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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 Nystrom for coupled Kéhler—Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 1

curation:s 13
19
22
25
37
44
55
58

1. INTRODUCTION

Let us consider an n-dimensional Fano manifold X over the complex numbers C. Take
ample Q-divisors Ly, ..., Ly with —Kx ~g L1 + - - -+ Ly, and Kéhler metrics w; € ¢1(L;) for
all 1 <14 < k. Following Hultgren-Witt Nystrom [HWNT9], we say that (w;)¥_, are coupled
Kihler-FEinstein metrics (cKE metrics) if

k
Ricw; = =Ricw, = E w;
i=1

holds. Obviously, when k£ = 1, this is nothing but the Kahler-Einstein metric on a Fano
manifold X. Hultgren and Witt Nystrom 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}f:1>. However, in their definition of K-stability /Ding stability, they assumed that
the total spaces of test configurations of (X, L;) are isomorphic to each other [HWNTIO,
Definition 1.3]. Later, the second author [Has21] observed that we should consider test

configurations (X;, £;) /A of (X, L;) such that the total spaces X; are different to each
other in general, and defined the test configuration (Y, £y)/A! generated by the C*-actions

of {(X;, Ei)}le [Has21l, Definition 18], and then introduced the coupled Ding invariant of
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{(&;, L)Y, from (I, Ly)/A" [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

5 (X; {Li}f:1> > 1,

where 0 (X; {Li};) 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 Nystrom.

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, A) be a log Fano pair, i.e., (X,A) is a
projective klt pair with A an effective Q-divisor such that —(Kx + A) is ample. Fix an
algebraic torus T C Aut(X, A) and take T-linearized ample Q-line bundles Ly, ..., Ly on X
such that L := Y1 | L; coincides with —(Kx + A) with the standard T-linearization. As
in the standard textbook [Xu24l §2.2], we firstly introduce the coupled weighted barycenter
ape = Ele ati, and define the notion of (X A {Li}?zl) with vanishing coupled T-Futaki
characters as ayb = 0. We also define the sum configuration (X,L)/A! of the test con-
figurations (X;, £;)/A! of (X, L;) (see Definition B2). It is worth mentioning that, even
when all constituents X; are normal, the sum X may not be normal in general (see §Al).
Moreover, the sum configuration coincides with the one generated by the C*-actions of the
given test configurations (see Proposition B.IT]). 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 {(X;, £;)}¥_, of (X, L;). Moreover, we
introduce the notion of T-equivariant coupled Ding semistability and T-reduced uniform cou-
pled Ding stability (see Definition [6.3]). In §7l as a generalization of the reduced stability
thresholds [Li22D, [XZ20] and the coupled stability thresholds [RTZ21l [Fuj24], we introduce
the T-reduced coupled stability threshold

o (2, A (L)
of (X, A;{L;}F) (see Definition [Z.2). The relationship to the cKE metrics is discussed in

Here is the main result of this article.

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

(1) (X;{Li}e,) is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.

(2) (X;{L;}r,) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and 6% (X;{L;}¥_|) > 1.

(3) (X;{Li}e,) admits a T,-invariant coupled Kahler-Einstein metric.

In the above and throughout this article, Auty(X) stands for the identity component of
Aut(X). Note that the proof of Theorem [L1] for the case when Aut(X) is finite can be
simplified significantly, since essentially it reduces to proving (I) = [2); @) = @) was
already proved in this case by Kewei Zhang [Zha23| Remark 5.3], and the proof of B) = (1)),
given in Theorem [R.5] is much easier than the converse.
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Theorem [[Tlis an immediate consequence of Theorems [[.2] and [[L3] stated below. The first
result establishes (Il) <= (2)) and holds for any log Fano pairs over any algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero.

Theorem 1.2 (see Corollary [[.T0 in detail). (1) The following are equivalent:
(i) (X, A;{L;}¥,) is coupled Ding semistable.
(i) (X, A;{L;}r,) is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable.
(i) & (X, A;{L;}E) > 1 holds.
(2) If (X, A;{L;}E,) is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable, then T C Aut(X,A)
must be a maximal torus.
(3) The following are equivalent for a mazimal torus T C Aut(X,A):
(i) (X, A;{L;}r ) is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.
(i) (X, A;{L;i}f,) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and

s (%0 (11 >
holds.

For the proof of Theorem [[.2, we heavily depend on the recent progress in K-stability
of log Fano pairs. In fact, the strategy of the proof of Theorem 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 Kédhler—Einstein
and constant scalar curvature K&hler metrics such as [BBJ21, BJ22l [Dar19, [DZ24, [GZ17,
Li224), [Li22h, [Zha24], we solve a modified version of the conjecture [HWNI9, Conjecture
1.16] by Hultgren and Witt Nystrom in the affirmative, establishing (Il) <= (8) in Theorem
L1l

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a Fano manifold over the compler number field C, with A =
0, and let T C Auto(X) be a mazimal torus with the maximal compact subgroup T, C
T. Then (X; {Li}le) admits a T,-invariant coupled Kahler—FEinstein metric if and only if
(X;{Li}e,) is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.

In this paper, we only consider a torus T C Aut(X,A) 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,A), as Chi Li [Li22h] proves
results for the G-reduced uniform Ding stability and the G-reduced stability threshold for
the Kéhler—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 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 [Li22bl §2-3] and [Xu24, §6]. In this section, we fix an n-
dimensional projective klt pair (X, A) (with A an effective Q-divisor), an algebraic torus
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T ~ G?, with p € Z>¢, an injection T — Aut(X, A), and a T-linearized ample Q-line bundle
L on X i.e., there exists r € Z~q such that rL is a T-linearized ample line bundle on X. As
in [Xu24l, §2.2.1], we set

M(T) := Hom(T, G,,), Mg(T) :
N(T) := Hom(G,,, T),

for K € {Q,R}. Set
R= P R.= @ H'X mL)

M(T) ®z K,
N(T) @z K

£
=
I

mET‘ZZO mET‘ZZO
and let
Rm = @ Rm,oz
aeM(T)

be the weight decomposition of R,,, i.e.,
Ryo=1{s€R, |&1) s=t"" .5 (VE€ N(T), Vt€Gy)},
as in [Xu24, (2.22)].

Definition 2.1 ([Li22h)] §2.4], [X720, §A], [Xu24, §6.1]). Let Val) be the set of all T-invariant
valuations on X, and let us set

Valg™ " = {veValy | Axa(v) < oo},
QMY = {ve Valy™" | v: quasi-monomial},

where Ax a(v) € RsoU{oo} is the log discrepancy of (X, A) along v. For any £ € Ng(T), as
in [Xu24, Definition-Lemma 6.15], we can define wte € QMY. Moreover, for any v € Valy,
we can define the {-twist ve € Valy of v. We know that, if v € Valffom (resp., if v € QMY),
then we have ve € Val3™" (resp., v € QM%). We set

Valy' = Valy™ " \{wte | € € Ng(T)},

QMY = QMT\fuwte | € € Na(T)}.
Definition 2.2 ([Xu24| §2.2.1}). (1) For any m € rZs, set

A: = {a€ M(T) | Ry # 0},
Pl := Conv (A}) C Mg(T),
1
P’ = C —PL|.
onv(mgé L m)

As in [Xu24, Lemma 2.33], the set P is a rational polytope of maximal dimension.
Moreover, for any sufficiently divisible m € rZso, we have PL = TPL.

(2) The T-equivariant Duistermaat-Heckman measure dvpy on Pl c Mg(T) is defined
to be the weak limit of

1
d =— E i 0o
P, T — dim R, o 5m
aeAL,

The weighted barycenter o, € Mg(T) of PL is defined to be

L

1 n!
= i T e— di Rm o’ = d '
Yoo = e m dim R, eZAL L fma " & vol(L) /PL COVDHT

As in [Xu24) Lemmas 2.33 and 2.35], we know that af, € Mg(T) with af, € int (PF).
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Definition 2.3 ([Xu24, §2.2.1]). (1) For any m € 7Z>o and o € AL we set
Lo = Image (R, o @k Ox(—mL) — Ox).
Note that the graded Ox-algebra

D D o

WETZZO OéeA%‘n

is finitely generated. For any v € Valy, we set

. U(Lcm,ka) - U([km,ka)
o) = g, 7 = i =
From the above finite generation, we have
U(Lcm ka)
I, ma)) = "
U( ( ’ )) k
holds for any sufficiently divisible k € Z+.
(2) For any v € Valy, let us define
Yo: PPN Mg(T) — Rsg
v (Lo ko))

o = i

for a sufficiently divisible k& € Z-q for each o € P* N My(T). By [ELMNPOE,
Proposition 4.7], the above function uniquely extends to a convex, continuous and
rationally piecewise affine function

Yo - PL — Rzo.

More precisely, P¥ can be covered by finitely many rational polytopes C such that
Ywle, is affine for each C).
(3) (cf. [Li22bl §2.5.3]) Take any v € Valy and & € Ng(T).
e For any m € rZ-, we set

Hém(v) = 1 max {—(a,&) —v(Ina)}-

e Set
0f (v) == max {—(a, &) —y,(a)} .

acPL

The maximum of the right hand side can be attained by an element in P N
Mq(T) since 7, is rationally piecewise affine. By the following Lemma 2.4 we
have

95(1}) = lim Hém(v).

m—r0o0

Lemma 2.4. We have
lim Hém(v) = max {—(, &) — ()} .

m—oo >’ acPL
Proof. Observe that
1
sup 0%, (v) = sup max{—<3,s>——v<fm,a>}
merZso ’ m CVGA,I;.L m m

= o (T){—w, ) = wl@)} = max{—(a,§) — ()}
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Take ap € PL'N Mg(T) and a sufficiently divisible m € rZ-, with
max {—(a,§) = y(a)} = —(ao, &) —w(),

acPL
mogy € Aé,
1

= —uo(/ .

Yol o) mv( m,mao)
Then we have
1
Qém(v) > m (—=(mag, &) = v(Lnmag)) = — (0, &) — V(o).

Thus the assertion follows. O

Definition 2.5 ([Xu24l §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 [Xu24l, Definition 3.14 and §6.1.1]. For any m € rZs and a € M(T), we denote the
restriction of F to R,, . by F again. Then, for any = € R, we have

F'R,, = F R

aeM(T)
For any m € rZsq, « € M(T) and x € R, we set

[(m,a;ar) (‘F> = Image (Fme,a Rk OX<_mL> - OX)
and
Ty (F) = Z T2y (F) = Image (F*R,,, @ Ox(—mL) — Ox) .
aeM(T)
Moreover, let Z,,(F) be the (G,,-invariant) fractional ideal sheaf on X1 := X x A} defined
by
L(F) = @t i) (F).

XEZ
We also define the following:

(1) For any C' € R, let Fi¢) be the C-shift of F, i.e., F%]Rm = FrOmpR .
(2) For any £ € Ng(T), let F¢ be the &-twist of F, i.e.,
T R z—(a,€
FiRm:= P F Ry,
aeM(T)
It is obvious from the definition that, both Fj¢; and F¢ are T-equivariant filtrations of R.
Moreover, we have Fic ¢ = F¢ (o)

Example 2.6. Let (X, £)/A! be any T-equivariant test configuration of (X, L) in the sense
of [Xu24, Definition 2.3 and Remark 2.20]. Then, as in [Xu24l, Example 3.34], after replacing
r € Z if necessary, we get the T-equivariant filtration Fy » on R associated to (X, £)/Al.
For any ¢ € N(T), the &-twisted test configuration (X, Le)/Al of (X, L)/A! as in [Xu24)
Example 6.9] satisfies that Fi, r. = (Fa,c), by [Xu24, Lemma 6.10].

Lemma 2.7. Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R and take any v € Valx and \ €
(—00, Amax(F)), where Apax is as in [Xu24, Definition 3.20]. Then, the sequence

[m'mm
{1‘!—>U(( , )(f))}
m mMErZso

of functions over x € (—oo, A] uniformly converges to the function x +— v (I.(m) (.7:)), where

[.(x)(}") is the sequence of graded ideal sheaves on X defined by L(,f)(]:) = Tlmyma) (F) (see
[Xu24, Definition 3.42]).
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Proof. Set fm(x) = v(Igmma)(F))/m and f(x) = v (I.(x)(}")) We know that, over z €

(—00, Amax(F)), the functions f,,(z) and f(x) are non-decreasing functions. Moreover, the
function f(z) is continuous since it is convex. The sequence of functions {f,.(z)}merz-,
pointwise converges to f(x). Moreover, there exists a € R such that f,,(z) = f(x) = 0 for
any x < a. Thus it is enough to show the uniform convergence over the area [a, \], but
then the assertion is well-known: if a sequence of monotone functions over [a, \] pointwise
converges to a continuous function, then the convergence is uniform. U

Proposition 2.8 (cf. [Li22h, Proposition 3.3]). Take any v € Valy™'. Then the value
0¢(v) in Definition 23 coincides with the one in [Li22h), (111), (121)] (see Remark[23). In
particular, if L = —(Kx + A) with the standard T-linearization, then we have the equality

07 "X () = Ax a(ve) — Axa(v).

Proof. We follow the notation in [Li22h]. Let Fi,, be the trivial filtration on R (in the sense
of [Xu24, Example 3.21]). Let ¢”wiv—¢ be the non-Archimedean potential associated with
Firiv,—¢ in the sense of [BJ22]. As in [Li22bhl, Proposition 3.9], we have

(b]-'mv,fg (U) — lim (bnfltriv,*f(v)’
m—00

where we have

itriv,—ﬁ (v) = max {r —wv(s)}
s€f€”i§,—sRm

SRl

by [Li22bl (98), (100)]. Since
Fineeln=" @ Buo

aeM(T);x<—(a,8)

we have
T () = 1 max{ r — v Z I
m xeR m,x
QEM(T)FBS*<Q7£>
1
= - Imoz
1 R e (B g U7 VUme)}
1
= — — —v(Ina)} = 0F :
m max {—(a, &) = v(Ima)} = Ogm(v)
Thus the assertion follows by Lemma 2.4 O

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 £ with —¢. For example, the equation
(111) should be replaced by

dz_eoo(w) = O(z.0)(we) + O (w).

Let us consider a simple example. Let us assume that L = —(Kx + A) with the standard
T-linearization for simplicity. For any £ € Ng(T), we know that

Fw

te = .F;:riv,ﬁ,[eg(KX+A)(Utriv)]

by [Xu24, Lemma 6.22], where vy, is the trivial valuation and Fi, is the trivial filtration
on R. Thus, by [Xu24l Example 6.13], we must have

0" () = =Ap(€),
where

Ap(€) = min {{a,{)}.

acP—(Kx+A4)
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On the other hand, by (the corrected version of) [Li22h, (121)] shows that
(b}'mv,—g (Utriv) — eg(KXJrA) (Utriv>-

As in the proof of Proposition 2.8, we have

¢T v (V) = lim 1 max  {—(, &) — Vuiv(lna)} = —Ap ().

m—oo M QEA:n(KX +A)

We note that
¢]:triv,§ (’UtI‘iV) g max {<a7 g)} Y

acP—(Kx+4)

which is different from —Ap(§) in general.

Corollary 2.10 (cf. |[Li22b| Proposition 3.3], [Xu24l Lemma 6.21]). For any £ € N(T), let
de: Gy, — Aut(X, A) be the one-parameter subgroup of Aut(X, A) defined by —¢. Set

oe: X xG,, = X xG,
(,t) = (Pe(t) - x,t).

Let us consider a birational model resolving o :

4%
N
Xy - =5 —=Xp

For any v € Valy™", let G(v) be the Gauss extension of v in the sense of [Li22h, (93)],
which is a valuation on the left hand side of X1. Then we have

0 () = G(v) (W3 Las — 13 Lns).
Proof. Follows immediately from [Li22Dh, (94), (121)]. O

Corollary 2.11 (cf. [Xu24, Lemma 6.22]). For any o € M(T), m € rZ~g, s € R \ {0},
v e Valy™" and € € Ng(T), we have

ve(s) = v(s) + (@, &) +mbg (v).
In particular, we have Fy, = (fv)g,[eg(u)]'

Proof. The proof is same as the proof of [Xu24, Lemma 6.22]. When £ € N(T), we have the
assertion by using Corollary [ZI0]and the argument in [Xu24, Lemma 6.22]. For any e € R,
we know that 0% (ev) = eff (v) and e(ve) = (ev)ee, we get the assertion when & € Ng(T).
Thus we get the assertion when £ € Ng(T) by the continuities. O

Corollary 2.12 (cf. [Xu24, Lemma 6.23]). For any v € Val3™" and ¢ € Ng(T), we have
St(ve) = Sp(v) + (o, §) + 0¢ (v),

where Sy, is the S-invariant [Xu24l (4.42)].

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

Su(ve) = Su(Fo) = Su (Fo)esorn)

= 0L+ S, ((fv)f) = 0F(v) + Sp(F) + (o, ),

where the second equality follows from Corollary 2.11], the third equality follows from the
obvious equality Si(Fic)) = Si(F) + C, and the last equality follows from [Xu24, Lemma
6.4]. O

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 F*R,, =
FI*IR,, holds for any z € R and m € rZsq. For any T-equivariant filtration F on
R, let us define the Z-valued filtration F7 as Fj R,, := F [Z1R,,.

(2) [Xu24, Definition 3.55] A sequence of T-equivariant filtrations {F,,} on R is

merZso
said to be an approzimating sequence of F if, for any m € rZ-q, we have:

(i) Fmy CF,
(i) FyRm = F* Ry, for any z € R, and
(ili) for any s € Z-( and = € R, we have
FoBums= > F"Ry-F"Ry,.
T1+t+Ts>T
By [Xu24l, 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 & € Ng(T).
Then we have

SL(Fe) = S0(Ge)  and  Amax(Fe) = Amax(Ge)-

Proof. Take any « € R and m € rZ.o. From the definition, we have G{"*R,,, C F{"*R,,. On
the other hand, for any € € Ry, if we take m € rZ-q with me > 1, then

Gre R, - @ Frmea-eolg,
a€eAL
> @ Fr R, . = FI R,
aeAL

Thus we get the assertion. ([l

Lemma 2.15. Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R, and let {f(m)}
imating sequence of F.
(1) For any C € R, let Fimyc] be the C-shift of Funy. Then {.7-"(7,0,[0]}7”@%>0 s an
approzimating sequence of Ficy.
(2) For any & € Ng(T), let Funye be the E-twist of Finy. Then {Fim
approximating sequence of Fe.

— be an approz-

),g}me%>0 18 an
Proof. () is trivial. We only see (2)). Observe the following:

(1) f(zm)7§Rm’,a = J—_.(xn;;aé)Rm’,a - f‘zf<a,£>le7a = Fng’,a-

s T _ r—(a,§) _ z—(a,& _ Tz

(11> f(m)7£Rm7a == F(m) Rm,a =F ( >Rm,a — ‘Fg Rm,a-

(iii) For any s € Z,, we have

T S 1‘7<a7£>
f(m)7§Rms,a - ‘F(m) Rms,a

- Z Z ‘Flem,al e FYe Rm,as

= Z Z ]:931%01,5)3%&1 .. .ffs*<as,£>Rm7as

Thus the assertion (2) follows. O
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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)}m6rz>0 be an approximating sequence of F. Then we have

lim St(Fumy) = Sp(F) and lim Amax (F(m)) = Amax(F).

Definition 2.17. Let (X, £)/A! be a T-equivariant test configuration of (X, L). For any
e € Z~y, let us set
(X(e),ﬁ(e)) = (X X AL, Al,ﬂ'Z,C) ,

where
me: Al — Al
t o= 1
The (X©, L ) JA! is also a T-equivariant test configuration of (X,L). Moreover, let
v: X® — X© be the normalization and set £ := v*£® . The <X@, £@> /A 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) := Amax (F) — SL (F)
be the J-norm of (X, L)/A'. If (X, L£)/Al is a T-equivariant test configuration of (X, L),
then we set J(X, £) := J (Fx ). Asin [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 £ € Ng(T), then,
by [Xu24, Definition 6.28], we have the equality

3 ((Free)) = éJ (). (£9),)

where e € Z~ is any positive integer with e§ € N(T). We set J(Xe, L¢) :=J ((.FX7L)§). If
(X, L£)/Al is the trivial test configuration of (X, L) (in the sense of [Xu24, Example 2.5]),
then we write J(X, L¢) 1= J(Xe, Le).
Lemma 2.19. For any & € Ng(T), we have
J(Xe, Le) = max {{a, &)} — (o, €)-
acPL

Proof. We may assume that £ € N(T). Note that S;(F¢) = Sp(Fuiv) + (o, &) = (ot €) by
[Xu24l, Lemma 6.4]. Moreover, we know that Ayax = 7', the T-invariant (see [Xu24, Lemma
3.22]). Since

ﬂif‘“ Bona:
a€M(T
we get
T, (Fo) = o max {(0,).
Thus we get Apax(Fe) = max,epr {{a, &)} -

Definition 2.20 ([Xu24, Definition 3.62]). Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R. Take
any m € rZsg. Let

Am) = Yim)y = Xa
be the normalized blowup along the fractional ideal sheaf Z,,(F) (see Definition 2.5]), and
let mE be the Cartier divisor on ),y defined by the equation q(’ni) (Zin(F)) = Oy, (—mE).
(Since Z,,(F) is a fractional ideal, the Cartier divisor mE may not be effective.) Set

M(m) = qzkm)LAl — E,
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where Ly is the pullback of L under the projection X1 — X. By [Xu24, Lemma 3.61], the
My is semiample over A'. The ample model (X, Lony)/AY of (Vimy, Mm)) over Al is
said to be the normalized blowup test configuration along Z,,(F).

Proposition 2.21. Let F be a Z-valued and T-equivariant filtration on R. For m € rZ~y,
let (Ximy, Liny) /AL be the normalized blowup test configuration along L, (F).
(1) For any £ € N(T), set
Tn(Fle = Tn(F) =Dt D Timan—aen(F).

XeZ  aeM(T)

Then the &-twisted test configuration (X(m),g, ‘C(m),f) /AL of (X(m), E(m)) /A is equal
to the normalized blowup test configuration along I, (F)e.

(2) For any e € Zwo and for any T-equivariant filtration G on R, let us define the T-
equivariant filtration G on R as

GOeR —gllR

for any x € R and m € rZ>y. Then the test configuration ((X(m))(e) , (E(m))(e)) /A1
(see Definition [2.17] for the notation) is equal to the normalized blowup test configu-
ration along L, (.7:(5)).

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

Te: Xa1 — X
(x,t) — (z,t%,

we can directly check that 7 'Z,(F) = Z,, (.7: (e)). Therefore, the assertion immediately
follows by the universality of blowups. O

Proposition 2.22. Let F be a Z-valued and T-equivariant filtration on R, and let { F(m) tmerz-,
be a Z-valued approzimating sequence of F. For any e € Zy, let F© and .7:((2) = (f(m))(e)

be as in Proposition[2Z.21 [2]). Then {.7:((2)} is an approzimating sequence of F(©).
merlso
Proof. Observe the following:
(i) For any \ € Z, we have
FO Ry FI Ry PR R,
(ii) For any A € Z, we have
Fih R = Fo "Ry = FYIR,, = FOAR,,.

(iii) Note that .7-"((6) is eZ-valued. For any s € Z~, and A € eZ, we have

m)
(e),A . Ae o m L Ths
Fir R = FolSRms = Y, F" Ry F* Ry,
Pt ps=A/e;
H1ye-es s €EZ
— Z JT-'(e)Jq R, - ‘J—_'(e)J\s R, = Z f-(e),)\lRm . F(e),AsRm’

ALt A=A ALt As 2 A

Alyeeny As€eZ Alyeeny AsER

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

Thus the assertion follows. O

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 6 € Ryy. Set

= pu(F;0) =sup {t e R | let (X, A; I[{V(F)) > 6}
as in [Xu24, Definition 3.45], where 1Y (F) is as in Lemma [2.70 If i < Amax(F), then we
have 0 = lIct <X, A; i (]:)) Moreover, there exists v € Vablf(oo’T such that

e we have
AX7A(U)
v (I.(“)(]:))

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

5=

Y

F C fv{‘uw}.

8

Proof. The equality § = lct (X A S (F )) follows by the completely same argument in the

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

version of [JMIZ, Theorem 7.3] (see also [BLXZ23, Remark 3.9]), there exists v € Valz™"
such that computing the log canonical threshold. The rest of the proof is completely same
as the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 3.52]. O

Lemma 2.24. Let F be a T-equivariant filtration on R, and let us take any e € Z~y.
(1) Consider the filtration F'©) as in Proposition 221 2)). Then we have

Sp (F) = e Su(F). Amax (F) = € Aaax(F). 0 (F9) = e u(F),

where (o) := u(e;1) (see LemmalZ23).
(2) Let us take & € Ng(T). Then we have

St ((‘F(e))e§> = e 5. (Fe),
Mo ((FO)e) = € A (F).
p((F9),) = e n(F).
Proof. (@) is trivial. We see (). For any z € R, m € rZ>o and a € M(T), we have
(FO) R = Flo—lost/elR,, = Flo/e—odlg,
(( fﬁ)(a)”ﬁ Ruma = FLRypo=FF/-@OR,,
This immediately implies that
s ((79)) = 5 (170°).
max( (F© e§> = Amax ((ff)(e)> :
p((F9),) = n(F).

Together with (II), we get the assertion (). O
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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, A), an algebraic
torus T ~ GP, with p € Z>, an injection T — Aut(X,A), and T-linearized ample Q-line

bundles L, ..., Ly on X. Fix r € Z~ such that each rL; is a T-linearized ample line bundle
on X. We set
R:= P R,= @ H(X,mL).
merl>q merl>q

Moreover, we set L := Zle L; with the natural T-linearization, and set
Ri= P R.= P H'X mL).
merZsg merZsg
After replacing r € Z~ if necessary, we may assume that the multiplication homomorphism
mult,,: R,, — R
is surjective for any m € rZs, where we set

Rm:Ryln@)k@kRﬁw RZI @ Rm

mET‘ZZO

Lemma 3.1. (1) Let PLi ¢ Mg(T) (resp., P¥ C Mg(T)) be the moment polytope asso-
ciated with (X, L;) (resp., (X, L)). Then Pl is the Minkowski sum of Pt ... Pl

(2) For any 1 <1 < k, let L be another T-linearized ample Q-line bundle on X with

L; ~q L} such that L = Zle L} holds as T-linearized Q-line bundles. Then we have

k k

E L; _ E L
abc - Oébc'

=1 i=1

(3) Take any & € Ng(T) and v € Valy™". Then we have the equality
k

0f(v) = 0 (v).

=1

(4) Take any proper subtorus T' C T. Then, for any & € Ng(T) \ No(T"), we have

k
inf T (Xerer (Li)ere) > 0.
g/eNQ(T,){Z (Xeter, ( )5+£)}

i=1

Proof. () For any m € rZ-q, we have

k
L _ § : L;
Am_ Amz7
i=1

where the right hand side is the Minkowski sum. Thus we get the assertion ().
@) Since L; ~q L}, there exists 3; € Mg(T) such that P* = P* + 3; and aﬁé = aﬁé + B;.

Since . . . .
Y Pli=pl=) Pl= (ZP“) +> 8,
i=1 1 i=1 i=1

we get Ele B; = 0. Thus we get
k

k k
L L. L
Zabc = Z (e + Bi) = Zabé-

i=1 i=1

i=1
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The value 6%(v) is continuous over & € Ng(T). Thus we may assume that & € Ng(T).
13 Q
Since 0!, (ev) = eff(v) for any e € R., we may further assume that £ € N(T). Then the
assertion immediately follows by Corollary 2.10l

M) Set
k
Cy = dist (Z a0 (PL)> L o= dist (0,6 + Na(T").

i=1
By (1), we have Zle ali € int(PY). Thus C; € Rsg. Moreover, since £ & Ng(T’), we also
have C5 € Ryy. By Lemma 219, we have

J <X5+§/7 (Li>§+5’> = alg%)éi {<ai7 §+ §,>} - <O‘l§é7 §+ §,>

Thus we have
k
ZJ (Xerer, (Li)erer) 2 max {{o, €+ )} - <Z aps, &+ §'> > C1Cs.
i=1

Thus we get the assertion (4)). O
We define the sum of test configurations.

Definition 3.2. For any 1 < i < k, take any (possibly non-normal) T-equivariant test
configuration m;: (X;, £;) — Al of (X, L;). Take a sufficiently divisible 7y € 7Z~. Set

P Rr.= P H (x.,mL),

meroZ>o meroZ>o

and let
R, =Pt F R,
AEZ
be the weight decomposition with respects to the test configuration, i.e., ; = Fx, z,. Asin
[BHJ17, Proposition 2.15], we have

(X, L) = (Projk[t} (Rl) 70(1)) :
et (1) (@)
I(m,oz;)\) = I(m,a;)\) (‘E)’ I(m )\) I(m )‘ Z I a;A)”
aeM(T)
Let us take (G,, x T)-equivariant common partial resolutions
g 2 = X,
with Z normal and o; an isomorphism over A' \ {0}. Then,
oiR! = EB oiRE .
meroZ>o
where o} R, is the image of
of: HO(X;,mL;) — H° (Z,0imL;),
is canonically isomorphic to R’. We define
R,. := Image (af R%n Rk - - - k[ UZan
— H°(Z,moiLy) Qupy -+ - Qg H® (2, mopLy)
— H°(Z,m(oLy +--- +025k))>

and

B Rnc P H(Zm(oiLi+ - +0iLy)).

mETrZ>o meroZ>o
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By the following Lemma[3.3] the above R is a finitely generated k[t]-algebra with the natural
(G,, x T)-action. As in [BHJ1T, Proposition 2.15], this R induces a T-equivariant test
conﬁguration 7 (X, L) — Al of (X,L). The (X, L)/A! is said to be the sum configuration
of {(X;, L;)}r_,. Moreover, let v: X* — X be the normalization. Then the T-equivariant
normal test configuration (X”,v*L)/A! is said to be the normalized sum configuration of

{(X, L)},

Lemma 3.3. (1) The above R is a finitely generated k[t]-algebra such that each R,
admits the weight decomposz’tz’on

=D D P

AEZ a€M(T)

2\ _ A1 pl A Dk
Ph= Y Y F R AR,
A1y s AL EZ; al,...,akGM(T),
AMAAAp=A o+ tap=a

for any A € Z and o € 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 {(X;, L; )} -, is nothing but the ample model of
(Z, S og‘ﬁi) over Al
(4) Let us set

with

Xorod 1= X Xp1 -0 X1 X — AL
Lowoa = LiX---X L.
Then there is a canonical (G, x T)-equivariant closed embedding
P X = Xorod

over A! such that Lowod|x =~ L holds. In particular, for any 1 < i < k, there is a
canonical (G,, x T)-equivariant birational morphism 7;: X — X; over Al

Proof. By the Kiineth formula, we have
HO (Xprodu mﬁprod) = HO (Xh le) ®]k[t] e ®]k[t] HO (le m‘ck)

b P tF R, | Quy D P tFrRL,,

MEZ CvleM(T) )\kEZ akGM(’]I‘

12

Note that R is obtained by the natural surjection
@ HO (Xproda m'cprod) —- R

meroZ>o

Rn =D 69 > X B R,
AEZ aeM (T

ALy ALEZ; ... 0, €M (T);
A+ A=A ar o Fag=a

and we have

Thus the assertion (IJ) follows. Moreover, from the above (G, x T)-weight decomposition,
the (X, £)/A! gives a T-equivariant test configuration of (X, L). The assertion () is trivial
from the above construction.

The assertion (2)) is trivial since o is injective. For (B]), we may assume that there exists
a morphism o: Z — X after replacing Z if necessary. Then we have

0'*£ ~Q O'ikﬁl + -+ O'ZLk
Thus we get the assertion (). O
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Remark 3.4. (1) Even when T is trivial (i.e., p = 0), X is a Fano manifold and L =
— K, the sum configuration of normal test configurations may not be normal in
general. See §A] for examples.

(2) The sum configuration of {(X;, £;)}_, coincides with the test configuration gener-
ated by the G,,-action of {(X;,£;)}r_, in the sense of [Has2, Definition 18]. See
Proposition [3.111

Lemma 3.5. For any 1 < i < k, let (X;,L;)/A' be a T-equivariant test configuration of
(X, L;). Let (X,L£)/A" be the sum configuration of {(X;, L)} . We set F; == Fu,r, and
F = Fx . Moreover, set
Lom,00) = Lm,ax) (F)s - Lmin) = Limin) (F)-
Then we have
FBypa = >, > FMRL. o FitRE .

A1y s AL EZ; al,...,akEM(T);
A+ A=A a - top=a

F*R, = > FMR),---FRE,
A1y AL EZ;
AL+ A=A
_ 1) (*)
Imay) = D > e T

Ay A€EZ; ..o €M(T);
A+ A=A a - top=a

o (1) (k)
[(m;)\) - Z [(m;)\l) e [(m;)\k)
ALy A €Z
At A=A

for any m € roZso, A € Z and a € M(T).
Proof. Trivial from the proof of Lemma O

The following lemma is a special case of Proposition 4l For the proof, see the proof of
Proposition [£.4]

Lemma 3.6. Let (X;, L;)/A! and (X,L)/A" be as in Lemma [33. Take any & € N(T)
and consider the &-twisted test configuration (X ¢, Li¢) /A of (X;, L;)/A! (see Example[2.4).
Then the sum configuration of {(XZ-@,EZ-@)}; is equal to the &-twisted test configuration
(Xe, Le) /AL of (X, £)/A}

Proposition 3.7. Under the assumptions in Lemma[3., assume moreover that each X; is
normal. Let v: )Y — X be the normalization and let

be a (G, x T)-equivariant partial resolution with Z normal and 0 an isomorphism over

A\ {0}. Let us set

Xi =T, ovop: Z— A,
where 1; be as in Lemmal3.3. Set

Dy := 0" ((Li)ar) — X; L

supported on the fiber over 0 € A'. Then, for any sufficiently divisible m € roZsq, the
inverse image of the fractional ideal
=)
@t [(m;k)

AEZ
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by 0* is equal to Oz (—mD;). In particular, the inverse image of the fractional ideal

Pt mn

AEZ
by 0% is equal to Oz (—m Ele Di>.

Proof. Since xiL; is semiample over A!, we have a surjection
H° (Z, Xi (mﬁl)) ®]k[t] Oz —» X; OXi (mﬁ,)

Since AX; is normal, we have

H(Z,x:(mLy)) = x;H (X, mLy) = X} <EB t”ﬂ*RL) -
ANEZ

Therefore, we get the surjection

0" (@ tiA (.F?Rin Rk Ox<—mLz))> - Og(—le-).
AEZ
Since

FRL, @ Ox(—mL;) — Ié:i;x)a

the inverse image of @, t_)‘[éfi;/\) is equal to Oz(—mD;). Since

k
H(@t AIW)) Bt Y Ly Ty = D

=1 ANEZ AEZ ALy, ALEZ; AEZ
X AR =

we get the assertion. O

Corollary 3.8. For any 1 <i <k, let (X;,L;)/A" be a T-equivariant normal test configu-
ration of (X, L;). The following are equivalent:
(1) For all 1 < i < k, the test configurations (X;, L;)/A" are shifts of the trivial test
configurations of (X, L;).
(2) The sum configuration of {(X;, L; )} _, 15 a shift of the trivial test configuration of
(X, L).
(3) The normalized sum configuration of {(X;, L; )}Z 1 15 a shift of the trivial test config-
uration of (X, L).

Proof. The assertions (Il = (@) and () = (@) are trivial. We show the assertion (3]
= (). We use the notation in Proposition 3.7 By the assumption, we have Y = X1 and

v (riLy+ -+ T,jﬁk) Ly —C-(X x{0}) for some C' € Q. Thus we have Ef 1 Di ~ga1 0.
Th1s 1mphes that ZZ Xi Li ~g.x,, 0. Since x;L; is nef over X1, we have x7L; =x,, 0 for
any 1 <i < k by the negat1v1ty lemma. Thus the ample model of (Z, xIL;) over X1 is Xy
itself. This implies that D; ~g a1 0. This immediately implies that the condition (). 0

From now on, for any test configuration (X;, £;)/A! of (X, L;), we see that the sum
configuration of {(Xn[, )}Z , coincides with the test configuration generated by the G,,-
actions of {(&;, £; )} _, in the sense of [Has21, Definition 18]. We will use the following
results only in §8 We set 1y € rZ~q to be sufficiently divisible so that each roL; is m;-very
ample over A! and the G,,-action linearizes to £;. Let R?, R, F; and F be as in Definition
and LemmaB.3l Asin [BHJ17, §2.3], for any m € roZ-o and 1 < i < k, the test configuration
(X;, mL;) JAY of (X, mL;) gives a one-parameter subgroup pi : G,, — GL (R ). We recall
[Has21l, Definition 18]:
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Definition 3.9 ([Has2l, Definition 18]). Let us consider the composition of the natural
embeddings

P X s PH(R,,) < P (ém> .
(Note that the projectivizations P* are in the sense of Grothendieck.) We say that a test
configuration (Y, Ly)/Al of (X, L) is generated by the G,,-action of {(X},Ei)}f:l, if Y is
defined as the reduced Zariski closure of the Gy,-orbit of ¢P(X) in P*(R,,) x A', under
the natural tensor product G,,-action pl @ ---® pf on R,, = R} @ ---® RE and Ly =
%OP*(Rm)xAl(l)‘y-
There is a minor difference to the original definition [Has21l, 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 € ryZ-o, G,, acts on R
according to the weight decomposition

R, = P F R,
)\iEZ
which naturally induces the tensor product action
Gm MR ®--- @R =R,
Suppose furthermore that G, acts on R,, according to the weight decomposition R,, =
@D,y F R with
FAR,, = Z FMRL ... FMRE
Alyees AL EZ;
AL A=A
Then the multiplication homomorphism mult,, is G,,-equivariant.

Proof. The weight decomposition of the G,,-action on R,, induced from the tensor product
action is given by R, = @, F AR,,, where

FR,= P FR,® - @ F R,
ALy, AL EZ;
At Ap=A
Thus the homomorphism mult,, is obviously G,,-equivariant. U

Proposition 3.11. Suppose that (Y, Ly)/Al is the test configuration generated by the G,, -

actions of {(X;, Ei)}le in the sense of Definition[3.9 obtained by m € roZq. Then the test

configuration (Y, Ly)/A' agrees with the sum configuration of {(Xi,ﬁi)}le in the sense of

Definition [3.2.
Proof. By Lemma BI0, the G,,-orbit of X in P*(R,,) x A! is contained in the linear subspace

P*(R,,) x A', and hence the Zariski closure of its G,,-orbit in P*(R,,) x A' agrees with the
one in P*(R,,) x Al. Thus ) agrees with the Zariski closure of the G,,-orbit of X x G,,, —
P*(R,,) x A! with respect to the naturally induced G,,-action on R,,, which corresponds
to the weight decomposition in Lemma It is well-known [BHJ17, §1.2, 2.3, and 2.5]
that such a test configuration can also be written as (Projkm (R), =O(1)). Moreover, since
the embedding P*(R,,) — P* <Rm) is linear, we find that the natural polarization O(1) on

Projy; (R) agrees with mLy by the definition of Ly. Recalling that the sum configuration
of {(X;, L)}, can be written as (Projyy(R), =O(1)), by Definition B2 and Lemma B3,

’'m

we get the claimed result. O
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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 {(X;, £;)}+_, are trivial (and normal). For the test configuration (), Ly)
generated by their G,,-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 G,,-action
on R, is trivial if and only if all the constituents are all trivial test configurations, and
Lemma shows that it happens if and only if the G,,-action on R,, is trivial since there
does not exist any weight A such that mult,,(F*R,,) = 0 if F*R,, # 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 §3l

Definition 4.1. For any 1 < i < k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R!. The sum
filtration of {E}le is the T-equivariant filtration F on R defined by

1 1
F'Rp= Y. FPRL--FPRE =Y FPRL--FURE
T1,5e.,TRERS T1,..., TR ER;
T1t+ T 2T T1+FTp=x

for any m € rZsy and x € R (see Lemma [£.2)).
Lemma 4.2. (1) The above F is indeed a T-equivariant filtration on R.

(2) For any 1 < i <k, let (X;, L;)/A! be a T-equivariant test configuration of (X, L;)
and let (X, L)/A! be the sum configuration of {(Xi,ﬁi)}le. Then Fx  is the sum
filtration of {f)(i7£i}f:1.

Proof. (2)) is trivial by Lemma B.5l We show ().

e (Linearly boundedness) There exist e_,e; € R such that, for any 1 < i < k and
m € rZso, FS™R:, = R! for any z < e_ and F'™R! = 0 for any = > e,. This
implies that F*"R,, = R,, for any z < ke_ and F*"R,,, = 0 for any = > ke,.

e (Multiplicativity) Take any z,2’ € R and m,m’ € rZs,. Take any zi,...,zp € R
with Zle x;=x and 2},..., 7, € R with Zle x, = 2’. Then we have

m~+m/ m~+m’*

This implies that F*R,, - F* Ry C FoH Ry

e It is obvious that F*R,, C F* R,, whenever z > a’.

o (Left continuity) Take any m € rZ>p and x € R. Forany 1 <i <k, let \;; <--- <
Ai v, be defined to be

{Nigs it = {AeR| dimGr} R, # 0},
where Gr% R}, be as in [Xu24| (3.1)]. Note that we have the following:
Fro- Y R,
1<5;<M; (1<i<k);
ALyt Ak 2
For z € R, there exists a very small € € R, such that
{(]177jk> EZ’;O |,7@ SMZ (1 Slgk), and )‘1,j1+"'+)‘k,jk ZSL’-&}
= (1) €25, | i < M; (1<i<k), and Aij, + -+ Ay, > 2}
holds. Thus we get F*R,, = F* °R,,.
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o (T-equivariant property) We can directly check that

F'Rn= P F'Rua
aeM(T)
with
FlRoa= 3, >, TRy TR,

at,...,ak€M(T); T1,...,x,ER;
al+tap=a Tit-tTp=T

Thus F is T-equivariant.
Thus we get the assertion ([I). t

Proposition 4.3. For any 1 <i < k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R', and let F
be the sum filtration of {F;}%_,. Then we have the equality

Amax (F) = _Z Amax(F3).

Proof. Assume that Ay (F) < Ele Amax(Fi). Then there exists x1,...,x; € R such that

T; < Amax(F;) forany 1 < i < k and z := Ele T; > Apax(F). As in [Xu24) Lemma 3.17],

for any sufficiently divisible m € rZq, we know that F,"** R’ +# 0 for any 1 < i < k. This
implies that

k
F™ Ry O [ [ F RS, # 0,
i=1

a contradiction. Thus Apax(F) > Zle Amax (F;) holds.

Assume that Apax(F) > Z?Zl Amax(F;). Take any z € (Zle Amax (F7), )\max(]:)). As in
[Xu24, Lemma 3.17], for any sufficiently divisible m € rZ-(, we know that F™*R,, # 0. This
implies that, for any 1 < < k, there exists z; € R such that > 2, = z and F/"* R} # 0.
This leads to the inequality z; < Apax(F;). Thus we get x < Ele Amax (F3), a contradiction.
Thus Amax(F) < 25| Amax(Fi) holds. O
Proposition 4.4. For any 1 <i < k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R', and let F
be the sum filtration of {F;}%_,.

(1) Forany1 <i <k, let F; ¢, be the C;-shift of F; for C; € R. Then the sum filtration
of {J:Z}[Ci]}f:l is equal to the (Zle C’Z) -shift ]:[Zle a of F.

(2) (c¢f Lemmal3.8) Take any & € Nr(T). Let us consider the {-twist F; ¢ of F; for any
1 <i < k. Then the sum filtration of {E,g}le is equal to the &-twist Fe of F.

Proof. () Let G be the sum filtration of {‘E,[Ci}}kzl- Then we know that

i

G'Rp, = Y  FUOTRL--FRTOMRE
1+ +Tp=T
= > F{' Ry, Fi* Ry,
y1+"'+yk:$_(2§:1 Ci)m
_ T— Zf: C;)m _ Tz
= .F ( 1 ) Rm = .F[ ?:1 C’,]Rm

Thus G is equal to .7-"[ AL
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@) Let G be the sum filtration of {E,g}le. Then we know that

g°R

— Z Z wlR}nal...]: anak

ZZ | G=a ZZ 1 Ti=T

75 1 7£k
- Y Y AR, R R,

Z§:1 ;= Z§:1 Ti=x

= > Y. Fl'Rua R
Zi'c:l A= Zi'c:l yi=z—(a,§)

= ‘Fmi<a,£>Rm,a = 'F?Rm,a-

Thus G is equal to Fe.

21

n

Proposition 4.5. For any 1 <i < k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R', and let F
be the sum filtration of {F;}*_,. For any 1 < i < k, let us take an approzimating sequence

{F,

(m) }mErZ>0

{F(m) }m@»Z>O

of Fi. For any m € rZy, let Fy) be the sum filtration of {fi7(m)}f:1.

1S an approximating sequence of F.

Proof. Observe the following:
(i) We have

(ii) We have

T _ m 1 k
ZZ 11‘1>$
Z?:l Ti>T
T o T 1 T k
FomBm = > Fi Ry Foh o RY
Sz
El 1J:,>x

(iii) For any s € Z~(, we have

f’

(m)

Thus {]:(m) }

Rms -

merZso

T T k
> Tl B Fil R

Sz

> Y (FMBL--FURL)--- (FMR-

Zl 1Ti>T ZJ 1915 >7%1

Z?:l Ykj =Tk

> > (FMRL-FMRL)-(FIUR,-

2m1vizE Ry >y

Zf:l ;Jiszys
> FURy--FYRy.

E;:1 yj=x

is an approximating sequence of F.

FpeRL)

R

Then
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Proposition 4.6. Under the assumption in Proposition [{.5, assume moreover that F; and
Fimy are Z-valued. Take any e € Zso. Let ]:Z-(e) = (ﬂ)(e), Fle), .ﬁ(e(zn) = (ﬂ,(m))(e),

.7:(6)) = (.F(m))(e) be as in Proposition[2.21 [2]). Then we have the following:

(m
k
1) The filtration F© is the sum filtration of {]—"Z.(e)}

i=1

)

k
2) Forany 1l <1<k, {.7-".(6) } is an approximating sequence of .E(e .
=1

in(m) f ,_

m i,(m)

(1)

(2)

(3) The filtration .7:((6)) is the sum filtration of {.7:.(6) }521.
(4) {.7:(2)}?:1 is an approzimating sequence of F(©.

Proof. By Propositions 2.22] and .5 it is enough to show the assertion (). We note that

k
F© and .E(e) are eZ-valued. Let G be the sum filtration of {]:Z-(e)} . For any \ € eZ, we
=1

1=

have

PRy = X R, FOR

AL, A €€Z;
M A AR =A

_ A/e pl Ak/e pk
- E -7:1 Rm o ']:k Rm
Alyees Ap €€Z;
A4 A=A
_ E M1 1 Mk Dk

Hlsees s €25
pitetpp=XA/e

= FMR, = FO*R,,.

Thus the assertion follows. O

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 [B.J22]. For a polarized projective variety (X, L), we
define a connected and compact topological space called the Berkovich analytification X?&".
It contains a subset X4V consisting of divisorial valuations which is dense in X** [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 X", as
explained in [BHJ17, [BJ22] and very briefly recalled below. Let (X', £)/A! be a semiample
test configuration for (X, L), and pick another test configuration X with morphisms W X -
X and p: X — Xa1, where (X1, L) /Al is the trivial test configuration. Then

(1) D :=u"L—p Ly

is a G,,-invariant Q-Cartier Q-divisor with support in X, and the map £ — D is known
to define a one-to-one correspondence between the set of equivalence classes of test con-
figurations (X, £)/A! (with £ possibly non-semiample over A') for (X, L) and the space
of piecewise linear functions on X*" [BJ22, Definition 2.1, Theorem 2.7, and §2.7]. Fur-
thermore, given a test configuration (X, p*£)/A! for (X, L), the Gauss extension yields an
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embedding o5 : X*" — )Ean~as in [BJ22, §1.3 and §2.1]. When D is a G,,-invariant Q-Cartier
Q-divisor with support in X, we define a continuous function ¢p € C°(X** R) by

(2) pp(v) = oz(v)(D)

for v € X" [BJ22, §2.2]. Thus, a test configuration (X, L) defines a function ¢, := ¢p €
CO(X® R) by (@), where D is defined as in (Il). We note that the map D +— ¢p is invariant
under the pullback, i.e. ¢,«p = ¢p [BJ22, §2.2], and hence the construction above does not
depend on the choice of X. The map L — @, 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 X [BJ22] §2.4 and Theorem 2.31]. The
set HNA(L) admits a completion denoted by EMNA(L) [BJ22, Theorem 4.15 (ii), §7.2, §12.1];
note that our notation HN* = HNA(L) (resp. EWNA = ELNA(L)) corresponds to Hg (resp. to
EY) in [BJ22]. We also write EN* for the non-Archimedean Monge-Ampere energy defined
for pNA € ELNA by

(L, (bNA)n—f—l
(n+1)(L™)
where (L, )" is the energy pairing defined in [BJ22, Theorem 7.1]. In what follows, we
write (¢N4)" ! for (L, pN4)"*! to simplify the notation. Moreover, in this paper we also call
HNA the set of all non-Archimedean metrics, following the terminology of [BHJI17, Definition
6.4] (see also [BJ22, Example 3.3]).

In this section, let (X, A), Ly,..., Ly, and L = Zle L; be as in §8l We write HNA(L)
for the set of rational Fubini-Study functions for L, and HYA, ... HYA for the ones for
Ly, ..., L 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].

ENA(¢NA) =

> —00,

Lemma 5.1. The non-Archimedean metric on L represented by the sum configuration (X, L)

of {(Xi,ﬁi)}f:l depends only on the non-Archimedean metrics on Ly,..., Ly represented
respectively by (X1, L1), ..., (Xk, Lk)-

Proof. Let Z be a common partial resolution of (X1, Ly),..., (X, Lx). If we take another
representative, say (X/, £!), of the non-Archimedean metric defined by (X;, £;), we simply
replace Z by a common partial resolution of Z, (&7, L), ..., (X}, L), which defines the same
non-Archimedean metric as (X, £) by Lemma 3.3l O

Thus, the following map
S:HNA X x HYA = HNA(D),

taking any ample representatives from HY*, ... HN* 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( 11\IA7"'7 EA) = 11\1A++¢1/§A
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 N4 YpNA € HEA satisfy oM < YNA for all
1=1,...,k, we have

(3) S(A% ™) S ST,
Proof. We take ¢N* € HNA and take an ample representative (&;, £;) fori = 1,..., k. We

replace this model by the common partial resolution o; : Z — &; and note that (2,07 L;)
represents ¢, Then the sum ¢ + -+ + ¢4 is represented by (Z,07L; + -+ + 0Ly,
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establishing the first part of the claim by recalling Lemma We immediately observe

that, if N4, N4 € HNA satisfies N < N2 for all i = 1,..., k, we have

B ek g <G g
as claimed. 0
Proposition 5.3. The map S can be extended to the map S : &} NA X 5;’NA — ELNA(L)
defined by

S(OY™, ) = A 4+t

which 1s 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 EXNA(L). We pick a decreasing net
(D050 0l )} C M e x HE
converging (in the product topology) to (¢4, ..., ¢N4) € Ell’NA X - X 5;’NA. By (3)) and
the definition of S, {Ele EA}j C HNA(L) is a decreasing net converging pointwise to
SF L oNA over XU, Thus it suffices to prove
. ¢NA)n+1

k
: (o]
1I}fENA <;1 ¢ZA> = H]lf (n+ (L) > —00.

We now recall from [BJ22, Lemma 7.10] that there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only
onn, k, and Lq,..., L; such that

( NA+ . NA n+1 > CZ NA ntl _ Z ENA )

1j

for each j, where EN* is the non-Archimedean Monge-Ampere energy for L;. The infimum

of the right hand 51de is finite by the monotonicity of the Monge-Ampere energy func-
tional EX*, with {QSE-A}j decreasing to ¢4 € Sil’NA for each i« = 1,..., k. Thus we get

inf; ENA (ZZ 1 NA) > —o0 as required.

1NA

It remains to prove that S : £} X 51 NA gt NACL) is Continuous with respect to the
LNA

strong topology (see [BJ22] Deﬁmtion 12.1]) Let {(¢77, ... )}j be a net in &, X

5;’NA strongly converging (in the product topology) to (ngIl\IA, oL ONR) € &P NA X 5; NA

Again by the definition of S, we find that {Ele }\}A} converges pointwise to Ele PNA
j

over X4 Tt thus suffices to show that EN4 (Zle NA) converges to EN4 (Zle gbi-\m), by

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

INA NA NA TNA NA
o =9 _iggﬁbz ) % Z% sup%,

for each © = 1,...,k and each j, where we note that sup yan wij — SUPyan NN as j — 00
since the supremum is attained at a fixed point vy, € XU by [BJ22, Proposition 4.12 (ii)]
(as X is assumed to be irreducible) and {¢;*}; converges pointwise to ¢} * over X4 by
the strong convergence. This in turn shows that {’J)EA}]‘ converges strongly to gz;?m for each
1=1,...,k, since we have

ENA( ij ) = E?IA@pNA) - SUPID
Xan
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and similarly for EN*(¢N*) by [BJ22, Proposition 7.7]. We then find

(O 4+ ) = (O 4+ T+ (n+ 1) Zsuw“
Xan
and
k
(W e ) = O e O (0 D7) Y sup

i=1
by [BJ22, Proposition 3.14] and recalling (L; + - - -+ L;)™ = (L™). Then, expanding out the
energy pairing, [BJ22 Theorem 7.34] implies that there exists a constant C' > 0 depending

only on Ly,..., Ly, n, and gzgll\IA, e ~EA such that
(8 o+ QR = (O )™ SO max TGt )

-----

holds eventually for the nets {QZEA}]- converging to @IA, where «,, € (0,1] is a constant de-
pending only on n and [ is the quasi-metric defined in [BJ22 Definition 12.3] (see also
[}3{22 (7.29) in Proposition 7.27]). Since {¢5*}; converges strongly to ¢f*, we have
T(pNA, NA) — 0 for each ¢t = 1,..., k by [BJ22| Theorem 12.4], which shows

(,QZ)M wNA)n—f—l ( . ngA)n—f—l
Thus, combining the above argument we have
(¢1N]A . wNA)n—f—l ( . ngA)n—f—l
which shows that ENA (Zle §A> converges to ENA (Zle qﬁ\IA), as claimed. O

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, A), an algebraic torus T ~ G?, with p € Z>(, an injection T — Aut(X,A), and
T-linearized ample Q-line bundles Lq,..., L, on X such that L := Ele L; coincides with
—(Kx + A) with the standard T-linearization.

Definition 6.1. We set
k
o =) api € Mg(T)
i=1

(see Definition2.2). We say that (X, A; {L;}¥_|) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters if
apr = 0. By Lemma 3] (2)), those definitions do not depend on the choice of T-linearizations
of L;. If T is a maximal torus of Aut(X, A), we simply say that (X, A; {L;}¥_,) has vanishing
coupled Futaki characters. Note that all maximal tori of Aut(X, A) are mutually conjugate
to each other.

Definition 6.2. (1) For any 1 < i < k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R, and
let F be the sum filtration of {F;}¥_,
(i) We set

17 ({(F)L) = iJ(f)

where J(F;) is defined in Definition 218
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(ii) We set
JCP( 7 ’?_):: inf JCP< F )
T { }Z—l fENR(T) { 75}1:1
By [Xu24, Lemma 6.4 and Proposition 6.6 (i)], the functions

k
Y Amax (Fie) s &7 i, (Fie)
i=1

are continuous. Thus we have

1P ({FIL) = it 3P ({Feh).

£ENQ(T)

(iii) For any § € Ry, the coupled Ding invariant of {JF;}¥_, with the slope § is defined
to be

D ({Fi}i1:0) = u(F30) - ZSL

where p(F;6) is the d-lc slope of F in the sense of [Xu24l, Definition 3.45] (see
also Lemma [2.23). We often denote p(F;d) by p <{]:z}f:1 ;5). We can express

D ({Fi}t;6) = D(F;6) + Sp(F ZSL

where D(F;6) is the Ding invariant of the ﬁltratlon F with the slope § in the
sense of [Xu24, Definition 3.45].
We define the coupled Dmg invariant of {F;}¥_, as

k

D ({F}i.) = ZSL D(F) + S(F) = Y _ Si.(F),

i=1
where

u(F) = (1FYL) = p(F;1), D(F) = D(F;1).

Equivalently, D ({F;}F,) := D ({F};1).
(2) For any 1 < i < k, let (X;, £;)/A! be a T-equivariant test configuration of (X, L;),
and let (X, £)/A! be the sum configuration of {(&;, Ei)}le
(i) We set

Jep ({XZ’ ﬁi}f:1> = Jep <{FX¢,Ei}f:1) = iJ (X, L)

(ii) We set
k
cp -k o TP k _
JT ({quﬁz}@':1) . J’]r <{‘FX2',E¢}Z:1> ge}\rflf(ﬁl‘) J(‘XZ&LZ&)

where the last equality follows from the observatlons in () and Definition 218
(iii) The coupled Ding invariant of {(X;, £;)}F_, is defined as

) o (27
(n+1)(L") ; (n+ (L")
where Ding(X, £) is the Ding invariant of (the normalization of) (X, £)/A" in
the sense of [Xu24, Definition 2.24], and (X, £)/P!, (X;, £;) /P! are the oo-trivial
compactifications of (X, £) /AL, (X;, L£;)/A' in the sense of [Xu24, Definition 2.7],
respectively.

Ding ({X £;}},) == Ding(X, £) +
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Definition 6.3. (1) We say that (X, A; {L;}¥_,) is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable
if
holds for any T-equivariant test configuration (X;, £;)/A! of (X, L;) (1 < i < k).
When T is trivial (i.e., p = 0), we simply say that (X, A;{L;}%,) is coupled Ding
semistable.
We remark that, for any subtorus T C T, if (X AN {Li}i?:l) is T’-equivariantly
coupled Ding semistable, then (X A {Li}le) is obviously T-equivariantly coupled
Ding semistable.
(2) We say that (X, A;{L;}¥_,) is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable if there exists
a positive real number ¢ € R.( such that

Ding ({Xi, Ei}?zl) > e JP (X, L)

holds for any T-equivariant test configuration (X;, £;)/A' of (X, L;) (1 <i < k). If
T is trivial, then we simply say that (X, A, {Li}le) is uniformly coupled Ding stable.
If T C Aut(X,A) is a maximal torus, then we say that (X, A;{L;}%,) 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 (X;, £;) /A
(1 <i<k) are normal. In fact, for the normalizations v: X] — X;, we have

Ding ({7, L}1,) = Ding ({4 L1, ). 3P (KL L)L) =39 (A L3 ).

Proof. Observe that the normalized sum configurations of {(A, Ei)}le and {(X/, V*Ei)}le
are equal by Lemma [@). Moreover, for any £ € Ng(T) and 1 <i < k, we get

J (Xi/,gv (V*Lz’)g> =J(Xie, Lie)
by the definition of J (X;¢, L;¢) (see Definition 2.18). Thus we get the assertions. O

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

Proposition 6.5 (cf. [Xu24, Theorem 3.63]). For any 1 < i < k, let (X;,L;)/A! be a
T-equivariant test configuration of (X, L;).

(1) We have the inequality
Ding ({Xiv Ei}f:l) <D ({F/Yi,l:i}fZI) :
(2) If moreover all X; are normal (1 < i < k), then we have
Ding ({Xiv Ei}?:l) =D ({‘F-Xiyﬁi}?:l) :
Proof. Let (X', £)/A! be the sum configuration of {(X;, £;)}_,, and let v: X — X’ be the

=17
normalization and set £ := v*L’'. Wesset F; := Fy, ¢, and F := Fys . We know that F is the
sum filtration of {F;}¥_,. Note that F is a Z-valued filtration such that, for any sufficiently
divisible m € rZ~g, we have Z,,(F)* = L,s(F) for any s € Z~o. Moreover, (X, L)/A' is
nothing but the normalized blowup test configuration along Z,,(F) (see Definition [2.20).
(@) We have
k
Ding ({X;, Li},) = Ding(X, L)+ SL(F) = S1.(F)
i=1
k
> D(F)+Su(F) = 3 Se(Fi) = D ({F}H)

i=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].

) Assume that all &; are normal. We use the notations in §3] especially, Definition B.2]
Lemma and Proposition B.7l Fix a sufficiently divisible m € rZ-, and consider

10 = @1, = Tu(F)

AEZ

with I&;)\) = Lm0 (F5) and

T = @t M imn) = Tn(F)

AEZ

with Iy = Iy (F). Set Oz(—mD;) = 017 As in Proposition 3.7, we have

and
k
ZDZ = Q*LAl — p*ﬁ
i=1

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

L(F) = let (Xu, Aus CTEX X {o}) -1

k
= et <Z,AZ+E+ZDZ~;ZO> —1,

i=1
where Z; is the fiber of Z — Al at 0 € A!, and E is the Q-divisor on Z supported on Z
defined by
Kz+ Az +E=0"(Kx,, +Au).
Let us consider the Q-divisor Dy on & in the sense of [Xu24, Definition 2.24], i.e., the
Q-divisor on X supported on X with
ID‘;\g’g ~Q —Z - Ké\?/Pl - A/{z.

Then we have

k
p* (KX +A/y—|—DX7L) = KZ+AZ+E+ZD1
i=1
This implies that
L(.F) = 1Ct (X, AX —+ DX,ﬁ; Xo) — 1,
where Aj is the fiber of X — Al over 0 € A'. On the other hand, by [Xu24, Theorem 3.52],
we have L(F) = p(F). Thus

k (Zi.n—’—l)
Ding ({X;, Li}i?:l) = let (X, Ax +Dx; Xp) — 1 — Z (n+ 1)(L")
i=1 :

k

= u(F)-— Z Sp,(Fi) =D ({}—z}le)

i=1

holds. where the second equality follows from [Xu24, Lemma 3.35]. O
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Lemma 6.6 (cf. [Xu24, Corollary 6.25]). For any 1 < i < k, let F; be a T-equivariant
filtration on R'. For any & € Ng(T), we have

D ({Fie}imy) = D ({F})) — (o, €).

Proof. Let F be the sum filtration of {F;}¥ ;. By [Xu24, Lemma 6.24], we know that
p(F) = p(Fe). Moreover, by [Xu24, Lemma 6.4] and Proposition 4] [2)), we get

D ({Fieli) = nlFe) =) Su(F

k
i=1

(2

= Z )+ <O‘bc75>)

i=1

= D({F}, Z (afi,€).

Thus the assertion follows. O
Corollary 6.7. For any 1 <i <k, let (X;, L;)/A be a T-equivariant normal test configu-

ration of (X, L;). For any & € N(T), let (Xi¢, Lic)/A be the E-twisted test configuration of
(X;, L;)/A'. Then we have

Ding ({Xi,éa Li,é}le) = D <{]:Xi,svﬁi,s}f:1>
= D ({Fuetl,) - (029
= Dlng ({XZ, Ez}le) - <Oéf£a g)

In particular, if (X,A; {Li}le) is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable, then ope = 0
holds, 1i.e., (X, A; {Li}le) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters.

Proof. The first and third equalities follow from Proposition Since Fx, .z, .= (Fci)e

(see Example 2.0]), the second equality follows from Lemma [6.6] O
Lemma 6.8. For any 1 < i <k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R'. Set G; :== F;z

(see Definition[2.13 (Il)). Then, for any & € Ng(T) and 6 € Ry, we have the equality

p (1) = (1G.)).
In particular, together with Lemma we have
J° ({]:z‘,g}L) = J% ({gz‘vg}le) )
1P ((FYL) = I ((9)).
D <{7:z',£}f:1> = D <{gi,£}f:1> :

Proof. Let F (resp., G) be the sum filtration of {F;}¥_ | (resp., {G;}}_,). Take any z € R
and ¢ € Ryy. As in the proof of Lemma 2.14] if we take m € rZ-q with me > k, then we
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have

R =Y FRLFR
z1+-Fx>me
I Lt

14 Fxp>me

G"IR,, = > GitR),---GlR),

z+-Fx) >m(z—e)

> > FiRL-FARE = FIUR,.

Tr1+-Fx>me
Note that the second inclusion follows from the observation in Lemma [2.14] that
Gk, > F,
holds for any z;, #} € R with a} > x; — 1. Thus we get
Gr Ry C FIRy, € G Ry,

which gives that u ({]—"Zg}f:l) =pu ({givg}le). The remaining assertions are trivial. O

We prepare the following:

Proposition 6.9 (cf. [Xu24, Propositions 6.6 and 6.29]). Assume that (X, A;{L;}}_,) has
vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters.
(1) Set C := dist (0,8 (PL)). For any 1 < i < k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration
on R', and let F be the sum filtration of {F;}¥_,. Then, for every e € R with
Fe"R,, = R, for any m € rZ~q, we have

)\maX(‘Ff) > C|€| +e_

for any £ € Ng(T). A
(2) For any 1 < i <k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R', and take any approxi-
mating sequence {.Ev(m)} of F;. Then we have

merZso

lim Jﬂcrp ({f'i,(m)}f:1> - J%p ({E}le) .

m—o0

Proof. () By Lemma B (), we have 0 = o1 € int (P¥). In particular, we have C' € R..
For any m € rZ+¢ and a € AL let us set

1
T =—max{z € R | F'R,,, # 0}.
m

From the assumption, we have T}, , > e_ for any o € AZ. Thus we get

T(Fo) = max {Ta +-(56)} 2 o+~ max {(0,0)),

aeAl, m aeAk
where T, be as in [Xu24] §3.1.2]. By [Xu24, Lemma 3.22], we get

Auas (F) 2 mass {(@,€)} e = Clé] +e-.

@) Let F (resp., F(m)) be the sum filtration of {F;}F, (resp., {Fium)}ti,). Take any
¢ € Ng(T). By Lemma @), {Fime}

merz, 1S Al approximating sequence of F;¢.
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Moreover, by Proposition [£.4] (2]), the sum filtration of {E,(m),f}le (resp., {E,g}le) is
equal to F(m)e (resp., F¢). Therefore, by Lemma and Proposition [£.3] we have
St (]:zg) = T}Lg{l}o St (]:i,(m),g) )
k k
; )\max (f'i,f) - )\max (ff) - rrngn )\max (F(m),f) - Tr{lilgo Zl )\max (f'i,(m),f) .
This implies that, for any £ € Ng(T), we have
. c k c k
n},lj)]go‘] P <{‘E7(m)7£}z:1) = J P <{‘E,§}Z=1) :
We observe the following claim:

Claim 6.10. There exist C € Rog and e € R such that, for any m € rZ-o and £ € Ng(T),
we have

1 ({Fah)
17 ({Fime} )

Proof of Claim[6.10. Observe that

N <{]:z,5}f:1) = Amax(F) ZSL

= max ff ZSL
k

3% ({Fumediny) = Amax (Fione) = D S, (Fam) -

By (), there exists C' € R.q such that:
e there exists e, € R such that, for any £ € Ng(T), we have

v

Cl¢l +e,

v

ClE| +e.

k
3 ({Fiehiy) = Clel + s = 3 S1(F,
=1

and
e for any m € rZy, there exists e,, € R such that, for any £ € Ng(T), we have

k
3% ({Fametiy) 2 Clel+en— S 51 (Fiim):
=1

Moreover, since {F(m) }merz., 15 an approximating sequence of F, we can take the value e,
independent of m € rZ-o. We may assume that e,, = ey, for any m € rZ~,. Moreover,

since lim,,, oo Zle St (Fim)) = ZZ 1 5L, ( ;), there exists e € R such that
Coo — Z SLZ(-F1> Z e,
i=1

k
_ZSLi(*FZ}(m)) > e
=1

Thus we finish to prove Claim [6.10. U

By Claim [610] there exists a compact subset = C Ng(T) such that, the minimum of the
functions
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N ({]:Zg}f:l) and
o (> JP ({E,(m),{}f:1> for all m € rZ~
over Ng(T) can be attained over =. Moreover, if we set
C} := max {dist (O, 0 (PL))} € Ry,
then, for any &;,& € Nr(T) and m € rZ~,, we have

J ({E’,(m),gl}f:l) —J® <{-7:i,(m),£2}f=1>
= ’)\max ({Ey(m)vfl}f:l) = Amax ({E’(m)’&}f:l)

< 2016 — &l
as in the proof of [Xu24. Proposition 6.29]. Therefore, the sequence

{em 3% ({Fumeli,) }

of functions over = are Lipschitz continuous with the same Lipschitz constant 2C%, and
pointwise converges to

mErZso

k
§—= JP ({}—i,ﬁ}i:1> .
Hence the sequence of functions uniformly converges to the above function over =. This
implies that

. C k . . C k
Jim 3 ({Fun}i,) = B b3 ({Fimehl)
= niIP ((Fi,) =32 ((F).
Thus the assertion (2]) follows. t

Theorem 6.11 (cf. [Xu24, §3.4.2 and Proposition 6.3.1]). Assume that ¢ € [0, 1] satisfies
the following: for any T-equivariant test configuration (X;, L;)/A' of (X, L;) (1 <1 < k),
we have
Ding ({X, £},) > =37 ({0, £31,).
Then, for any T-equivariant filtration F; on R* (1 <1 < k), we have
D ({F}iy) > - 37 ({Fikn) -

Proof. By Corollary 6.7, we have ajr = 0. Moreover, by Lemma [6.8 we may assume that
each F; is Z-valued. Let F be the sum filtration of {F;}% . For any 1 < i < k, take any
Z-valued approximating sequence {}—i’(m)} of F;, and let F,,) be the sum filtration

merZso
of {E,(m)}le for any m € rZ-y. Recall that, by Proposition [4.5] {.F(m)}m6rz>0 is an
approximating sequence of F.
Let us set
(i) o _
[(m;a:) T [(m;w) ('FZ) - [(m?x) <'Fiv(m))’
Imay = Ty (F) = L) (Fm))
as in Definitions and Since F; is Z-valued, for any A € Z, we have
_ (1) (k)
[(m?\) - Z [(m;h) o .[(m§>\k).
ALy, ALEZ;
At A >A

Moreover, let us consider the fractional ideals
IV = In(F) = In(Fiim),
In = In(F) =Ln(Fm)
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on X,1. As above, we have

k
I, =[] Z%.
i=1

For any 1 <i < k and m € rZ-y, let (XMm% ‘Ci,(m)) /A be the normalized blowup test

configuration of (X, L;) along 73 in the sense of Definition 220, We recall the definition.
Take a (G,, x T)-equivariant birational morphism

Pm - Wm — XAl
with W,,, normal and p,,, an isomorphism over A\ {0} and there exists a Cartier divisor mDY
on W,, such that p,_nng? = Oy, (—mD,ﬁ?) holds for any 1 <1 < k. The (Xi,(m), ‘Ci,(m)) /A
is defined to be the ample model of the semiample Q-divisor

P(Li)ar — Dy

over Al. Since
k
b T — O, (—m 3 D;:'z) ,
i=1

the normalized blowup test configuration (Xn), Lmy) /A of (X, L) along Z,, is equal to the

normalized sum configuration of {(Xi,(m), Ei,(m)) }z‘=1'
Let us take any & € Ng(T). Fix e € Z-¢ with e € N(T). For any 1 < i < k and

m € rl~g, set - o
Visim)» Miomy) = (((Xi,(m))(e)) ,<(£¢7(m))(e))e£)

(see Definition 2I7]). Moreover, we set

Gi = ((‘Fi)(e)>eg’ G:=(F9),er Gim = <(fi,<m>)(e))e§ag<m> = ((ﬂm))(e))e5

(in the sense of Proposition 2211 (2))). By Propositions [4.4] 5] and Lemma 215 ([2), we
have:

e G is the sum filtration of {G; if“‘:l.
° {g(m)}m@2>0 is an approximating sequence of G.

® G(m) is the sum filtration of {giv(m)}le.

° {gi,(m)}m@"z>0 is an approximating sequence of G;.
Moreover, by Proposition 2.21] the test configuration (yi,(m),/\/l@(m)) /A is equal to the
normalized blowup test configuration of (X, L;) along
We again recall the definition. Take a (G, x T)-equivariant birational morphism

am - Zm — XAl

with Z,, normal and ¢,, an isomorphism over A\ {0} and there exists a Cartier divisor mE
on Z,, such that q;fjng) =0z, <—mE§£>> holds for any 1 < i < k. The (yi,(m), Mz‘,(m)) /A
is defined to be the ample model of the semiample Q-divisor

', (Li)ar — B

m

on Z,, over A'. We set
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where the last equality follows from the property that each G; is Z-valued. Since

k
= 05 (—m 5 E<>) |
=1

the normalized blowup test configuration (y(m),/\/t(m)) /A of (X, L) along J,, is equal to

the normalized sum configuration of {(yi,(m), M@(m)) }le. Moreover, again by Proposition

2.21] we have
(e) (e)
(Yem), M) = (((?Qm)) >e§7 ((£em) )g) :
Let 0,,: Z,, — Y(m) be the natural morphism. Note that

k
G Lar Z By = -0, (Ky(m) + Ay, + Dy(m),Mm))
=1

holds, where Dy, um,,, be as in [Xu24, Definition 2.24]. Therefore, since {Gm)} is

m6r2>0
an approximating sequence, we have

L (g(m)) = lct (XAl,AA1 +\7m%;X X {0}) —1

= lct <y(m)7 Ay(m) + Dy(m)7./\/[(m);y(m),0> B 1’

where V)0 is the fiber of Y,y — A at 0 € Al
Observe that

Ding ({Xsm: Laom }iy) ==+ 3% ({Xuimes Ligmee} )

= Ding (Xm), Lomy) + M - zk: ((Zﬂ —€- éJCp ({yi,(m),Mi7(m)}f:1>

(n+ (L") & (n+ (L)

1 = = : "
_ - D (X(e) (6) ) _ . Jcp ( - (m i (m ‘ )
. mng (m)>['(m) + (n+ 1)L e-J {y,( ) M )}221

= - (Ding ({Vhm Mi Y1y ) =2 3% (D Ma}121))

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

D ({Fumbiy) — 237 ({Fumeiy)
= D ({Fumeliy) == 37 ({Fumel i)

k k
= D (Fimye) + 51 (Fimye) — Z Sr; (Fimye) — € (Amax (Fmye) — Z SL, (ﬂ(m)@))

( (g(m)) + SL ZSL g (m) —€ ()\max (g(m)) — iSLi (%,(m))))
(o ({gL(m)}L) e d ({gi,m)}i:l)) ,

where the first equality follows from Lemma and the third equality follows from Lemma
2.24]

Dl |+
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As in the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 3.63], more precisely, by [Xu24l equation (3.42)], we
have

SL,' (gz,(m)) S SLZ- <f)}i’(m),/\/li’(m)) P )\max (gz,(m)) S )\max (J:yi’(m),/\/ti,(m) .
Thus we get

D ({Giom i) == 37 ({Gem }iy)

k
= L (Gm) — (1 =) > S0, (Giom)) — & - Amax (Gim))
=1

v

let (Mm), AViny T Py My Y <m>70> -1

k
—(1—¢)- Z Sk, (‘Fyi,(m)vMi,(m)) — € Amax (fyum)v/"‘i,(m))
i=1

| M) & () ¢
= Dmg (y(m), M(m)) + W — Z <n+1—><LG) — € - ; J (yz,(m)7 Mz,(m))

: k c k
= Ding ({yi,(m)aMi7(m)}i:1> —e-J? ({yi,(m)aMi7(m)}i:1> -
As a consequence, for any & € Ng(T), we get

Ding ({AXsm)s Lim Yy ) = - 3% ({Xome: Liomee Hiy)

- é (Ding ({yiv(m%Miv(m)}f:l) —en v ({yi’(’”)’ Mi’(m)};»
é (D ({Gi,(m>}f:1) —e-J® <{ga<m>}f:1))
= D ({Fmh,) —= 3% ({Fiamehi, )

From the assumption, we get

D ((Fn ) 2297 ({Fun}ls)
for any m € rZ~y.

By Proposition (@) and [Xu24, Theorems 3.58 and 3.60], we have

lim 3P ({Fum i, ) =32 (FYL) . lim S (Fum) = Su. (F).
Tim Sy (Fim)) = S (F), lim D (Fm)) = D(F).

In particular, we have

k
lim D ({fi,(m)}f:l) — lim (D (Fomy) + 52 (Fomy) = D S, (E,(m))>
=1

m—oQ0 m—0o0
k
= D(F)+5.(F) - ) 5 (F)=D({F}IL).
i=1
Thus we complete the proof of Theorem [6.11] O

Corollary 6.12. (1) The following are equivalent:
(i) (X, A;{L;}%,) is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable.
(i) For any T-equivariant filtration F; on R (1 <i < k), we have D ({F;}F_;) > 0.
(2) The following are equivalent:
(i) (X, A;{L;}E,) is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.
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(i) There exists € € Rsq such that, for any T-equivariant filtration F; on R* (1 <
i < k), we have D ({Fi}i,) >e- I ({F1E)).

Proof. Trivial from Theorem [6.11], Lemma and Proposition @. O

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

(1) There exists € € Rsqg such that, for any T-equivariant filtration F; on R* (1 <1 < k),
we have D ({F}e,) > e-IF ({FI)).

(2) There exists § € Ry such that, for any T-equivariant filtration F; on R* (1 <1i < k),
there exists £ € Ng(T) such that D ({}"1-75}?:1 ; 5) >0 holds.

Proof. We firstly remark that, each assumption implies that oyr = 0 by Corollaries and
0./

() = (@): (The proof is essentially same as the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 6.34].) Take
d € Roy with 0 = 6 (e,n, (X, A)) > 1 as in [Xu24, Theorem 3.50]. (The definition of
a(X,A) € Ry can be found in [Xu24, Definition 3.38] with L = —(Kx + A).) Take any
T-equivariant filtration F; on R' (1 < i < k). We can assume that, there exists ¢ € Ng(T)

such that
D ({Fehiy) =237 ({Fdhy)
Set,
Gi = Fig [-su,(Fe)]

and let G be the sum filtration of {G;}¥ . Then we have
St (gz) = 0, Amax (gz) = Amax (]:zg) — 51, (]:zg) , J (gz) =J (]:zg) )
D ({G}1:0) = D({Fed )
for any ¢’ € R.q. In particular, we get the inequality

1(G) > e Amax (G) .

The last three lines of the proof of [Xu24, Theorem 3.50] exactly shows that p(G;d) > 0
under the above assumption. Since

D ({Fie}y:0) =D ({G:),:6) = n(G:0) > 0,

we get the assertion ().
@) = (@): Let us fix a small £ € (0, 1) satisfying

SO U B N

For any 1 < i <k, let F; be a T-equivariant filtration on R?, and let F be the sum filtration
of {F;}k_,. There exists £ € Ng(T) such that D ({}—z}f}?ﬂ ; 5) > 0. Recall that F is the
sum filtration of {F; ¢} .
Set pv:= pu (Fe). If t = Amax (Fe), then we have
D ({Fieliy) = 3% ({Fiehis) = 1 (Fe) = hma (FO) = 0.
Thus we may assume that p < Apax (F¢). By Lemma 223, we have
let (X, Ay I (Fe)) = 1.

Moreover, there exists v € Valy™" with Ax a(v) = v <I.(“) (.7:5)) and F¢ C F, [ Ax A In

particular, we get

Ao (Fe) < A (F

’U7[},L—AX’A(U)]> = TL<U) na AX,A<U)7
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where T7, = T is in the sense of [Xu24l §3.1.2]. Moreover, we have

A v
% (-Fﬁ; 5) < 1% (‘Fv,[quX,A(U)];(S) < %()

where the last inequality follows from the argument in [Xu24l equation (4.10)]. This implies
that

+ ou— AX,A('U)a

OSD({E,s}f:1;5)§AX5()+M Axa(v ZSL

Therefore, we get
D ({F}L,) — =37 ({Fe)y)
= D({Fdh,) —e- 37 ((FL)

k

=M—ZsLi<ﬂg>—e<maxff ZSL )

=1

> (1—¢) ( ZSL ) — e (TL(v) — Ax a(v))
> (1—¢e)Axa(v) (1 - %) — e (Tp(v) — Ax.a(v))

> Axa(v) ((1 —€) (1 — %) +e (1 — m)) > 0.

Thus we get the assertion (). O

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 §al

We begin with the following easy lemma:

Lemma 7.1. For any v € Val{™" and € € Ng(T), we have

AXA Ug ZSL Ug AXA ZSL Oébc,§>.

In particular, we have
k

Axa (Wte) = ) S, (wte) = — (42, €) .

i=1
Proof. Follows immediately from Corollary 2.12] Proposition and Lemma B11 (3]). O
Definition 7.2. We set

(X, (L) =t sy a0
veValy' €€Ng(T) Zz 1 9L <U£>

and call it the T-reduced coupled stability threshold of <X, A, {Li}¢=1)- If T is trivial, then we
simply write it § (X, A; {Li}fﬂ) and call it the coupled stability threshold of <X, A, {Li}le).
If T C Aut(X,A) is a maximal torus, then we write it 674 (X, A; {Li}le) and call it
the reduced coupled stability threshold of (X, A, {Li}le). 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

6.5}

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

A A
g <X7 A; {Lz}fﬂ) = .on kXA(U) = Jof 7;@)%@)
veValgz® 3 i Sp,(v)  vEMx Y70, 51, (v)
e AL T (XA {Ld).
E: prime divisor Zi:l SLZ' (E) m—»00

over X

where, for m € rZ- very big,

k D; : m-basis type Q-divisor
5m <X7 Aa {Ll}i:1> . lnf {lct <X7 A7 Zl Dz) ’ Of Ll fOI' any 1 S i S ]{} .

For the definition of basis type Q-divisors, see [BJ20] or [Fuj24].
(2) Assume that (X, A) is a toric pair with T = G”, a maximal torus. Then Valy" = 0.

Therefore, we must have 64 (X, A, {Li}le) = 0.
We consider a coupled analogue of Zhuang’s theorem [Zhu21l, Theorem 4.4].

Proposition 7.4 (cf. [Xu24, Theorem 4.61]). Assume that § <X,A;{Li}f: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, A) (see [Xu24, Definition 1.81]) and Ax A(E) < Zle Sr.(E) holds.
Proof. Set § := ¢ (X,A; {Li}le). Fix a small ¢ € Ry with § - (1 +¢)? < 1. By [BJ20),

Corollary 3.6] (or [Xu24, Theorem 3.33]), there exists my € rZ-o such that, for any v €
Val;™, for any 1 < i < k and for any m € rZs,,,, we have

Spim(v) < (1+€)SL,(v).
(For the definition of Si, ., = Sm, see [Xu24, Definition 3.26].) After replacing my if neces-
sary, we may further assume that

S = O (X, A; {Li};;l) <5 (1+¢)

for any m € 1Zsy,,. Take any m € rZs,,. By [Xu24) Theorem 4.61], there exists a
T-invariant prime divisor £ over X such that

_ Axa(B)
i1 St (E)

holds. For any 1 < i < k, let us take an m-basis type Q-divisor D; of L; compatible with F
(see [Xu24l, Definition 3.9]). Then the pair

k
(X,A+5m-ZDi>
i—1

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

Axa(E) | Axa(B)
E?:l SL’L<E> Ef:l SLM”/L(E)

we get the assertion. O

m

< (1+¢) =(14e)d, < (1+¢)% <1,
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Corollary 7.5. Assume that 0 (X,A;{Li}fﬂ) < 1. Then, for all 1 < i < k, there ewist
T-equivariant normal test configurations (X;, £;) /A such that Ding ({Xi, Ei}le) < 0 holds.

Proof. Take a T-invariant prime divisor E over X as in Proposition [(.4l Since F is an lc
place of a Q-complement of (X, A), by [BCHMI0|, there exists the extraction ¢: Y — X of
E ie., E CY is a prime Q-Cartier divisor such that —F is ample over X. Moreover, Y is
of Fano type. In particular, for any 1 < i < k, the divisor F is dreamy with respects to L; in
the sense of [Xu24l, 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 (X;, £;) /A of (X, L;) such that the
fiber of X; — A! over 0 € A! is integral and Fy, o, = Fg holds. Set F; := Fy, , on R, and
let F be the sum filtration of {F;}¥_;. Observe that

k k

Ding ({&, L}, ) =D ((FY) = 1 (1IFYL) = D0 S0, (F) = w(F) = 3 S, (B).

i=1 i=1

For any m € rZ~( and for any x € R, we have

ordg (Lpmem) (F)) = Ol"dE( > [(m;m(}"l)"'[(m;m(fk))

t1++tg=xzm

k k
— i S(FD)) > i . — zm.
e B D20 Ui (F0) 2, i 3 = o
This implies that u(F) < Axa(E). Since Axa(E) < S2F  S;.(F), we get the inequality
Ding ({, £:},) < 0. O

Proposition 7.6 (cf. [Xu24, Theorem 4.12]). Set
6 = o (X AL ).
For any T-equivariant filtration F; (1 <i < k),
do = supd €]0,00)
there exists € € Ng(T); <{.E 5} L ) >0
Then & > ¢ holds. If T is trivial, then § = &y holds.

Proof. Let us prove 6 > ¢p. We may assume that dy > 0. Take any v € Val}T and
8" € (0,90). Note that, for any & € Ng(T), the valuation v is not trivial. In particular, we
have Ax a(ve), St (ve) € Rug. For any 1 < i < k, set F; := F, on R'. Then there exists

¢ € Ng(T) such that D ({]—"Z g}le ; 5’) > 0 holds. Set G; := F,, on R'. Then, by Corollary
2.11] we have G; = v [ v )] Observe that

D (‘{-7:%5}?:1 ;5') =D ({gi,[eg‘i(v)] }jl ;5’) =D ({gi}le ?5/> )

As in the proof of Corollary [T.5, we have

H ({gi}?zl ; 5/) < 7AX’§,(U§)-

Therefore, we have

0<D ({fz’,g}f:ﬁy) < AXA Axalve) ZSL Ve)-

This immediately implies the inequality > ¢§'. Thus we get 5 > .
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From now on, let us assume that T is trivial, and let us show the inequality < §y. Take
any filtration F; on R’ and let F be the sum filtration of {F;}¥_,. We set 19 = L) (Fi)

(m;x)
and Iy := Iimiz)(F). Set p:= pu(F;9). We want to show the inequality p— Zi:l S, (Fi) >
0. Since

max Z )\max z ) SLZ' (-E) S )\max(-F.i)a

we may assume that g < Apax(F ) By Lemma [2.23, we have
lct (X, A, I,(“)) = 0.

Moreover, there exists v € Val3™ such that

Ax a(v)

v (1)

Claim 7.7. For any ty, .. tk € R, we have

Zt+ Axa <Z (1)

Proof of Claim[7.7. If there exists 1 < i < ksuch that t; > A\pax(F;), then the right hand side
of the inequality is co. Thus we may assume that t; < Apax(F;) for all 1 < ¢ < k. Moreover,

0= ) ]:C./—"U,{“w}.

8

the function t; — v (I .<i>’(ti)) is non-decreasing and convex over t; € (—00, Apax(Fi)]. Thus we

may assume that t; < Apax(F;) for all 1 < i < k. Set t := Ele ti. Fix A € (i, Amax(F2))-
By Lemma 2.7 for any ¢ € Ry, there exists my € rZ~¢ such that, for any 1 < i < k,
z; € (—o0, \;] and m € rZs,, we have

o (L)
0< # — o (1)) < £

=

_Axa®)
s

On the other hand, since F C F {
v, |1

} , we have

U (Lmstm)) > tm — <u - AX%‘(U)) m

for any m € rZ>,,,. Note that
(1 (k)
I(m;tm) - I(m;tlm) T I(m;tkm)'

This implies that

(i) k
A v (Tnim) < ([ o m> |
o Aalt) < W) 53 L 5 (1000 -
=1 =1
for any € € Ryg. Thus we get the assertion in Claim [T.7] O
Claim 7.8. Take any 1 < j <k andt,,...,t;—1 € R.
(1) We have
k j—1 ‘ Ay a(0)
Z St, (V) = 5L, (Fn)) > Z (ti —v ([.(Z>’(ti))) + ’5 —
h=j =1
(2) We have
k j—1
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Proof of Claim[7.8 We only see ([I), since the strategy of the proof of (2)) is completely the
same as the proof of ([Il). We show () by induction on —j. Assume that j = k. By Claim
[777, we have

k-1 Axa(v)
o (1Y > 4, ¢ Z (t; — v (1)) + % —u

for any t; € R. This implies that

T O [t (ama (100)) - 25000, ]

Thus we get

- iy _ Axav)
S0, (F) < S, 0) = 30 (10 (1900)) - 20D

=1

which is nothing but the assertion () for j = k.

Assume that the assertion ([II) holds for j + 1, i.e.,
().(45) - — ' Ax.a(v)
v (I.] o ) >t — Y (S0, () = Sp, (Fa) + D (t— v (I)) + =
h=j+1 i=1

holds for any ¢; € R. This implies that

F;CF . . o 1

0[Sl (81 (=50, () -] (1m0 (167 0) ) - 22200

Therefore, we get

k i—1
g X iy _ Axa)
1, (F5) < Su,(0) + D (Sp,(0) = Su, (Fa)) = Y (ti — v (IP1)) — T

h=j+1 i=1

which is nothing but the assertion (). Thus we have proved Claim [T O

By applying Claim [Z.8 () with j = 1, we get
k

>8R < 3ol - 5

i=1

As a consequence, we have

k A k
D ((F)y:0) == D50, = 5t Zj

where the last inequality follows from the definition of §. Thus we get the inequality ¢ < &g
when T is trivial. O

Theorem 7.9. The following are equivalent:

(1) There exists € € Rsq such that, for any T-equivariant filtration F; on R (1 <1 < k),
we have D ({F}r,) > e-IF ({FI)).

(2) (X, A;{L;}t,) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and 65 (X, A; {Li}?zl) >
1 holds.
Proof. () = [@): By Corollaries 6.1 and 612, we know that a;r = 0. The inequality
Sred (X WAY {Li}fﬂ) > 1 follows from Theorem [6.13] and Proposmon
@ = (0): Fix any 6 € (1,5;;@1 (X,A;{Li}f:1>>, and take a small ¢ € (0,1) with
14+ ne < 6. We show that the e satisfies the assertion (Il). For any 1 < i < k, let F;
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be a T-equivariant filtration on R’, and let F be the sum filtration of {F;}¥ ;. We set
Tmiwy = L) (F). Set p:= p(F). If pp = Apax(F), then

D ({F}) - 37 (7)) =0
Thus we may assume that @ < Apax(F). By Lemma 2.23] we have

lct (X,A;If“)) =1,

Moreover, there exists v € Valz™" such that Axa(v) = v (Iﬁ“)) and F C F, [i-Ax a®)]

We observe that, there exists £ € Ng(T) such that Ay a(ve) > 9 - Zi:l St (ve). Indeed,
ifve Val}T, then the above inequality follows from the definition of §. Otherwise, we can

write v = wtg for some &’ € Ng(T), and then the above inequality holds if we take § := —¢'.
Note that, for such &, we have

]-}C(}"[

v, u—Ax,A(w]) e 7 ve,[u—Ax a(ve)]

by Corollary ZI1 Recall that F¢ is the sum filtration of {F;¢}% . Moreover, by [Xu24),
Lemma 6.24], we have p = u(F¢). Set [(%1230) = Imie)(Fig). By completely the same
argument in the proof of Claims [[7 and [T.8] we get the following:

e For any ¢1,...,1; € R, we have

k
Zt+AXA Ug Z 52

e Forany 1 <j <kandt,...,t;_; € R, we have

-1

<.

™M=

(S, (ve) = Sp, (Fne)) > (t; — ve (ZE71))) + Ay a(ve) — p,

1M

J

<.
|
—_

(Tr, (ve) = Amax(Fhe)) = (t; — ve (ZE71))) + Ay a(ve) — pe
1

T

NgE

.
I

J

e In particular, we have

IN

k
D ST

1

-
> Amax(F,

=1

k
> 8L, (ve) — Ax.a(ve) + p,
i=1

IN

Z T, (ve) — Axa(ve) + p.
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Since ay® = 0, we have D ({F;¢}r ) = D ({F}F,) by Lemma 6.6 Moreover, by [BJ20),
Lemma 2.6] (or [Xu24, Lemma 3.31]), we have T}, (ve) < (n+1)Sy, (vg) Therefore, we get

D ({E}le) —e-J? ({‘Eﬁ}le)
= D ({]:zyf}?:l) —e-J? ({35}5:1)

k

— M—(1_€>ZSL¢ (}—i,ﬁ)_g'z)‘max(}—“)

i=1

k
2 (1-¢) (ZSL ve) AX,A(Uf)JrM) —€<ZTLi (Ug)—AX,A(vs)+#>
i=1
= AXAvg 1—8 ZSL Ug — & ZTL Ug
k
> Axa(ve) = (1+ne) ) Sp, (ve) > Axave) =6 - ZSL ve)
1=1
Thus we get the assertion (). 0

As a consequence, we get the following desired result:

Corollary 7.10. (1) The following are equivalent:
(i) (X, A;{L;}¥,) is coupled Ding semistable.
(i) (X, A;{L;}r,) is T-equivariantly coupled Ding semistable.
(iii) For any T-equivariant filtration F; on R' (1 < i < k), we have D ({F;}_;) >0
(iv) & (X, A {L;}e,) > 1 holds.
(2) If (X, A {L;}E,) is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable, then T C Aut(X,A)
must be a maximal torus.
(3) Let T C Aut(X,A) be a mazimal torus. The following are equivalent:
(i) (X, A;{L;}r,) is reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.
(i) There exists € € Rsq such that, for any T-equivariant filtration F; on R' (1 <
i < k), we have D ({Fi}e,) >e- IF ({F})).
(iii) There exists 6 € Rsy such that, for any T-equivariant filtration F; on R* (1 <
i < k), there exists £ € Ng(T) such that D ({fz‘g}f:l ; 5) > 0 holds.
(iv) (X, A;{L;}E)) has vanishing coupled Futaki characters and 6" (X, A; {Li}le) >
1 holds.

Proof. ([Il) (L) = () is trivial. (il) <= () follows from Corollary 612 (Iil) = (Iiv))
follows from Corollary [T.5 (Iiv)) = (i) follows from Proposition [7.6l

@) Assume that T C T C Aut(X,A). Since (X, A;{L;}¥) is T-equivariantly coupled
Ding semistable, by (), it is T—equivariantly coupled Ding semistable. In particular, we
have

NR< )DPLBngﬂ_O.

Take any £ € N <']~I') \ N(T). Consider the product test configurations (Xé, (Ll-)é) /A of
(X, L;). Then, by Corollary 6.7 we have

Ding ({Xe, (Li)e}r, ) = 0.
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On the other hand, by Lemma B.1] (), we have

32 ({Xe (L)e),) > 0.

This leads to a contradiction. Therefore we get the assertion ().
B) @B1) «— (B follows from Corollary B1l) < (@il follows from Theorem [6.13]
B1) < (B follows from Theorem [7.9] O

Remark 7.11. One may expect that the conditions in Corollary [Z.10 () might be equivalent
to the following condition:
(X, A;{L;}¥_,) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and 65 <X VA {Li}le) >1
holds.

However, this condition is not equivalent to the conditions in Corollary (@) in general.
In fact, assume that (X VA {Li}le) is not coupled Ding semistable, a maximal subtorus
T of Aut(X,A) is nontrivial and af® = 0. Take any £ € Ng(T) \ {0} and v € Valy'. By
Lemma [Z.1], we have

Ax A (vVeg) — Z Sp;(Veg) = Ax.a(v) — Z Sr;(v)

for any e € R-o. On the other hand, Ax a(vee) = Ax,a(v) +60%(v) as in Proposition 28 By
the definition of 6% (v), we have

elggo QeLg(v) = 00.

This implies that
Ax a(veg)

€720 Y imy S1(Vee)
Together with Corollary [I0 (3]), we must have 55 (X, A; {Li};) =1.

8. ON THE CONJECTURE OF HULTGREN AND WITT NYSTROM

In this section, we work over the complex number field C. Let X be an n-dimensional
Fano manifold, with A = 0. We fix a maximal (algebraic) torus T C Autg(X), and its
maximal compact subgroup T, C T which is a real torus. We then fix T-linearized ample
Q-line bundles Ly, ..., L, on X with —Kx = 3% | L.

We first review the bare minimum of analytic details concerning the coupled Kahler—
Einstein metrics and the coupled Ding functional. All the details can be found in the original
paper [HWNT19] where these objects were introduced. We pick reference T,-invariant hermit-
ian metrics hy, ..., hy on Ly, ..., Ly respectively, and associated Kahler metrics 01, ..., 6, in
c1(Ly),...,c1(Lg). We also define the volume form dyj on X by hy ® - - - ® hy, recalling that
a hermitian metric on —Ky naturally defines a volume form; see [HWNTI9, §2] or [Has21,
§3.4] for more details.

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

to be the space of Kéhler metrics in ¢;(L;). We then define the space of coupled Kéhler
metrics as
H:=Hqy X - X Hy.
Since Lq,..., Ly are T-linearized, T naturally acts on Hy,...,H by pullback. With this
action understood, the space of T,-invariant Kahler potentials is written as 'Hjlrr, . ,'HET,
with
H'" = H" x - x H
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Definition 8.1. The coupled Ding functional is a map D : H — R defined by

k
Dcp<¢17 B (bk) = ch<¢17 R (bk) - ZEZ<¢Z)7
i=1

where
ch(¢17 SR ¢/€) log/ exp ( Z gbl) d,uo
and
1
Ei(¢:) = ity 7 (0 Oi/2
@) = T e Z/ 887 A (6, + /T, /).
The coupled Ding functional is said to be T-coercive if there exists € > 0 such that
1
(4) DP(¢1, ..., k) > eep(d, .-, dr) — z
holds for all (¢q,...,¢%) € H": in the above, Jep,r 1s a functional defined on ’HET* as
k
JCp,T<¢17 e ) = gequr Zl Ji(0"bs),

where

Ji(1) = chl / o0 —

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) L®(¢1,...,¢) =L <Z @) .

We write &],..., &l respectively for the completion of Hy, ..., H; with respect to the
di-topology, as explained in [Darl9, [GZ17]. As above, T,-invariant spaces are written as
(EHTr . (EHT, and we denote

81 — 511 S e X 5k1;7 (81)TT = (gll)Tr X o0 X (8]%)'1“

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

While these spaces of metrics are defined for Ly, ..., L, we also need to consider the space
of Kahler metrics in —Kx, which we denote as H(—K ) and £'(—Ky), where the reference
metric is Zle ;. The decomposition —Kx = Ly+- - -+ L, gives rise to the following natural
map.

Proposition 8.2. The map S: Hy X -+ X Hy — H(—Kx) defined by

k

S(d1,. .. k) Z@

=1

extends to a continuous map S : E} x -+ x E — EY(—Kx) with respect to the dy 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

B3l
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Proof. The map S : Hy X -+ x Hp — H(—Kx) is well-defined since the reference Kahler
metric on H!'(—Kx) is given by Zle ;. We prove that S : & x --- x & — EY(—Kx) is
well-defined. We start by proving that if ¢; € £, then ¢; € E'(—Kx). We set w :== >.F_ 6,
for the reference metric, and assume first that supy ¢; =0 for all 1 < i < k.

It is obvious that ¢; is w-psh. By the definition of &} (see e.g. [GZIT, Definition 10.15]),
we have

Z/ ¢z(ez + vV —185¢1)j N Hf_j > —0Q.
j=1"%
Since &} is convex [Darl9, Corollary 2.20], we also have s¢; € £} for all 0 < s < 1, meaning
Z/ @(92 + SV —165¢2)J A 9?7]' > —0Q.
j=1"7%
for any 0 < s < 1. We take s > 0 to be small enough so that #; > sw, and hence
Z/ i (sw+ sv _185¢i)j A (sw)" 7 > Z/ ¢i(0; + sv/=100¢;) N0} > —o0
j=17X j=17%

which establishes ¢; € E1(—Kx) for alli =1,..., k. Again by the convexity of £}(—Ky), we
thus find Zle ¢i/k € E1(—Kx). Note on the other hand that Zle ¢; 18 w-psh by definition,

with sup (Zle gbz) < 0, and hence we get Zle ¢; € EY(—Kx) by

n k k ;
knlJrl Z /X Z i (Z (6; + \/__188¢z)> N
j=1 i=1

i=1

n k k J
(bj 1 /) n—j
23 [ S (0 o0 ) | awtis e
7j=1 7j=1 7j=1
The general case is obvious by considering ¢; — supy ¢;.

We prove the continuity. Pick (¢y,...,¢x) € €' and a sequence {( %j), e ,(Cj)) 2, C £
such that dy ;(¢;, Q/Ji(j)) —0asj—ooforalli=1,...,k By the triangle inequality, we have

k k
4, (z .S wgﬂ)
- k - ' k ' k k ‘
< d, (Z o+ @) +dy (w%” +3 6 wﬁ”)
i=1 =2 =2

=1
k k k—1 m k m-+1 k
- (z@,wmm) L3, (zww Y 0wy ¢)
=1 =2 m=1 =1 i=m-+1 =1 i=m-+2

where d; is the metric on £'(—Kx) with the reference metric w and we decree S 100 =0
for m = k — 1. Recalling [Dar19, Theorem 3.32], it thus suffices to show

/ 65— Plwr =5 0
X

as j — oo, forany 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 dy. Then, [Darl9, Corollary 3.50] shows
that there exists a continuous function fo : Rt — R* with f¢(0) = 0 such that

/X 16— 0l < foldy (s 69)).
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Again by [Darl9, Theorem 3.32], di(¢;, ’(/}i(j )) is Lipschitz equivalent to

J1o= Pl + [ o= oPhn,
X X ¢

We now take s > 1 large enough so that w < s#;. We then find
16— 60l <50 [ 160 0010+ V=106, 5 > 0
X X

as j — oo, by [Darl9, Theorem 3.46 (ii)] and dl,i(gbi,@/)fj)) — 0 which follows from the
hypothesis, where we note ¢;/s € &' by the convexity [Darl9, Corollary 2.20]. Similarly,

from d ;(¢;, ¢£j)) — 0 as j — oo, we also have
[ 16001 (6 vT0000 ) 0
X

by a diagonal argument for j with [Darl9, Theorem 3.46 (ii)]. Thus we find d;(¢;, wl-(j )) —0
as j — oo as claimed. O

Proposition 8.3. (X; {Li}le) admits a T,-invariant coupled Kahler—FEinstein metric if and
only if D? s T-coercive.

Remark 8.4. Note that the existence of a T,-invariant coupled Kéhler—Einstein metric
implies that Auto(X) is necessarily reductive by [HWN19, Corollary 1.6].

The proof of Proposition B3] is an almost word-by-word repetition of [Li22h, Proof of
Theorem 2.19] and relies on [DRI7, Theorem 3.4] by Darvas-Rubinstein, but we provide
some details for the reader’s convenience. It suffices to check (Al)—-(A4) and (P1)-(P7) in
[DR17, §3]. As in [Li22bl Proof of Theorem 2.19], we set

R = (& NLY(X))" x - x (§NL¥(X))T, R= (&) x - x (&),

where we set M to be the set of (smooth) T,-invariant coupled K&hler-Einstein metrics.
Noting that (A2) follows from [HWN19, Lemma 3.1], (A1)-(A4) are immediate. (P1) again
follows from [HWNT9, Lemma 3.1, noting that D 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 [HWNT19, Proposition 2.8 and Theorem 2.9]. (P4) and (P7) are obvious.
(P5) can be proved exactly as in [Li22bl Proof of Theorem 2.19], by recalling the uniqueness
of coupled Kéhler-Einstein metrics up to Auto(X) [HWN19, Theorem 1.5] and noting that
T is reductive whose center is T itself. (P6) follows from [DRI17, Proposition 6.8].

We first prove the easier direction of Theorem [[3, which generalizes [HWN19, Theorem
1.15]:

Theorem 8.5. If (X; {Li}le) admits a T,-invariant coupled Kahler—Einstein metric, then
it is T-reduced uniformly coupled Ding stable.

Proof. By Proposition B3] it suffices to derive the T-reduced uniform coupled Ding stability
from the condition (@).

It is well-known that to each test configuration we can associate a ray of smooth Kahler
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 {(X;, £;)}r_, we have a ray {(61(t), ..., dr(t)) }i=0 C H of smooth Kéhler potentials,
all of which are in fact Fubini-Study metrics explicitly defined in terms of the generators of
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the G,,-action (see e.g. [Has21, Lemma 9 and Theorem 19]), such that the following slope
formulae hold:

6) im0 v g

t——+o00 t
for each 1 <14 < k by [BHJ19, Theorem 3.6], and
Dep .

t——+o00 t

= Ding ({Xz‘, ﬁi}le)

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 (), £Ly) generated by the G,,-actions
of {(A;, Ei)}le, but it agrees with the one in Definition [6.2] by Proposition [3.11l The second
and more minor point is that [Has21l, 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 6.2l Thus, the right
hand side of () is indeed the coupled Ding invariant defined in this paper.

Furthermore, if we have a k-tuple of T-equivariant ample test configurations {(A;, Ei)}le,
we may choose the ray {(¢1(t), ..., ®x(t))}i>0 to be contained in H""; in terms of the explicit
formulation using the generators of the G,,-action, this fact can be proved by noting that
the generator is T,-invariant if it commutes with the T-action (see e.g. [Has21, Lemma 5
and the discussion that follows]). Moreover, by considering ¢ | J; in the proof of [Li22h),
Theorem 3.14] and together with the slope formula (@), we find that [Li22h, Theorem 3.14]
generalizes to the coupled case so that

k
®) lim 22Tl 00 e Sy e

t—+o00 t £EN(T) pa

With the preparation above, suppose that we are given a k-tuple of T-equivariant ample
test configurations {(&;, £;)}+_,. The condition (@) implies

DP(G1(0) - 0u(0) 2 Jepaln (1), Gult) — -

for any ¢ > 0 in the associated ray {(¢1(t), ..., x(t)) >0 C H'". Dividing both sides of this
inequality by ¢ and taking the limit ¢t — 400, we get

k
(9) Ding ({X;, £;}1—,) > ¢ inf J (X, Lig) = - IP ({ X, L)

£eNQ(T) “=

by the slope formulae () and (8)), for any k-tuple of T-equivariant ample test configurations
{(x%, L)Y,

We note that the above inequality (@) 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 L; represented by (X;, £;), for each 1 < i < k, by [BHIJ17, §6.1
and §7], [BHJ19, Theorems 3.6 and 3.7], and Lemma [EIl Since each non-Archimedean
metric contains a unique ample normal model [BHJ17, Lemma 6.3], we thus conclude
that the inequality (@) holds for any k-tuple of T-equivariant semiample test configurations
{(X;, £:)}r_,, establishing the claimed result. O

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}le) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters. If D
is not T-coercive, there exists a k-tuple of mazimal geodesic rays {(¢p1(t),. .., ox(t)) h>0 C
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(ENTr, with supy ¢1(t) = -+ = supy dp(t) = 0 for all t > 0, and a constant C > 0
independent of t such that
DP(u(t), -, dr(1) —

t
lim Jcp,T<¢1 (t)7 cr (bk(t))

t——+o00 t

<0

for allt >0, and
> 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 [BBJ2I, 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 o¢ : G,,, — T for the 1-
parameter subgroup generated by £ € Nz(T), and that we extend the action to & € Ng(T)
by the matrix exponential function. We define a Kéhler potential wi . by

o¢(t)"0; = 0; + V=100V,

for 1 < i < k, and it is well-known that {¢§t}teR defines a geodesic line in ’H?*. Writing
Ve € HY(X,T"°X) for the holomorphic vector field generated by &, it is well-known that

wft is the holomorphy potential of V¢ with respect to ¢;. With this notation, the coupled
T-Futaki character Fut® : H°(X,T*°X) — C was defined in [FZ21, Definition 1.1] as

Fut® (V) : Z S Vi Ug

Jal(L
We prove two auxiliary lemmas. The ﬁrst lemma can be regarded as an analytic version

of Corollary
Lemma 8.8. The coupled T-Futaki character vanishes for all & € Ng(T) if and only if

apr = 0. Moreover, with respect to the notation above, we have
d - d cp 3 cp
yr Z i(U50) = 2D (Wi, U) = Fut™ (V).

n

Proof. Recalling the equivariant Riemann—Roch theorem (see e.g. [Sz&14], Proposition 7.12)),
we find that the coupled T-Futaki character equals the sum of Chow weights over i = 1,... k
for £ € Ng(T). Thus, using [Li22a, (60)] and the necessary adaptation as in Definition 6.1]
we find Fut®(V;) = 0 for all £ € Ng(T) if and only if oy = 0, by arguing as in [Xu24,
Lemma 2.40].

The equality

k
d C
53 Bi(,) = Fut (1)
=1

is obvious from the formula for the derivative of E;; note that an essentially equivalent result
is also given in [Li22al, Lemma 2.23].

We then recall that 6; is the Kéahler form of the hermitian metric h; on L;, and that the
volume form in L is the one naturally defined by h; ® - - - ® hk Thus, we find

oe(t)"(dp) = o¢(t)"(h1 ® -~ @ hy) = exp ( Zw ) dy’,
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which proves %chwit, . v%it) = 0 (see also [Zha24, Lemma 2.6] for a similar argument),
yielding the required result. U

Lemma 8.9. For any geodesic segment {(uy(t),...,ux(t))}s C E', define its twist by & €
Ng(T) as

uf (8) = oe(t) uilt) + v,
Jollowing [Zha24, (12)]. If (X;{L;}f_,) has vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters, we have

Eq(ug () = Eq(uq(1))
foralll <i <k and
LS (L), ..., ub (1)) = LP(uy(t), . . ., up(t)).
Proof. Arguing as in [Zha24, Lemma 2.6], the claimed statements follow from Lemma88 [
We now prove the main result.

Proof of Theorem[8.4. 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-( there exists ( 5”, ce ,i”) €
(EHTr such that

. . . 1 : : _
D p( gj)u sty ](ﬁj)) S 3JCP,T<¢§])’ DR (blg])) - j

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

k

Jpr(@, . o) =" 3i(0l")

i=1
and sup y gbl(j) = 0, which implies Ji(gbz(j)) < —Ei(gbz(j)), forall 1 <i<kandj€ Zsg. We
thus get

k
. . : 1 : .
Lo, 69) < (1—3)ZEZ-<¢§”>—;
=1

for all j € Z+,.

We claim that 3% dl,i(@(j ),0) = +00, and hence there is at least one index i such that
dl,i(@(j), 0) — 400 as j — oo. If there exists C' > 0 such that dl,i(@(j), 0) < C for all i and j,
or equivalently El(gbij )) > —( since supy gbgj '=0 (by [Dar19, Proposition 3.43]), there exists
¢ € E! such that qbz(j ) #%° in L'-topology as j — oo, up to passing to a subsequence, for
all 1 <4 < k [GZIT, Proposition 10.23]. We may moreover assume ¢2° € (£1)Tr, since it is a
limit of T,-invariant functions. Since E; is upper semicontinuous [Dar19, Corollary 4.14] and
L is continuous in L!-topology (as pointed out in [DZ24, proof of Proposition 5.5]), together

with Lo, .., o) =L (XF, o) as in @), we find

; ; kC
—00 < DP(¢°, .., ¢°) < liminf D®(¢Y) | .. ) < lim inf (f —j) = 0
j—o00 j—o0 i
which is a contradiction.
We thus find, together with [Darl9, Proposition 3.43], that
L <Ef:1 qsgj)) Der(4) Dy S5 g 690
lim sup - @ — lim sup (gbl g 7k k ) ;)11 1,z(¢z ) ) S —1
J—ro0 Zi:1 dl,i(¢ij 9 0) J—roo Zi:1 dl,i(¢ij ) 0)

with i
Z dl,z((bgj), 0) — +00
=1
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as j — o0.
By re-ordering the indices ¢ = 1,...,k if necessary, there ex1sts 1 <1 < k such that
dy <(¢(]) 0) = 400 as j — oo if and only if 1 <i<I, and d12(¢ 2 0) remains bounded, by

[ [

C > 0say, if and only if [ +1 <4 < k. For 1 <i <1, we set [0, d“(gbj) 0)] 9t>—>gb§j)(t) €
(ENT to be the unit speed finite energy geodesic ray connecting 0 and qb , noting that we

may assume ¢§] (t) is T,-invariant since it can be approximated by Cb I_geodesics [Dar19,
Proposition 3.15] which we may assume are T,-invariant by integrating the homogeneous
Monge-Ampere equation [Darl9, §3.1] over T,. With [DZ24, Remark 3.3|, we thus get

(10) sup o7 (1) = 0, Ei(ol (1) = —t

for all ¢t € [0, d“(@ ,O)] and all 1 < i < 1[. Forl+1 < i < k, we define a constant
subgeodesic ray gbz () = gZ)E]) for all t € [O,dl,i(gbgj),O)]. We note that 3% ¢;(t) is a
sublinear subgeodesic ray in (£'(—Kx))", since

k k k
S0, + VT0x,x <Z @.(t)) =D (0 +V=10x,0x,65(1)) > 0,
=1 =1 =1

and the sublinearity is obvious under addition. Then the convexity of L for subgeodesics in
EY(—Kx) [Berld, Theorem 1.1] implies

| L(xE o)
lim sup = ) k )
g=oo Yy di(97(1),0) + > dui(@ (1), 0)
for all 0 <t < minj<;< dl,i(gbgj), 0). By (I0) and [Dar19, Proposition 3.43], we also have
d1i(0(1).0) = ~Ei(o! (1) = .

forall 1 <¢<landall 0 <t <minj<;<;d; z(<l5

S _]-7

0). We thus get

7 Y

e (Zhio? )

j—o0 It

< -1

forall 1 <¢<landall 0 <t <minj<;g d“(gbl ),O)

By arguing exactly as in the proof of [DZ24, Theorem 5.3], we find that there exists a
finite energy sublinear subgeodesic ray {¢;(t)}eo such that gZ)E] )(t) converges to ¢;(t) with
respect to the L'-convergence for all ¢ € (0,+00) \ E for some set E of Lebesgue measure
zero, for all 1 < ¢ <k (for I + 1 <i < k, this is a constant subgeodesic ray). We note that
gzgl(t) is T,-invariant, since it is the limit of T,-invariant functions.

Thus, for any t € (0, +00) \ £ we have

L(Sh, 4i0)

(11) — <1
and
(12) Sup Gi(t) =0, 0> Ei(ei(t) > —t

for all 1 < i <[, since L is L'-continuous, where we note that the supremum being zero
is preserved under the L!'-convergence of plurisubharmonic functions by the mean value
inequality, and E; is L'-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 ¢ € (0, +00) and the subgeodesics are
nontrivial for 1 < ¢ <. We then find, from (III) and (I2) that

DY), ) — Clh—p) L (T 6i(0) = TEL Bil6i() - k= 1)

t t
< —lt+Ut+Ck—=1)—-Ck—1)
- t
The non-Archimedean metric ¢}* associated to the subgeodesic ray <;~5@(t) is defined as in
[BBJ21], Definition 4.2], for 1 < i < k. We note moreover that ¢N* € (£"N*)Tr (see [Li22a
§2.1.3] for the definition), since it is a decreasing limit of the approximations that are T,-
invariant (see the proof of [BBJ21l, Theorem 6.6]), where we recall that each approximation
[BBJ21, Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7] by test configurations is given by a T,-invariant multiplier
ideal sheaf. Note that ¢N* is trivial for [ +1 < i < k, and ¢f* < 0 for 1 < i < k by
(I2) and [BBJ21, Lemma 4.3]. We recall that there exists a maximal geodesic ray ¢;(t)
whose associated non-Archimedean metric is ¢X4, by [BBJ21, Theorem 6.6] ([DZ24] uses
the maximization, but it was not obvious to us that taking the maximization of each <;~5i(t),
rather than the maximization of 37, ¢;(t), yields the required result). We may even assume
that ¢1(¢), ..., ¢r(t) are all T,-invariant, since it is a decreasing limit of the approximations
that are T,-invariant (see the proof of [BBJ21, Theorem 6.6]). Moreover, since ¢X* < 0 for
all 1 <i <k, we find that

<0.

sup ¢;(t) = 0
X

for all ¢; we have sup y ¢;(t) = ct for some ¢ < 0 by [DZ24, Remark 3.3] and by comparing it
with the trivial geodesic ray, but ¢ < 0 contradicts maximality. Thus, by [BBJ21l, Corollary
6.7] and [Li22al Lemma 2.41], we have

E;(oi(t :
(13) —EN(¢NY) = — lim Ei(9i(t)) = lim

¢ t——+00 t t——+00 ¢

W) _ ) =0

forall 1 <i<k.
We replace ¢;(t) by the maximal geodesic ray ¢;(t) above. For these maximal geodesic
rays, we have

L(ZE, a(0)
< 1,
It -
since its limit ¢t — 400 agrees with that of L (Zle gz%(t)) /(1t) by [BBJ21, Theorem 5.4 and
the following paragraph], and again by the convexity [Ber15l Theorem 1.1]. Moreover, the

slope of —E;(¢;(t)) is smaller than that of —E;(¢;(t)) by the maximality of the geodesic and
the monotonicity of E; [Darl9, Proposition 3.43]. Thus, with these replacements, we get the

required inequality

DP(¢(t), ..., ¢u(t) — C(k — 1)

t

Now, by definition [BBJ21, Definition 4.2 and Appendix B], the non-Archimedean metric as-
sociated to the subgeodesic ray S2%_ ¢ (1) in £'(—Kx) is given by S5 | ¢NA = S(gNA | pNA)
(in the sense of Proposition[5.3]). The inequality (I4]), together with [BBJ21, Theorem 5.4 and
the following paragraph], implies that S  ¢NA cannot be trivial. Thus, recalling ¢N* < 0
for all 1 <i < k, we find that there exists at least one i with nontrivial ¢N*, which implies
in particular — Zle ENA(¢NA) > 0 by [BJ22, Corollary 10.5], noting that X is smooth in
our case. This in turn implies

(14)

<0.

=a>0

Ei(¢i())
t
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again by [BBJ21l, Corollary 6.7].

Furthermore, recalling that we have vanishing coupled T-Futaki characters and also Lemma
B9, we can argue as in [Li22al Proof of Proposition 6.2] or [Zha24. page 15] to prove the
following: if we have

k
E;(i(1))
i, 3O 5

then
(15) l1m JCp,T((bl? AR (bk) >

t——+o00 t -

Indeed, if ¢;(¢) is the maximal geodesic and $;(t) is the subgeodesic as above, [Zha24] (12)]
implies that ¢$(t) > ¢S (t) for the twist (in the sense of Lemma B3) by any ¢ € Ng(T). Thus,
following [Zha24. page 16], we have

> aief) =3 f - / 55087 — Y Bi(6il1)
> lim Z o / o500 — 3 Ei(n(1))

(4):€
>
jlggog < (o t)—i—at

from Lemma and (I0), where we used the maximality of ¢;(¢) in the second line and
the linearity of E; along geodesics in the third line [Darl9, Proposition 3.42]. The claimed
inequality (IH) follows from the one above by arguing exactly as in [Zha24l, page 16], thereby
establishing all the claimed results. U

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

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that D is not T-coercive. Then, Theorem [R.6]implies that
there exists a k-tuple of maximal geodesic rays {(¢1(t),...,or(t)}=0 C (EY)™ such that

supy ¢1(t) = -+ =supy ¢x(t) =0 for all £ > 0 and
(16) Dcp(cbl(t),t---,sbk(t)) < % lim Jcpﬂr(¢1(t);---,¢k(t)) > q

for some C,a > 0 and all £ > 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 [6.7and Lemma[8.§). Thus, taking the limit t — +oo
in the above and writing ¢~ € (€)™ for the non-Archimedean metric associated to ¢;(t),

we have i .
. DP((t), ..., (t) [ na A A( NA
i OO0 0) (;w ) -3 R <0

and

(17) Jcp’]T( P 1I;IA) > a,

where we define

JCpT( e = inf ZJNA

EENR(T

in which NA is defined as in [Li22al, Definition 2.20)]. Note that (I7) follows from (I3]) and

(Ia), together with the definition of the twist 6; + /—190¢5(t) = a¢(t)*(0; + v/ —10Dbi(t)),
since they yield S5 | JNA(gN Py A) > a for all £ € Ng(T); strictly speaking we need to check

=14
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that the non-Archimedean metric associated to <b§ (t) is 2“_*5, with the sign convention as in

Remark [2.9] but this follows from the computation for the Gauss extension in [Li22al page
1542] (or alternatively from approximating Qﬁf(t) by a decreasing sequence of geodesic rays
corresponding to test configurations [BBJ21), Proof of Theorem 6.6] and taking the limit in
[Li22al, Lemma 2.19]).

We apply the construction in [BBJ21), §5.3] to the maximal geodesic rays ¢1(t), ..., ¢ox(t),
to find that the non-Archimedean metric oM € (£"N)Tr associated to ¢;(t) can be ap-
proximated by QONA € (HMMT by using [BBJ21, Lemma 5.7]. As previously noted, the
non-Archimedean metric associated to the subgeodesic ray Ele ¢i(t) in EY(—Ky) is given

by Ele @NA: 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

k k
LNA 1\17/2 N LNA ¢1\1A>
() (3

as m — 0o.

Note moreover that the approximation given in [BBJ21l Lemma 5.7] converges with respect
to the strong topology in &}, since after re-labelling as in [Li22a, page 1548] we find that
{@NA}n is a decreasing sequence converging to ¢f* (see also [BJ22, Example 12.2]). We
thus get

Ei‘\IA(ngA) - hm ENA(SOl m)

3
m—0o0

by [BJ22, Definition 12.1], and

Jché( ll\IAv"'v EA)_Wlle Jcp'ﬂ‘(@lm)"'agpgﬁb)

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

a

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

k .
L™ (Zw%) ZENA (@) — e < g 2200 00)
=1

t— 400 t

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 { (X, Ezm)} | representing oA s @Eﬁl,
since

k
() - S
k

k
o () e (zw P (o) - o

L) k E"H :
= Ding(X,.,, L) + (n+ ( w7 (n+ 1)( ) L")

=1

= Dll’lg ({Xi,rm Ei,m}i:l) )

where we recall [BBJ21) Definition 3.4] and note that the sum ZZ LpNa 'm 18 represented by
the sum test configuration (X, £,,) of {(X;m, Li m)} by Lemma 5.2l Thus, for any ¢ > 0
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there exists a k-tuple of test configurations {(&; ,, Ei,m)}le such that

. 2 2e _.
Dll’lg ({Xi,rm ‘Ci,m}f::l) <e<e a‘]ché']T(goll\Iﬁw R SOII:I,QL) = ;JTP ({Xi,rm ‘Ci,m}f::l)

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

Proof of Theorem[I.3. It is an immediate consequence of Theorems 8.5, RI0, and Proposi-
tion B3] O

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, Ly, ..., Ly be semiample Q-divisors
on X. Set L .= Ele L;. Let fi: X =Y, (resp., f: X = Y ) be the ample model of L; (resp.,
L) in the sense of [BCHMIQ), Definition 3.6.5]. It is well-known that there exists g;: Y —'Y;
such that g; o f = f;. Set
g = (gla'-'agk) : Y_>Yi X XYk-
Then the following are equivalent:
(1) The morphism g is a closed embedding.
(2) For any sufficiently divisible m € Z~q, the multiplication homomorphism
H (X, mLy) ®y - @ H (X, mLy;) — H° (X, mL)
18 surjective.

Proof. We may assume that L is ample and f = idx. From the definition of ample models,
there exist an ample Q-divisors A; on Y; such that ¢gfA; ~¢ L;. We may assume that A; are
line bundles with gfA; ~ L;.

@) = @): Let I C Oy,x..xy, be the ideal sheaf corresponds to the closed embedding
Y CY; x---xY, Notethat A;X---K A, on Y] X --- X Y} is ample and

(AT WA |y ~gi A1+ -+ grAg =L
holds. By Serre’s vanishing theorem, for any m > 0, we have
H (V1% x Y, I® (4 K- KA)™) =0.
Thus
HY (Y] x -+ X Y, (mA) K- - K (mAy)) — H(Y,mL)

is surjective. By the Kiinneth formula, we get the assertion ().
@) = (@): For any sufficiently divisible m € Z~q, from the assumption, there is a natural
commutative diagram:

P*HO (Y, mLy) x - -- x P*H° (Y, mLy)

<¢\mL1\ 7777 PlmLy| lSegre
Y P* (HO (Y, mLy) @ - - @ HO (Y, mLy))
<\M\ j\linear
P*HO (Y, mL).

We note that the vertical linear embedding is given by the assumption (2)). Since m € Z-q
is sufficiently divisible, the morphism ¢j,,r,| is equal to g; and ¢,z is a closed embedding.
This implies that ¢ is a closed embedding. U
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Example A.2. Take any k > 2 and nq,...,ng,dq,...,dg,e1,...,6e € Z~o. Let us consider
any smooth
B e |O]pm1 oo X P (2d1, RN 2dk)| ,
and let
T: X > P x ..o x P
be the double cover branched along B. Set

k
A; = Opni(e;), M;:=1"piA;, M= ZMi’
i=1

where p;: P™ x - .. x P" — P™ be the projection. Since M; is semiample and the morphism
pioT: X — P satisfies that (p; o 7), Ox = Opn; and (p; o 7)" Opni (e;) = M;, the morphism
is the ample model of M;. Moreover, M is ample on X. However, since

(proT),...,(pro7))=7: X = P" x-.. x P
is not a closed embedding, the homomorphism
HY (X, mM) ®y - @ H* (X, mM,) — H° (X, mM)
is not surjective for any sufficiently divisible m € Z-q by Proposition [A.1l
Example A.3. Under the assumption in Example[A.2] and assume moreover that n;+1 > d;
for any 1 <i < k. Let us set
Y =Py (Ox ® M) 5 X,
let Ly € Pic(Y) be the tautological line bundle with respects to the projectivization, and
let Xy :=Px(Ox) be the section of p corresponding to the natural projection
Ox®M — Ox — 0.

Of course, X is canonically isomorphic to X. Set

k
Hy:=Ly+p'M; (1<i<k), H:=>» Hy=kLy+pM
i=1
Since the evaluation homomorphism
H(X,(0Ox & M) ® M;) ®, Ox — (Ox & M) ® M,

is surjective, the divisor H; is base point free for any 1 < ¢ < k. Let x;: Y — Y, be the
ample model of H;. An irreducible curve C' C Y is contracted by y; if and only if C' C X,
and C is a fiber of the morphism p; o7: X — P™ under the canonical identification Xy ~ X.
In particular, each H; is big and H is ample. Since n; +1 > d; for any 1 < i < k, the divisor
— K x is nef. This immediately implies that — Ky — X is x;-nef and x;-big for any 1 < i < k.
By the Kawamata—Viehweg vanishing theorem, we have R!(y;).Oy(—Xo) = 0. Thus we get
the surjection

(Xi)«Ov = (Xilxo)+Ox,-
Since the left hand side is nothing but Oy, we have

(Xil x0)+Ox, = OXi(Xo)'
In particular, we have x;(Xo) ~ P™ and the morphism x;|y, is isomorphic to p; o 7. Thus
the restriction of
X=X, xk) Y =Y X XY
to Xy is isomorphic to 7, which is not an embedding. In particular, the morphism Yy 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 I; are big and semiample.
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Example A.5. Under the assumption in Example [A.2] and assume moreover that n; > d;
for any 1 < ¢ < k. From now on, just for simplicity, we set
Ox (my,...,my) = 7 " Opni..xpri (M1, ..., M)
for any mq, ..., my € Z. Note that
—Kx ~Ox(nm+1—dy,...,n+1—dy).

Take any ci,...,c; € Zso with n;, —d; > ¢; for any 1 < ¢ < k, and let us take a general
smooth member
Ce |0X (Cl,...,Ck)| .
We set O¢ (my,...,mg) := Ox (my,...,my)|c for any mq,...,my € Z. Let us take the
blowup
o: X — X
along C' x {0}, let E C X be the exceptional divisor, and let Xy C X be the strict transform
of the prime divisor X x {0} C X,:. Since
Nexqoyx,, = O0c® Oc (1, - -5 ),
we get
E ~ ]P)C (OC ) OC (—Cl, e —Ck)) W—E> C,
where 7 is the natural projection. Let Ly € Pic(E) be the tautological line bundle of the
projective bundle under the above isomorphism. Then we have
—E|E NLE NX0|E, —KE ~ 2LE+7TE‘OC (n1+1 —dl,...,nk+1 —dk)
Moreover, we have
Xolg, ~ —Elg, ~ Ox (=1, =)
under the canonical isomorphism X, ~ X.
For any 1 <7 <k, let us set
Li = OX (Cla"'ack)+Mi7
E;Y = O'*(Ll')Al — E,
where M; is as in Example [A.2l Observe that
o L¥|g, ~ Li— E|g, ~ M; is nef, and
o L¥|g ~ 7% (Lile) + Ly ~ w5 (Li|¢) + Xo|g is also nef. Moreover, any curve v C E
with (EZX . 7) = 0 satisfies that v C Xj.
In particular, £3* is nef over A'. Moreover,
o (L — Ku) |5, ~ M;+Ox (ny +1—dy —cr,...,np + 1 — di — ¢) is ample, and
[ (,CZX—Kx) |E ~ 2LE + WE(MZ‘|C+00(TL1+1—d1+01,...,nk+1—dk+ck)) iS
also ample.

In particular, £ — Ky is ample over Al. By the base point free theorem, £ is semiample
over Al. Let

(X, L) 55 (X, L) =5 A!
be the ample model over Al. The (X;, L;) /A can naturally be seen as a normal test
configuration of (X, L;). As we already observed, the morphism o; is an isomorphism on
X\ X, and the set of curves contracted by o; is equal to the set of curves contracted by the
morphism p; o 7: X — P"™ under the canonical isomorphism Xy~ X.

Note that (—KX — XO) |Xo ~ —Kx is ample. Thus —Ky — XO is nef and big over X;. By

the Kawamata—Viehweg vanishing theorem, we have R!(0;),Ox (—XO) = 0. Thus we get

(Ui‘ffo)* OXO - OUi<XO).
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In particular, we have o; (XO) ~ P" and the morphism 0| is isomorphic to p; o 7.

Let us set

k k

L = ZLZ = OX (kal,...,kJCk) +ZMZ,
i=1 i=1
k

L = > Li=0"Ly —kE.
i=1

Since L|g, ~ Zle M; and L|g ~ ké + 75(L|c), the divisor £ is ample over A'. In par-

ticular, by Lemma 3.3 (3), the normal test configuration (X, £) /A' is the normalized sum
configuration of {(Xi,ﬁi)}le. Let (X', L") /A! be the sum configuration of {(Xi,ﬁi)}le.
Then there is a morphism v: X — X’ such that £ = v*£ holds. As in Lemma @), for
any 1 < i < k, we have the following natural commutative diagram:

Xl X Xypoq = X1 Xpr - X1 X

|
(o4

X;.

Let X, (resp., Xp) be the fiber of X; — A® (resp., X — A') over 0 € A'. The fiber of the
above diagram over 0 € A! gives

~

XO C XO I Xéc—> XLO X oo X ka

lqi

Xi,O-

If v is an isomorphism, then we get the closed embedding
XO — XI,O X X Xk,O-

However, since the morphism o] %, 1s isomorphic to p; o 7 for any 1 < ¢ < k, the above
embedding must be isomorphic to 7: X — P" x-..xP" . Clearly, the 7 is not an embedding,
a contradiction. Thus v is not an isomorphism. In particular, the sum configuration of
{(&x, Ei)}le is not normal.
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