma 2.8.1], after shrinking C, we
may assume that Y\ YV, — C'\ {0} is a topological fiber bundle. Note that
Y is normal by [27, Theorem 23.9]. Hence by [23] Theorem 2.12], there is a
surjective map m1(Yy) — m1(),) for general ¢ € C. Such )} is quasismooth
by [18] and hence is simply connected by [13, Theorem 3.2.4]. Hence Y is
also simply connected. Since fundamental group is a birational invariant
among projective klt varieties by [32], Theorem 1.1], we conclude the simply
connectedness of W. O

8.4. Irreducibility and dimensions of moduli spaces.
Proof of Theorem [11)(3). Write P = P(1,1,2,3,8). By Theorem [I[.1[2), it
is clear that M 19 is irreducible. Furthermore,

dim M , = hO(P, Op(16)) — 1 — dim Aut P.
By an easy computation, h'(P, Op(16)) = 246. By [L1} §4] and [12, Propo-
sition 4.3], we have

dim Aut(P) = 2h°(Op(1)) + h°(Op(2)) + h°(Op(3)) + h°(Op(8)) — 1

= 56.
Therefore, dim M 19= 189. O
Proof of Theorem[L2(3). Write P = P(1,1,1,2,6). By Theorem [[.2)(2), it
is clear that M 3 is irreducible. Furthermore,

dim M; 3 = h°(P, Op(12)) — 1 — dim Aut P.

By an easy computation, h%(P, Op(12)) = 303. By [11} §4] and [I2, Propo-
sition 4.3], we have

dim Aut(P) = 3h°(Op(1)) + h°(Op(2)) + h°(Op(6)) — 1 = 66.
Therefore, dim M 3 = 236. O
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Proof of Theorem[1.3(4). Write P = P(1,1,1,1,5). By Theorem [1.3)2), it
is clear that My 4 is irreducible. Furthermore,

dim My 4 = h°(P, Op(10)) — 1 — dim Aut P.

By an easy computation, h%(P, Op(10)) = 343. By [11}, §4] and [I2, Propo-
sition 4.3], we have

dim Aut(P) = 4h°(Op(1)) + h°(Op(5)) — 1 = 72.
Therefore, dim M 4 = 270. O

9. A LOWER BOUND FOR CANONICAL VOLUMES OF 3-FOLDS OF GENERAL
TYPE WITH pg = 5

Throughout this section, we always assume that X is a minimal 3-fold of
general type with py(X) > 5.

Setting 9.1. Let 7 : W — X be as in §2.3 with respect to |Kx| and keep
the same notation. We have the following commutative diagram:

We may write

where |M| = Mov ||7*(KXx) ||, Er, Zr are effective Q-divisor.

Let S be a general irreducible element of |M|. Then S is a smooth pro-
jective surface of general type. Denote by og : S — Sy the contraction to
its minimal model.

After taking some further blow-up, we may further assume that the fol-
lowing hold:

(1) Mov |Kg| is base point free;
(2) Supp(Z, + Er) is of simple normal crossing;
(3) m factorizes through the modification u : X’ — X in Setting

We first consider the case when |Kx| is not composed with a pencil of
(1,2)-surfaces.

Proposition 9.2. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with p,(X) > 5.
Suppose that |K x| is not composed with a pencil of (1,2)-surfaces. Then

1.8

3 (2pg(X) = 5)1.

K§<213
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Proof. Keep the notation in Setting

If dim & = 3, then by [22, Theorem 2.4, we have K% > 2p,(X) — 6.

If dim ¥ = 1, since |K x| is not composed with a pencil of (1, 2)-surfaces,
then by [4, Theorem 4.4, Theorem 4.5], we have K% > 2p,(X) — 6.

If dim ¥ = 2 and a general fiber C' of v is of genus at least 3, then by [4,
Theorem 4.1], we have K5 > 2p,(X) — 4.

From now on, suppose that dim 3 = 2 and a general fiber C' of 1) is of genus
2. Since dim ¥ = 2, we may write S|s = dC, where d = deg(s) deg(X) >
pg(X) — 2. By the adjunction formula,

Kg = (Kx' + 8)|s = (7" (Kx) + S+ Ex)ls
= 25‘5 + (B + Zw)‘S =2dC + (B + Zw)‘S'

It is clear that py(S) > pye(X) — 1 > 3. By [, Proposition 2.9], Kgo >
8(2d — 1). Since Kgo is an integer, we deduce that
8
K3, 2 [5(2p,(X) ~ 5)].

By [4, Corollary 2.3] (take D = Kx and A = 1), m*(Kx)|s — 30%(Ks,) is
Q-effective. Hence

K% 2 (Kx)ls)? 2 [K3, 2 115 @py(X) ~ 5)]

The proof is completed. O

P
PN

From now on, we consider the case that |Kx| is composed with a pencil
of (1,2)-surfaces.

Proposition 9.3. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with p,(X) > 5.
Suppose that |Kx| is composed with a pencil which is not rational. Then
K% > py(X).
Proof. Keep the notation in Setting Then we may write
m™(Kx)=dS+ Z,
where d > py(X) as the pencil is not rational. Then by [3, Lemma 2.1(i)],
(m*(Kx)|s)* = Vol(S) > 1.
Then
K% > d(n* (Kx)ls)? = py(X).
The proof is completed. U

Proposition 9.4. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with p,(X) > 5.
Suppose that |Kx| is composed with a rational pencil of (1,2)-surfaces. Then

pg(X) =1 (2py(X) —2
K}?Z 1 < 1(X) —i—m—l),

where m = LW]



32 M. Chen, Y. Hu, C. Jiang

Proof. Keep the notation in Setting We may write
7 (Kx) = (0g — 1S + Zs.

Here we simply write p; = pg(X).
Take m to be the maximal integer such that

1 —1 3
<m— )-pg >m-—1+—,
pg_l pg 10

or equivalently, m = L%O)_llj. By the Kawamata—Viehweg vanishing
theorem,
1
HY (W, Kw + [mr*(Kx) — —— T = ST) =0,

Dg
which implies that the natural restriction map

HY(W, Kw + [mn*(Kx) —

1
Pg — 1
is surjective. Here in the last term, the restriction on S commutes with the
roundup as S is general. Therefore,

[(m+ D Kwlls = [Ks + [L] + (m — 1)o5(Ks, ), (9.1)

— H°(S,Kg + [m7m*(Kx)|s —

Zx|s1)

where

1
pg -1
Recall that by our construction, 7 factorizes through u in Setting[3.2l Hence
by Lemma [3.3],

L> <m—

L=mr"(Kx)|s — Zrls — (m — 1)U§(KSO)'

) T ls - (= o3 (s,

1 pg—1 . 3,
> — Kg,) — -1 K —o0¢(Kg,)-
> (- o ) Pt — (= Do) > ga3(Ks)

Recall that S is a (1, 2)-surface by assumption. By [2, Theorem 3.2], h°(S, Kg+
[L]) > 3.

Denote |H| = Mov |Kg + [L]|, then by comparing the movable parts of
both sides of (@.1]), we have

m™((m+1)Kx)ls > H+ (m—1)C, (9.2)

where C' € Mov |Kg| = Mov |0§(Ks,)| is a general element. Recall that by
[7, §3.7],

(" (Kx)-C) =€ > 1. (0.3)

If |H| is composed with a pencil, then it is composed with the same
pencil as |Kg| and hence H > 2C as h°(S, H) > 3. Then (@2 implies that
m™(Kx)|s — C is Q-effective. In this case, by (0.3]),

K% 2 (pg — V(7" (Kx)|s)* = (pg — (7" (Kx) - C) = pg — L.
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If |H| is not composed with a pencil, then (H-C) > 2. On the other hand,
by Lemma B3] 7*(Kx)|s — %C is Q-effective. Hence (7*(Kx)|s - H) >

2pg—2
=5 Then, by @2) and ([@.3]),

(" (Kx)ls)* 2 —— (" (Kx)ls - H) + (m = ) (" (Kx)ls - C)

1 [2p, —2
> (pg +m—1>.
m—+1 Dy

X pg—1 (2py —2
K% 2 (g~ 0 (Rx)lsP 2 2 (222 1))
g

The proof is completed. O
By Propositions 9.2, [0.3] and [0.4] we have the following theorem.

Theorem 9.5. Let X be a minimal 3-fold of general type with pe(X) = 5.
Then Kg’( > %

Remark 9.6. (1) We remark that the lower bound in Theorem
might not be sharp. The minimal volume among known examples
of minimal 3-folds of general type with p, = 5 is % in [9 Table 10,
No. 2]. However, in this example, the canonical image is a surface,
and this example justifies the optimality of Proposition On the
other hand, the minimal volume among known examples of mini-
mal 3-folds of general type with p, = 5 and with canonical system
composed with a pencil is 1% in [9, Table 10, No. 3.

(2) By Propositions 0.2], [0.3] and 0.4 we can also give lower bounds for
minimal 3-folds of general type with 6 < p,(X) < 10. However, the
lower bounds are not sufficient to conclude the expected Noether
inequality, so we just collect the resulting lower bounds in the fol-
lowing table. Our lower bounds are in the second line while the lower
bounds of the Noether inequality are in the third line.

Then

e(X) 6 | 7 8 9 10
Our bound 55/12 | 39/7 | 133/20 | 208/27 | 87/10
Expected bound | 14/3 6 22/3 26/3 10
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