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ON THE COUPLED DING STABILITY AND THE

YAU–TIAN–DONALDSON CORRESPONDENCE FOR FANO

MANIFOLDS

KENTO FUJITA AND YOSHINORI HASHIMOTO

Abstract. We interpret the coupled Ding semistability and the reduced coupled uniform
Ding stability of log Fano pairs in the notion of coupled stability thresholds and reduced
coupled stability thresholds. As a corollary, we solve a modified version of the conjecture
by Hultgren and Witt Nyström for coupled Kähler–Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds.
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1. Introduction

Let us consider an n-dimensional Fano manifold X over the complex numbers C. Take
ample Q-divisors L1, . . . , Lk with −KX ∼Q L1+ · · ·+Lk, and Kähler metrics ωi ∈ c1(Li) for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Following Hultgren–Witt Nyström [HWN19], we say that (ωi)

k
i=1 are coupled

Kähler–Einstein metrics (cKE metrics) if

Ricω1 = · · · = Ricωk =

k
∑

i=1

ωi

holds. Obviously, when k = 1, this is nothing but the Kähler–Einstein metric on a Fano
manifold X . Hultgren and Witt Nyström conjectured [HWN19, Conjecture 1.16] that the
existence of cKE metrics is equivalent to an algebraic stability condition. In fact, they
conjectured that the condition should be the K-polystability or the Ding polystability of
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

. However, in their definition of K-stability/Ding stability, they assumed that

the total spaces of test configurations of (X,Li) are isomorphic to each other [HWN19,
Definition 1.3]. Later, the second author [Has21] observed that we should consider test
configurations (Xi,Li) /A1 of (X,Li) such that the total spaces Xi are different to each
other in general, and defined the test configuration (Y ,LY)/A

1 generated by the C∗-actions

of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 [Has21, Definition 18], and then introduced the coupled Ding invariant of
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{(Xi,Li)}ki=1 from (Y ,LY)/A
1 [Has21, Definition 19]. He conjectured [Has21, Remark 11]

that, for a Fano manifold X (without any assumption of the automorphism group of X),
the existence of cKE metrics should be equivalent to an equivariant version of the uniform
coupled Ding stability, which he did not define precisely.

On the other hand, assuming that the automorphism group of X is finite, Kewei Zhang
showed [Zha23, Remark 5.3] that the existence of cKE metrics follows from the condition

δ
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

> 1,

where δ
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

is the coupled stability threshold (see [Fuj24] for the basic theory, see

also [RTZ21]). Therefore, it is important to see the relationship between the coupled stability
threshold and the coupled Ding stability to consider the modified version (in the sense of
[Has21]) of the conjecture of Hultgren and Witt Nyström.

The purpose of the article is to see the relationship between (a reduced version of) the
uniform coupled Ding stability and the coupled stability thresholds for log Fano pairs, and
also the cKE metrics for Fano manifolds. Let (X,∆) be a log Fano pair, i.e., (X,∆) is a
projective klt pair with ∆ an effective Q-divisor such that −(KX + ∆) is ample. Fix an
algebraic torus T ⊂ Aut(X,∆) and take T-linearized ample Q-line bundles L1, . . . , Lk on X

such that L :=
∑k

i=1 Li coincides with −(KX + ∆) with the standard T-linearization. As
in the standard textbook [Xu24, §2.2], we firstly introduce the coupled weighted barycenter

αcp
bc :=

∑k
i=1 α

Li

bc, and define the notion of
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

with vanishing coupled T-Futaki

characters as αcp
bc = 0. We also define the sum configuration (X ,L)/A1 of the test con-

figurations (Xi,Li)/A1 of (X,Li) (see Definition 3.2). It is worth mentioning that, even
when all constituents Xi are normal, the sum X may not be normal in general (see §A).
Moreover, the sum configuration coincides with the one generated by the C∗-actions of the
given test configurations (see Proposition 3.11). We also define the sum filtration of given
filtrations in §4, which is a natural generalization of sum configurations. Discussions from
the point of view of the non-Archimedean metrics are given in §5. In §6, we introduce the
coupled Ding invariant, which turns out to be the same as the one in [Has21, Definition
19], and the coupled J-norm for test configurations {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 of (X,Li). Moreover, we
introduce the notion of T-equivariant coupled Ding semistability and T-reduced uniform cou-
pled Ding stability (see Definition 6.3). In §7, as a generalization of the reduced stability
thresholds [Li22b, XZ20] and the coupled stability thresholds [RTZ21, Fuj24], we introduce
the T-reduced coupled stability threshold

δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

of
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

(see Definition 7.2). The relationship to the cKE metrics is discussed in
§8.

Here is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a Fano manifold over the complex number field C, with ∆ = 0,
and let T ⊂ Aut0(X) be a maximal torus with the maximal compact subgroup Tr ⊂ T. Then
the following are equivalent.

(1)
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.

(2)
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and δredT

(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

> 1.

(3)
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

admits a Tr-invariant coupled Kähler–Einstein metric.

In the above and throughout this article, Aut0(X) stands for the identity component of
Aut(X). Note that the proof of Theorem 1.1 for the case when Aut(X) is finite can be
simplified significantly, since essentially it reduces to proving (1) =⇒ (2); (2) =⇒ (3) was
already proved in this case by Kewei Zhang [Zha23, Remark 5.3], and the proof of (3) =⇒ (1),
given in Theorem 8.5, is much easier than the converse.
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Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 stated below. The first
result establishes (1) ⇐⇒ (2) and holds for any log Fano pairs over any algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero.

Theorem 1.2 (see Corollary 7.10 in detail). (1) The following are equivalent:
(i)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is coupled Ding semistable.

(ii)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable.

(iii) δ
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

≥ 1 holds.

(2) If
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable, then T ⊂ Aut(X,∆)
must be a maximal torus.

(3) The following are equivalent for a maximal torus T ⊂ Aut(X,∆):
(i)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.

(ii)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and

δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

> 1

holds.

For the proof of Theorem 1.2, we heavily depend on the recent progress in K-stability
of log Fano pairs. In fact, the strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.2 is very close to the
construction of the arguments in [Xu24]. We refer the reader to the new book [Xu24] for the
terminologies used in this article.

Furthermore, relying on the recent progress in the variational methods for Kähler–Einstein
and constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics such as [BBJ21, BJ22, Dar19, DZ24, GZ17,
Li22a, Li22b, Zha24], we solve a modified version of the conjecture [HWN19, Conjecture
1.16] by Hultgren and Witt Nyström in the affirmative, establishing (1) ⇐⇒ (3) in Theorem
1.1.

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a Fano manifold over the complex number field C, with ∆ =
0, and let T ⊂ Aut0(X) be a maximal torus with the maximal compact subgroup Tr ⊂
T. Then

(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

admits a Tr-invariant coupled Kähler–Einstein metric if and only if
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.

In this paper, we only consider a torus T ⊂ Aut(X,∆) which is often assumed to be
maximal. We believe that the results in this paper can be generalized to the situation where
we consider any connected reductive subgroup G of Aut(X,∆), as Chi Li [Li22b] proves
results for the G-reduced uniform Ding stability and the G-reduced stability threshold for
the Kähler–Einstein case (k = 1). We do not pursue this direction any further in this paper
as the problem seems nontrivial, particularly since [Li22b] uses the G-equivariant minimal
model program which does not seem readily extendable to our situation.

Throughout the rest of this article (except for §8), we work over any algebraically closed
field k of characteristic zero.

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Chenyang Xu who wrote the nice book [Xu24].
The authors thank Chi Li for answering our questions on Remark 2.9. K.F. was supported
by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 22K03269, Royal Society International Collaboration
Award ICA\1\23109 and Asian Young Scientist Fellowship. Y.H. was supported by JSPS
KAKENHI Grant Number 23K03120 and 24K00524, and part of this work was carried
out when he was visiting Centre de Recherche Mathématique as a CRM-Simons Scholar
supported by the CRM and the Simons Foundation.

2. Torus actions on polarized varieties

We recall the results in [Li22b, §2–3] and [Xu24, §6]. In this section, we fix an n-
dimensional projective klt pair (X,∆) (with ∆ an effective Q-divisor), an algebraic torus
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T ≃ Gp
m with p ∈ Z≥0, an injection T → Aut(X,∆), and a T-linearized ample Q-line bundle

L on X , i.e., there exists r ∈ Z>0 such that rL is a T-linearized ample line bundle on X . As
in [Xu24, §2.2.1], we set

M(T) := Hom(T,Gm), MK(T) :=M(T)⊗Z K,

N(T) := Hom(Gm,T), NK(T) := N(T)⊗Z K

for K ∈ {Q,R}. Set
R :=

⊕

m∈rZ≥0

Rm :=
⊕

m∈rZ≥0

H0(X,mL),

and let

Rm =
⊕

α∈M(T)

Rm,α

be the weight decomposition of Rm, i.e.,

Rm,α :=
{

s ∈ Rm | ξ(t) · s = t〈α,ξ〉 · s (∀ξ ∈ N(T), ∀t ∈ Gm)
}

,

as in [Xu24, (2.22)].

Definition 2.1 ([Li22b, §2.4], [XZ20, §A], [Xu24, §6.1]). Let ValTX be the set of all T-invariant
valuations on X , and let us set

Val<∞,T
X :=

{

v ∈ ValTX | AX,∆(v) <∞
}

,

QMT
X := {v ∈ Val<∞,T

X | v : quasi-monomial},
where AX,∆(v) ∈ R≥0∪{∞} is the log discrepancy of (X,∆) along v. For any ξ ∈ NR(T), as

in [Xu24, Definition-Lemma 6.15], we can define wtξ ∈ QMT
X . Moreover, for any v ∈ ValTX ,

we can define the ξ-twist vξ ∈ ValTX of v. We know that, if v ∈ Val<∞,T
X (resp., if v ∈ QMT

X),

then we have vξ ∈ Val<∞,T
X (resp., vξ ∈ QMT

X). We set

Val∗,TX := Val<∞,T
X \{wtξ | ξ ∈ NR(T)},

QM∗,T
X := QMT

X \{wtξ | ξ ∈ NR(T)}.
Definition 2.2 ([Xu24, §2.2.1]). (1) For any m ∈ rZ≥0, set

ΛLm := {α ∈M(T) | Rm,α 6= 0} ,
PL
m := Conv

(

ΛLm
)

⊂MR(T),

PL := Conv

(

⋃

m∈rZ>0

1

m
PL
m

)

.

As in [Xu24, Lemma 2.33], the set PL is a rational polytope of maximal dimension.
Moreover, for any sufficiently divisible m ∈ rZ>0, we have PL = 1

m
PL
m.

(2) The T-equivariant Duistermaat–Heckman measure dνDH,T on PL ⊂MR(T) is defined
to be the weak limit of

dρm,T :=
1

mn

∑

α∈ΛL
m

dimRm,α · δ α
m
.

The weighted barycenter αLbc ∈MR(T) of P
L is defined to be

αLbc := lim
m→∞

1

m dimRm

∑

α∈ΛL
m

dimRm,α · α =
n!

vol(L)

∫

PL

αdνDH,T.

As in [Xu24, Lemmas 2.33 and 2.35], we know that αLbc ∈MQ(T) with α
L
bc ∈ int

(

PL
)

.
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Definition 2.3 ([Xu24, §2.2.1]). (1) For any m ∈ rZ≥0 and α ∈ ΛLm, we set

Im,α := Image (Rm,α ⊗k OX(−mL) → OX) .

Note that the graded OX -algebra
⊕

m∈rZ≥0

⊕

α∈ΛL
m

Im,α

is finitely generated. For any v ∈ ValX , we set

v
(

I•(m,α)
)

:= inf
k∈Z>0

v(Ikm,kα)

k
= lim

k→∞

v(Ikm,kα)

k
.

From the above finite generation, we have

v
(

I•(m,α)
)

=
v(Ikm,kα)

k

holds for any sufficiently divisible k ∈ Z>0.
(2) For any v ∈ ValX , let us define

γv : P
L ∩MQ(T) → R≥0

α 7→ v
(

I•(k,kα)
)

k

for a sufficiently divisible k ∈ Z>0 for each α ∈ PL ∩ MQ(T). By [ELMNP06,
Proposition 4.7], the above function uniquely extends to a convex, continuous and
rationally piecewise affine function

γv : P
L → R≥0.

More precisely, PL can be covered by finitely many rational polytopes Cλ such that
γv|Cλ

is affine for each Cλ.
(3) (cf. [Li22b, §2.5.3]) Take any v ∈ ValX and ξ ∈ NR(T).

• For any m ∈ rZ>0, we set

θLξ,m(v) :=
1

m
max
α∈ΛL

m

{−〈α, ξ〉 − v(Im,α)} .

• Set

θLξ (v) := max
α∈PL

{−〈α, ξ〉 − γv(α)} .

The maximum of the right hand side can be attained by an element in PL ∩
MQ(T) since γv is rationally piecewise affine. By the following Lemma 2.4, we
have

θLξ (v) = lim
m→∞

θLξ,m(v).

Lemma 2.4. We have

lim
m→∞

θLξ,m(v) = max
α∈PL

{−〈α, ξ〉 − γv(α)} .

Proof. Observe that

sup
m∈rZ>0

θLξ,m(v) = sup
m

max
α∈ΛL

m

{

−
〈 α

m
, ξ
〉

− 1

m
v(Im,α)

}

= sup
α∈PL∩MQ(T)

{−〈α, ξ〉 − γv(α)} = max
α∈PL

{−〈α, ξ〉 − γv(α)} .
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Take α0 ∈ PL ∩MQ(T) and a sufficiently divisible m ∈ rZ>0 with

max
α∈PL

{−〈α, ξ〉 − γv(α)} = −〈α0, ξ〉 − γv(α0),

mα0 ∈ ΛLm,

γv(α0) =
1

m
v(Im,mα0).

Then we have

θLξ,m(v) ≥
1

m
(−〈mα0, ξ〉 − v(Im,mα0)) = −〈α0, ξ〉 − γv(α0).

Thus the assertion follows. �

Definition 2.5 ([Xu24, §6.1.1]). A T-equivariant filtration F on R in this article is defined
to be a T-equivariant linearly bounded and graded multiplicative filtration on R in the sense
of [Xu24, Definition 3.14 and §6.1.1]. For any m ∈ rZ≥0 and α ∈ M(T), we denote the
restriction of F to Rm,α by F again. Then, for any x ∈ R, we have

FxRm =
⊕

α∈M(T)

FxRm,α.

For any m ∈ rZ≥0, α ∈ M(T) and x ∈ R, we set

I(m,α;x)(F) := Image (FxRm,α ⊗k OX(−mL) → OX)

and
I(m;x)(F) :=

∑

α∈M(T)

I(m,α;x)(F) = Image (FxRm ⊗k OX(−mL) → OX) .

Moreover, let Im(F) be the (Gm-invariant) fractional ideal sheaf on XA1 := X × A1
t defined

by

Im(F) :=
⊕

λ∈Z

t−λI(m;λ)(F).

We also define the following:

(1) For any C ∈ R, let F[C] be the C-shift of F , i.e., Fx
[C]Rm := Fx−CmRm.

(2) For any ξ ∈ NR(T), let Fξ be the ξ-twist of F , i.e.,

Fx
ξRm :=

⊕

α∈M(T)

Fx−〈α,ξ〉Rm,α.

It is obvious from the definition that, both F[C] and Fξ are T-equivariant filtrations of R.
Moreover, we have F[C],ξ = Fξ,[C].

Example 2.6. Let (X ,L)/A1 be any T-equivariant test configuration of (X,L) in the sense
of [Xu24, Definition 2.3 and Remark 2.20]. Then, as in [Xu24, Example 3.34], after replacing
r ∈ Z>0 if necessary, we get the T-equivariant filtration FX ,L on R associated to (X ,L)/A1.
For any ξ ∈ N(T), the ξ-twisted test configuration (Xξ,Lξ)/A1 of (X ,L)/A1 as in [Xu24,
Example 6.9] satisfies that FXξ,Lξ

= (FX ,L)ξ by [Xu24, Lemma 6.10].

Lemma 2.7. Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R and take any v ∈ ValX and λ ∈
(−∞, λmax(F)), where λmax is as in [Xu24, Definition 3.20]. Then, the sequence

{

x 7→ v(I(m;mx)(F))

m

}

m∈rZ>0

of functions over x ∈ (−∞, λ] uniformly converges to the function x 7→ v
(

I
(x)
• (F)

)

, where

I
(x)
• (F) is the sequence of graded ideal sheaves on X defined by I

(x)
m (F) := I(m;mx)(F) (see

[Xu24, Definition 3.42]).
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Proof. Set fm(x) := v(I(m;mx)(F))/m and f(x) := v
(

I
(x)
• (F)

)

. We know that, over x ∈
(−∞, λmax(F)), the functions fm(x) and f(x) are non-decreasing functions. Moreover, the
function f(x) is continuous since it is convex. The sequence of functions {fm(x)}m∈rZ>0

pointwise converges to f(x). Moreover, there exists a ∈ R such that fm(x) = f(x) = 0 for
any x < a. Thus it is enough to show the uniform convergence over the area [a, λ], but
then the assertion is well-known: if a sequence of monotone functions over [a, λ] pointwise
converges to a continuous function, then the convergence is uniform. �

Proposition 2.8 (cf. [Li22b, Proposition 3.3]). Take any v ∈ Val<∞,T
X . Then the value

θLξ (v) in Definition 2.3 coincides with the one in [Li22b, (111), (121)] (see Remark 2.9). In
particular, if L = −(KX +∆) with the standard T-linearization, then we have the equality

θ
−(KX+∆)
ξ (v) = AX,∆(vξ)− AX,∆(v).

Proof. We follow the notation in [Li22b]. Let Ftriv be the trivial filtration on R (in the sense
of [Xu24, Example 3.21]). Let φFtriv,−ξ be the non-Archimedean potential associated with
Ftriv,−ξ in the sense of [BJ22]. As in [Li22b, Proposition 3.9], we have

φFtriv,−ξ(v) = lim
m→∞

φ
Ftriv,−ξ
m (v),

where we have

φ
Ftriv,−ξ
m (v) =

1

m
max
x∈R

s∈Fx
triv,−ξ

Rm

{x− v(s)}

by [Li22b, (98), (100)]. Since

Fx
triv,−ξRm =

⊕

α∈M(T);x≤−〈α,ξ〉

Rm,α,

we have

φ
Ftriv,−ξ
m (v) =

1

m
max
x∈R







x− v





∑

α∈M(T),x≤−〈α,ξ〉

Im,α











=
1

m
max
x∈R

max
α∈M(T);x≤−〈α,ξ〉

{x− v(Im,α)}

=
1

m
max
α∈ΛL

m

{−〈α, ξ〉 − v(Im,α)} = θLξ,m(v).

Thus the assertion follows by Lemma 2.4. �

Remark 2.9. In our terminologies of group actions, on the left hand side of the equations
(111), (121), (130), (131) in [Li22b], we must replace ξ with −ξ. For example, the equation
(111) should be replaced by

φ(Z−ξ,L−ξ)(w) = φ(Z,L)(wξ) + θLξ (w).

Let us consider a simple example. Let us assume that L = −(KX + ∆) with the standard
T-linearization for simplicity. For any ξ ∈ NR(T), we know that

Fwtξ = F
triv,ξ,

[

θ
−(KX+∆)

ξ
(vtriv)

]

by [Xu24, Lemma 6.22], where vtriv is the trivial valuation and Ftriv is the trivial filtration
on R. Thus, by [Xu24, Example 6.13], we must have

θ
−(KX+∆)
ξ (vtriv) = −λP(ξ),

where
λP(ξ) := min

α∈P−(KX+∆)
{〈α, ξ〉} .
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On the other hand, by (the corrected version of) [Li22b, (121)] shows that

φFtriv,−ξ(vtriv) = θ
−(KX+∆)
ξ (vtriv).

As in the proof of Proposition 2.8, we have

φFtriv,−ξ(vtriv) = lim
m→∞

1

m
max

α∈Λ
−(KX+∆)
m

{−〈α, ξ〉 − vtriv(Im,α)} = −λP(ξ).

We note that
φFtriv,ξ(vtriv) = max

α∈P−(KX+∆)
{〈α, ξ〉} ,

which is different from −λP(ξ) in general.

Corollary 2.10 (cf. [Li22b, Proposition 3.3], [Xu24, Lemma 6.21]). For any ξ ∈ N(T), let
φξ : Gm → Aut(X,∆) be the one-parameter subgroup of Aut(X,∆) defined by −ξ. Set

σξ : X ×Gm → X ×Gm

(x, t) 7→ (φξ(t) · x, t) .
Let us consider a birational model resolving σξ:

W
µ1

}}③③
③③
③③
③③ µ2

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊

XA1
σξ

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ XA1 .

For any v ∈ Val<∞,T
X , let G(v) be the Gauss extension of v in the sense of [Li22b, (93)],

which is a valuation on the left hand side of XA1. Then we have

θLξ (v) = G(v) (µ∗
2LA1 − µ∗

1LA1) .

Proof. Follows immediately from [Li22b, (94), (121)]. �

Corollary 2.11 (cf. [Xu24, Lemma 6.22]). For any α ∈ M(T), m ∈ rZ>0, s ∈ Rm,α \ {0},
v ∈ Val<∞,T

X and ξ ∈ NR(T), we have

vξ(s) = v(s) + 〈α, ξ〉+mθLξ (v).

In particular, we have Fvξ = (Fv)ξ,[θL
ξ
(v)].

Proof. The proof is same as the proof of [Xu24, Lemma 6.22]. When ξ ∈ N(T), we have the
assertion by using Corollary 2.10 and the argument in [Xu24, Lemma 6.22]. For any e ∈ R>0,
we know that θLeθ(ev) = eθLξ (v) and e(vξ) = (ev)eξ, we get the assertion when ξ ∈ NQ(T).
Thus we get the assertion when ξ ∈ NR(T) by the continuities. �

Corollary 2.12 (cf. [Xu24, Lemma 6.23]). For any v ∈ Val<∞,T
X and ξ ∈ NR(T), we have

SL(vξ) = SL(v) + 〈αLbc, ξ〉+ θLξ (v),

where SL is the S-invariant [Xu24, (4.42)].

Proof. The proof is same as the proof of [Xu24, Lemma 6.23]. We have

SL(vξ) = SL(Fvξ) = SL

(

(Fv)ξ,[θL
ξ
(v)]

)

= θLξ (v) + SL

(

(Fv)ξ

)

= θLξ (v) + SL(Fv) + 〈αLbc, ξ〉,
where the second equality follows from Corollary 2.11, the third equality follows from the
obvious equality SL(F[C]) = SL(F) + C, and the last equality follows from [Xu24, Lemma
6.4]. �

Recall the following notations in [Xu24, §3.4]:
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Definition 2.13 ([Xu24, §3.4]). Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R.

(1) [Xu24, Definitions 3.2 and 3.16] We say that F is a Z-valued filtration if FxRm =
F ⌈x⌉Rm holds for any x ∈ R and m ∈ rZ≥0. For any T-equivariant filtration F on
R, let us define the Z-valued filtration FZ as Fx

ZRm := F ⌈x⌉Rm.
(2) [Xu24, Definition 3.55] A sequence of T-equivariant filtrations

{

F(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
on R is

said to be an approximating sequence of F if, for any m ∈ rZ>0, we have:
(i) F(m) ⊂ F ,
(ii) Fx

(m)Rm = FxRm for any x ∈ R, and

(iii) for any s ∈ Z>0 and x ∈ R, we have

Fx
(m)Rms =

∑

x1+···+xs≥x

Fx1Rm · · · FxsRm.

By [Xu24, Definition-Lemma 3.56], for any T-equivariant filtration F on R, there
exists a (T-equivariant) approximating sequence of F .

Lemma 2.14. Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R. Set G := FZ. Take any ξ ∈ NR(T).
Then we have

SL(Fξ) = SL(Gξ) and λmax(Fξ) = λmax(Gξ).
Proof. Take any x ∈ R and m ∈ rZ>0. From the definition, we have Gmxξ Rm ⊂ Fmx

ξ Rm. On
the other hand, for any ε ∈ R>0, if we take m ∈ rZ>0 with mε > 1, then

Gm(x−ε)
ξ Rm =

⊕

α∈ΛL
m

F ⌈m(x−ε)−〈α,ξ〉⌉Rm,α

⊃
⊕

α∈ΛL
m

Fmx−〈α,ξ〉Rm,α = Fmx
ξ Rm.

Thus we get the assertion. �

Lemma 2.15. Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R, and let
{

F(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
be an approx-

imating sequence of F .

(1) For any C ∈ R, let F(m),[C] be the C-shift of F(m). Then
{

F(m),[C]

}

m∈rZ>0
is an

approximating sequence of F[C].

(2) For any ξ ∈ NR(T), let F(m),ξ be the ξ-twist of F(m). Then
{

F(m),ξ

}

m∈rZ>0
is an

approximating sequence of Fξ.

Proof. (1) is trivial. We only see (2). Observe the following:

(i) Fx
(m),ξRm′,α = Fx−〈α,ξ〉

(m) Rm′,α ⊂ Fx−〈α,ξ〉Rm′,α = Fx
ξRm′,α.

(ii) Fx
(m),ξRm,α = Fx−〈α,ξ〉

(m) Rm,α = Fx−〈α,ξ〉Rm,α = Fx
ξRm,α.

(iii) For any s ∈ Z>0, we have

Fx
(m),ξRms,α = Fx−〈α,ξ〉

(m) Rms,α

=
∑

α1,...,αs∈M(T);
α1+···+αs=α

∑

y1+···+ys≥x−〈α,ξ〉

Fy1Rm,α1 · · · FysRm,αs

=
∑

α1,...,αs∈M(T);
α1+···+αs=α

∑

x1+···+xs≥x

Fx1−〈α1,ξ〉Rm,α1 · · · Fxs−〈αs,ξ〉Rm,αs

=
∑

α1,...,αs∈M(T);
α1+···+αs=α

∑

x1+···+xs≥x

Fx1
ξ Rm,α1 · · · Fxs

ξ Rm,αs
.

Thus the assertion (2) follows. �
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We recall the following result:

Lemma 2.16 ([Xu24, Theorems 3.58 and 3.60]). Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R,
and let

{

F(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
be an approximating sequence of F . Then we have

lim
m→∞

SL(F(m)) = SL(F) and lim
m→∞

λmax(F(m)) = λmax(F).

Definition 2.17. Let (X ,L)/A1 be a T-equivariant test configuration of (X,L). For any
e ∈ Z>0, let us set

(

X (e),L(e)
)

:=
(

X ×A1,πe A
1, π∗

eL
)

,

where

πe : A
1 → A1

t 7→ te.

The
(

X (e),L(e)
)

/A1 is also a T-equivariant test configuration of (X,L). Moreover, let

ν : X (e) → X (e) be the normalization and set L(e) := ν∗L(e). The
(

X (e),L(e)
)

/A1 is ob-

viously a T-equivariant normal test configuration of (X,L).

Definition 2.18 ([Xu24, Definitions 2.8, 3.40 and 6.28]). Let F be a T-equivariant filtration
on R. Let

J(F) := λmax (F)− SL (F)

be the J-norm of (X ,L)/A1. If (X ,L)/A1 is a T-equivariant test configuration of (X,L),
then we set J(X ,L) := J (FX ,L). As in [Xu24, Definitions 2.8 and 3.40 and Proposition 3.41],
J(X ,L) can be expressed in terms of intersection numbers [Xu24, (2.8)]. If ξ ∈ NQ(T), then,
by [Xu24, Definition 6.28], we have the equality

J
(

(FX ,L)ξ

)

=
1

e
J
(

(

X (e)
)

eξ
,
(

L(e)
)

eξ

)

,

where e ∈ Z>0 is any positive integer with eξ ∈ N(T). We set J(Xξ,Lξ) := J
(

(FX ,L)ξ

)

. If

(X ,L)/A1 is the trivial test configuration of (X,L) (in the sense of [Xu24, Example 2.5]),
then we write J(Xξ, Lξ) := J(Xξ,Lξ).
Lemma 2.19. For any ξ ∈ NQ(T), we have

J(Xξ, Lξ) = max
α∈PL

{〈α, ξ〉} − 〈αLbc, ξ〉.

Proof. We may assume that ξ ∈ N(T). Note that SL(Fξ) = SL(Ftriv)+ 〈αLbc, ξ〉 = 〈αLbc, ξ〉 by
[Xu24, Lemma 6.4]. Moreover, we know that λmax = T , the T -invariant (see [Xu24, Lemma
3.22]). Since

Fx
ξ Rm =

⊕

α∈M(T)

Fx−〈α,ξ〉
triv Rm,α,

we get

Tm (Fξ) =
1

m
max
α∈ΛL

m

{〈α, ξ〉} .

Thus we get λmax(Fξ) = maxα∈PL {〈α, ξ〉}. �

Definition 2.20 ([Xu24, Definition 3.62]). Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R. Take
any m ∈ rZ>0. Let

q(m) : Y(m) → XA1

be the normalized blowup along the fractional ideal sheaf Im(F) (see Definition 2.5), and
let mE be the Cartier divisor on Y(m) defined by the equation q−1

(m) (Im(F)) = OY(m)
(−mE).

(Since Im(F) is a fractional ideal, the Cartier divisor mE may not be effective.) Set

M(m) := q∗(m)LA1 − E,
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where LA1 is the pullback of L under the projection XA1 → X . By [Xu24, Lemma 3.61], the
M(m) is semiample over A1. The ample model (X(m),L(m))/A

1 of (Y(m),M(m)) over A1 is
said to be the normalized blowup test configuration along Im(F).

Proposition 2.21. Let F be a Z-valued and T-equivariant filtration on R. For m ∈ rZ>0,
let
(

X(m),L(m)

)

/A1 be the normalized blowup test configuration along Im(F).

(1) For any ξ ∈ N(T), set

Im(F)ξ := Im(Fξ) =
⊕

λ∈Z

t−λ
∑

α∈M(T)

I(m,α;λ−〈α,ξ〉)(F).

Then the ξ-twisted test configuration
(

X(m),ξ,L(m),ξ

)

/A1 of
(

X(m),L(m)

)

/A1 is equal
to the normalized blowup test configuration along Im(F)ξ.

(2) For any e ∈ Z>0 and for any T-equivariant filtration G on R, let us define the T-
equivariant filtration G(e) on R as

G(e),xRm := G⌈x/e⌉Rm

for any x ∈ R and m ∈ rZ≥0. Then the test configuration
(

(

X(m)

)(e)
,
(

L(m)

)(e)
)

/A1

(see Definition 2.17 for the notation) is equal to the normalized blowup test configu-
ration along Im

(

F (e)
)

.

Proof. (1) is trivial from the definition of ξ-twisted test configurations. Let us show (2). For
the morphism

πe : XA1 → XA1

(x, t) 7→ (x, te),

we can directly check that π−1
e Im(F) = Im

(

F (e)
)

. Therefore, the assertion immediately
follows by the universality of blowups. �

Proposition 2.22. Let F be a Z-valued and T-equivariant filtration on R, and let {F(m)}m∈rZ>0

be a Z-valued approximating sequence of F . For any e ∈ Z>0, let F (e) and F (e)
(m) :=

(

F(m)

)(e)

be as in Proposition 2.21 (2). Then
{

F (e)
(m)

}

m∈rZ>0

is an approximating sequence of F (e).

Proof. Observe the following:

(i) For any λ ∈ Z, we have

F (e),λ
(m) Rm′ = F ⌈λ/e⌉

(m) Rm′ ⊂ F ⌈λ/e⌉Rm′ = F (e),λRm′ .

(ii) For any λ ∈ Z, we have

F (e),λ
(m) Rm = F ⌈λ/e⌉

(m) Rm = F ⌈λ/e⌉Rm = F (e),λRm.

(iii) Note that F (e)
(m) is eZ-valued. For any s ∈ Z>0 and λ ∈ eZ, we have

F (e),λ
(m) Rms = Fλ/e

(m)Rms =
∑

µ1+···+µs=λ/e;
µ1,...,µs∈Z

Fµ1Rm · · · FµsRm

=
∑

λ1+···+λs=λ;
λ1,...,λs∈eZ

F (e),λ1Rm · · ·F (e),λsRm =
∑

λ1+···+λs≥λ;
λ1,...,λs∈R

F (e),λ1Rm · · · F (e),λsRm,

where the second equality follows from the assumption F is Z-valued, and the fourth
equality follows from the fact F (e) is eZ-valued.

Thus the assertion follows. �

We prepare the following lemmas:
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Lemma 2.23 (see [Xu24, Proof of Theorem 3.52]). Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on
R, and let us take any δ ∈ R>0. Set

µ := µ(F ; δ) := sup
{

t ∈ R | lct
(

X,∆; I(t)• (F)
)

≥ δ
}

as in [Xu24, Definition 3.45], where I
(t)
• (F) is as in Lemma 2.7. If µ < λmax(F), then we

have δ = lct
(

X,∆; I
(µ)
• (F)

)

. Moreover, there exists v ∈ Val<∞,T
X such that

• we have

δ =
AX,∆(v)

v
(

I
(µ)
• (F)

) ,

i.e., v computes the log canonical threshold, and
• satisfying that

F ⊂ F
v,

[

µ−
AX,∆(v)

δ

].

Proof. The equality δ = lct
(

X,∆; I
(µ)
• (F)

)

follows by the completely same argument in the

proof of [Xu24, Lemma 3.46]. Note that Im;mµ(F) are T-invariant ideals. By the equivariant

version of [JM12, Theorem 7.3] (see also [BLXZ23, Remark 3.9]), there exists v ∈ Val<∞,T
X

such that computing the log canonical threshold. The rest of the proof is completely same
as the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 3.52]. �

Lemma 2.24. Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R, and let us take any e ∈ Z>0.

(1) Consider the filtration F (e) as in Proposition 2.21 (2). Then we have

SL
(

F (e)
)

= e · SL(F), λmax

(

F (e)
)

= e · λmax(F), µ
(

F (e)
)

= e · µ(F),

where µ(•) := µ(•; 1) (see Lemma 2.23).
(2) Let us take ξ ∈ NR(T). Then we have

SL

(

(

F (e)
)

eξ

)

= e · SL (Fξ) ,

λmax

(

(

F (e)
)

eξ

)

= e · λmax (Fξ) ,

µ
(

(

F (e)
)

eξ

)

= e · µ (Fξ) .

Proof. (1) is trivial. We see (2). For any x ∈ R, m ∈ rZ≥0 and α ∈M(T), we have

(

F (e)
)x

eξ
Rm,α = F ⌈(x−〈α,eξ〉)/e⌉Rm,α = F ⌈x/e−〈α,ξ〉⌉Rm,α,

(

(Fξ)
(e)
)x

Rm,α = F ⌈x/e⌉
ξ Rm,α = F ⌈x/e⌉−〈α,ξ〉Rm,α.

This immediately implies that

SL

(

(

F (e)
)

eξ

)

= SL

(

(Fξ)
(e)
)

,

λmax

(

(

F (e)
)

eξ

)

= λmax

(

(Fξ)
(e)
)

,

µ
(

(

F (e)
)

eξ

)

= µ
(

(Fξ)
(e)
)

.

Together with (1), we get the assertion (2). �
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3. The sum of test configurations

In this section, we introduce the notion of the sum of test configurations and see its basic
properties. In this section, we fix an n-dimensional projective klt pair (X,∆), an algebraic
torus T ≃ Gp

m with p ∈ Z≥0, an injection T → Aut(X,∆), and T-linearized ample Q-line
bundles L1, . . . , Lk on X . Fix r ∈ Z>0 such that each rLi is a T-linearized ample line bundle
on X . We set

Ri :=
⊕

m∈rZ≥0

Ri
m :=

⊕

m∈rZ≥0

H0(X,mLi).

Moreover, we set L :=
∑k

i=1 Li with the natural T-linearization, and set

R :=
⊕

m∈rZ≥0

Rm :=
⊕

m∈rZ≥0

H0(X,mL).

After replacing r ∈ Z>0 if necessary, we may assume that the multiplication homomorphism

multm : R̃m → Rm

is surjective for any m ∈ rZ≥0, where we set

R̃m := R1
m ⊗k · · · ⊗k R

k
m, R̃ :=

⊕

m∈rZ≥0

R̃m.

Lemma 3.1. (1) Let PLi ⊂ MR(T) (resp., P
L ⊂ MR(T)) be the moment polytope asso-

ciated with (X,Li) (resp., (X,L)). Then PL is the Minkowski sum of PL1 , . . . ,PLk .
(2) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let L′

i be another T-linearized ample Q-line bundle on X with

Li ∼Q L
′
i such that L =

∑k
i=1 L

′
i holds as T-linearized Q-line bundles. Then we have

k
∑

i=1

αLi

bc =

k
∑

i=1

α
L′
i

bc.

(3) Take any ξ ∈ NR(T) and v ∈ Val<∞,T
X . Then we have the equality

θLξ (v) =

k
∑

i=1

θLi

ξ (v).

(4) Take any proper subtorus T′ ( T. Then, for any ξ ∈ NQ(T) \NQ(T
′), we have

inf
ξ′∈NQ(T′)

{

k
∑

i=1

J (Xξ+ξ′, (Li)ξ+ξ′)

}

> 0.

Proof. (1) For any m ∈ rZ>0, we have

ΛLm =

k
∑

i=1

ΛLi
m ,

where the right hand side is the Minkowski sum. Thus we get the assertion (1).

(2) Since Li ∼Q L
′
i, there exists βi ∈MQ(T) such that PL′

i = PLi + βi and α
L′
i

bc = αLi

bc + βi.
Since

k
∑

i=1

PLi = PL =

k
∑

i=1

PL′
i =

(

k
∑

i=1

PLi

)

+

k
∑

i=1

βi,

we get
∑k

i=1 βi = 0. Thus we get

k
∑

i=1

α
L′
i

bc =

k
∑

i=1

(

αLi

bc + βi
)

=

k
∑

i=1

αLi

bc.
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(3) The value θLξ (v) is continuous over ξ ∈ NR(T). Thus we may assume that ξ ∈ NQ(T).

Since θLeξ(ev) = eθLξ (v) for any e ∈ R>0, we may further assume that ξ ∈ N(T). Then the
assertion immediately follows by Corollary 2.10.

(4) Set

C1 := dist

(

k
∑

i=1

αLi

bc, ∂
(

PL
)

)

, C2 := dist (0, ξ +NR(T
′)) .

By (1), we have
∑k

i=1 α
Li

bc ∈ int(PL). Thus C1 ∈ R>0. Moreover, since ξ 6∈ NR(T
′), we also

have C2 ∈ R>0. By Lemma 2.19, we have

J (Xξ+ξ′, (Li)ξ+ξ′) = max
αi∈PLi

{〈αi, ξ + ξ′〉} − 〈αLi

bc, ξ + ξ′〉.

Thus we have
k
∑

i=1

J (Xξ+ξ′, (Li)ξ+ξ′) ≥ max
α∈PL

{〈α, ξ + ξ′〉} −
〈

k
∑

i=1

αLi

bc, ξ + ξ′

〉

≥ C1C2.

Thus we get the assertion (4). �

We define the sum of test configurations.

Definition 3.2. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, take any (possibly non-normal) T-equivariant test
configuration πi : (Xi,Li) → A1

t of (X,Li). Take a sufficiently divisible r0 ∈ rZ>0. Set

Ri :=
⊕

m∈r0Z≥0

Ri
m :=

⊕

m∈r0Z≥0

H0 (Xi, mLi) ,

and let
Ri
m =

⊕

λ∈Z

t−λFλ
i R

i
m

be the weight decomposition with respects to the test configuration, i.e., Fi = FXi,Li
. As in

[BHJ17, Proposition 2.15], we have

(Xi,Li) =
(

Projk[t]
(

Ri
)

,O(1)
)

.

Set
I
〈i〉
(m,α;λ) := I(m,α;λ)(Fi), I

〈i〉
(m;λ) := I(m;λ)(Fi) =

∑

α∈M(T)

I
〈i〉
(m,α;λ).

Let us take (Gm × T)-equivariant common partial resolutions

σi : Z → Xi

with Z normal and σi an isomorphism over A1 \ {0}. Then,
σ∗
iRi =

⊕

m∈r0Z≥0

σ∗
iRi

m,

where σ∗
iRi

m is the image of

σ∗
i : H

0 (Xi, mLi) → H0 (Z, σ∗
imLi) ,

is canonically isomorphic to Ri. We define

Rm := Image
(

σ∗
1R1

m ⊗k[t] · · · ⊗k[t] σ
∗
kRk

m

→֒ H0 (Z, mσ∗
1L1)⊗k[t] · · · ⊗k[t] H

0 (Z, mσ∗
kLk)

→ H0 (Z, m (σ∗
1L1 + · · ·+ σ∗

kLk))
)

and
R :=

⊕

m∈r0Z≥0

Rm ⊂
⊕

m∈r0Z≥0

H0 (Z, m (σ∗
1L1 + · · ·+ σ∗

kLk)) .
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By the following Lemma 3.3, the above R is a finitely generated k[t]-algebra with the natural
(Gm × T)-action. As in [BHJ17, Proposition 2.15], this R induces a T-equivariant test
configuration π : (X ,L) → A1

t of (X,L). The (X ,L)/A1 is said to be the sum configuration

of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1. Moreover, let ν : X ν → X be the normalization. Then the T-equivariant
normal test configuration (X ν , ν∗L)/A1 is said to be the normalized sum configuration of

{(Xi,Li)}ki=1.

Lemma 3.3. (1) The above R is a finitely generated k[t]-algebra such that each Rm

admits the weight decomposition

Rm =
⊕

λ∈Z

t−λ
⊕

α∈M(T)

FλRm,α

with
FλRm,α =

∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

∑

α1,...,αk∈M(T);
α1+···+αk=α

Fλ1
1 R1

m,α1
· · · Fλk

k Rk
m,αk

for any λ ∈ Z and α ∈M(T).
(2) The definitions of the sum configurations and the normalized sum configurations do

not depend on the choice of Z.
(3) The normalized sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 is nothing but the ample model of

(

Z,∑k
i=1 σ

∗
iLi
)

over A1.

(4) Let us set

Xprod := X1 ×A1 · · · ×A1 Xk → A1,

Lprod := L1 ⊠ · · ·⊠ Lk.
Then there is a canonical (Gm × T)-equivariant closed embedding

ιcp : X →֒ Xprod

over A1 such that Lprod|X ≃ L holds. In particular, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, there is a
canonical (Gm × T)-equivariant birational morphism τi : X → Xi over A1.

Proof. By the Küneth formula, we have

H0 (Xprod, mLprod) ≃ H0 (X1, mL1)⊗k[t] · · · ⊗k[t] H
0 (Xk, mLk)

≃





⊕

λ1∈Z

⊕

α1∈M(T)

t−λ1Fλ1
1 R1

m,α1



⊗k[t] · · · ⊗k[t]





⊕

λk∈Z

⊕

αk∈M(T)

t−λkFλk
k Rk

m,αk



 .

Note that R is obtained by the natural surjection
⊕

m∈r0Z≥0

H0 (Xprod, mLprod) ։ R

and we have

Rm =
⊕

λ∈Z

⊕

α∈M(T)

t−λ
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

∑

α1,...,αk∈M(T);
α1+···+αk=α

Fλ1
1 R1

m,α1
· · · Fλk

k Rk
m,αk

.

Thus the assertion (1) follows. Moreover, from the above (Gm × T)-weight decomposition,
the (X ,L)/A1 gives a T-equivariant test configuration of (X,L). The assertion (4) is trivial
from the above construction.

The assertion (2) is trivial since σ∗
i is injective. For (3), we may assume that there exists

a morphism σ : Z → X after replacing Z if necessary. Then we have

σ∗L ∼Q σ
∗
1L1 + · · ·+ σ∗

kLk.
Thus we get the assertion (3). �
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Remark 3.4. (1) Even when T is trivial (i.e., p = 0), X is a Fano manifold and L =
−KX , the sum configuration of normal test configurations may not be normal in
general. See §A for examples.

(2) The sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 coincides with the test configuration gener-

ated by the Gm-action of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 in the sense of [Has21, Definition 18]. See
Proposition 3.11.

Lemma 3.5. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let (Xi,Li)/A1 be a T-equivariant test configuration of

(X,Li). Let (X ,L)/A1 be the sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1. We set Fi := FXi,Li
and

F := FX ,L. Moreover, set

I(m,α;λ) := I(m,α;λ)(F), I(m;λ) := I(m;λ)(F).

Then we have

FλRm,α =
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

∑

α1,...,αk∈M(T);
α1+···+αk=α

Fλ1
1 R1

m,α1
· · · Fλk

k Rk
m,αk

,

FλRm =
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

Fλ1
1 R1

m · · · Fλk
k Rk

m,

I(m,α;λ) =
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

∑

α1,...,αk∈M(T);
α1+···+αk=α

I
〈1〉
(m,α1;λ1)

· · · I〈k〉(m,αk ;λk)
,

I(m;λ) =
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

I
〈1〉
(m;λ1)

· · · I〈k〉(m;λk)

for any m ∈ r0Z≥0, λ ∈ Z and α ∈M(T).

Proof. Trivial from the proof of Lemma 3.3. �

The following lemma is a special case of Proposition 4.4. For the proof, see the proof of
Proposition 4.4.

Lemma 3.6. Let (Xi,Li)/A1 and (X ,L)/A1 be as in Lemma 3.5. Take any ξ ∈ N(T)
and consider the ξ-twisted test configuration (Xi,ξ,Li,ξ)/A1 of (Xi,Li)/A1 (see Example 2.6).

Then the sum configuration of {(Xi,ξ,Li,ξ)}ki=1 is equal to the ξ-twisted test configuration
(Xξ,Lξ)/A1 of (X ,L)/A1.

Proposition 3.7. Under the assumptions in Lemma 3.5, assume moreover that each Xi is
normal. Let ν : Y → X be the normalization and let

Z
θ

}}④④
④④
④④
④④ ρ

��❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄

XA1 //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Y
be a (Gm × T)-equivariant partial resolution with Z normal and θ an isomorphism over
A1 \ {0}. Let us set

χi := τi ◦ ν ◦ ρ : Z → Xi,

where τi be as in Lemma 3.3. Set

Di := θ∗ ((Li)A1)− χ∗
iLi

supported on the fiber over 0 ∈ A1. Then, for any sufficiently divisible m ∈ r0Z>0, the
inverse image of the fractional ideal

⊕

λ∈Z

t−λI
〈i〉
(m;λ)
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by θ∗ is equal to OZ (−mDi). In particular, the inverse image of the fractional ideal
⊕

λ∈Z

t−λI(m;λ)

by θ∗ is equal to OZ

(

−m∑k
i=1Di

)

.

Proof. Since χ∗
iLi is semiample over A1, we have a surjection

H0 (Z, χ∗
i (mLi))⊗k[t] OZ ։ χ∗

iOXi
(mLi).

Since Xi is normal, we have

H0 (Z, χ∗
i (mLi)) = χ∗

iH
0 (Xi, mLi) = χ∗

i

(

⊕

λ∈Z

t−λFλ
i R

i
m

)

.

Therefore, we get the surjection

θ∗

(

⊕

λ∈Z

t−λ
(

Fλ
i R

i
m ⊗k OX(−mLi)

)

)

։ OZ(−mDi).

Since

Fλ
i R

i
m ⊗k OX(−mLi) ։ I

〈i〉
(m;λ),

the inverse image of
⊕

λ∈Z t
−λI

〈i〉
(m;λ) is equal to OZ(−mDi). Since

k
∏

i=1

(

⊕

λ∈Z

t−λI
〈i〉
(m;λ)

)

=
⊕

λ∈Z

t−λ
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

I
〈1〉
(m;λ1)

· · · I〈k〉(m;λk)
=
⊕

λ∈Z

t−λI(m;λ),

we get the assertion. �

Corollary 3.8. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let (Xi,Li)/A1 be a T-equivariant normal test configu-
ration of (X,Li). The following are equivalent:

(1) For all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the test configurations (Xi,Li)/A1 are shifts of the trivial test
configurations of (X,Li).

(2) The sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 is a shift of the trivial test configuration of
(X,L).

(3) The normalized sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 is a shift of the trivial test config-
uration of (X,L).

Proof. The assertions (1) =⇒ (2) and (2) =⇒ (3) are trivial. We show the assertion (3)
=⇒ (1). We use the notation in Proposition 3.7. By the assumption, we have Y = XA1 and

ν∗ (τ ∗1L1 + · · ·+ τ ∗kLk) = LA1−C ·(X×{0}) for some C ∈ Q. Thus we have
∑k

i=1Di ∼Q,A1 0.

This implies that
∑k

i=1 χ
∗
iLi ∼Q,X

A1
0. Since χ∗

iLi is nef over XA1 , we have χ∗
iLi ≡X

A1
0 for

any 1 ≤ i ≤ k by the negativity lemma. Thus the ample model of (Z, χ∗
iLi) over XA1 is XA1

itself. This implies that Di ∼Q,A1 0. This immediately implies that the condition (1). �

From now on, for any test configuration (Xi,Li)/A1 of (X,Li), we see that the sum

configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 coincides with the test configuration generated by the Gm-

actions of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 in the sense of [Has21, Definition 18]. We will use the following
results only in §8. We set r0 ∈ rZ>0 to be sufficiently divisible so that each r0Li is πi-very
ample over A1 and the Gm-action linearizes to Li. Let Ri, R, Fi and F be as in Definition 3.2
and Lemma 3.3. As in [BHJ17, §2.3], for anym ∈ r0Z>0 and 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the test configuration
(Xi, mLi) /A1 of (X,mLi) gives a one-parameter subgroup ρim : Gm → GL (Ri

m). We recall
[Has21, Definition 18]:
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Definition 3.9 ([Has21, Definition 18]). Let us consider the composition of the natural
embeddings

ιcpm : X →֒ P∗(Rm) →֒ P∗
(

R̃m

)

.

(Note that the projectivizations P∗ are in the sense of Grothendieck.) We say that a test

configuration (Y ,LY)/A
1 of (X,L) is generated by the Gm-action of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1, if Y is

defined as the reduced Zariski closure of the Gm-orbit of ιcpm (X) in P∗(Rm) × A1, under

the natural tensor product Gm-action ρ
1
m ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρkm on R̃m = R1

m ⊗ · · · ⊗ Rk
m, and LY :=

1
m
O

P∗(R̃m)×A1(1)|Y .

There is a minor difference to the original definition [Has21, Definition 18], where it was
defined for a k-tuple of very ample test configurations with exponent m, but in this paper
we re-scale the polarization by 1/m.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k and any m ∈ r0Z>0, Gm acts on Ri
m

according to the weight decomposition

Ri
m =

⊕

λi∈Z

Fλi
i R

i
m,

which naturally induces the tensor product action

Gm y R1
m ⊗ · · · ⊗ Rk

m = R̃m.

Suppose furthermore that Gm acts on Rm according to the weight decomposition Rm =
⊕

λ∈Z FλRm with

FλRm =
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

Fλ1
1 R1

m · · · Fλk
k Rk

m.

Then the multiplication homomorphism multm is Gm-equivariant.

Proof. The weight decomposition of the Gm-action on R̃m induced from the tensor product
action is given by R̃m =

⊕

λ∈Z F̃λR̃m, where

F̃λR̃m :=
⊕

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk=λ

Fλ1
1 R1

m ⊗ · · · ⊗ Fλk
k Rk

m.

Thus the homomorphism multm is obviously Gm-equivariant. �

Proposition 3.11. Suppose that (Y ,LY)/A
1 is the test configuration generated by the Gm-

actions of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 in the sense of Definition 3.9 obtained by m ∈ r0Z>0. Then the test

configuration (Y ,LY)/A
1 agrees with the sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 in the sense of

Definition 3.2.

Proof. By Lemma 3.10, the Gm-orbit of X in P∗(R̃m)×A1 is contained in the linear subspace
P∗(Rm)× A1, and hence the Zariski closure of its Gm-orbit in P∗(R̃m)× A1 agrees with the
one in P∗(Rm)× A1. Thus Y agrees with the Zariski closure of the Gm-orbit of X ×Gm →֒
P∗(Rm) × A1 with respect to the naturally induced Gm-action on Rm, which corresponds
to the weight decomposition in Lemma 3.10. It is well-known [BHJ17, §1.2, 2.3, and 2.5]
that such a test configuration can also be written as

(

Projk[t](R), 1
m
O(1)

)

. Moreover, since

the embedding P∗(Rm) →֒ P∗
(

R̃m

)

is linear, we find that the natural polarization O(1) on

Projk[t](R) agrees with mLY by the definition of LY . Recalling that the sum configuration

of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 can be written as
(

Projk[t](R), 1
m
O(1)

)

, by Definition 3.2 and Lemma 3.3,
we get the claimed result. �
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Remark 3.12. As proved in Corollary 3.8, the sum test configuration is trivial if and only if
all the constituents {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 are trivial (and normal). For the test configuration (Y ,LY)
generated by their Gm-actions, this point was claimed in [Has21, §3.4] without detailed
arguments. We provide the details omitted therein: it is easy to prove that the Gm-action
on R̃m is trivial if and only if all the constituents are all trivial test configurations, and
Lemma 3.10 shows that it happens if and only if the Gm-action on Rm is trivial since there
does not exist any weight λ such that multm(F̃λR̃m) = 0 if F̃λR̃m 6= 0, by the property of
the multiplication homomorphism.

4. The sum of filtrations

In this section, we introduce the notion of the sum of filtrations, which is a generalization
of the notion of sum configurations, and see its basic properties. In this section, we follow
the notation in §3.

Definition 4.1. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri. The sum
filtration of {Fi}ki=1 is the T-equivariant filtration F on R defined by

FxRm :=
∑

x1,...,xk∈R;
x1+···+xk≥x

Fx1
1 R1

m · · · Fxk
k Rk

m =
∑

x1,...,xk∈R;
x1+···+xk=x

Fx1
1 R1

m · · · Fxk
k Rk

m

for any m ∈ rZ≥0 and x ∈ R (see Lemma 4.2).

Lemma 4.2. (1) The above F is indeed a T-equivariant filtration on R.
(2) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let (Xi,Li)/A1 be a T-equivariant test configuration of (X,Li)

and let (X ,L)/A1 be the sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1. Then FX ,L is the sum

filtration of {FXi,Li
}ki=1.

Proof. (2) is trivial by Lemma 3.5. We show (1).

• (Linearly boundedness) There exist e−, e+ ∈ R such that, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k and
m ∈ rZ>0, Fxm

i Ri
m = Ri

m for any x ≤ e− and Fxm
i Ri

m = 0 for any x ≥ e+. This
implies that FxmRm = Rm for any x ≤ ke− and FxmRm = 0 for any x ≥ ke+.

• (Multiplicativity) Take any x, x′ ∈ R and m,m′ ∈ rZ≥0. Take any x1, . . . , xk ∈ R

with
∑k

i=1 xi = x and x′1, . . . , x
′
k ∈ R with

∑k
i=1 x

′
i = x′. Then we have

(

Fx1
1 R

1
m · · · Fxk

k Rk
m

)

·
(

Fx′1
1 R1

m′ · · · Fx′
k

k Rk
m′

)

⊂ Fx1+x′1
1 R1

m+m′ · · · Fxk+x
′
k

k Rk
m+m′ .

This implies that FxRm · Fx′Rm′ ⊂ Fx+x′Rm+m′ .
• It is obvious that FxRm ⊂ Fx′Rm whenever x ≥ x′.
• (Left continuity) Take any m ∈ rZ≥0 and x ∈ R. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let λi,1 < · · · <
λi,Mi

be defined to be

{λi,1, . . . , λi,Mi
} :=

{

λ ∈ R | dimGrxFi
Ri
m 6= 0

}

,

where GrxFi
Ri
m be as in [Xu24, (3.1)]. Note that we have the following:

FxRm =
∑

1≤ji≤Mi (1≤i≤k);
λ1,j1+···+λk,jk≥x

Fλ1,j1
1 R1

m · · · Fλk,jk
k Rk

m.

For x ∈ R, there exists a very small ε ∈ R>0 such that
{

(j1, . . . , jk) ∈ Zk>0 | ji ≤Mi (1 ≤ i ≤ k), and λ1,j1 + · · ·+ λk,jk ≥ x− ε
}

=
{

(j1, . . . , jk) ∈ Zk>0 | ji ≤Mi (1 ≤ i ≤ k), and λ1,j1 + · · ·+ λk,jk ≥ x
}

holds. Thus we get FxRm = Fx−εRm.
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• (T-equivariant property) We can directly check that

FxRm =
⊕

α∈M(T)

FxRm,α

with

FxRm,α =
∑

α1,...,αk∈M(T);
α1+···+αk=α

∑

x1,...,xk∈R;
x1+···+xk=x

Fx1
1 R1

m,α1
· · · Fxk

k Rk
m,αk

.

Thus F is T-equivariant.

Thus we get the assertion (1). �

Proposition 4.3. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri, and let F
be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. Then we have the equality

λmax(F) =

k
∑

i=1

λmax(Fi).

Proof. Assume that λmax(F) <
∑k

i=1 λmax(Fi). Then there exists x1, . . . , xk ∈ R such that

xi < λmax(Fi) for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k and x :=
∑k

i=1 xi > λmax(F). As in [Xu24, Lemma 3.17],
for any sufficiently divisible m ∈ rZ>0, we know that Fmxi

i Ri
m 6= 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. This

implies that

FmxRm ⊃
k
∏

i=1

Fmxi
i Ri

m 6= 0,

a contradiction. Thus λmax(F) ≥∑k
i=1 λmax(Fi) holds.

Assume that λmax(F) >
∑k

i=1 λmax(Fi). Take any x ∈
(

∑k
i=1 λmax(Fi), λmax(F)

)

. As in

[Xu24, Lemma 3.17], for any sufficiently divisible m ∈ rZ>0, we know that FmxRm 6= 0. This

implies that, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, there exists xi ∈ R such that
∑k

i=1 xi = x and Fmxi
i Ri

m 6= 0.

This leads to the inequality xi ≤ λmax(Fi). Thus we get x ≤∑k
i=1 λmax(Fi), a contradiction.

Thus λmax(F) ≤∑k
i=1 λmax(Fi) holds. �

Proposition 4.4. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri, and let F
be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1.

(1) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi,[Ci] be the Ci-shift of Fi for Ci ∈ R. Then the sum filtration

of
{

Fi,[Ci]

}k

i=1
is equal to the

(

∑k
i=1Ci

)

-shift F[∑k
i=1 Ci] of F .

(2) (cf. Lemma 3.6) Take any ξ ∈ NR(T). Let us consider the ξ-twist Fi,ξ of Fi for any

1 ≤ i ≤ k. Then the sum filtration of {Fi,ξ}ki=1 is equal to the ξ-twist Fξ of F .

Proof. (1) Let G be the sum filtration of
{

Fi,[Ci]

}k

i=1
. Then we know that

GxRm =
∑

x1+···+xk=x

Fx1−C1m
1 R1

m · · · Fxk−Ckm
k Rk

m

=
∑

y1+···+yk=x−(
∑k

i=1 Ci)m

Fy1
1 R

1
m · · ·Fyk

k R
k
m

= Fx−(
∑k

i=1 Ci)mRm = Fx

[
∑k

i=1 Ci]
Rm.

Thus G is equal to F[∑k
i=1 Ci].
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(2) Let G be the sum filtration of {Fi,ξ}ki=1. Then we know that

GxRm,α =
∑

∑k
i=1 αi=α

∑

∑k
i=1 xi=x

Fx1
1,ξR

1
m,α1

· · ·Fxk
k,ξR

k
m,αk

=
∑

∑k
i=1 αi=α

∑

∑k
i=1 xi=x

Fx1−〈α1,ξ〉
1 R1

m,α1
· · · Fxk−〈αk ,ξ〉

k Rk
m,αk

=
∑

∑k
i=1 αi=α

∑

∑k
i=1 yi=x−〈α,ξ〉

Fy1
1 R

1
m,α1

· · · Fyk
k R

k
m,αk

= Fx−〈α,ξ〉Rm,α = Fx
ξRm,α.

Thus G is equal to Fξ. �

Proposition 4.5. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri, and let F
be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let us take an approximating sequence
{

Fi,(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
of Fi. For any m ∈ rZ>0, let F(m) be the sum filtration of

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1
. Then

{

F(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
is an approximating sequence of F .

Proof. Observe the following:

(i) We have

Fx
(m)Rm′ =

∑

∑k
i=1 xi≥x

Fx1
1,(m)R

1
m′ · · · Fxk

k,(m)R
k
m′

⊂
∑

∑k
i=1 xi≥x

Fx1
1 R1

m′ · · · Fxk
k Rk

m′ = FxRm′ .

(ii) We have

Fx
(m)Rm =

∑

∑k
i=1 xi≥x

Fx1
1,(m)R

1
m · · · Fxk

k,(m)R
k
m

=
∑

∑k
i=1 xi≥x

Fx1
1 R1

m · · · Fxk
k Rk

m = FxRm.

(iii) For any s ∈ Z>0, we have

Fx
(m)Rms =

∑

∑k
i=1 xi≥x

Fx1
1,(m)R

1
ms · · · Fxk

k,(m)R
k
ms

=
∑

∑k
i=1 xi≥x

∑

∑s
j=1 y1j≥x1

...
∑a

j=1 ykj≥xk

(

Fy11
1 R1

m · · ·Fy1s
1 R1

m

)

· · ·
(

Fyk1
k Rk

m · · · Fyks
k Rk

m

)

=
∑

∑s
j=1 yj≥x

∑

∑k
i=1 yi1≥y1

...
∑k

i=1 yis≥ys

(

Fy11
1 R1

m · · · Fyk1
k Rk

m

)

· · ·
(

Fy1s
1 R1

m · · · Fyks
k Rk

m

)

=
∑

∑s
j=1 yj≥x

Fy1Rm · · ·FysRm.

Thus
{

F(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
is an approximating sequence of F . �
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Proposition 4.6. Under the assumption in Proposition 4.5, assume moreover that Fi and

Fi,(m) are Z-valued. Take any e ∈ Z>0. Let F (e)
i := (Fi)

(e), F (e), F (e)
i,(m) :=

(

Fi,(m)

)(e)
,

F (e)
(m) :=

(

F(m)

)(e)
be as in Proposition 2.21 (2). Then we have the following:

(1) The filtration F (e) is the sum filtration of
{

F (e)
i

}k

i=1
.

(2) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
{

F (e)
i,(m)

}k

i=1
is an approximating sequence of F (e)

i .

(3) The filtration F (e)
(m) is the sum filtration of

{

F (e)
i,(m)

}k

i=1
.

(4)
{

F (e)
(m)

}k

i=1
is an approximating sequence of F (e).

Proof. By Propositions 2.22 and 4.5, it is enough to show the assertion (1). We note that

F (e) and F (e)
i are eZ-valued. Let G be the sum filtration of

{

F (e)
i

}k

i=1
. For any λ ∈ eZ, we

have

GλRm =
∑

λ1,...,λk∈eZ;
λ1+···+λk=λ

F (e),λ1
1 R1

m · · ·F (e),λk
k Rk

m

=
∑

λ1,...,λk∈eZ;
λ1+···+λk=λ

Fλ1/e
1 R1

m · · · Fλk/e
k Rk

m

=
∑

µ1,...,µk∈Z;
µ1+···+µk=λ/e

Fµ1
1 R1

m · · · Fµk
k Rk

m

= Fλ/eRm = F (e),λRm.

Thus the assertion follows. �

5. The sum of non-Archimedean metrics

It is important that we extend the sum of test configurations in terms of the non-
Archimedean metrics, following the approach of Boucksom–Jonsson [BJ22] and Boucksom–
Hisamoto–Jonsson [BHJ17]. A detailed explanation of the non-Archimedean metrics or the
Berkovich analytification is completely out of reach of this paper, and the reader is referred
to the aforementioned papers for the details.

We include here the bare minimum of notation that is used afterwards. The reference
that we follow is Boucksom–Jonsson [BJ22]. For a polarized projective variety (X,L), we
define a connected and compact topological space called the Berkovich analytification Xan.
It contains a subset Xdiv consisting of divisorial valuations which is dense in Xan [BJ22,
Theorem 2.14]. Equivalence classes [BHJ17, Definition 6.1] of semiample test configurations
for (X,L) corresponds one-to-one with certain plurisubharmonic (psh) functions on Xan, as
explained in [BHJ17, BJ22] and very briefly recalled below. Let (X ,L)/A1 be a semiample

test configuration for (X,L), and pick another test configuration X̃ with morphisms µ : X̃ →
X and ρ : X̃ → XA1 , where (XA1 , LA1)/A1 is the trivial test configuration. Then

(1) D := µ∗L − ρ∗LA1

is a Gm-invariant Q-Cartier Q-divisor with support in X̃0, and the map L 7→ D is known
to define a one-to-one correspondence between the set of equivalence classes of test con-
figurations (X ,L)/A1 (with L possibly non-semiample over A1) for (X,L) and the space
of piecewise linear functions on Xan [BJ22, Definition 2.1, Theorem 2.7, and §2.7]. Fur-
thermore, given a test configuration (X̃ , µ∗L)/A1 for (X,L), the Gauss extension yields an
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embedding σX̃ : Xan → X̃ an as in [BJ22, §1.3 and §2.1]. When D is a Gm-invariant Q-Cartier

Q-divisor with support in X̃0, we define a continuous function ϕD ∈ C0(Xan,R) by

(2) ϕD(v) := σX̃ (v)(D)

for v ∈ Xan [BJ22, §2.2]. Thus, a test configuration (X ,L) defines a function ϕL := ϕD ∈
C0(Xan,R) by (2), where D is defined as in (1). We note that the map D 7→ ϕD is invariant
under the pullback, i.e. ϕµ∗D = ϕD [BJ22, §2.2], and hence the construction above does not

depend on the choice of X̃ . The map L 7→ ϕL is known to set up a one-to-one correspondence
between the set of equivalence classes of semiample test configurations for (X,L) and the
set HNA(L) of rational Fubini–Study functions on Xan [BJ22, §2.4 and Theorem 2.31]. The
set HNA(L) admits a completion denoted by E1,NA(L) [BJ22, Theorem 4.15 (ii), §7.2, §12.1];
note that our notation HNA = HNA(L) (resp. E1,NA = E1,NA(L)) corresponds to HQ (resp. to
E1) in [BJ22]. We also write ENA for the non-Archimedean Monge–Ampère energy defined
for φNA ∈ E1,NA by

ENA(φNA) :=
(L, φNA)n+1

(n+ 1)(L·n)
> −∞,

where (L, φNA)n+1 is the energy pairing defined in [BJ22, Theorem 7.1]. In what follows, we
write (φNA)n+1 for (L, φNA)n+1 to simplify the notation. Moreover, in this paper we also call
HNA the set of all non-Archimedean metrics, following the terminology of [BHJ17, Definition
6.4] (see also [BJ22, Example 3.3]).

In this section, let (X,∆), L1, . . . , Lk, and L =
∑k

i=1 Li be as in §3. We write HNA(L)
for the set of rational Fubini–Study functions for L, and HNA

1 , . . . ,HNA
k for the ones for

L1, . . . , Lk respectively.
We first observe the following straightforward consequence of Lemma 3.3 in terms of the

non-Archimedean metrics in the sense of [BHJ17, §6].

Lemma 5.1. The non-Archimedean metric on L represented by the sum configuration (X ,L)
of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 depends only on the non-Archimedean metrics on L1, . . . , Lk represented
respectively by (X1,L1), . . . , (Xk,Lk).
Proof. Let Z be a common partial resolution of (X1,L1), . . . , (Xk,Lk). If we take another
representative, say (X ′

i ,L′
i), of the non-Archimedean metric defined by (Xi,Li), we simply

replace Z by a common partial resolution of Z, (X ′
1,L′

1), . . . , (X ′
k,L′

k), which defines the same
non-Archimedean metric as (X ,L) by Lemma 3.3. �

Thus, the following map

S : HNA
1 × · · · × HNA

k → HNA(L),

taking any ample representatives from HNA
1 , . . . ,HNA

k and giving (the equivalence class of)
the sum test configuration of them, is well-defined. In fact, this map agrees with the sum of
non-Archimedean metrics, as in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. The map S above satisfies

S(φNA
1 , . . . , φNA

k ) = φNA
1 + · · ·+ φNA

k

where the right hand side is the the sum of non-Archimedean metrics as defined in [BHJ17,
§6.2] or [BJ22, Proposition 3.6]. Moreover, if φNA

i , ψNA
i ∈ HNA

i satisfy φNA
i ≤ ψNA

i for all
i = 1, . . . , k, we have

(3) S(φNA
1 , . . . , φNA

k ) ≤ S(ψNA
1 , . . . , ψNA

k ).

Proof. We take φNA
i ∈ HNA

i and take an ample representative (Xi,Li) for i = 1, . . . , k. We
replace this model by the common partial resolution σi : Z → Xi and note that (Z, σ∗

iLi)
represents φNA

i . Then the sum φNA
1 + · · · + φNA

k is represented by (Z, σ∗
1L1 + · · · + σ∗

kLk),



24 KENTO FUJITA AND YOSHINORI HASHIMOTO

establishing the first part of the claim by recalling Lemma 3.3. We immediately observe
that, if φNA

i , ψNA
i ∈ HNA

i satisfies φNA
i ≤ ψNA

i for all i = 1, . . . , k, we have

φNA
1 + · · ·+ φNA

k ≤ ψNA
1 + · · ·+ ψNA

k

as claimed. �

Proposition 5.3. The map S can be extended to the map S : E1,NA
1 ×· · ·×E1,NA

k → E1,NA(L)
defined by

S(φNA
1 , . . . , φNA

k ) := φNA
1 + · · ·+ φNA

k

which is continuous with respect to the strong topology.

This result may be well-known to the experts, particularly because it follows directly from
various results in [BJ22] as we can see below. In the rest of the paper, we do not need the
continuity of S, but the statement is included here for completeness.

Proof. We first prove that the image of S is contained in E1,NA(L). We pick a decreasing net

{(φNA
1j , . . . , φ

NA
kj )}j ⊂ HNA

1 × · · · × HNA
k

converging (in the product topology) to (φNA
1 , . . . , φNA

k ) ∈ E1,NA
1 × · · · × E1,NA

k . By (3) and

the definition of S,
{

∑k
i=1 φ

NA
ij

}

j
⊂ HNA(L) is a decreasing net converging pointwise to

∑k
i=1 φ

NA
i over Xdiv. Thus it suffices to prove

inf
j
ENA

(

k
∑

i=1

φNA
ij

)

= inf
j

(φNA
1j + · · ·+ φNA

kj )
n+1

(n+ 1)(L·n)
> −∞.

We now recall from [BJ22, Lemma 7.10] that there exists a constant C > 0 depending only
on n, k, and L1, . . . , Lk such that

(φNA
1j + · · ·+ φNA

kj )
n+1 > C

k
∑

i=1

(φNA
ij )n+1 = C

k
∑

i=1

(L·n
i )E

NA
i (φNA

ij )

for each j, where ENA
i is the non-Archimedean Monge–Ampère energy for Li. The infimum

of the right hand side is finite by the monotonicity of the Monge–Ampère energy func-
tional ENA

i , with {φNA
ij }j decreasing to φNA

i ∈ E1,NA
i for each i = 1, . . . , k. Thus we get

infj E
NA
(

∑k
i=1 φ

NA
ij

)

> −∞ as required.

It remains to prove that S : E1,NA
1 ×· · ·×E1,NA

k → E1,NA(L) is continuous with respect to the

strong topology (see [BJ22, Definition 12.1]). Let {(ψNA
1j , . . . , ψ

NA
kj )}j be a net in E1,NA

1 ×· · ·×
E1,NA
k strongly converging (in the product topology) to (φNA

1 , . . . , φNA
k ) ∈ E1,NA

1 ×· · ·×E1,NA
k .

Again by the definition of S, we find that
{

∑k
i=1 ψ

NA
ij

}

j
converges pointwise to

∑k
i=1 φ

NA
i

over Xdiv. It thus suffices to show that ENA
(

∑k
i=1 ψ

NA
ij

)

converges to ENA
(

∑k
i=1 φ

NA
i

)

, by

[BJ22, §12.1].
To establish this convergence, we first normalize

φ̃NA
i = φNA

i − sup
Xan

φNA
i , ψ̃NA

ij = ψNA
ij − sup

Xan
ψNA
ij ,

for each i = 1, . . . , k and each j, where we note that supXan ψNA
ij → supXan φNA

i as j → ∞
since the supremum is attained at a fixed point vtriv ∈ Xdiv by [BJ22, Proposition 4.12 (ii)]
(as X is assumed to be irreducible) and {ψNA

ij }j converges pointwise to φNA
i over Xdiv by

the strong convergence. This in turn shows that {ψ̃NA
ij }j converges strongly to φ̃NA

i for each
i = 1, . . . , k, since we have

ENA
i (ψ̃NA

ij ) = ENA
i (ψNA

ij )− sup
Xan

ψNA
ij
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and similarly for ENA
i (φ̃NA

i ) by [BJ22, Proposition 7.7]. We then find

(φNA
1 + · · ·+ φNA

k )n+1 = (φ̃NA
1 + · · ·+ φ̃NA

k )n+1 + (n+ 1)(L·n)

k
∑

i=1

sup
Xan

φNA
i

and

(ψNA
1j + · · ·+ ψNA

kj )n+1 = (ψ̃NA
1j + · · ·+ ψ̃NA

kj )n+1 + (n+ 1)(L·n)

k
∑

i=1

sup
Xan

ψNA
ij

by [BJ22, Proposition 3.14] and recalling (L1+ · · ·+Lk)·n = (L·n). Then, expanding out the
energy pairing, [BJ22, Theorem 7.34] implies that there exists a constant C > 0 depending

only on L1, . . . , Lk, n, and φ̃
NA
1 , . . . , φ̃NA

k such that
∣

∣

∣
(φ̃NA

1 + · · ·+ φ̃NA
k )n+1 − (ψ̃NA

1j + · · ·+ ψ̃NA
kj )n+1

∣

∣

∣
≤ C max

i=1,...,k
Ī(φ̃NA

i , ψ̃NA
ij )αn

holds eventually for the nets {ψ̃NA
ij }j converging to φ̃NA

i , where αn ∈ (0, 1] is a constant de-

pending only on n and Ī is the quasi-metric defined in [BJ22, Definition 12.3] (see also

[BJ22, (7.29) in Proposition 7.27]). Since {ψ̃NA
ij }j converges strongly to φ̃NA

i , we have

Ī(φ̃NA
i , ψ̃NA

ij ) → 0 for each i = 1, . . . , k by [BJ22, Theorem 12.4], which shows

(ψ̃NA
1j + · · ·+ ψ̃NA

kj )n+1 → (φ̃NA
1 + · · ·+ φ̃NA

k )n+1.

Thus, combining the above argument we have

(ψNA
1j + · · ·+ ψNA

kj )n+1 → (φNA
1 + · · ·+ φNA

k )n+1,

which shows that ENA
(

∑k
i=1 ψ

NA
ij

)

converges to ENA
(

∑k
i=1 φ

NA
i

)

, as claimed. �

6. The coupled Ding invariant

In this section, we introduce the notion of coupled Ding semistability and (reduced) cou-
pled Ding stability for log Fano pairs. In this section, we fix an n-dimensional (klt) log Fano
pair (X,∆), an algebraic torus T ≃ Gp

m with p ∈ Z≥0, an injection T → Aut(X,∆), and

T-linearized ample Q-line bundles L1, . . . , Lk on X such that L :=
∑k

i=1 Li coincides with
−(KX +∆) with the standard T-linearization.

Definition 6.1. We set

αcp
bc :=

k
∑

i=1

αLi

bc ∈MR(T)

(see Definition 2.2). We say that
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters if
αcp
bc = 0. By Lemma 3.1 (2), those definitions do not depend on the choice of T-linearizations

of Li. If T is a maximal torus of Aut(X,∆), we simply say that
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing
coupled Futaki characters. Note that all maximal tori of Aut(X,∆) are mutually conjugate
to each other.

Definition 6.2. (1) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri, and
let F be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1.
(i) We set

Jcp
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

:=
k
∑

i=1

J(Fi),

where J(Fi) is defined in Definition 2.18.
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(ii) We set

J
cp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

:= inf
ξ∈NR(T)

Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

.

By [Xu24, Lemma 6.4 and Proposition 6.6 (i)], the functions

ξ 7→
k
∑

i=1

λmax (Fi,ξ) , ξ 7→ SLi
(Fi,ξ)

are continuous. Thus we have

J
cp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

= inf
ξ∈NQ(T)

Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

.

(iii) For any δ ∈ R>0, the coupled Ding invariant of {Fi}ki=1 with the slope δ is defined
to be

D
(

{Fi}ki=1; δ
)

:= µ(F ; δ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi),

where µ(F ; δ) is the δ-lc slope of F in the sense of [Xu24, Definition 3.45] (see

also Lemma 2.23). We often denote µ(F ; δ) by µ
(

{Fi}ki=1 ; δ
)

. We can express

D
(

{Fi}ki=1; δ
)

= D(F ; δ) + SL(F)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi),

where D(F ; δ) is the Ding invariant of the filtration F with the slope δ in the
sense of [Xu24, Definition 3.45].
We define the coupled Ding invariant of {Fi}ki=1 as

D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

:= µ(F)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) = D(F) + SL(F)−

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi),

where

µ(F) := µ
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

:= µ(F ; 1), D(F) := D(F ; 1).

Equivalently, D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

:= D
(

{Fi}ki=1; 1
)

.
(2) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let (Xi,Li)/A1 be a T-equivariant test configuration of (X,Li),

and let (X ,L)/A1 be the sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1.
(i) We set

Jcp
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

:= Jcp
(

{FXi,Li
}ki=1

)

=

k
∑

i=1

J (Xi,Li) .

(ii) We set

J
cp
T

(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

:= J
cp
T

(

{FXi,Li
}ki=1

)

= inf
ξ∈NQ(T)

k
∑

i=1

J (Xi,ξ,Li,ξ) ,

where the last equality follows from the observations in (1) and Definition 2.18.
(iii) The coupled Ding invariant of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 is defined as

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

:= Ding(X ,L) +
(

L̄·n+1
)

(n + 1)(L·n)
−

k
∑

i=1

(

L̄i·n+1
)

(n + 1)(L·n
i )
,

where Ding(X ,L) is the Ding invariant of (the normalization of) (X ,L)/A1 in
the sense of [Xu24, Definition 2.24], and (X̄ , L̄)/P1, (X̄i, L̄i)/P1 are the ∞-trivial
compactifications of (X ,L)/A1, (Xi,Li)/A1 in the sense of [Xu24, Definition 2.7],
respectively.
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Definition 6.3. (1) We say that
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable
if

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

≥ 0

holds for any T-equivariant test configuration (Xi,Li)/A1 of (X,Li) (1 ≤ i ≤ k).
When T is trivial (i.e., p = 0), we simply say that

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is coupled Ding
semistable.
We remark that, for any subtorus T′ ⊂ T, if

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T′-equivariantly

coupled Ding semistable, then
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is obviously T-equivariantly coupled
Ding semistable.

(2) We say that
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable if there exists
a positive real number ε ∈ R>0 such that

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

holds for any T-equivariant test configuration (Xi,Li)/A1 of (X,Li) (1 ≤ i ≤ k). If
T is trivial, then we simply say that

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is uniformly coupled Ding stable.

If T ⊂ Aut(X,∆) is a maximal torus, then we say that
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is reduced
uniformly coupled Ding stable. The notion does not depend on the choice of maximal
tori.

Lemma 6.4. In the above definitions of T-equivariant coupled Ding semistability and T-
reduced uniform coupled Ding stability, we may assume that the test configurations (Xi,Li)/A1

(1 ≤ i ≤ k) are normal. In fact, for the normalizations ν : X ′
i → Xi, we have

Ding
(

{X ′
i , ν

∗Li}ki=1

)

= Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

, J
cp
T

(

{X ′
i , ν

∗Li}ki=1

)

= J
cp
T

(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

.

Proof. Observe that the normalized sum configurations of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 and {(X ′
i , ν

∗Li)}ki=1

are equal by Lemma 3.3 (3). Moreover, for any ξ ∈ NQ(T) and 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we get

J
(

X ′
i,ξ, (ν

∗Li)ξ
)

= J (Xi,ξ,Li,ξ)
by the definition of J (Xi,ξ,Li,ξ) (see Definition 2.18). Thus we get the assertions. �

We see an analogous statement in [Xu24, §3.4].

Proposition 6.5 (cf. [Xu24, Theorem 3.63]). For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let (Xi,Li)/A1 be a
T-equivariant test configuration of (X,Li).

(1) We have the inequality

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

≤ D
(

{FXi,Li
}ki=1

)

.

(2) If moreover all Xi are normal (1 ≤ i ≤ k), then we have

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

= D
(

{FXi,Li
}ki=1

)

.

Proof. Let (X ′,L′)/A1 be the sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1, and let ν : X → X ′ be the
normalization and set L := ν∗L′. We set Fi := FXi,Li

and F := FX ′,L′. We know that F is the
sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. Note that F is a Z-valued filtration such that, for any sufficiently
divisible m ∈ rZ>0, we have Im(F)s = Ims(F) for any s ∈ Z>0. Moreover, (X ,L)/A1 is
nothing but the normalized blowup test configuration along Im(F) (see Definition 2.20).

(1) We have

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

= Ding (X ,L) + SL(F)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi)

≥ D(F) + SL(F)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) = D

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

,
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where the first equality follows from [Xu24, Lemma 3.35], and the second inequality follows
from [Xu24, Theorem 3.63].

(2) Assume that all Xi are normal. We use the notations in §3, especially, Definition 3.2,
Lemma 3.5 and Proposition 3.7. Fix a sufficiently divisible m ∈ rZ>0 and consider

I〈i〉
m :=

⊕

λ∈Z

t−λI
〈i〉
(m;λ) = Im(Fi)

with I
〈i〉
(m;λ) := I(m;λ)(Fi) and

Im :=
⊕

λ∈Z

t−λI(m;λ) = Im(F)

with I(m;λ) := I(m;λ)(F). Set OZ(−mDi) := θ−1I〈i〉
m . As in Proposition 3.7, we have

Im =

k
∏

i=1

I〈i〉
m

and
k
∑

i=1

Di = θ∗LA1 − ρ∗L.

Let us recall the L-invariant L(F) of F in the sense of [Xu24, Definition 3.51]. Since
m ∈ rZ>0 is sufficiently divisible, we have

L(F) = lct
(

XA1 ,∆A1 + I
1
m
m ;X × {0}

)

− 1

= lct

(

Z,∆Z + E +
k
∑

i=1

Di;Z0

)

− 1,

where Z0 is the fiber of Z → A1 at 0 ∈ A1, and E is the Q-divisor on Z supported on Z0

defined by

KZ +∆Z + E = θ∗
(

KX
A1

+∆A1

)

.

Let us consider the Q-divisor DX ,L on X in the sense of [Xu24, Definition 2.24], i.e., the
Q-divisor on X supported on X0 with

DX ,L ∼Q −L̄ −KX̄/P1 −∆X̄ .

Then we have

ρ∗ (KX +∆X +DX ,L) = KZ +∆Z + E +
k
∑

i=1

Di.

This implies that

L(F) = lct (X ,∆X +DX ,L;X0)− 1,

where X0 is the fiber of X → A1 over 0 ∈ A1. On the other hand, by [Xu24, Theorem 3.52],
we have L(F) = µ(F). Thus

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

= lct (X ,∆X +DX ,L;X0)− 1−
k
∑

i=1

(

L̄i·n+1
)

(n+ 1)(L·n
i )

= µ(F)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) = D

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

holds. where the second equality follows from [Xu24, Lemma 3.35]. �
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Lemma 6.6 (cf. [Xu24, Corollary 6.25]). For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant
filtration on Ri. For any ξ ∈ NR(T), we have

D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

− 〈αcp
bc, ξ〉.

Proof. Let F be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. By [Xu24, Lemma 6.24], we know that
µ(F) = µ(Fξ). Moreover, by [Xu24, Lemma 6.4] and Proposition 4.4 (2), we get

D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= µ(Fξ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ)

= µ(F)−
k
∑

i=1

(

SLi
(Fi) +

〈

αLi

bc, ξ
〉)

= D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

−
k
∑

i=1

〈

αLi

bc, ξ
〉

.

Thus the assertion follows. �

Corollary 6.7. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let (Xi,Li)/A1 be a T-equivariant normal test configu-
ration of (X,Li). For any ξ ∈ N(T), let (Xi,ξ,Li,ξ)/A1 be the ξ-twisted test configuration of
(Xi,Li)/A1. Then we have

Ding
(

{Xi,ξ,Li,ξ}ki=1

)

= D
(

{

FXi,ξ,Li,ξ

}k

i=1

)

= D
(

{FXi,Li
}ki=1

)

− 〈αcp
bc, ξ〉

= Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

− 〈αcp
bc, ξ〉.

In particular, if
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable, then αcp
bc = 0

holds, i.e.,
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters.

Proof. The first and third equalities follow from Proposition 6.5. Since FXi,ξ,LLi,ξ
= (FXi,Li

)ξ
(see Example 2.6), the second equality follows from Lemma 6.6. �

Lemma 6.8. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri. Set Gi := Fi,Z

(see Definition 2.13 (1)). Then, for any ξ ∈ NR(T) and δ ∈ R>0, we have the equality

µ
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= µ
(

{Gi,ξ}ki=1

)

.

In particular, together with Lemma 2.14, we have

Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= Jcp
(

{Gi,ξ}ki=1

)

,

J
cp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

= J
cp
T

(

{Gi}ki=1

)

,

D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= D
(

{Gi,ξ}ki=1

)

.

Proof. Let F (resp., G) be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1 (resp., {Gi}ki=1). Take any x ∈ R
and ε ∈ R>0. As in the proof of Lemma 2.14, if we take m ∈ rZ>0 with mε > k, then we
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have

Fmx
ξ Rm =

∑

x1+···+xk≥mx

Fx1
1,ξR

1
m · · · Fxk

k,ξR
k
m

⊃
∑

x1+···+xk≥mx

Gx11,ξR1
m · · · Gxkk,ξRk

m = Gmxξ Rm,

Gm(x−ε)
ξ Rm =

∑

x′1+···+x′
k
≥m(x−ε)

Gx
′
1

1,ξR
1
m · · · Gx

′
k

k,ξR
k
m

⊃
∑

x1+···+xk≥mx

Fx1
1,ξR

1
m · · · Fxk

k,ξR
k
m = Fmx

ξ Rm.

Note that the second inclusion follows from the observation in Lemma 2.14 that

Gx
′
i

i,ξR
i
m ⊃ Fxi

i,ξR
i
m

holds for any xi, x
′
i ∈ R with x′i > xi − 1. Thus we get

Gmxξ Rm ⊂ Fmx
ξ Rm ⊂ Gm(x−ε)

ξ Rm,

which gives that µ
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= µ
(

{Gi,ξ}ki=1

)

. The remaining assertions are trivial. �

We prepare the following:

Proposition 6.9 (cf. [Xu24, Propositions 6.6 and 6.29]). Assume that
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has
vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters.

(1) Set C := dist
(

0, ∂
(

PL
))

. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration

on Ri, and let F be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. Then, for every e− ∈ R with
F e−mRm = Rm for any m ∈ rZ>0, we have

λmax(Fξ) ≥ C|ξ|+ e−

for any ξ ∈ NR(T).
(2) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri, and take any approxi-

mating sequence
{

Fi,(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
of Fi. Then we have

lim
m→∞

J
cp
T

(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

= J
cp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 3.1 (1), we have 0 = αcp
bc ∈ int

(

PL
)

. In particular, we have C ∈ R>0.

For any m ∈ rZ>0 and α ∈ ΛLm, let us set

Tm,α :=
1

m
max {x ∈ R | FxRm,α 6= 0} .

From the assumption, we have Tm,α ≥ e− for any α ∈ ΛLm. Thus we get

Tm(Fξ) = max
α∈ΛL

m

{

Tm,α +
〈 α

m
, ξ
〉}

≥ e− +
1

m
max
α∈ΛL

m

{〈α, ξ〉} ,

where Tm be as in [Xu24, §3.1.2]. By [Xu24, Lemma 3.22], we get

λmax(Fξ) ≥ max
α∈PL

{〈α, ξ〉}+ e− ≥ C|ξ|+ e−.

(2) Let F (resp., F(m)) be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1 (resp., {Fi,(m)}ki=1). Take any

ξ ∈ NR(T). By Lemma 2.15 (2),
{

Fi,(m),ξ

}

m∈rZ>0
is an approximating sequence of Fi,ξ.
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Moreover, by Proposition 4.4 (2), the sum filtration of
{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1
(resp., {Fi,ξ}ki=1) is

equal to F(m),ξ (resp., Fξ). Therefore, by Lemma 2.16 and Proposition 4.3, we have

SLi
(Fi,ξ) = lim

m→∞
SLi

(

Fi,(m),ξ

)

,

k
∑

i=1

λmax (Fi,ξ) = λmax (Fξ) = lim
m→∞

λmax

(

F(m),ξ

)

= lim
m→∞

k
∑

i=1

λmax

(

Fi,(m),ξ

)

.

This implies that, for any ξ ∈ NR(T), we have

lim
m→∞

Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

= Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

.

We observe the following claim:

Claim 6.10. There exist C ∈ R>0 and e ∈ R such that, for any m ∈ rZ>0 and ξ ∈ NR(T),
we have

Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

≥ C|ξ|+ e,

Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

≥ C|ξ|+ e.

Proof of Claim 6.10. Observe that

Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= λmax(Fξ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ)

= λmax(Fξ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) ,

Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

= λmax

(

F(m),ξ

)

−
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

Fi,(m)

)

.

By (1), there exists C ∈ R>0 such that:

• there exists e∞ ∈ R such that, for any ξ ∈ NR(T), we have

Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

≥ C|ξ|+ e∞ −
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi),

and
• for any m ∈ rZ>0, there exists em ∈ R such that, for any ξ ∈ NR(T), we have

Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

≥ C|ξ|+ em −
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,(m)).

Moreover, since {F(m)}m∈rZ>0 is an approximating sequence of F , we can take the value em
independent of m ∈ rZ>0. We may assume that em = e∞ for any m ∈ rZ>0. Moreover,
since limm→∞

∑k
i=1 SLi

(Fi,(m)) =
∑k

i=1 SLi
(Fi), there exists e ∈ R such that

e∞ −
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) ≥ e,

em −
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,(m)) ≥ e.

Thus we finish to prove Claim 6.10. �

By Claim 6.10, there exists a compact subset Ξ ⊂ NR(T) such that, the minimum of the
functions
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• ξ 7→ Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

and

• ξ 7→ Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

for all m ∈ rZ>0

over NR(T) can be attained over Ξ. Moreover, if we set

C1 := max
{

dist
(

0, ∂
(

PL
))}

∈ R>0,

then, for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ NR(T) and m ∈ rZ>0, we have
∣

∣

∣
Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ1

}k

i=1

)

− Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ2

}k

i=1

)∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣
λmax

(

{

Fi,(m),ξ1

}k

i=1

)

− λmax

(

{

Fi,(m),ξ2

}k

i=1

)∣

∣

∣

≤ 2C1|ξ1 − ξ2|
as in the proof of [Xu24, Proposition 6.29]. Therefore, the sequence

{

ξ 7→ Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)}

m∈rZ>0

of functions over Ξ are Lipschitz continuous with the same Lipschitz constant 2C1, and
pointwise converges to

ξ 7→ Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

.

Hence the sequence of functions uniformly converges to the above function over Ξ. This
implies that

lim
m→∞

J
cp
T

(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

= lim
m→∞

inf
ξ∈Ξ

J
cp
T

(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

= inf
ξ∈Ξ

J
cp
T

(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= J
cp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.

Thus the assertion (2) follows. �

Theorem 6.11 (cf. [Xu24, §3.4.2 and Proposition 6.3.1]). Assume that ε ∈ [0, 1] satisfies
the following: for any T-equivariant test configuration (Xi,Li)/A1 of (X,Li) (1 ≤ i ≤ k),
we have

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

.

Then, for any T-equivariant filtration Fi on R
i (1 ≤ i ≤ k), we have

D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.

Proof. By Corollary 6.7, we have αcp
bc = 0. Moreover, by Lemma 6.8, we may assume that

each Fi is Z-valued. Let F be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, take any
Z-valued approximating sequence

{

Fi,(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
of Fi, and let F(m) be the sum filtration

of
{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1
for any m ∈ rZ>0. Recall that, by Proposition 4.5,

{

F(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
is an

approximating sequence of F .
Let us set

I
〈i〉
(m;x) := I(m;x)(Fi) = I(m;x)(Fi,(m)),

I(m;x) := I(m;x)(F) = I(m;x)(F(m))

as in Definitions 2.5 and 3.2. Since Fi is Z-valued, for any λ ∈ Z, we have

I(m;λ) =
∑

λ1,...,λk∈Z;
λ1+···+λk≥λ

I
〈1〉
(m;λ1)

· · · I〈k〉(m;λk)
.

Moreover, let us consider the fractional ideals

I〈i〉
m := Im(Fi) = Im(Fi,(m)),

Im := Im(F) = Im(F(m))
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on XA1 . As above, we have

Im =

k
∏

i=1

I〈i〉
m .

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k and m ∈ rZ>0, let
(

Xi,(m),Li,(m)

)

/A1 be the normalized blowup test

configuration of (X,Li) along I〈i〉
m in the sense of Definition 2.20. We recall the definition.

Take a (Gm × T)-equivariant birational morphism

pm : Wm → XA1

withWm normal and pm an isomorphism over A1\{0} and there exists a Cartier divisormD
〈i〉
m

on Wm such that p−1
m I〈i〉

m = OWm

(

−mD〈i〉
m

)

holds for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. The
(

Xi,(m),Li,(m)

)

/A1

is defined to be the ample model of the semiample Q-divisor

p∗m(Li)A1 −D〈i〉
m

over A1. Since

p−1
m Im = OWm

(

−m
k
∑

i=1

D〈i〉
m

)

,

the normalized blowup test configuration
(

X(m),L(m)

)

/A1 of (X,L) along Im is equal to the

normalized sum configuration of
{(

Xi,(m),Li,(m)

)}k

i=1
.

Let us take any ξ ∈ NQ(T). Fix e ∈ Z>0 with eξ ∈ N(T). For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k and
m ∈ rZ>0, set

(

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

:=

(

(

(

Xi,(m)

)(e)
)

eξ
,
(

(

Li,(m)

)(e)
)

eξ

)

(see Definition 2.17). Moreover, we set

Gi :=
(

(Fi)
(e)
)

eξ
, G :=

(

F (e)
)

eξ
, Gi,(m) :=

(

(

Fi,(m)

)(e)
)

eξ
,G(m) :=

(

(

F(m)

)(e)
)

eξ

(in the sense of Proposition 2.21 (2)). By Propositions 4.4, 4.5, 4.6 and Lemma 2.15 (2), we
have:

• G is the sum filtration of {Gi}ki=1.
•
{

G(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
is an approximating sequence of G.

• G(m) is the sum filtration of
{

Gi,(m)

}k

i=1
.

•
{

Gi,(m)

}

m∈rZ>0
is an approximating sequence of Gi.

Moreover, by Proposition 2.21, the test configuration
(

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

/A1 is equal to the
normalized blowup test configuration of (X,Li) along

J 〈i〉
m := Im(Gi) = Im

(

Gi,(m)

)

.

We again recall the definition. Take a (Gm × T)-equivariant birational morphism

qm : Zm → XA1

with Zm normal and qm an isomorphism over A1\{0} and there exists a Cartier divisor mE
〈i〉
m

on Zm such that q−1
m J 〈i〉

m = OZm

(

−mE〈i〉
m

)

holds for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. The
(

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

/A1

is defined to be the ample model of the semiample Q-divisor

q∗m(Li)A1 − E〈i〉
m

on Zm over A1. We set

Jm := Im(G) = Im
(

G(m)

)

=

k
∏

i=1

J 〈i〉
m ,
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where the last equality follows from the property that each Gi is Z-valued. Since

q−1
m Jm = OZm

(

−m
k
∑

i=1

E〈i〉
m

)

,

the normalized blowup test configuration
(

Y(m),M(m)

)

/A1 of (X,L) along Jm is equal to

the normalized sum configuration of
{(

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

)}k

i=1
. Moreover, again by Proposition

2.21, we have
(

Y(m),M(m)

)

=

(

(

(

X(m)

)(e)
)

eξ
,
(

(

L(m)

)(e)
)

eξ

)

.

Let θm : Zm → Y(m) be the natural morphism. Note that

q∗mLA1 −
k
∑

i=1

E〈i〉
m = −θ∗m

(

KY(m)
+∆Y(m)

+DY(m),M(m)

)

holds, where DY(m),M(m)
be as in [Xu24, Definition 2.24]. Therefore, since

{

G(m)

}

m∈rZ>0

is

an approximating sequence, we have

L
(

G(m)

)

= lct
(

XA1 ,∆A1 + J
1
m
m ;X × {0}

)

− 1

= lct
(

Y(m),∆Y(m)
+DY(m),M(m)

;Y(m),0

)

− 1,

where Y(m),0 is the fiber of Y(m) → A1 at 0 ∈ A1.
Observe that

Ding
(

{

Xi,(m),Li,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Xi,(m),ξ,Li,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

= Ding
(

X(m),L(m)

)

+

(

L̄·n+1
(m)

)

(n + 1)(L·n)
−

k
∑

i=1

(

L̄·n+1
i,(m)

)

(n + 1)(L·n
i )

− ε · 1
e
Jcp
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

=
1

e











Ding
(

X (e)
(m),L

(e)
(m)

)

+

(

L(e)
(m)

·n+1)

(n + 1)(L·n)
−

k
∑

i=1

(

L(e)
i,(m)

·n+1)

(n+ 1)(L·n
i )

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

)











=
1

e

(

Ding
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

))

,

where the second equality follows from [Xu24, Lemma 2.25] and the third equality follows
from Proposition 6.5 (2) and Lemma 6.6. On the other hand, we have

D
(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

= D
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

= D
(

F(m),ξ

)

+ SL
(

F(m),ξ

)

−
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

Fi,(m),ξ

)

− ε

(

λmax

(

F(m),ξ

)

−
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

Fi,(m),ξ

)

)

=
1

e

(

D
(

G(m)

)

+ SL
(

G(m)

)

−
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

Gi,(m)

)

− ε

(

λmax

(

G(m)

)

−
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

Gi,(m)

)

))

=
1

e

(

D
(

{

Gi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Gi,(m)

}k

i=1

))

,

where the first equality follows from Lemma 6.6 and the third equality follows from Lemma
2.24.
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As in the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 3.63], more precisely, by [Xu24, equation (3.42)], we
have

SLi

(

Gi,(m)

)

≤ SLi

(

FYi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

, λmax

(

Gi,(m)

)

≤ λmax

(

FYi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

.

Thus we get

D
(

{

Gi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Gi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

= L
(

G(m)

)

− (1− ε) ·
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

Gi,(m)

)

− ε · λmax

(

G(m)

)

≥ lct
(

Y(m),∆Y(m)
+DY(m),M(m)

;Y(m),0

)

− 1

−(1− ε) ·
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

FYi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

− ε · λmax

(

FYi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

= Ding
(

Y(m),M(m)

)

+

(

M̄·n+1
(m)

)

(n+ 1)(L·n)
−

k
∑

i=1

(

M̄·n+1
i,(m)

)

(n+ 1)(L·n
i )

− ε ·
k
∑

i=1

J
(

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

)

= Ding
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

.

As a consequence, for any ξ ∈ NQ(T), we get

Ding
(

{

Xi,(m),Li,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Xi,(m),ξ,Li,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

=
1

e

(

Ding
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Yi,(m),Mi,(m)

}k

i=1

))

≤ 1

e

(

D
(

{

Gi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Gi,(m)

}k

i=1

))

= D
(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{

Fi,(m),ξ

}k

i=1

)

.

From the assumption, we get

D
(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

for any m ∈ rZ>0.
By Proposition 6.9 (2) and [Xu24, Theorems 3.58 and 3.60], we have

lim
m→∞

J
cp
T

(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

= J
cp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

, lim
m→∞

SLi

(

Fi,(m)

)

= SLi
(Fi) ,

lim
m→∞

SL
(

F(m)

)

= SL (F) , lim
m→∞

D
(

F(m)

)

= D(F).

In particular, we have

lim
m→∞

D
(

{

Fi,(m)

}k

i=1

)

= lim
m→∞

(

D
(

F(m)

)

+ SL
(

F(m)

)

−
k
∑

i=1

SLi

(

Fi,(m)

)

)

= D (F) + SL (F)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) = D

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.

Thus we complete the proof of Theorem 6.11. �

Corollary 6.12. (1) The following are equivalent:
(i)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable.

(ii) For any T-equivariant filtration Fi on R
i (1 ≤ i ≤ k), we have D

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

≥ 0.
(2) The following are equivalent:

(i)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.
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(ii) There exists ε ∈ R>0 such that, for any T-equivariant filtration Fi on Ri (1 ≤
i ≤ k), we have D

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.

Proof. Trivial from Theorem 6.11, Lemma 6.4 and Proposition 6.5 (2). �

Theorem 6.13 (cf. [Xu24, Theorem 4.13]). The following are equivalent:

(1) There exists ε ∈ R>0 such that, for any T-equivariant filtration Fi on R
i (1 ≤ i ≤ k),

we have D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.
(2) There exists δ ∈ R>1 such that, for any T-equivariant filtration Fi on R

i (1 ≤ i ≤ k),

there exists ξ ∈ NR(T) such that D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
)

≥ 0 holds.

Proof. We firstly remark that, each assumption implies that αcp
bc = 0 by Corollaries 6.12 and

6.7.
(1) =⇒ (2): (The proof is essentially same as the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 6.34].) Take

δ ∈ R>1 with δ = δ (ε, n, α(X,∆)) > 1 as in [Xu24, Theorem 3.50]. (The definition of
α(X,∆) ∈ R>0 can be found in [Xu24, Definition 3.38] with L = −(KX + ∆).) Take any
T-equivariant filtration Fi on R

i (1 ≤ i ≤ k). We can assume that, there exists ξ ∈ NR(T)
such that

D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

.

Set
Gi := Fi,ξ,[−SLi(Fi,ξ)],

and let G be the sum filtration of {Gi}ki=1. Then we have

SLi
(Gi) = 0, λmax (Gi) = λmax (Fi,ξ)− SLi

(Fi,ξ) , J (Gi) = J (Fi,ξ) ,

D
(

{Gi}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

= D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

for any δ′ ∈ R>0. In particular, we get the inequality

µ (G) ≥ ε · λmax (G) .
The last three lines of the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 3.50] exactly shows that µ(G; δ) ≥ 0
under the above assumption. Since

D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
)

= D
(

{Gi}ki=1 ; δ
)

= µ (G; δ) ≥ 0,

we get the assertion (2).
(2) =⇒ (1): Let us fix a small ε ∈ (0, 1) satisfying

(1− ε)

(

1− 1

δ

)

+ ε

(

1− 1

α(X,∆)

)

≥ 0.

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri, and let F be the sum filtration

of {Fi}ki=1. There exists ξ ∈ NR(T) such that D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
)

≥ 0. Recall that Fξ is the

sum filtration of {Fi,ξ}ki=1.
Set µ := µ (Fξ). If µ = λmax (Fξ), then we have

D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

− Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= µ (Fξ)− λmax (Fξ) = 0.

Thus we may assume that µ < λmax (Fξ). By Lemma 2.23, we have

lct
(

X,∆; I(µ)• (Fξ)
)

= 1.

Moreover, there exists v ∈ Val<∞,T
X with AX,∆(v) = v

(

I
(µ)
• (Fξ)

)

and Fξ ⊂ Fv,[µ−AX,∆(v)]. In

particular, we get

λmax (Fξ) ≤ λmax

(

Fv,[µ−AX,∆(v)]

)

= TL(v) + µ− AX,∆(v),
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where TL = T is in the sense of [Xu24, §3.1.2]. Moreover, we have

µ (Fξ; δ) ≤ µ
(

Fv,[µ−AX,∆(v)]; δ
)

≤ AX,∆(v)

δ
+ µ−AX,∆(v),

where the last inequality follows from the argument in [Xu24, equation (4.10)]. This implies
that

0 ≤ D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
)

≤ AX,∆(v)

δ
+ µ−AX,∆(v)−

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ) .

Therefore, we get

D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= µ−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ)− ε

(

λmax (Fξ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ)

)

≥ (1− ε)

(

µ−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ)

)

− ε (TL(v)−AX,∆(v))

≥ (1− ε)AX,∆(v)

(

1− 1

δ

)

− ε (TL(v)− AX,∆(v))

≥ AX,∆(v)

(

(1− ε)

(

1− 1

δ

)

+ ε

(

1− 1

α(X,∆)

))

≥ 0.

Thus we get the assertion (1). �

7. The coupled stability threshold

In this section, we introduce the notion of the T-reduced coupled stability threshold and
see its basic properties and relationship with coupled Ding stability. In this section, we
follow the notation in §6.

We begin with the following easy lemma:

Lemma 7.1. For any v ∈ Val<∞,T
X and ξ ∈ NR(T), we have

AX,∆ (vξ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(vξ) = AX,∆ (v)−

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(v)− 〈αcp

bc, ξ〉 .

In particular, we have

AX,∆ (wtξ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(wtξ) = −〈αcp

bc, ξ〉 .

Proof. Follows immediately from Corollary 2.12, Proposition 2.8 and Lemma 3.1 (3). �

Definition 7.2. We set

δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

:= inf
v∈Val∗,T

X

sup
ξ∈NR(T)

AX,∆ (vξ)
∑k

i=1 SLi
(vξ)

,

and call it the T-reduced coupled stability threshold of
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

. If T is trivial, then we

simply write it δ
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

and call it the coupled stability threshold of
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

.

If T ⊂ Aut(X,∆) is a maximal torus, then we write it δred
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

and call it

the reduced coupled stability threshold of
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

. The notion of reduced coupled
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stability threshold does not depend on the choice of maximal tori as we observed in Definition
6.3.

Remark 7.3. (1) Assume that T is trivial. Then, as in the proof of [BJ20] (see [Fuj24]
in detail), we have

δ
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

= inf
v∈Val<∞

X

AX,∆(v)
∑k

i=1 SLi
(v)

= inf
v∈QMX

AX,∆(v)
∑k

i=1 SLi
(v)

= inf
E: prime divisor

over X

AX,∆(E)
∑k

i=1 SLi
(E)

= lim
m→∞

δm

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

,

where, for m ∈ rZ>0 very big,

δm

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

:= inf

{

lct

(

X,∆;

k
∑

i=1

Di

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Di : m-basis type Q-divisor

of Li for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k

}

.

For the definition of basis type Q-divisors, see [BJ20] or [Fuj24].

(2) Assume that (X,∆) is a toric pair with T = Gn
m a maximal torus. Then Val∗,TX = ∅.

Therefore, we must have δred
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

= ∞.

We consider a coupled analogue of Zhuang’s theorem [Zhu21, Theorem 4.4].

Proposition 7.4 (cf. [Xu24, Theorem 4.61]). Assume that δ
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

< 1. Then

there exists a T-invariant prime divisor E over X such that E is an lc place of a Q-
complement of (X,∆) (see [Xu24, Definition 1.81]) and AX,∆(E) <

∑k
i=1 SLi

(E) holds.

Proof. Set δ := δ
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

. Fix a small ε ∈ R>0 with δ · (1 + ε)2 < 1. By [BJ20,

Corollary 3.6] (or [Xu24, Theorem 3.33]), there exists m0 ∈ rZ>0 such that, for any v ∈
Val<∞

X , for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k and for any m ∈ rZ≥m0 , we have

SLi,m(v) ≤ (1 + ε)SLi
(v).

(For the definition of SLi,m = Sm, see [Xu24, Definition 3.26].) After replacing m0 if neces-
sary, we may further assume that

δm := δm

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

< δ · (1 + ε)

for any m ∈ rZ≥m0 . Take any m ∈ rZ≥m0 . By [Xu24, Theorem 4.61], there exists a
T-invariant prime divisor E over X such that

δm =
AX,∆(E)

∑k
i=1 SLi,m(E)

holds. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let us take an m-basis type Q-divisor Di of Li compatible with E
(see [Xu24, Definition 3.9]). Then the pair

(

X,∆+ δm ·
k
∑

i=1

Di

)

is a log canonical Fano pair such that E is an lc place. Therefore, E is an lc place of a
Q-complement of (X,∆). Moreover, since

AX,∆(E)
∑k

i=1 SLi
(E)

≤ (1 + ε) · AX,∆(E)
∑k

i=1 SLi,m(E)
= (1 + ε)δm < (1 + ε)2δ < 1,

we get the assertion. �
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Corollary 7.5. Assume that δ
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

< 1. Then, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, there exist

T-equivariant normal test configurations (Xi,Li) /A1 such that Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

< 0 holds.

Proof. Take a T-invariant prime divisor E over X as in Proposition 7.4. Since E is an lc
place of a Q-complement of (X,∆), by [BCHM10], there exists the extraction q : Y → X of
E, i.e., E ⊂ Y is a prime Q-Cartier divisor such that −E is ample over X . Moreover, Y is
of Fano type. In particular, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the divisor E is dreamy with respects to Li in
the sense of [Xu24, Definition 4.17]. As in [Xu24, Lemmas 4.16 and 4.18], for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
there exists a T-equivariant normal test configuration (Xi,Li) /A1 of (X,Li) such that the
fiber of Xi → A1 over 0 ∈ A1 is integral and FXi,Li

= FE holds. Set Fi := FXi,Li
on Ri, and

let F be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. Observe that

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

= D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

= µ
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) = µ (F)−

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(E) .

For any m ∈ rZ>0 and for any x ∈ R, we have

ordE
(

I(m;xm)(F)
)

= ordE

(

∑

t1+···+tk=xm

I(m;t1)(F1) · · · I(m;tk)(Fk)

)

= min
t1+···+tk=xm

k
∑

i=1

ordE
(

I(m;ti)(Fi)
)

≥ min
t1+···+tk=xm

k
∑

i=1

ti = xm.

This implies that µ(F) ≤ AX,∆(E). Since AX,∆(E) <
∑k

i=1 SLi
(E), we get the inequality

Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

< 0. �

Proposition 7.6 (cf. [Xu24, Theorem 4.12]). Set

δ := δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

,

δ0 := sup

{

δ′ ∈ [0,∞)

∣

∣

∣

∣

For any T-equivariant filtration Fi (1 ≤ i ≤ k),

there exists ξ ∈ NR(T); D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

≥ 0

}

Then δ ≥ δ0 holds. If T is trivial, then δ = δ0 holds.

Proof. Let us prove δ ≥ δ0. We may assume that δ0 > 0. Take any v ∈ Val∗,TX and
δ′ ∈ (0, δ0). Note that, for any ξ ∈ NR(T), the valuation vξ is not trivial. In particular, we
have AX,∆(vξ), SLi

(vξ) ∈ R>0. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, set Fi := Fv on Ri. Then there exists

ξ ∈ NR(T) such that D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

≥ 0 holds. Set Gi := Fvξ on Ri. Then, by Corollary

2.11, we have Gi = F
i,ξ,

[

θ
Li
ξ

(v)
]. Observe that

D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

= D

(

{

G
i,
[

−θ
Li
ξ

(v)
]

}k

i=1

; δ′

)

= D
(

{Gi}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

.

As in the proof of Corollary 7.5, we have

µ
(

{Gi}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

≤ AX,∆(vξ)

δ′
.

Therefore, we have

0 ≤ D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
′
)

≤ AX,∆(vξ)

δ′
−

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(vξ).

This immediately implies the inequality δ ≥ δ′. Thus we get δ ≥ δ0.
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From now on, let us assume that T is trivial, and let us show the inequality δ ≤ δ0. Take

any filtration Fi on R
i and let F be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. We set I

〈i〉
(m;x) := I(m;x)(Fi)

and I(m;x) := I(m;x)(F). Set µ := µ(F ; δ). We want to show the inequality µ−∑k
i=1 SLi

(Fi) ≥
0. Since

λmax(F) =

k
∑

i=1

λmax(Fi), SLi
(Fi) ≤ λmax(Fi),

we may assume that µ < λmax(F). By Lemma 2.23, we have

lct
(

X,∆; I(µ)•

)

= δ.

Moreover, there exists v ∈ Val<∞
X such that

δ =
AX,∆(v)

v
(

I
(µ)
•

) , F ⊂ F
v,

[

µ−
AX,∆(v)

δ

].

Claim 7.7. For any t1, . . . , tk ∈ R, we have

k
∑

i=1

ti +
AX,∆(v)

δ
− µ ≤

k
∑

i=1

v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

)

.

Proof of Claim 7.7. If there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ k such that ti > λmax(Fi), then the right hand side
of the inequality is ∞. Thus we may assume that ti ≤ λmax(Fi) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Moreover,

the function ti 7→ v
(

I
〈i〉,(ti)
•

)

is non-decreasing and convex over ti ∈ (−∞, λmax(Fi)]. Thus we

may assume that ti < λmax(Fi) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Set t :=
∑k

i=1 ti. Fix λi ∈ (ti, λmax(Fi)).
By Lemma 2.7, for any ε ∈ R>0, there exists m0 ∈ rZ>0 such that, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
xi ∈ (−∞, λi] and m ∈ rZ≥m0 , we have

0 ≤
v
(

I
〈i〉
(m;xim)

)

m
− v

(

I〈i〉,(xi)•

)

<
ε

k
.

On the other hand, since F ⊂ F
v,

[

µ−
AX,∆(v)

δ

], we have

v
(

I(m;tm)

)

≥ tm−
(

µ− AX,∆(v)

δ

)

m

for any m ∈ rZ≥m0 . Note that

I(m;tm) ⊃ I
〈1〉
(m;t1m) · · · I

〈k〉
(m;tkm).

This implies that

t− µ+
AX,∆(v)

δ
≤ v

(

I(m;tm)

)

m
≤

k
∑

i=1

v
(

I
〈i〉
(m;tim)

)

m
<

k
∑

i=1

v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

)

+ ε

for any ε ∈ R>0. Thus we get the assertion in Claim 7.7. �

Claim 7.8. Take any 1 ≤ j ≤ k and t1, . . . , tj−1 ∈ R.

(1) We have

k
∑

h=j

(SLh
(v)− SLh

(Fh)) ≥
j−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

))

+
AX,∆(v)

δ
− µ.

(2) We have

k
∑

h=j

(TLh
(v)− λmax(Fh)) ≥

j−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

))

+
AX,∆(v)

δ
− µ.
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Proof of Claim 7.8. We only see (1), since the strategy of the proof of (2) is completely the
same as the proof of (1). We show (1) by induction on −j. Assume that j = k. By Claim
7.7, we have

v
(

I〈k〉,(tk)•

)

≥ tk +
k−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

))

+
AX,∆(v)

δ
− µ

for any tk ∈ R. This implies that

Fk ⊂ F
v,

[

−
∑k−1

i=1

(

ti−v
(

I
〈i〉,(ti)
•

))

−
AX,∆(v)

δ
+µ

].

Thus we get

SLk
(Fk) ≤ SLk

(v)−
k−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

))

− AX,∆(v)

δ
+ µ,

which is nothing but the assertion (1) for j = k.
Assume that the assertion (1) holds for j + 1, i.e.,

v
(

I
〈j〉,(tj)
•

)

≥ tj −
k
∑

h=j+1

(SLh
(v)− SLh

(Fh)) +

j−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

))

+
AX,∆(v)

δ
− µ

holds for any tj ∈ R. This implies that

Fj ⊂ F
v,

[

∑k
h=j+1(SLh

(v)−SLh
(Fh))−

∑j−1
i=1

(

ti−v
(

I
〈i〉,(ti)
•

))

−
AX,∆(v)

δ
+µ

].

Therefore, we get

SLj
(Fj) ≤ SLj

(v) +

k
∑

h=j+1

(SLh
(v)− SLh

(Fh))−
j−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − v
(

I〈i〉,(ti)•

))

− AX,∆(v)

δ
+ µ,

which is nothing but the assertion (1). Thus we have proved Claim 7.8. �

By applying Claim 7.8 (1) with j = 1, we get

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) ≤

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(v)− AX,∆(v)

δ
+ µ.

As a consequence, we have

D
(

{Fi}ki=1 ; δ
)

= µ−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi) ≥

AX,∆(v)

δ
−

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(v) ≥ 0,

where the last inequality follows from the definition of δ. Thus we get the inequality δ ≤ δ0
when T is trivial. �

Theorem 7.9. The following are equivalent:

(1) There exists ε ∈ R>0 such that, for any T-equivariant filtration Fi on R
i (1 ≤ i ≤ k),

we have D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.

(2)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

>

1 holds.

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2): By Corollaries 6.7 and 6.12, we know that αcp
bc = 0. The inequality

δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

> 1 follows from Theorem 6.13 and Proposition 7.6.

(2) =⇒ (1): Fix any δ ∈
(

1, δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

))

, and take a small ε ∈ (0, 1) with

1 + nε ≤ δ. We show that the ε satisfies the assertion (1). For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Fi
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be a T-equivariant filtration on Ri, and let F be the sum filtration of {Fi}ki=1. We set
I(m;x) := I(m;x)(F). Set µ := µ(F). If µ = λmax(F), then

D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

− Jcp
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

= 0.

Thus we may assume that µ < λmax(F). By Lemma 2.23, we have

lct
(

X,∆; I(µ)•

)

= 1,

Moreover, there exists v ∈ Val<∞,T
X such that AX,∆(v) = v

(

I
(µ)
•

)

and F ⊂ Fv,[µ−AX,∆(v)].

We observe that, there exists ξ ∈ NR(T) such that AX,∆(vξ) ≥ δ ·∑k
i=1 SLi

(vξ). Indeed,

if v ∈ Val∗,TX , then the above inequality follows from the definition of δ. Otherwise, we can
write v = wtξ′ for some ξ′ ∈ NR(T), and then the above inequality holds if we take ξ := −ξ′.
Note that, for such ξ, we have

Fξ ⊂
(

Fv,[µ−AX,∆(v)]

)

ξ
= Fvξ,[µ−AX,∆(vξ)]

by Corollary 2.11. Recall that Fξ is the sum filtration of {Fi,ξ}ki=1. Moreover, by [Xu24,

Lemma 6.24], we have µ = µ(Fξ). Set I
〈ξ,i〉
(m;x) := I(m;x)(Fi,ξ). By completely the same

argument in the proof of Claims 7.7 and 7.8, we get the following:

• For any t1, . . . , tk ∈ R, we have

k
∑

i=1

ti + AX,∆(vξ)− µ ≤
k
∑

i=1

vξ
(

I〈ξ,i〉,(ti)•

)

.

• For any 1 ≤ j ≤ k and t1, . . . , tj−1 ∈ R, we have

k
∑

h=j

(SLh
(vξ)− SLh

(Fh,ξ)) ≥
j−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − vξ
(

I〈ξ,i〉,(ti)•

))

+ AX,∆(vξ)− µ,

k
∑

h=j

(TLh
(vξ)− λmax(Fh,ξ)) ≥

j−1
∑

i=1

(

ti − vξ
(

I〈ξ,i〉,(ti)•

))

+ AX,∆(vξ)− µ.

• In particular, we have

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ) ≤

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(vξ)− AX,∆(vξ) + µ,

k
∑

i=1

λmax(Fi,ξ) ≤
k
∑

i=1

TLi
(vξ)−AX,∆(vξ) + µ.
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Since αcp
bc = 0, we have D

(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

by Lemma 6.6. Moreover, by [BJ20,
Lemma 2.6] (or [Xu24, Lemma 3.31]), we have TLi

(vξ) ≤ (n + 1)SLi
(vξ). Therefore, we get

D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

− ε · Jcp
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1

)

= µ− (1− ε)

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(Fi,ξ)− ε ·

k
∑

i=1

λmax (Fi,ξ)

≥ µ− (1− ε)

(

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(vξ)− AX,∆(vξ) + µ

)

− ε

(

k
∑

i=1

TLi
(vξ)−AX,∆(vξ) + µ

)

= AX,∆(vξ)− (1− ε)
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(vξ)− ε ·

k
∑

i=1

TLi
(vξ)

≥ AX,∆(vξ)− (1 + nε)
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(vξ) ≥ AX,∆(vξ)− δ ·

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(vξ) ≥ 0.

Thus we get the assertion (1). �

As a consequence, we get the following desired result:

Corollary 7.10. (1) The following are equivalent:
(i)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is coupled Ding semistable.

(ii)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable.

(iii) For any T-equivariant filtration Fi on R
i (1 ≤ i ≤ k), we have D

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

≥ 0.

(iv) δ
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

≥ 1 holds.

(2) If
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable, then T ⊂ Aut(X,∆)
must be a maximal torus.

(3) Let T ⊂ Aut(X,∆) be a maximal torus. The following are equivalent:
(i)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.
(ii) There exists ε ∈ R>0 such that, for any T-equivariant filtration Fi on Ri (1 ≤

i ≤ k), we have D
(

{Fi}ki=1

)

≥ ε · Jcp
T

(

{Fi}ki=1

)

.
(iii) There exists δ ∈ R>1 such that, for any T-equivariant filtration Fi on Ri (1 ≤

i ≤ k), there exists ξ ∈ NR(T) such that D
(

{Fi,ξ}ki=1 ; δ
)

≥ 0 holds.

(iv)
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled Futaki characters and δred
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

>

1 holds.

Proof. (1) (1i) =⇒ (1ii) is trivial. (1ii) ⇐⇒ (1iii) follows from Corollary 6.12. (1ii) =⇒ (1iv)
follows from Corollary 7.5. (1iv) =⇒ (1i) follows from Proposition 7.6.

(2) Assume that T ( T̃ ⊂ Aut(X,∆). Since
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is T-equivariantly coupled

Ding semistable, by (1), it is T̃-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable. In particular, we
have

NR

(

T̃
)

⊃ P̃L ∋
k
∑

i=1

α̃cp
bc = 0.

Take any ξ̃ ∈ N
(

T̃
)

\ N(T). Consider the product test configurations
(

Xξ̃, (Li)ξ̃
)

/A1 of

(X,Li). Then, by Corollary 6.7, we have

Ding
(

{

Xξ̃, (Li)ξ̃
}k

i=1

)

= 0.
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On the other hand, by Lemma 3.1 (4), we have

J
cp
T

(

{

Xξ̃, (Li)ξ̃
}k

i=1

)

> 0.

This leads to a contradiction. Therefore we get the assertion (2).
(3) (3i) ⇐⇒ (3ii) follows from Corollary 6.12. (3ii) ⇐⇒ (3iii) follows from Theorem 6.13.

(3ii) ⇐⇒ (3iv) follows from Theorem 7.9. �

Remark 7.11. One may expect that the conditions in Corollary 7.10 (1) might be equivalent
to the following condition:
(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

≥ 1

holds.

However, this condition is not equivalent to the conditions in Corollary 7.10 (1) in general.
In fact, assume that

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

is not coupled Ding semistable, a maximal subtorus

T of Aut(X,∆) is nontrivial and αcp
bc = 0. Take any ξ ∈ NR(T) \ {0} and v ∈ Val∗,TX . By

Lemma 7.1, we have

AX,∆(veξ)−
k
∑

i=1

SLi
(veξ) = AX,∆(v)−

k
∑

i=1

SLi
(v)

for any e ∈ R>0. On the other hand, AX,∆(veξ) = AX,∆(v)+ θLeξ(v) as in Proposition 2.8. By

the definition of θLeξ(v), we have

lim
e→∞

θLeξ(v) = ∞.

This implies that

lim
e→∞

AX,∆(veξ)
∑k

i=1 SLi
(veξ)

= 1.

Together with Corollary 7.10 (3), we must have δredT

(

X,∆; {Li}ki=1

)

= 1.

8. On the conjecture of Hultgren and Witt Nyström

In this section, we work over the complex number field C. Let X be an n-dimensional
Fano manifold, with ∆ = 0. We fix a maximal (algebraic) torus T ⊂ Aut0(X), and its
maximal compact subgroup Tr ⊂ T which is a real torus. We then fix T-linearized ample
Q-line bundles L1, . . . , Lk on X with −KX =

∑k
i=1Li.

We first review the bare minimum of analytic details concerning the coupled Kähler–
Einstein metrics and the coupled Ding functional. All the details can be found in the original
paper [HWN19] where these objects were introduced. We pick reference Tr-invariant hermit-
ian metrics h1, . . . , hk on L1, . . . , Lk respectively, and associated Kähler metrics θ1, . . . , θk in
c1(L1), . . . , c1(Lk). We also define the volume form dµ′

0 on X by h1⊗· · ·⊗hk, recalling that
a hermitian metric on −KX naturally defines a volume form; see [HWN19, §2] or [Has21,
§3.4] for more details.

For each i = 1, . . . , k, we define

Hi := {φi ∈ C∞(X,R) | θi +
√
−1∂∂̄φi/2π > 0}

to be the space of Kähler metrics in c1(Li). We then define the space of coupled Kähler
metrics as

H := H1 × · · · × Hk.

Since L1, . . . , Lk are T-linearized, T naturally acts on H1, . . . ,Hk by pullback. With this
action understood, the space of Tr-invariant Kähler potentials is written as HTr

1 , . . . ,HTr

k ,
with

H
Tr := HTr

1 × · · · × HTr

k .
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Definition 8.1. The coupled Ding functional is a map Dcp : H → R defined by

Dcp(φ1, . . . , φk) := Lcp(φ1, . . . , φk)−
k
∑

i=1

Ei(φi),

where

Lcp(φ1, . . . , φk) := − log

∫

X

exp

(

−
k
∑

i=1

φi

)

dµ′
0

and

Ei(φi) :=
1

(n + 1)
∫

X
c1(Li)n

n
∑

j=0

∫

X

φiθ
n−j
i ∧ (θi +

√
−1∂∂̄φi/2π)

j.

The coupled Ding functional is said to be T-coercive if there exists ε > 0 such that

(4) Dcp(φ1, . . . , φk) ≥ εJcp,T(φ1, . . . , φk)−
1

ε

holds for all (φ1, . . . , φk) ∈ H
Tr ; in the above, Jcp,T is a functional defined on H

Tr

i as

Jcp,T(φ1, . . . , φk) := inf
σ∈T

k
∑

i=1

Ji(σ
∗φi),

where

Ji(φi) :=
1

∫

X
c1(Li)n

∫

X

φiθ
n
i − Ei(φi).

Using the functional L : H(−KX) → R that appears in the usual Ding functional (see
e.g. [BBJ21, Definition 2.7]), we may also write

(5) Lcp(φ1, . . . , φk) = L

(

k
∑

i=1

φi

)

.

We write E1
1 , . . . , E1

k respectively for the completion of H1, . . . ,Hk with respect to the
d1-topology, as explained in [Dar19, GZ17]. As above, Tr-invariant spaces are written as
(E1

1 )
Tr , . . . , (E1

k)
Tr , and we denote

E
1 := E1

1 × · · · × E1
k , (E1)Tr := (E1

1 )
Tr × · · · × (E1

k)
Tr .

We give a product metric on the spaces above, induced from the d1 metrics on each factor.
In case it is necessary to make the polarization explicit, we may write d1,i for the d1 metric
on E1

i .
While these spaces of metrics are defined for L1, . . . , Lk, we also need to consider the space

of Kähler metrics in −KX , which we denote as H(−KX) and E1(−KX), where the reference

metric is
∑k

i=1 θi. The decomposition −KX = L1+ · · ·+Lk gives rise to the following natural
map.

Proposition 8.2. The map S : H1 × · · · × Hk → H(−KX) defined by

S(φ1, . . . , φk) :=

k
∑

i=1

φi

extends to a continuous map S : E1
1 × · · · × E1

k → E1(−KX) with respect to the d1 metric.

In the rest of the paper, we do not need the continuity of S, but the statement is included
here for completeness. This result can be regarded as an Archimedean version of Proposition
5.3.
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Proof. The map S : H1 × · · · × Hk → H(−KX) is well-defined since the reference Kähler

metric on H1(−KX) is given by
∑k

j=1 θj . We prove that S : E1
1 × · · · × E1

k → E1(−KX) is

well-defined. We start by proving that if φi ∈ E1
i , then φi ∈ E1(−KX). We set ω :=

∑k
i=1 θi

for the reference metric, and assume first that supX φi = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
It is obvious that φi is ω-psh. By the definition of E1

i (see e.g. [GZ17, Definition 10.15]),
we have

n
∑

j=1

∫

X

φi(θi +
√
−1∂∂̄φi)

j ∧ θn−ji > −∞.

Since E1
i is convex [Dar19, Corollary 2.20], we also have sφi ∈ E1

i for all 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, meaning
n
∑

j=1

∫

X

φi(θi + s
√
−1∂∂̄φi)

j ∧ θn−ji > −∞.

for any 0 ≤ s ≤ 1. We take s > 0 to be small enough so that θi ≥ sω, and hence
n
∑

j=1

∫

X

φi
(

sω + s
√
−1∂∂̄φi

)j ∧ (sω)n−j >

n
∑

j=1

∫

X

φi(θj + s
√
−1∂∂̄φi)

j ∧ θn−ji > −∞

which establishes φi ∈ E1(−KX) for all i = 1, . . . , k. Again by the convexity of E1(−KX), we

thus find
∑k

i=1 φi/k ∈ E1(−KX). Note on the other hand that
∑k

i=1 φi is ω-psh by definition,

with supX

(

∑k
i=1 φi

)

≤ 0, and hence we get
∑k

i=1 φi ∈ E1(−KX) by

1

kn+1

n
∑

j=1

∫

X

k
∑

i=1

φi

(

k
∑

i=1

(

θi +
√
−1∂∂̄φi

)

)j

∧ ωn−j

>
n
∑

j=1

∫

X

k
∑

j=1

φj
k

(

k
∑

j=1

(

θj +
1

k

√
−1∂∂̄φj

)

)j

∧ ωn−j > −∞.

The general case is obvious by considering φi − supX φi.

We prove the continuity. Pick (φ1, . . . , φk) ∈ E
1 and a sequence {(ψ(j)

1 , . . . , ψ
(j)
k )}∞j=1 ⊂ E

1

such that d1,i(φi, ψ
(j)
i ) → 0 as j → ∞ for all i = 1, . . . , k. By the triangle inequality, we have

d1

(

k
∑

i=1

φi,
k
∑

i=1

ψ
(j)
i

)

≤ d1

(

k
∑

i=1

φi, ψ
(j)
1 +

k
∑

i=2

φi

)

+ d1

(

ψ
(j)
1 +

k
∑

i=2

φi,

k
∑

i=1

ψ
(j)
i

)

≤ d1

(

k
∑

i=1

φi, ψ
(j)
1 +

k
∑

i=2

φi

)

+

k−1
∑

m=1

d1

(

m
∑

i=1

ψ
(j)
i +

k
∑

i=m+1

φi,

m+1
∑

i=1

ψ
(j)
i +

k
∑

i=m+2

φi

)

,

where d1 is the metric on E1(−KX) with the reference metric ω and we decree
∑k

i=m+2 φi = 0
for m = k − 1. Recalling [Dar19, Theorem 3.32], it thus suffices to show

∫

X

|φi − ψ
(j)
i |ωnv → 0

as j → ∞, for any i = 1, . . . , k and for any potential v which appears in the inequality above.
We take a constant C > 0 such that all the metrics appearing in the above inequality are
within distance C from the origin with respect to d1. Then, [Dar19, Corollary 3.50] shows
that there exists a continuous function fC : R+ → R+ with fC(0) = 0 such that

∫

X

|φj − ψ
(j)
i |ωnv ≤ fC(d1(φi, ψ

(j)
i )).
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Again by [Dar19, Theorem 3.32], d1(φi, ψ
(j)
i ) is Lipschitz equivalent to

∫

X

|φi − ψ
(j)
i |ωnφi +

∫

X

|φi − ψ
(j)
i |ωn

ψ
(j)
i

.

We now take s > 1 large enough so that ω < sθi. We then find
∫

X

|φj − ψ
(j)
i |ωnφi ≤ sn

∫

X

|φi − ψ
(j)
i |(θi +

√
−1∂∂̄φi/s)

n → 0

as j → ∞, by [Dar19, Theorem 3.46 (ii)] and d1,i(φi, ψ
(j)
i ) → 0 which follows from the

hypothesis, where we note φi/s ∈ E1
i by the convexity [Dar19, Corollary 2.20]. Similarly,

from d1,i(φi, ψ
(j)
i ) → 0 as j → ∞, we also have

∫

X

|φi − ψ
(j)
i |
(

θi +
√
−1∂∂̄ψ

(j)
i /s

)n

→ 0

by a diagonal argument for j with [Dar19, Theorem 3.46 (ii)]. Thus we find d1(φi, ψ
(j)
i ) → 0

as j → ∞ as claimed. �

Proposition 8.3.
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

admits a Tr-invariant coupled Kähler–Einstein metric if and
only if Dcp is T-coercive.

Remark 8.4. Note that the existence of a Tr-invariant coupled Kähler–Einstein metric
implies that Aut0(X) is necessarily reductive by [HWN19, Corollary 1.6].

The proof of Proposition 8.3 is an almost word-by-word repetition of [Li22b, Proof of
Theorem 2.19] and relies on [DR17, Theorem 3.4] by Darvas–Rubinstein, but we provide
some details for the reader’s convenience. It suffices to check (A1)–(A4) and (P1)–(P7) in
[DR17, §3]. As in [Li22b, Proof of Theorem 2.19], we set

R := (E1
1 ∩ L∞(X))Tr × · · · × (E1

k ∩ L∞(X))Tr , R := (E1
1 )

Tr × · · · × (E1
k)

Tr ,

where we set M to be the set of (smooth) Tr-invariant coupled Kähler–Einstein metrics.
Noting that (A2) follows from [HWN19, Lemma 3.1], (A1)–(A4) are immediate. (P1) again
follows from [HWN19, Lemma 3.1], noting that Dcp is continuous along geodesics since it
is lower semicontinuous and convex along geodesics. (P2) is straightforward by adapting
[DR17, Proof of Proposition 5.27] to the coupled case. (P3) follows from the smoothness of
the weak solution [HWN19, Proposition 2.8 and Theorem 2.9]. (P4) and (P7) are obvious.
(P5) can be proved exactly as in [Li22b, Proof of Theorem 2.19], by recalling the uniqueness
of coupled Kähler–Einstein metrics up to Aut0(X) [HWN19, Theorem 1.5] and noting that
T is reductive whose center is T itself. (P6) follows from [DR17, Proposition 6.8].

We first prove the easier direction of Theorem 1.3, which generalizes [HWN19, Theorem
1.15]:

Theorem 8.5. If
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

admits a Tr-invariant coupled Kähler–Einstein metric, then
it is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.

Proof. By Proposition 8.3, it suffices to derive the T-reduced uniform coupled Ding stability
from the condition (4).

It is well-known that to each test configuration we can associate a ray of smooth Kähler
potentials called a subgeodesic ray [BHJ19, §3.1] (also called a psh ray in [BBJ21, Definition
1.3]), such that the non-Archimedean limit [BHJ19, Definition 3.1] of the ray agrees with the
non-Archimedean metric represented by the given test configuration; see [BHJ19, §3.1] for
more details. In a more down-to-earth terminology, for each k-tuple of ample test configu-
rations {(Xi,Li)}ki=1 we have a ray {(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))}t≥0 ⊂ H of smooth Kähler potentials,
all of which are in fact Fubini–Study metrics explicitly defined in terms of the generators of
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the Gm-action (see e.g. [Has21, Lemma 9 and Theorem 19]), such that the following slope
formulae hold:

(6) lim
t→+∞

Ji(φi(t))

t
= J (Xi,Li)

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k by [BHJ19, Theorem 3.6], and

(7) lim
t→+∞

Dcp(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))

t
= Ding

(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

by [Has21, Theorem 19]. There are two important technical points in the formula (7). Firstly,
the coupled Ding invariant in (7) is defined slightly differently to Definition 6.2, since the test
configuration used in (7) (see [Has21, Definition 19]) is (Y ,LY) generated by the Gm-actions

of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1, but it agrees with the one in Definition 6.2 by Proposition 3.11. The second
and more minor point is that [Has21, Definition 19] is defined for a k-tuple of very ample
test configurations with exponent m, but the definition of the coupled Ding invariant therein
involves re-scaling by the exponent and hence agrees with Definition 6.2. Thus, the right
hand side of (7) is indeed the coupled Ding invariant defined in this paper.

Furthermore, if we have a k-tuple of T-equivariant ample test configurations {(Xi,Li)}ki=1,

we may choose the ray {(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))}t≥0 to be contained in H
Tr ; in terms of the explicit

formulation using the generators of the Gm-action, this fact can be proved by noting that
the generator is Tr-invariant if it commutes with the T-action (see e.g. [Has21, Lemma 5

and the discussion that follows]). Moreover, by considering
∑k

i=1 Ji in the proof of [Li22b,
Theorem 3.14] and together with the slope formula (6), we find that [Li22b, Theorem 3.14]
generalizes to the coupled case so that

(8) lim
t→+∞

Jcp,T(φ1, . . . , φk)

t
= inf

ξ∈NQ(T)

k
∑

i=1

J (Xi,ξ,Li,ξ) .

With the preparation above, suppose that we are given a k-tuple of T-equivariant ample
test configurations {(Xi,Li)}ki=1. The condition (4) implies

Dcp(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t)) ≥ εJcp,T(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))−
1

ε

for any t ≥ 0 in the associated ray {(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))}t≥0 ⊂ H
Tr . Dividing both sides of this

inequality by t and taking the limit t→ +∞, we get

(9) Ding
(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

≥ ε inf
ξ∈NQ(T)

k
∑

i=1

J (Xi,ξ,Li,ξ) = ε · Jcp
T

(

{Xi,Li}ki=1

)

by the slope formulae (7) and (8), for any k-tuple of T-equivariant ample test configurations

{(Xi,Li)}ki=1.
We note that the above inequality (9) establishes the T-reduced coupled uniform Ding

stability. Indeed, all the terms appearing in the coupled Ding invariant depend only on the
non-Archimedean metric on Li represented by (Xi,Li), for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, by [BHJ17, §6.1
and §7], [BHJ19, Theorems 3.6 and 3.7], and Lemma 5.1. Since each non-Archimedean
metric contains a unique ample normal model [BHJ17, Lemma 6.3], we thus conclude
that the inequality (9) holds for any k-tuple of T-equivariant semiample test configurations

{(Xi,Li)}ki=1, establishing the claimed result. �

We now prove the converse, which is generally considered to be harder. The key result is
the following geodesic stability.

Theorem 8.6. Suppose that
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters. If Dcp

is not T-coercive, there exists a k-tuple of maximal geodesic rays {(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))}t≥0 ⊂
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(E1)Tr , with supX φ1(t) = · · · = supX φk(t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0, and a constant C ≥ 0
independent of t such that

Dcp(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))− C

t
≤ 0

for all t > 0, and

lim
t→+∞

Jcp,T(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))

t
> 0.

Remark 8.7. Results of this type are often proved by comparing the Ding functional with
the K-energy, since the commonly known proof such as [BBJ21, Theorem 2.16] rests on
the compactness result involving the entropy (see [BBJ21, Definition 2.12]). Surprisingly,
Darvas–Zhang [DZ24, Theorem 5.3] provided a proof which uses another compactness result
for psh functions, and hence circumvents the use of the K-energy. It is still natural to find
an approach using the coupled version of K-energy, but this problem will be treated in a
separate paper.

Before we start the proof of the theorem above, we first explain some preliminary results
involving the holomorphic vector fields. Suppose that we write σξ : Gm → T for the 1-
parameter subgroup generated by ξ ∈ NZ(T), and that we extend the action to ξ ∈ NR(T)

by the matrix exponential function. We define a Kähler potential ψξi,t by

σξ(t)
∗θi = θi +

√
−1∂∂̄ψξi,t

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and it is well-known that {ψξi,t}t∈R defines a geodesic line in HTr

i . Writing

Vξ ∈ H0(X, T 1,0X) for the holomorphic vector field generated by ξ, it is well-known that

ψ̇ξi,t is the holomorphy potential of Vξ with respect to θi. With this notation, the coupled

T-Futaki character Futcp : H0(X, T 1,0X) → C was defined in [FZ21, Definition 1.1] as

Futcp(Vξ) :=

n
∑

i=1

∫

X
ψ̇ξi,t(σξ(t)

∗θi)
n

∫

c1(Li)n
.

We prove two auxiliary lemmas. The first lemma can be regarded as an analytic version
of Corollary 6.7.

Lemma 8.8. The coupled T-Futaki character vanishes for all ξ ∈ NR(T) if and only if
αcp
bc = 0. Moreover, with respect to the notation above, we have

d

dt

k
∑

i=1

Ei(ψ
ξ
i,t) =

d

dt
Dcp(ψξ1,t, . . . , ψ

ξ
k,t) = Futcp(Vξ).

Proof. Recalling the equivariant Riemann–Roch theorem (see e.g. [Szé14, Proposition 7.12]),
we find that the coupled T-Futaki character equals the sum of Chow weights over i = 1, . . . , k
for ξ ∈ NR(T). Thus, using [Li22a, (60)] and the necessary adaptation as in Definition 6.1,
we find Futcp(Vξ) = 0 for all ξ ∈ NR(T) if and only if αcp

bc = 0, by arguing as in [Xu24,
Lemma 2.40].

The equality

d

dt

k
∑

i=1

Ei(ψ
ξ
i,t) = Futcp(Vξ).

is obvious from the formula for the derivative of Ei; note that an essentially equivalent result
is also given in [Li22a, Lemma 2.23].

We then recall that θi is the Kähler form of the hermitian metric hi on Li, and that the
volume form in Lcp is the one naturally defined by h1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ hk. Thus, we find

σξ(t)
∗(dµ′) = σξ(t)

∗(h1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ hk) = exp

(

−
k
∑

i=1

ψξi,t

)

dµ′,
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which proves d
dt
Lcp(ψξ1,t, . . . , ψ

ξ
k,t) = 0 (see also [Zha24, Lemma 2.6] for a similar argument),

yielding the required result. �

Lemma 8.9. For any geodesic segment {(u1(t), . . . , uk(t))}t ⊂ E
1, define its twist by ξ ∈

NR(T) as

uξi (t) := σξ(t)
∗ui(t) + ψξi,t

following [Zha24, (12)]. If
(

X ; {Li}ki=1

)

has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters, we have

Ei(u
ξ
i (t)) = Ei(ui(t))

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k and

Lcp(uξ1(t), . . . , u
ξ
k(t)) = Lcp(u1(t), . . . , uk(t)).

Proof. Arguing as in [Zha24, Lemma 2.6], the claimed statements follow from Lemma 8.8. �

We now prove the main result.

Proof of Theorem 8.6. We largely follow the arguments in the proof of [DZ24, Theorem 5.3]

and [Zha24, Theorem 3.5]. By the hypothesis, for any j ∈ Z>0 there exists (φ
(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k ) ∈

(E1)Tr such that

Dcp(φ
(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k ) ≤ 1

j
Jcp,T(φ

(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k )− j.

We now observe that the proof of [Li22b, Lemma 2.15] easily generalizes to the coupled case,
so that we may assume that

Jcp,T(φ
(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k ) =

k
∑

i=1

Ji(φ
(j)
i )

and supX φ
(j)
i = 0, which implies Ji(φ

(j)
i ) ≤ −Ei(φ

(j)
i ), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k and j ∈ Z>0. We

thus get

Lcp(φ
(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k ) ≤

(

1− 1

j

) k
∑

i=1

Ei(φ
(j)
i )− j

for all j ∈ Z>0.

We claim that
∑k

i=1 d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0) → +∞, and hence there is at least one index i such that

d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0) → +∞ as j → ∞. If there exists C > 0 such that d1,i(φ

(j)
i , 0) ≤ C for all i and j,

or equivalently Ei(φ
(j)
i ) ≥ −C since supX φ

(j)
i = 0 (by [Dar19, Proposition 3.43]), there exists

φ∞
i ∈ E1

i such that φ
(j)
i → φ∞

i in L1-topology as j → ∞, up to passing to a subsequence, for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ k [GZ17, Proposition 10.23]. We may moreover assume φ∞

i ∈ (E1
i )

Tr , since it is a
limit of Tr-invariant functions. Since Ei is upper semicontinuous [Dar19, Corollary 4.14] and
L is continuous in L1-topology (as pointed out in [DZ24, proof of Proposition 5.5]), together

with Lcp(φ
(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k ) = L

(

∑k
i=1 φ

(j)
i

)

as in (5), we find

−∞ < Dcp(φ∞
1 , . . . , φ

∞
k ) ≤ lim inf

j→∞
Dcp(φ

(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k ) ≤ lim inf

j→∞

(

kC

j
− j

)

= −∞

which is a contradiction.
We thus find, together with [Dar19, Proposition 3.43], that

lim sup
j→∞

L
(

∑k
i=1 φ

(j)
i

)

∑k
i=1 d1,i(φ

(j)
i , 0)

= lim sup
j→∞

Dcp(φ
(j)
1 , . . . , φ

(j)
k )−∑k

i=1 d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0)

∑k
i=1 d1,i(φ

(j)
i , 0)

≤ −1

with
k
∑

i=1

d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0) → +∞
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as j → ∞.
By re-ordering the indices i = 1, . . . , k if necessary, there exists 1 ≤ l ≤ k such that

d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0) → +∞ as j → ∞ if and only if 1 ≤ i ≤ l, and d1,i(φ

(j)
i , 0) remains bounded, by

C > 0 say, if and only if l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k. For 1 ≤ i ≤ l, we set [0, d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0)] ∋ t 7→ φ

(j)
i (t) ∈

(E1
i )

Tr to be the unit speed finite energy geodesic ray connecting 0 and φ
(j)
i , noting that we

may assume φ
(j)
i (t) is Tr-invariant since it can be approximated by C1,1̄-geodesics [Dar19,

Proposition 3.15] which we may assume are Tr-invariant by integrating the homogeneous
Monge–Ampère equation [Dar19, §3.1] over Tr. With [DZ24, Remark 3.3], we thus get

(10) sup
X
φ
(j)
i (t) = 0, Ei(φ

(j)
i (t)) = −t

for all t ∈ [0, d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0)] and all 1 ≤ i ≤ l. For l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we define a constant

subgeodesic ray φ
(j)
i (t) ≡ φ

(j)
i for all t ∈ [0, d1,i(φ

(j)
i , 0)]. We note that

∑k
i=1 φi(t) is a

sublinear subgeodesic ray in (E1(−KX))
Tr , since

k
∑

i=1

θi +
√
−1∂X,t∂̄X,t

(

k
∑

i=1

φi(t)

)

=

k
∑

i=1

(

θi +
√
−1∂X,t∂̄X,tφi(t)

)

≥ 0,

and the sublinearity is obvious under addition. Then the convexity of L for subgeodesics in
E1(−KX) [Ber15, Theorem 1.1] implies

lim sup
j→∞

L
(

∑k
i=1 φ

(j)
i (t)

)

∑l
i=1 d1,i(φ

(j)
i (t), 0) +

∑k
i=l+1 d1,i(φ

(j)
i (t), 0)

≤ −1,

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ min1≤i≤l d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0). By (10) and [Dar19, Proposition 3.43], we also have

d1,i(φ
(j)
i (t), 0) = −Ei(φ

(j)
i (t)) = t,

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ l and all 0 ≤ t ≤ min1≤i≤l d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0). We thus get

lim sup
j→∞

L
(

∑k
i=1 φ

(j)
i (t)

)

lt
≤ −1

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ l and all 0 ≤ t ≤ min1≤i≤l d1,i(φ
(j)
i , 0).

By arguing exactly as in the proof of [DZ24, Theorem 5.3], we find that there exists a

finite energy sublinear subgeodesic ray {φ̃i(t)}t≥0 such that φ
(j)
i (t) converges to φ̃i(t) with

respect to the L1-convergence for all t ∈ (0,+∞) \ E for some set E of Lebesgue measure
zero, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k (for l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k, this is a constant subgeodesic ray). We note that

φ̃i(t) is Tr-invariant, since it is the limit of Tr-invariant functions.
Thus, for any t ∈ (0,+∞) \ E we have

(11)
L
(

∑k
i=1 φ̃i(t)

)

lt
≤ −1

and

(12) sup
X
φ̃i(t) = 0, 0 ≥ Ei(φ̃i(t)) ≥ −t

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ l, since L is L1-continuous, where we note that the supremum being zero
is preserved under the L1-convergence of plurisubharmonic functions by the mean value
inequality, and Ei is L

1-usc (upper semicontinuous) by [Dar19, Corollary 4.14]. Again as in
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the proof of [DZ24, Theorem 5.3] the above holds for t ∈ (0,+∞) and the subgeodesics are
nontrivial for 1 ≤ i ≤ l. We then find, from (11) and (12) that

Dcp(φ̃1(t), . . . , φ̃k(t))− C(k − l)

t
=

L
(

∑k
i=1 φ̃i(t)

)

−∑k
i=1 Ei(φ̃i(t))− C(k − l)

t

≤ −lt + (lt + C(k − l))− C(k − l)

t
≤ 0.

The non-Archimedean metric φNA
i associated to the subgeodesic ray φ̃i(t) is defined as in

[BBJ21, Definition 4.2], for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. We note moreover that φNA
i ∈ (E1,NA

i )Tr (see [Li22a,
§2.1.3] for the definition), since it is a decreasing limit of the approximations that are Tr-
invariant (see the proof of [BBJ21, Theorem 6.6]), where we recall that each approximation
[BBJ21, Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7] by test configurations is given by a Tr-invariant multiplier
ideal sheaf. Note that φNA

i is trivial for l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and φNA
i ≤ 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k by

(12) and [BBJ21, Lemma 4.3]. We recall that there exists a maximal geodesic ray φi(t)
whose associated non-Archimedean metric is φNA

i , by [BBJ21, Theorem 6.6] ([DZ24] uses

the maximization, but it was not obvious to us that taking the maximization of each φ̃i(t),

rather than the maximization of
∑

i φ̃i(t), yields the required result). We may even assume
that φ1(t), . . . , φk(t) are all Tr-invariant, since it is a decreasing limit of the approximations
that are Tr-invariant (see the proof of [BBJ21, Theorem 6.6]). Moreover, since φNA

i ≤ 0 for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we find that

sup
X
φi(t) = 0

for all t; we have supX φi(t) = ct for some c ≤ 0 by [DZ24, Remark 3.3] and by comparing it
with the trivial geodesic ray, but c < 0 contradicts maximality. Thus, by [BBJ21, Corollary
6.7] and [Li22a, Lemma 2.41], we have

(13) −ENA
i (φNA

i ) = − lim
t→+∞

Ei(φi(t))

t
= lim

t→+∞

Ji(φi(t))

t
= JNA

i (φNA
i ) ≥ 0

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
We replace φ̃i(t) by the maximal geodesic ray φi(t) above. For these maximal geodesic

rays, we have

(14)
L
(

∑k
i=1 φi(t)

)

lt
≤ −1,

since its limit t→ +∞ agrees with that of L
(

∑k
i=1 φ̃i(t)

)

/(lt) by [BBJ21, Theorem 5.4 and

the following paragraph], and again by the convexity [Ber15, Theorem 1.1]. Moreover, the

slope of −Ei(φi(t)) is smaller than that of −Ei(φ̃i(t)) by the maximality of the geodesic and
the monotonicity of Ei [Dar19, Proposition 3.43]. Thus, with these replacements, we get the
required inequality

Dcp(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))− C(k − l)

t
≤ 0.

Now, by definition [BBJ21, Definition 4.2 and Appendix B], the non-Archimedean metric as-

sociated to the subgeodesic ray
∑k

i=1 φi(t) in E1(−KX) is given by
∑k

i=1 φ
NA
i = S(φNA

1 , . . . , φNA
k )

(in the sense of Proposition 5.3). The inequality (14), together with [BBJ21, Theorem 5.4 and

the following paragraph], implies that
∑k

i=1 φ
NA
i cannot be trivial. Thus, recalling φNA

i ≤ 0
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we find that there exists at least one i with nontrivial φNA

i , which implies

in particular −∑k
i=1 E

NA
i (φNA

i ) > 0 by [BJ22, Corollary 10.5], noting that X is smooth in
our case. This in turn implies

− lim
t→+∞

k
∑

i=1

Ei(φi(t))

t
=: a > 0
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again by [BBJ21, Corollary 6.7].
Furthermore, recalling that we have vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and also Lemma

8.9, we can argue as in [Li22a, Proof of Proposition 6.2] or [Zha24, page 15] to prove the
following: if we have

− lim
t→+∞

k
∑

i=1

Ei(φi(t))

t
≥ a > 0,

then

(15) lim
t→+∞

Jcp,T(φ1, . . . , φk)

t
≥ a.

Indeed, if φi(t) is the maximal geodesic and φ̃i(t) is the subgeodesic as above, [Zha24, (12)]

implies that φξt (t) ≥ φ̃ξi (t) for the twist (in the sense of Lemma 8.9) by any ξ ∈ NR(T). Thus,
following [Zha24, page 16], we have

k
∑

i=1

Ji(φ
ξ
i (t)) =

k
∑

i=1

1
∫

X
c1(Li)n

∫

X

φξi (t)θ
n
i −

k
∑

i=1

Ei(φi(t))

≥ lim
j→∞

k
∑

i=1

1
∫

X
c1(Li)n

∫

X

φ
(j),ξ
i (t)θni −

k
∑

i=1

Ei(φi(t))

≥ lim
j→∞

k
∑

i=1

(

Ji(φ
(j),ξ
i (t))− t

)

+ at

from Lemma 8.8 and (10), where we used the maximality of φi(t) in the second line and
the linearity of Ei along geodesics in the third line [Dar19, Proposition 3.42]. The claimed
inequality (15) follows from the one above by arguing exactly as in [Zha24, page 16], thereby
establishing all the claimed results. �

Theorem 8.10. If X is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable, then Dcp is T-coercive.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that Dcp is not T-coercive. Then, Theorem 8.6 implies that
there exists a k-tuple of maximal geodesic rays {(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t)}t≥0 ⊂ (E1)Tr such that
supX φ1(t) = · · · = supX φk(t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0 and

(16)
Dcp(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))

t
≤ C

t
, lim

t→+∞

Jcp,T(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))

t
≥ a

for some C, a > 0 and all t > 0, by noting that the coupled T-Futaki characters must vanish
due to T-reduced uniform coupled Ding stability, by considering geodesic lines generated by
holomorphic vector fields (see Corollary 6.7 and Lemma 8.8). Thus, taking the limit t→ +∞
in the above and writing φNA

i ∈ (E1,NA
i )Tr for the non-Archimedean metric associated to φi(t),

we have

lim
t→+∞

Dcp(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))

t
= LNA

(

k
∑

i=1

φNA
i

)

−
k
∑

i=1

ENA
i (φNA

i ) ≤ 0

and

(17) JNA
cp,T(φ

NA
1 , . . . , φNA

k ) ≥ a,

where we define

JNA
cp,T(φ

NA
1 , . . . , φNA

k ) := inf
ξ∈NR(T)

k
∑

i=1

JNA
i (φNA

i,ξ ),

in which φNA
i,ξ is defined as in [Li22a, Definition 2.20]. Note that (17) follows from (13) and

(16), together with the definition of the twist θi +
√
−1∂∂̄φξi (t) = σξ(t)

∗(θi +
√
−1∂∂̄φi(t)),

since they yield
∑k

i=1 J
NA
i (φNA

i,ξ ) ≥ a for all ξ ∈ NR(T); strictly speaking we need to check
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that the non-Archimedean metric associated to φξi (t) is φ
NA
i,−ξ, with the sign convention as in

Remark 2.9, but this follows from the computation for the Gauss extension in [Li22a, page

1542] (or alternatively from approximating φξi (t) by a decreasing sequence of geodesic rays
corresponding to test configurations [BBJ21, Proof of Theorem 6.6] and taking the limit in
[Li22a, Lemma 2.19]).

We apply the construction in [BBJ21, §5.3] to the maximal geodesic rays φ1(t), . . . , φk(t),

to find that the non-Archimedean metric φNA
i ∈ (E1,NA

i )Tr associated to φi(t) can be ap-
proximated by ϕNA

i,m ∈ (HNA
i )Tr , by using [BBJ21, Lemma 5.7]. As previously noted, the

non-Archimedean metric associated to the subgeodesic ray
∑k

i=1 φi(t) in E1(−KX) is given

by
∑k

i=1 φ
NA
i ; note that this observation, together with Lemma 5.1, leads to an alternative

proof of the slope formula (7). Arguing exactly as in [BBJ21, Proof of Lemma 5.7], we find

LNA

(

k
∑

i=1

ϕNA
i,m

)

→ LNA

(

k
∑

i=1

φNA
i

)

as m→ ∞.
Note moreover that the approximation given in [BBJ21, Lemma 5.7] converges with respect

to the strong topology in E1
i , since after re-labelling as in [Li22a, page 1548] we find that

{ϕNA
i,m}m is a decreasing sequence converging to φNA

i (see also [BJ22, Example 12.2]). We
thus get

ENA
i (φNA

i ) = lim
m→∞

ENA
i (ϕNA

i,m)

by [BJ22, Definition 12.1], and

JNA
cp,T(φ

NA
1 , . . . , φNA

k ) = lim
m→∞

JNA
cp,T(ϕ

NA
1,m, . . . , ϕ

NA
k,m)

by noting that the proof of [Li22a, Lemma 6.4] easily generalizes to the coupled case as
above. In particular, we have

JNA
cp,T(ϕ

NA
1,m, . . . , ϕ

NA
k,m) >

a

2
> 0

for all large enough m.
Thus, for any ε > 0 and for all large enough m, we have

LNA

(

k
∑

i=1

ϕNA
i,m

)

−
k
∑

i=1

ENA
i (ϕNA

i,m)− ε < lim
t→+∞

Dcp(φ1(t), . . . , φk(t))

t
≤ 0,

but the first two terms on the left hand side add up to the coupled Ding invariant for
the k-tuple of T-equivariant test configurations {(Xi,m,Li,m)}ki=1 representing ϕ

NA
1,m, . . . , ϕ

NA
k,m,

since

LNA

(

k
∑

i=1

ϕNA
i,m

)

−
k
∑

i=1

ENA
i (ϕNA

i,m)

= LNA

(

k
∑

i=1

ϕNA
i,m

)

− ENA

(

k
∑

i=1

ϕNA
i,m

)

+ ENA

(

k
∑

i=1

ϕNA
i,m

)

−
k
∑

i=1

ENA
i (ϕNA

i,m)

= Ding(Xm,Lm) +
(

L̄·n+1
m

)

(n+ 1)(L·n)
−

k
∑

i=1

(

L̄·n+1
i,m

)

(n+ 1)(L·n
i )

= Ding
(

{Xi,m,Li,m}ki=1

)

,

where we recall [BBJ21, Definition 3.4] and note that the sum
∑k

i=1 ϕ
NA
i,m is represented by

the sum test configuration (Xm,Lm) of {(Xi,m,Li,m)}ki=1 by Lemma 5.2. Thus, for any ε > 0
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there exists a k-tuple of test configurations {(Xi,m,Li,m)}ki=1 such that

Ding
(

{Xi,m,Li,m}ki=1

)

< ε < ε · 2
a
JNA
cp,T(ϕ

NA
1,m, . . . , ϕ

NA
k,m) =

2ε

a
J
cp
T

(

{Xi,m,Li,m}ki=1

)

which contradicts the T-reduced uniform coupled Ding stability. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. It is an immediate consequence of Theorems 8.5, 8.10, and Proposi-
tion 8.3. �

Appendix A. On semiample divisors

In this section, we see basic properties of semiample divisors on normal projective varieties,
and see an example that the sum of normal test configurations may not be normal.

We begin with the following basic proposition:

Proposition A.1. Let X be a normal projective variety, L1, . . . , Lk be semiample Q-divisors
on X. Set L :=

∑k
i=1 Li. Let fi : X → Yi (resp., f : X → Y ) be the ample model of Li (resp.,

L) in the sense of [BCHM10, Definition 3.6.5]. It is well-known that there exists gi : Y → Yi
such that gi ◦ f = fi. Set

g := (g1, . . . , gk) : Y → Y1 × · · · × Yk.

Then the following are equivalent:

(1) The morphism g is a closed embedding.
(2) For any sufficiently divisible m ∈ Z>0, the multiplication homomorphism

H0 (X,mL1)⊗k · · · ⊗k H
0 (X,mLk) → H0 (X,mL)

is surjective.

Proof. We may assume that L is ample and f = idX . From the definition of ample models,
there exist an ample Q-divisors Ai on Yi such that g∗iAi ∼Q Li. We may assume that Ai are
line bundles with g∗iAi ∼ Li.

(1) ⇒ (2): Let I ⊂ OY1×···×Yk be the ideal sheaf corresponds to the closed embedding
Y ⊂ Y1 × · · · × Yk. Note that A1 ⊠ · · ·⊠ Ak on Y1 × · · · × Yk is ample and

(A1 ⊠ · · ·⊠Ak) |Y ≃ g∗1A1 + · · ·+ g∗kAk = L

holds. By Serre’s vanishing theorem, for any m≫ 0, we have

H1
(

Y1 × · · · × Yk, I ⊗ (A1 ⊠ · · ·⊠ Ak)
⊗m) = 0.

Thus

H0 (Y1 × · · · × Yk, (mA1)⊠ · · ·⊠ (mAk)) → H0(Y,mL)

is surjective. By the Künneth formula, we get the assertion (2).
(2) ⇒ (1): For any sufficiently divisible m ∈ Z>0, from the assumption, there is a natural

commutative diagram:

P∗H0 (Y,mL1)× · · · × P∗H0 (Y,mLk)
_�

Segre
��

Y

(φ|mL1|
,...,φ|mLk|)

22❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞{�

φ|mL|
,,❩❩❩❩❩❩

❩❩❩❩❩
❩❩❩❩❩

❩❩❩❩❩
❩❩❩❩❩

❩❩❩❩❩
❩❩❩❩❩

❩❩❩❩❩
❩❩ P∗ (H0 (Y,mL1)⊗k · · · ⊗k H

0 (Y,mLk))

P∗H0 (Y,mL) .
?�

linear

OO

We note that the vertical linear embedding is given by the assumption (2). Since m ∈ Z>0

is sufficiently divisible, the morphism φ|mLi| is equal to gi and φ|mL| is a closed embedding.
This implies that g is a closed embedding. �
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Example A.2. Take any k ≥ 2 and n1, . . . , nk, d1, . . . , dk, e1, . . . , ek ∈ Z>0. Let us consider
any smooth

B ∈ |OPn1×···×Pnk (2d1, . . . , 2dk)| ,
and let

τ : X → Pn1 × · · · × Pnk

be the double cover branched along B. Set

Ai := OPni (ei), Mi := τ ∗p∗iAi, M :=
k
∑

i=1

Mi,

where pi : P
n1 ×· · ·×Pnk → Pni be the projection. Since Mi is semiample and the morphism

pi ◦ τ : X → Pni satisfies that (pi ◦ τ)∗OX = OPni and (pi ◦ τ)∗OPni (ei) =Mi, the morphism
is the ample model of Mi. Moreover, M is ample on X . However, since

((p1 ◦ τ) , . . . , (pk ◦ τ)) = τ : X → Pn1 × · · · × Pnk

is not a closed embedding, the homomorphism

H0 (X,mM1)⊗k · · · ⊗k H
0 (X,mMk) → H0 (X,mM)

is not surjective for any sufficiently divisible m ∈ Z>0 by Proposition A.1.

Example A.3. Under the assumption in Example A.2, and assume moreover that ni+1 ≥ di
for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Let us set

Y := PX (OX ⊕M)
p−→ X,

let LY ∈ Pic(Y ) be the tautological line bundle with respects to the projectivization, and
let X0 := PX(OX) be the section of p corresponding to the natural projection

OX ⊕M → OX → 0.

Of course, X0 is canonically isomorphic to X . Set

Hi := LY + p∗Mi (1 ≤ i ≤ k), H :=
k
∑

i=1

Hi = kLY + p∗M.

Since the evaluation homomorphism

H0 (X, (OX ⊕M)⊗Mi)⊗k OX → (OX ⊕M)⊗Mi

is surjective, the divisor Hi is base point free for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Let χi : Y → Yi be the
ample model of Hi. An irreducible curve C ⊂ Y is contracted by χi if and only if C ⊂ X0

and C is a fiber of the morphism pi ◦ τ : X → Pni under the canonical identification X0 ≃ X .
In particular, each Hi is big and H is ample. Since ni+1 ≥ di for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the divisor
−KX is nef. This immediately implies that −KY −X0 is χi-nef and χi-big for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
By the Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem, we have R1(χi)∗OY (−X0) = 0. Thus we get
the surjection

(χi)∗OY ։ (χi|X0)∗OX0 .

Since the left hand side is nothing but OYi, we have

(χi|X0)∗OX0 = Oχi(X0).

In particular, we have χi(X0) ≃ Pni and the morphism χi|X0 is isomorphic to pi ◦ τ . Thus
the restriction of

χ := (χ1, . . . , χk) : Y → Y1 × · · · × Yk

to X0 is isomorphic to τ , which is not an embedding. In particular, the morphism χ is not
an embedding.

Remark A.4. Therefore, the surjectivity assertion in [HK00, Lemma 2.8] is not true in
general, even when all of Li are big and semiample.
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Example A.5. Under the assumption in Example A.2, and assume moreover that ni > di
for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. From now on, just for simplicity, we set

OX (m1, . . . , mk) := τ ∗OPn1×···×Pnk (m1, . . . , mk)

for any m1, . . . , mk ∈ Z. Note that

−KX ∼ OX (n1 + 1− d1, . . . , nk + 1− dk) .

Take any c1, . . . , ck ∈ Z>0 with ni − di ≥ ci for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and let us take a general
smooth member

C ∈ |OX (c1, . . . , ck)| .
We set OC (m1, . . . , mk) := OX (m1, . . . , mk) |C for any m1, . . . , mk ∈ Z. Let us take the
blowup

σ : X → XA1

along C×{0}, let E ⊂ X be the exceptional divisor, and let X̂0 ⊂ X be the strict transform
of the prime divisor X × {0} ⊂ XA1. Since

NC×{0}/X
A1

≃ OC ⊕OC (c1, . . . , ck) ,

we get

E ≃ PC (OC ⊕OC (−c1, . . . ,−ck)) πE−→ C,

where πE is the natural projection. Let LE ∈ Pic(E) be the tautological line bundle of the
projective bundle under the above isomorphism. Then we have

−E|E ∼ LE ∼ X̂0|E , −KE ∼ 2LE + π∗
EOC (n1 + 1− d1, . . . , nk + 1− dk) .

Moreover, we have

X̂0|X̂0
∼ −E|X̂0

∼ OX (−c1, . . . ,−ck)
under the canonical isomorphism X̂0 ≃ X .

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let us set

Li := OX (c1, . . . , ck) +Mi,

LX
i := σ∗(Li)A1 − E,

where Mi is as in Example A.2. Observe that

• LX
i |X̂0

∼ Li − E|X̂0
∼Mi is nef, and

• LX
i |E ∼ π∗

E (Li|C) + LE ∼ π∗
E (Li|C) + X̂0|E is also nef. Moreover, any curve γ ⊂ E

with
(

LX
i · γ

)

= 0 satisfies that γ ⊂ X̂0.

In particular, LX
i is nef over A1. Moreover,

•
(

LX
i −KX

)

|X̂0
∼Mi +OX (n1 + 1− d1 − c1, . . . , nk + 1− dk − ck) is ample, and

•
(

LX
i −KX

)

|E ∼ 2LE + π∗
E (Mi|C +OC (n1 + 1− d1 + c1, . . . , nk + 1− dk + ck)) is

also ample.

In particular, LX
i −KX is ample over A1. By the base point free theorem, LX

i is semiample
over A1. Let

(

X ,LX
i

) σi−→ (Xi,Li) πi−→ A1

be the ample model over A1. The (Xi,Li) /A1 can naturally be seen as a normal test
configuration of (X,Li). As we already observed, the morphism σi is an isomorphism on

X \ X̂0, and the set of curves contracted by σi is equal to the set of curves contracted by the

morphism pi ◦ τ : X → Pni under the canonical isomorphism X̂0 ≃ X .

Note that
(

−KX − X̂0

)

|X̂0
∼ −KX is ample. Thus −KX − X̂0 is nef and big over Xi. By

the Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem, we have R1(σi)∗OX

(

−X̂0

)

= 0. Thus we get
(

σi|X̂0

)

∗
OX̂0

= Oσi(X̂0).
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In particular, we have σi

(

X̂0

)

≃ Pni and the morphism σi|X̂0
is isomorphic to pi ◦ τ .

Let us set

L :=
k
∑

i=1

Li = OX (kc1, . . . , kck) +
k
∑

i=1

Mi,

L :=
k
∑

i=1

Li = σ∗LA1 − kE.

Since L|X̂0
∼ ∑k

i=1Mi and L|E ∼ kξ + π∗
E(L|C), the divisor L is ample over A1. In par-

ticular, by Lemma 3.3 (3), the normal test configuration (X ,L) /A1 is the normalized sum

configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1. Let (X ′,L′) /A1 be the sum configuration of {(Xi,Li)}ki=1.
Then there is a morphism ν : X → X ′ such that L = ν∗L′ holds. As in Lemma 3.3 (4), for
any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have the following natural commutative diagram:

X ν //

σi

++❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳ X ′ � � // Xprod = X1 ×A1 · · · ×A1 Xk

qi

��
Xi.

Let Xi,0 (resp., X0) be the fiber of Xi → A1 (resp., X → A1) over 0 ∈ A1. The fiber of the
above diagram over 0 ∈ A1 gives

X̂0 ⊂

(σi)|X̂0 ++❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲

❲❲❲
❲❲❲

❲❲❲
❲❲❲

❲❲❲
❲❲❲

❲❲❲
❲❲ X0

// X ′
0
� � // X1,0 × · · · × Xk,0

qi

��
Xi,0.

If ν is an isomorphism, then we get the closed embedding

X̂0 →֒ X1,0 × · · · × Xk,0.

However, since the morphism σi|X̂0
is isomorphic to pi ◦ τ for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the above

embedding must be isomorphic to τ : X → Pn1×· · ·×Pnk . Clearly, the τ is not an embedding,
a contradiction. Thus ν is not an isomorphism. In particular, the sum configuration of
{(Xi,Li)}ki=1 is not normal.
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