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ON WALL-CROSSING FOR K-STABILITY

CHUYU ZHOU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we explore the wall crossing phenomenon for K-stability, and
apply it to explain the wall crossing for K-moduli stacks and K-moduli spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

By the works [Jia20, BLX22, Xu20, BX19,/ABHLX20, BHLLX21,/CP21, X720}, LXZ22], a
compactified moduli space is constructed for Fano varieties via the concept of K-stability.
Then it is natural to study the relations between different compactifications. For example,
the work establishes a wall crossing result for K-moduli of smoothable log Fano
varieties, which indicates that K-moduli is likely to play a role of bridge connecting GIT-
moduli and KSBA-moduli. One reason for the smoothable condition being posed there is
caused by the lack of properness for K-moduli at that time, and they heavily depend on the
analytic tools developed in [CDS15a,|CDS15b,|CDS15¢,(Tial5,[TW20, LWX19| to overcome
this difficulty. Along with the establishment of properness by the work recently, we
can clarify the wall crossing phenomenon for K-moduli by a purely algebraic way, and this
is the motivation of the current paper.

Let w : X — B be a Q-Gorenstein flat family of Q-Fano varieties of dimension d such
that the anti-canonical divisor —Ky/p is a relatively ample Q-line bundle on &, and B is
a normal base. Suppose D is an effective Q-divisor on X such that every component of D
is flat over B and D ~q —Ky/p over B. For a rational number 0 < ¢ < 1, we denote by

pe i (X,¢D) — B (the subscript of p. is used here to distinct the coefficient ¢) and consider
1
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the following subset of the closed points of B:
B. :={t € B|(X;,cDy) is K-semistable}.

Let us write B*® C B to be the subset parametrizing K-semistable fibers of m = pg, then
By = B**, which is an open subset of B (see [BLX22,Xu20|). For the family p; : (¥,D) — B,
let U C B be the following subset parametrizing log canonical fibers

U :={t € B|(X;, Dy) is log canonical},

then by inversion of adjunction, U is an open subset of B. By interpolation property of
K-stability (e.g. [ADL19, Proposition 2.13]), we see that B** N U C B, for any rational
0 < ¢ < 1. Therefore, B, are mutually birational as ¢ varies for rational ¢ € [0, 1] when B**
and U are both non-empty. Note here that when ¢ = 1, the pair (X}, D) being K-semistable
just means that it is log canonical (e.g. [BHJ17, Section 9] or |[Odal3b, Theorem 1.5]). Our
goal is to explain the following wall-crossing phenomena for K-stability.

(1) Find finite rational numbers 0 = ¢y < ¢1 < 2 < ... < ¢ < ¢xy1 = 1 such that B,
does not change as ¢ varies in (¢, ¢jy1),5 = 0,1, ..., k.
(2) Figure out the relationships among B, ¢, B, and B, 1 for0 < e < land 1 < j < k.

This goal is achieved in Theorem and we also apply it to explain the wall crossing
phenomenon for K-moduli, which culminates in Theorem

Theorem 1.1. Let m : X — B be a Q-Gorenstein flat family of Q-Fano varieties of dim
d such that —Ky/p is a relatively ample Q-line bundle on X, and B is a normal base.
Suppose D is an effective Q-divisor on X such that every component of D is flat over B and
D ~q —Ky/p over B. For a rational number 0 < ¢ < 1, denote p. : (X,cD) — B and

B, :={t € B|(X}, cDy) is K-semistable}.

Then there exist finite rational numbers 0 = cgp < ¢1 < ca < ... < ¢ < cpy1 = 1 such that
B, does not change as c varies in (cj, cj41) for 0 < j <k.

The above theorem is contained in Theorem where we also characterize there the
relationships among Be, ¢, Bc; and B4 for 0 < e <1 and 1 < j < k. The strategy is to
study the following two thresholds and prove their constructible property (see Section :

[(t) :=inf{0 < ¢ < 1|the pair (X}, ¢D;) is K-semistable}, (1)
u(t) :=sup{0 < ¢ < 1|the pair (X}, ¢D;) is K-semistable}. (2)

Note that such kinds of thresholds have been defined for family of smoothable Fano varieties
in the works [LWX19, Definition 7.4] and [ADL19} Definition 3.14], and some constructible
properties are also proved therein to get openness property for K-stability. In this paper, we
will study their constructibility by a different method, which fits to the recently developed
algebraic K-stability theory.

In order to apply it to the wall crossing for K-moduli, we first set the notation. Fix a
rational number r > 0, we consider a set F of pairs satisfying that (X, D) € F if and only
if it is of the following form:

(1) X is a Q-Fano variety of dimension d and volume v (i.e. (—Kx)? =),
(2) D ~qg —rKx is a Weil divisor on X such that (X, £D) is K-semistable for some
rational ¢ € [0, 1).
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In Theorem we will see that F lies in a log bounded family. Then for sufficiently large
m, we define the following subset of F, denoted by fé’}‘wm and abbreviated by F,,, such

that (X, D) € Fy, if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:
(1) (X, D) can be embedded into PNm x PNm such that

Ox (1) == Opnm (1)|x ~ —mKx and HO(P" Opn, (1)) = H (X, —mKy),

(2) X (resp. D) admits Hilbert polynomial x (resp. x) with respect to Ox (1) (resp.
OD(l) = OH:DNm (1)|D)
Write P := (x,x). We define the subset F,, . C F,, for a rational number ¢ € [0,1) as
follows:
Fm,c = {(X,D) € Fp|the pair (X, %D) is K-semistable}.

By the proof of [XZ20, Theorem 2.21], the set F,, admits an algebraic structure, and
Fme C Fm is an open sub-scheme by [BLX22, Xu20|, then we write F:¢¢ and ]-',rﬁf}: to
be the corresponding reduced schemes. Denote by ME = [F;;‘fi /PGL(N,, + 1)], which
is a reduced Artin stack of finite type representing the moduli pseudo-functor over reduced
bases (by the works [Jia20, BLX22,|Xu20]). Here one can also define the moduli functor
over any base due to [Koll9|, see Remark We denote by M gr, . the descent of Mg et
which is a projective separated good moduli space parametrizing K-polystable elements,
whose existence is due to the works [ABHLX20, BHLLX21}XZ20,|LXZ22]. Then we have
the following result.

Theorem 1.2. There exist finite rational numbers 0 = cp < ¢1 < cg < ... < ¢ < cpy1 = 1
such that
(1) the schemes ]-";ff"i do not change as c varies in (cj,cjq1) for 0 < j <k, and we have
opeNn 1Mmmersions
d d d
‘Frrrf,cj-—e — ]:;ric]- A ]:;ric]-—&—e
for rational 0 < e < 1 and 1 < j < k.
(2) the Artin stacks MK do not change as c varies in (cj,cj+1) for 0 < j <k, and we
have the following open immersions

K K K
MP,T,ije — MP,T,Cj A MP,T,Cj+6

for rational 0 < e < 1 and 1 < j <k.
(3) the good moduli spaces MJ, . do not change as c varies in (cj,cjt1) for 0 < j <k,
and we have the following projective morphisms among good moduli spaces
K O K P Kk
MP,r,cj—e - MP,'r,cj A MP,r,c]-—l-e
for rational 0 < e < 1 and 1 < j < k, which are induced by the following diagram:

K
Pyr.cj—e Pyr.c; Pyr,cj+e

! |,

MK

Pyr.cj—e \T,Cj \T,Cj+e€”
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we review the concept of K-stability of Fano varieties via test configurations
and valuative criterion. We work over complex number field C through the paper. We say
that (X,A) is a log pair if X is a projective normal variety and A is an effective Q-divisor
on X such that Kx + A is Q-Cartier. We say that a log pair (X, A) is log Fano if it admits
klt singularities and —Kx — A is ample. If a log Fano pair (X, A) has vanishing boundary,
i.e. A =0, we just say that X is a Q-Fano variety. For various concepts of singularities in
birational geometry, such as klt, plt, lc, etc., we refer to [KM98|Kol13|.

2.1. K-stability via test configurations. The definition of K-stability via test configu-
rations originates to [Tia97] and was later algebraically reformulated by |[Don02|.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, A) be a log pair of dimension d and L an ample Q-line bundle on
X. A test configuration 7 : (X, A¢e; £) — Al is a degenerating family over A! consisting of
the following data:

(1) 7 : X — Al is a projective flat morphism from a normal variety X', Ay is an effective
Q-divisor on X, and L is a relatively ample Q-line bundle on X,

(2) the family m admits a C*-action which lifts the natural C*-action on A! such that
(X, Ate; £) x 41 C* is C*-equivariantly isomorphic to (X, A; L) x 41 C*.

We denote (X, A¢; £) — P! to be the natural compactification of the original test config-
uration, which is obtained by glueing (X, A¢; £) and (X, A; L) x (P*\0) along their common
open subset (X, A; L) x C*.

Suppose (X, A) is a log Fano pair of dimension d and L = —Kx — A. Let (X, A; L)
be a test configuration such that £ = —Ky/ a1 — Age. We call it a special (resp. weakly
special) test configuration if (X', Xp+ A¢c) admits plt (resp. lc) singularities. When we come
to weakly special test configurations, we always assume that the central fibers are integral.

Definition 2.2. The generalized Futaki invariant of a test configuration (X', A¢; £) is de-
fined as follows:

K p1 + Age).L7 d—11 pd+1
Fut(&X, Ag; £) = K te) d_{(Kx+ AL}

L4 Cd+1 (L9)2
In particular, if (X, A) is a log Fano pair and L = —Kx — A, we have
did+1 Ed.(K)E-/Pl + Atc)

Fut(X, A¢e; £) =

@+ D)(—Kx - A7 (“Kx - A)f

Definition 2.3. Let (X, A) be a log Fano pair of dimension d and L = —Kx — A. We
say that (X, A) is K-semistable if the generalized Futaki invariants are non-negative for all
test configurations. We say that (X, A) is K-polystable if it is K-semistable and any test
configuration with K-semistable central fiber is induced by a one parameter subgroup of
Aut(X, A), which is also called a test configuration of product type.
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2.2. Valuative criterion. Let (X, A) be a log Fano pair of dimension d, we say that E is
a prime divisor over X if there is a proper birational morphism f : Y — X between normal
varieties such that E appears as a prime divisor on Y. We say that E is a special (resp.
weakly special) divisor over X if ordg is induced by some non-trivial special (resp. weakly
special) test configuration of (X,A;L := —Kx — A). In other words, if (X, A¢; L) is a
non-trivial special (resp. weakly special) test configuration of (X, A; L), by [BHJ17, Lemma
4.1], the central fiber induces a divisorial valuation on K (X), i.e. ordordy, |r(x) = ¢-ordg
for some rational number ¢ > 0 and some prime divisor £ over X, and such a prime divisor
E is called a special (resp. weakly special) divisor over X.

Definition 2.4. Let E be a prime divisor over X, we have the following invariants:
AX’A(E> = OrdE(Ky — f*(KX + A)) + 1,
1 o0
F)=— —— I(—f"(K A) —tE)dt.
SxalB) = gy | vol—F (Kx +4) = 1)
Then beta invariant is defined to be
Bx.a(E) = Ax a(E) — Sx,a(E);

and delta invariant is defined to be

. Axa(F)

0(X,A) =inf ———=,

( ) F SX,A(F)
where F' runs through all prime divisors over X.

Remark 2.5. Notation as in the above definition, we give a few remarks here,

(1) The invariant Sx a(F) can also be defined as the limit of S, (E) := maxp,, ordg(D,,),
where D,, runs through all m-basis type divisors. Note that, if we denote N,, :=
dim H°(X, —m(Kx + A)), then the divisor of the form

Z;V:ml div(s; = 0)
mN,,

is called an m-basis type divisor, where {sj}j-\f;’i is a complete basis of the vector
space HY(X, —m(Kx + A)).

(2) Define Tx,A(E) := SuPy< prgy—kx—a 0rde(D), then we have ‘%’1 < gﬁigg <d+1,
see [BJ20].

(3) For a weakly special test configuration (X, Ac; L) of (X,A; L), denote by vy, =
ordy, |k (x) = ¢ ordg for some rational number ¢ > 0 and prime divisor E over X,
then we have Fut(X, A¢; £) = ¢- Bx a(E), see [Fujl9, Theorem 6.13].

(4) If 6(X,A) < €HL, then the inf in the definition of §(X,A) can be replaced by min
due to the recent work |[LXZ22].

~q —(Kx +A4)

The following theorem is now a cornerstone in the recently developed algebraic K-stability
theory.

Theorem 2.6. ([Fuj19,Li17,|BJ20,[FO18|) Let (X,A) be a log Fano pair of dimension d,
then we have the following equivalences:

(1) (X,A) is K-semistable if and only if Bx a(E)) > 0 for any prime divisor E over X
(or equivalently for any special divisor E over X ).
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(2) (X,A) is K-semistable if and only if §(X,A) > 1 for any prime divisor E over X
(or equivalently for any special divisor E over X ).

2.3. Fano type varieties. Let f : Y — Z be a projective morphism such that Y is a
normal variety. We say that Y is Fano type over Z if there exists an effective Q-divisor B
on Y such that (Y, B) has klt singularities and —Ky — B is ample over Z. When Z is a
point, we just say that Y is of Fano type or Y is a Fano type variety.

A Fano type variety is naturally a Mori dream space (e.g. [BCHM10]). This means that
for a given projective morphism Y — Z such that Y is Fano type over Z, one can run
D-MMP over Z for any Q-Cartier divisor D to get a minimal model or a Mori fiber space.

2.4. Log Calabi-Yau pairs. We say that a log pair (Y, G) is log Calabi-Yau if it admits
log canonical singularities and Ky +G ~q 0. In this subsection, we only focus on log Calabi-
Yau pairs of the form (X, D), where X is a Q-Fano variety of dimension d and D ~g —K.
Given a log Calabi-Yau pair (X, D), suppose (X,D;L) — Al is a test configuration of
(X, D; L := —Kx), by Definition we have the following formula:

(K/?/[F’l + ﬁ)Zd
L4 '

For ¢ € [0, 1], we also have the following computation.

Fut(X,D; L) =

Lemma 2.7. Notation as above, we have

Fut(X,cD; L) = ¢- Fut(X,D; L) + (1 — ¢) - Fut(&X; £).
Proof. The equality is clear for ¢ = 0,1. We assume c € (0,1). By Definition
(Kgpr +cD).LY 4 {(Kx + cD)L4-1} L3+

Fut(X,cD; L) =

Ld Cd+1 (L4)2
(K.)E'/Pl + Cﬁ).zd d(l — C) Ed+1
N Ld d+1 L4
K/—\?/W.Ed A an (KX/EM + @)Ed

1—¢). .
oA+l te Ld

(1—c¢)-Fut(X; L)+ c-Fut(X,D; L).

We will need the the following lemma later.

Lemma 2.8. Notation as above, we have the following two statements:

(1) Suppose E is an lc place of (X,D), then one can produce a test configuration
(X, D; L = —Kxyp1) of (X,D;—Kx) such that (X, Xy + D) is log canonical with
Xy being integral and

ordy,|g(x) = ordg and Fut(X,D;L) = 0.

(2) Suppose (X, D;L = —Kyp1) is a test configuration of (X,D;—Kx) such that
(X, X + D) is log canonical with Xy being integral, then ordx,|k(x) is an lc place of
(X, D).
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Proof. We first prove (1). By [BCHMI10, Corollary 1.4.3|, there exists an extraction mor-
phism f :Y — X which only extracts E. If E is a prime divisor on X, we take f =id. We
just assume that F is exceptional over X, as the case when F is a prime divisor on X can
be addressed similarly. We have the following:

Ky + f7'D+E = f*(Kx + D).

First observe that Y is of Fano type, so E is a dreamy divisor (e.g. [BCHM10, Corollary 1.3.2]
and |Fuj19, Definition 1.3]). Put the morphism f into the constant family F : Yy — X1,
then we have

Ky, + F, "Dy + Ejy + Yy = F*(Kx,, + Dy + Xo),

where X (resp. Yp) is the central fiber of the family X 1 — Al (vesp. Yy — Al). Let
v be a divisorial valuation over X, 1 with weights (1,1) along divisors E41 and Yy (e.g.
[BLX22] 2.3.2]), then

AXAlvDA1+X0 (U) = AYA17FI1DA1+EA1+YO (U) =0.

By [BCHM10, Corollary 1.4.3], one can extract v to be a divisor on a birational model
g:Y — X, as follows:

Ky + g;lDAl + g;lXo + &= 9*(KXA1 + Dy1 + Xo),

where v = ordg. The pair (), g; ' Dg1 +g; ' Xo+E&) is log canonical and being log Calabi-Yau
over Al (i.e. Ky+g; Dy + 9,1 Xo+E ~g 0 over Al), and Y is of Fano type over Al. Then
we could run g; ! Xo-MMP over A! to get a minimal model Y --» )’/A!. Denote Dy (resp.
X/} and &’) to be the pushforward of g, Dy (resp. g, 'Xo and €). By Zariski lemma (e.g.
[LX14} Section 2.4]), gy 1 Xy is contracted, that is, X}, = 0. Thus the following two pairs

(V,9: ' Dp1 + g, ' X0 + &) -+ (¥, Dy + &),

are both log canonical and being log Calabi-Yau over A!, and )’ is of Fano type over Al.
We focus on the pair (), Dy + &) — Al Run —Ky/(~g a1 Dy +E&')-MMP over Al to get
an ample model V' --» X. Let D (resp. £”) be the pushforward of Dy (resp. &), then we
see that (X,D) — Al is a test configuration of (X, D), and the central fiber is exactly £”.
By our construction of £ we know that the restriction of ordgr to K(X) is exactly ordg.

Let p: W — (X,D) and ¢ : W — (Xp1, Dp1) be a the common log resolution, by above
construction we see that p*(Kg/p + D) = q*(Kx,, /p + Dp1) ~g 0, which deduces the
vanishing of Fut(X,D; L).

Now we turn to (2). Denote by ordy,|x(x) = ¢ - ordg for some rational ¢ > 0 and prime
divisor E over X. Then we see that (X, aD) is a weakly special test configuration of (X, aD)
for any rational a € [0,1). By |[BLX22, Appendix], for any rational 0 < € < 1, one can find
a D, ~gp —Kx such that E is an lc place of (X, (1 —€)D + eD.). Suppose E is not an lc
place of (X, D), then Ax p(E) >t for some ¢ > 0. On the other hand,

Ax (1—opten. (E) = Ax 1—op(E) —€-ordg(De) >t — e Tx (E).

For sufficiently small € we have Ax (1_¢)ptep, (F) > 0, a contradiction. O
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3. CONSTRUCTIBILITY OF DELTA INVARIANTS FOR FAMILY OF LOG FANO PAIRS

Let (X, A) be a log Fano pair of dimension d and D ~g —Kx — A an effective Q-divisor
on X. Given a real number 0 < ¢ < 1, we define

. . AxAten(E)
(X, A+¢cD): 1%f (1= 0)Sxa(B)
where F runs through all prime divisors over X. Note here that §(X, A + ¢D) is exactly
the delta invariant of the log Fano pair (X, A + ¢D) when c is rational. For convenience, we
also say that (X, A + ¢D) is a log Fano pair if it admits klt singularities, though ¢ € (0, 1)
is irrational.

Definition 3.1. For a given real number 0 < ¢ < 1, we say the pair (X, A + ¢D) is K-
semistable if it is klt and 6(X, A +¢D) > 1.

Note that this definition is now standard if ¢ is rational due to the works [FO18|BJ20].
However, if ¢ is irrational, it may not be standard to talk about the concept of K-stability
for the pair in the literature, as one should start with test configurations and prove the
valuative criterion as in [Lil17,Fuj19]. Here we do not need the equivalence between the two
definitions of K-stability, respectively via test configurations and via valuative criterion, for
real coefficients, and we just define K-stability in a way as the above definition. Define

(X, A+ cD) :=min{d(X,A + ¢D), 1},
we have the following generalization of openness property for K-stability in [BLX22}Xu20].

Theorem 3.2. ([BLX22|Xu20]) Let 7 : X — B be a Q-Gorenstein flat family of Q-Fano
varieties of dim d such that —Kyp is a relatively ample Q-line bundle on X, and B is
a normal base. Suppose D is an effective Q-divisor on X such that every component is
flat over B and D ~o —Kx,p over B. For any given real number 0 < ¢ < 1, the set

{6(X;, ¢Dy)|t € BY is finite.

Note that the result is a direct consequence of [BLX22,|Xu20| for rational ¢. For irrational
¢, it is enough to show that d(X, cD) can be approximated by lc places of bounded comple-
ments of (X, —Kx) if it is not greater than 1 (see the lemma below), and the rest follows
from [BLX22, Proposition 4.3].

Lemma 3.3. Let (X, A) be a log Fano pair of dimension d and D ~g —Kx —A an effective
Q-divisor on X . Fiz an irrational number 0 < ¢ < 1 such that the log Fano pair (X, A+cD)
satisfies that 6(X, A + ¢D) < 1. Then there exists an integer N depending only on d and
the coefficients of A such that

. AxAten(E)
(X, cD) = inf : ,
( ) E (1—C)SX7A(E)
where E runs through lc places of N-complements of (X, A).

Proof. We define

. Ax,a+en(E)
Om = Om (X, A+ ¢D) := inf ’ ,
( +cD) B maxp,, (1 — c)ordg(Dp,)

where F runs through all prime divisors over X and D,, runs through all m-basis type
divisors of (X, A). This infimum is in fact a minimum, since m-basis divisors form a bounded
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family and log canonical thresholds take only finitely many values on this family. It is clear
that lim,, 0y, (X, A+ cD) = 0(X, A + ¢D) (see Remark (1)).

We first assume 0(X, A+cD) < 1, then 6,,(X, A+cD) < 1 for sufficiently large m. In this
case one can find an m-basis type divisor D, such that (X, A+cD+0,,(1—c)D,,) is strictly
log canonical and admits an lc place E,, over X. We choose a general H ~g —Kx — A such
that (X,A 4+ ¢D + 6(1 —¢)Dpy + (1 — ¢ — 9 (1 — ¢))H) is an lc log Calabi-Yau pair. By
[BCHM10, Corollary 1.4.3], there is an extraction g, : Y;, — X which only extracts E,,,
ie.

Ky, +A+¢D+06,(1 —¢)Dpy + (1 —c—6(1 —¢))H + Ep,
=gn (Kx +A+¢cD+0m(l —¢)Dpy+ (1 —c— (1 — ¢))H),

where @ is the birational transformation of e and Y}, is of Fano type. We run —(Ky;,, + A+
E.,)-MMP to get a mimimal model f,, : Y, --» Y,/ such that —(Ky, + T + fmwEm)
is nef and Y]}, is also of Fano type. By [Bir19, Theorem 1.7], there exists a positive integer
N depending only on d and the coeficients of A such that E,, is an lc place of some N-
complement of (X, A). Therefore we have

. AxAtep(Em)
d(X,A+cD) hgln (1= 0)Sxa(Em)’
where E,, are a sequence of lc places of some N-complements of (X, A).

Next we turn to the case §(X, A+cD) = 1. By the same proof as [2Z221, Theorem 1.1], for
any rational 0 < ¢; < 1, one can find a D; ~g —Kx — A such that 6(X,A+cD+¢D;) < 1.
We assume {¢;} is a decreasing sequence of rational numbers tending to 0. For each ¢;, by
the proof of the previous case, there exists a sequence of prime divisors {E; p, },, which are
lc places of some N-complements of (X, A) such that

Ax A+ (c+enD(Eim)
0(X,A+cD +¢D;) = lim ’ : L
( ) =lin (1—c—e)Sxa(Eim)

and N depends only on d and the coefficients of A. Thus we obtain the following

. . AxAten(Eim)
0(X, A+ cD) = inf : : .
( ) i,m (1 — C)SX,A(Ei,m)

The proof is finished. O

Proof of Theorem[3.4. The proof is just a combination of the above lemma and [BLX22|
Proposition 4.3]. O

We also need the following lemma in the next section.

Lemma 3.4. Let (X,A) be a log Fano pair and D ~g —Kx — A an effective Q-divisor on
X. Suppose 0 < ¢ < 1 is a given real number such that (X, A + ¢D) is a K-semistable log

Fano pair, and E is a prime divisor over X such that it induces a special test configuration
(X, A + D) of (X,A+cD). If (Xo, Atc,0 + Do) is K-semistable, then

Ax.atven(E) — (1= ¢)Sx.a(E) = 0.

Note that it is well known if ¢ is rational.
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Proof. As (X, A+ cD) is K-semistable, we have Ax aycp(E) — (1 —¢)Sx,a(E) > 0. By the
same proof as [Fuj19, Theorem 5.1], the generalized Futaki invariant of the test configuration
(X, At +¢D) is equal to Ax avep(E) — (1 —¢)Sx,a(E). Suppose it is strictly positive, then
there exists a product type test configuration of (Xp, Atco + ¢Dp) with negative generalized
Futaki invariantﬂ This will produce a prime divisor F' over &y such that

AXO,Atc,o-i-CD(F) - (1 - C)SX,Atc,o (F) <0,
which is a contradiction to the K-semistability of (Xy, A¢c,0 + ¢Dp). O

4. TWO THRESHOLDS [(t) AND u(t)

Our strategy for the goal in the first section is to study the following two thresholds:
[(t) :==inf{0 < ¢ < 1|the pair (X}, ¢D;) is K-semistable}, (3)
u(t) :=sup{0 < ¢ < 1|the pair (X}, ¢D;) is K-semistable}. (4)

In this section, we will study the constructibility of these two thresholds by an approach dif-
ferent from [LWX19| Definition 7.4] and [ADL19, Definition 3.14], which fits to the recently
developed algebraic K-stability theory. It is clear that these two functions are defined on
the base B, where t € B varies through closed points. It may appear for some t € B such
that the pair (X}, ¢D;) is not K-semistable for any ¢ € [0, 1], and in this case we just define
[(t) = u(t) = —oo. We first have the following lemma on semi-continuity of I(t) and u(t).

Lemma 4.1. The function l(t) is upper semi-continuous and u(t) is lower semi-continuous.

Therefore, the set {l(t)|t € B} (resp. {u(t)|t € B}) satisfies ACC (resp. DCC) condition.
Proof. To show [(t) is upper semi-continuous, it suffices to show that the set
lo :={t € B|0<I(t) <a}

is an open subset for any 0 < a < 1. Suppose tg € [, then the pair (X, aoDy,) is
K-semistable for some rational ag < a by Lemma (4) By openness property for K-
semistable locus (see [BLX22,Xu20]), we know there exists an open subset Uy, C B such
that the pair (X4, apD;) is K-semistable for any ¢ € Uy,. Thus I(t) < ag < a for any t € Uy,
which concludes the upper semi-continuity of [(¢). The same analysis applies to the lower
semi-continuity of u(t). The ACC (resp. DCC) property follows immediately. O

The ACC (resp. DCC) property of I(t) (resp. wu(t)) is not enough for our purpose, and
we will prove that they even satisfy constructible property. Before that, we will first list the
following properties of the two functions.

Lemma 4.2. Notation as above, we have the following properties for u(t) and I(t):
(1) the pair (X, cDy) is K-semistable for every rational ¢ € [I(t), u(t)],
(2) I(t) =0 and u(t) =1 fort € B¥* NU (see the notation in the first section),
(3) Theinf (resp. sup) in the definition of I(t) (resp. u(t)) can be replaced by min (resp.
max ),

IThe C*-action on (Xo, Ate,04¢Do) induces a product type test configuration of (Xo, Ase,0+cDo; — (K, +
Ate,0 4+ ¢Do)). By [Wan12,/Odal3al, the generalized Futaki invariant of the product type test configuration is
the total weight of the C*-action on —(Kx, + A¢c,0 + ¢Do). If we compose this C*-action with C* — C*, ¢ —
t™', then we get another product type test configuration of (Xo, A¢c,0 + ¢Do; — (K + Atc,o + ¢Do)) with
opposite total weight.
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(4) 1(t) and u(t) are both rational for any t € B if they are not —oo,
(5) B. C B is an open subset for any rational 0 < ¢ <1,
(6) {t € B|l(t) = u(t) = —o0} is a closed subset of B.

Proof. For (1), it is a consequence of the combination of (3) with the interpolation property
of K-stability (JADL19, Proposition 2.13]). For (2), it is a consequence of interpolation
property of K-stability (JADL19, Proposition 2.13]). (3) and (4) are corollaries of the next
lemma, and (5) is a corollary of openness property of K-semistability by [BLX22,|Xu20]. For
(6), it is clear that the subset {t € BJi(t) = u(t) = —oo} is the complement in B of the
following subset:

{t € B|(Xy, cDy) is K-semistable for some rational ¢ € [0,1]},
which is an open subset of B by [BLX22, Xu20], thus (6) is concluded. O

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a Q-Fano variety and D ~qg —Kx an effective Q-divisor on X.
Suppose 0 < ¢ < 1 is a real number, then we have the following results:
(1) If (X,aD) is K-semistable for any a € [c — €,¢| (resp. a € [c,c + €]) and some
0 < e < 1, but K-unstable for any a € (¢,1) (resp. a € (0,c)), then the number ¢
must be rational.
(2) If (X,aD) is K-semistable for any a € [c —¢€,c) ora € (¢,c+ €] for some 0 < e < 1,
then (X, eD) is also K-semistable.

Proof. For (1), we only assume (X, aD) is K-semistable for any a € [c — ¢,¢| and some
0 < € < 1 but K-unstable for any a € (c,1), as the other case can be obtained by the
same way. We choose a sequence of decreasing rational numbers ¢ < ¢; < 1 tending to
c. By the assumption we see that (X, ¢; D) is a K-unstable log Fano pair for each i. By
[BLZ19,LXZ22], there is a prime divisor E; over X such that
Axe;p(Ei) — 0(X,¢;D)Sx ¢;p(E;) =0,
and E; induces a special test configuration of (X, ¢; D), denoted by (X;, ¢;D;), such that
(5(.)(,‘70, CiDi,O) = 5(X, CiD).
We first show that the set {(Xio,D;0)} lies in a log bounded family. It is clear that
vol(—Ky;, ,) = vol(—Kx) and
Ax (F Ax e, o (E
Xz,O( ) 2 (1 o CZ) . XZ,():C'LD’L,O( )
SXz’,o(E) (1 - Ci)SXi,o(E)
for every prime divisor E over X; (. In other words,
(Xip) > (1 —¢;)d(Xio,¢iDip) = (1 — ¢;)0(X, ¢; D).

By the following estimate on §(X, ¢; D),
Ax . p(F Ax cp(F) — (¢; — dr(D
5(X,e;D) = int AXeDF) _ 4 Axen(F) = (ci — Jordr(D)
F Sxep(F) F (1 —c)Sx(F)
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where F' runs through all prime divisors over X, we see that §(X; ) admits a positive lower
bound which does not depend on ¢ since
(5(Xi70) >1—c— (d+ 1)(61 — C).

Thus the set {Xj o} lies in a bounded family by |Jia20], which implies that the set {(Xj 0, Dio)}
lies in a log bounded family as D; g ~q —K. X0 and the Weil index of D; ¢ is upper bounded.
We now consider the set {(X;,cD; o)}, which lies in a log bounded family. We have the
following estimate on 6(Xj 0, cD;0):

AXi,mCDi,o (F) _ AXi,o,CiDi,o (F) + (Ci - C)OrdF(Di,O) > 1—c¢ AXi,o,CiDz‘,o (F)
(1 - C)SXZ"O (F) l—c SX1,07CiDi,O (F) “1l-c S.Xi,o,cipi,o (F) ’

1—61'

where F' runs through all prime divisors over &; g. Take the infimum on both sides, we have
1-— C;
1—c
Combine the estimate of §(X, ¢; D) = §(Xi o, ¢iD;0) above, we see that
(d+1)(c; —c)
1—c '
Since (X;0,cD;p) is log bounded and from Theorem we see that §(X;0,cD;o) > 1 for
i> 1. By Lemma this implies
AX,CD(Ei) — (1 — C)Sx(El) = Ax(EZ) — Sx(EZ) — C(OI‘dEZ.(D) — Sx(EZ)) =0.
By the proof of [BLZ19, Theorem 4,7] we know that Sx(E;) is a rational number. Combine
the inequality
AX,C,-D(Ei) — (1 — Cz)Sx(EZ) = Ax(Ez) — Sx(Ez) — ci(ordEi(D) — S)((EZ)) < 0,

we see that

d(Xipo,cDig) > 3(Xio,ciDip).

0(Xi0,¢Dip) > 1 —

Ol"dEi(D) — S)((EZ) 7'5 0.

Thus
_ Ax(E) — Sx(E)
N OI‘dEZ.(D) — Sx(EZ)

is a rational number.

For (2), we only assume (X, aD) is K-semistable for any a € [c— ¢, ¢) for some 0 < e < 1,
as the other case can be done by the same way. Suppose (X, cD) is K-unstable, then there
exists a prime divisor £ over X such that

AX,cD(E) — (1 — C)Sx(E) < 0.
Replace ¢ by another rational 0 < ¢~ < ¢ such that 0 < ¢ — ¢~ < 1, one still has
Axe-p(E) = (1—¢)Sx(E) = Ax - p(E) — Sx,p(E) <0,

which is a contradiction since (X, aD) is K-semistable for any rational a € [c— ¢, ¢) for some
0<ex 1 ([l

We are ready to prove the following constructible property.

Theorem 4.4. Both {l(t)|t € B} and {u(t)|t € B} are finite rational sets.
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Proof. We first show that [(¢) satisfies DCC property. Suppose not, one can find a strictly
decreasing sequence {0 < a; < 1}3°, which tends to a limit a € [0,1), such that there is a
corresponding sequence of closed points on B, denoted by {#;}2°,, satisfying the following
conditions:

(1) The pair (X, a;Dy,) is K-semistable for every i,

(2) The pair (X, cDy,) is not K-semistable for each rational 0 < ¢ < a; and every i.
We consider the family p, : (X,aD) — B. By the finiteness of the set (see Theorem [3.2))

{min{l, 5(Xt, aDt)}]t < B},

we see that there exists a positive number 0 < 7, < 1 such that, the pair (X}, aD;) is K-
semistable if and only if §(X;,aDy) > 14. Since (X}, a;Dy;) is K-semistable, by valuative
criterion,

AXtiyai,Dti (E) >
S-Xti ,ai Dy, (E)
for any prime divisor E over X;,. Note that

1—a
SXti,aDti (E) = 1—a
i

SXti ,a; D, (E)’

thus we have
(E) > AXti7aiDti (E) > 1—a;
SXt. aDy, (E) o f—;tjiSXtivaiDti (E) T l-a

for any prime divisor E over A;,. As a; strictly decreases to a, we have 11:‘3 > 1), for

sufficiently large i. Thus (X}, aDy,) is K-semistable for sufficiently large ¢. This is a con-
tradiction since (X%, ¢Dy,) is not K-semistable for any rational 0 < ¢ < a; and any ¢. The
contradiction implies that I(t) satisfies DCC condition, which derives that {i(¢)|t € B} is
indeed a finite set.

Next we show u(t) satisfies ACC property. Suppose not, one can find a strictly increasing
sequence {0 < a; < 1}7°, which tends to a limit a € (0, 1], such that there is a corresponding
sequence of closed points on B, denoted by {t;}5°,, satisfying the following conditions:

(1) The pair (X, a;Dy,;) is K-semistable for every i,
(2) The pair (X, ¢Dy,) is not K-semistable for any rational a; < ¢ <1 and every 3.

As (Xi,,a,Dy,) is kit for every i, by ACC of log canonical thresholds (see [HMX14]), we
may assume (X3, aDy,) is log canonical for every i after subtracting those a; that are not
sufficiently close to a.

We first assume a = 1, then there is a positive rational number 0 < £ < 1 such that
(X, (1 — &)Dy,) is log canonical if and only if (X}, Dy,) is log canonical for every 4. Since
(X, aiDy,;) is K-semistable, the pair (X, Dy,) is log canonical for sufficiently large 4, thus
being K-semistable by |Odal3b, Theorem 1.5]. By interpolation property of K-stability
(JADL19, Proposition 2.13]), we see (Xy;, cDy,) is K-semistable for any rational a; < ¢ < 1,
which is a contradiction.

We next assume 0 < a < 1 and consider the family p, : (X,aD) — B. As we have seen,
the set

{min{1, (X}, aD;)}|t € B}
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is finite by Theorem thus there exists a positive rational number 0 < £, < 1 such
that, the pair (X, aD;) is K-semistable if and only if 6(X;, aDy) > &,. Since (X}, a;Dy,) is
K-semistable, by valuative criterion,

AXti,aiDti (E) >

S)Qi ,0; D, (E)

for any prime divisor E over A;,. Again by the relation

1—a
.SXti,aiDti (E)7

SXti,aDti (E) = 1—a
i

we have
Ax,, oDy, (E) B Ax,, 0Dy, (E) — (a — ai)ordg(Dy,)
Sx,,.ap,, (E) 28y, apy, (E)

S l—a; a—ua Tx, (E)

~ l-a 1-aSx(E)

l-—a; (a—a;)(d+1)

1—a 1—a

> &a

for sufficiently large 7. Thus the pair (X}, ¢Dy,) is K-semistable for each rational a; < ¢ < a,
which is a contradiction and implies that {u(t)|t € B} is a finite set. The proof is finished.
O

As {i(t)|t € B} and {u(t)|t € B} are both finite rational sets, we assume [(t) takes values
m{0<;<1i=0,1,...,rr+ 1} with0=1ly <ly <lp < .. <l <lpy1 =1, and u(t) takes
values in {0 <u; <1|j =0,1,...,s,s+1} with 0 = ug < w3 < ug < ... <us < usp1 = 1. We
put these rational numbers together and reorder them by identifying the repeating numbers
as the following sequence:

O=cp<c<e<..<cp<cpyr =1

We will see in the following theorem that the above sequence of ¢; is exactly what we need
in Section [l

Theorem 4.5. Let m : X — B be a Q-Gorenstein flat family of Q-Fano varieties of dim
d such that —Ky/p 1s a relatively ample Q-line bundle on X, and B is a normal base.
Suppose D is an effective Q-divisor on X such that every component of D s flat over B and
D ~q —Ky,p over B. For a rational number 0 < ¢ < 1, denote by p. : (X,cD) — B and

B, := {t € B|(X, cDy) is K-semistable}.

Then there exist finite rational numbers 0 = cg < ¢1 < g < ... < ¢ < cxr1 = 1 such that
B, does not change as c varies in (cj,cji1) for 0 < j < k. Moreover, we give the following
description of the relationships among Bej—¢, Be; and Bc, . for rational 0 < € <€ 1 and
0<j<k:

(1) By = B** and B. = B**\ {t € Blu(t) < 0},

(2) if ¢; =1, for some 1 < p <71 and ¢; # uq for any 1 < g < s, we have

Bej—e C Be; = Bejre and  Be, \ By, = {t € B|l(t) = ¢},
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(3) if ¢; = uq for some 1 < q < s and c; # 1, for any 1 <p <r, we have
Be,—« = Be; D Bejre and  Be, \ Bejre = {t € Blu(t) = cj},
(4) if ¢j =1, = uq for some 1 <p <r and 1< q <s, we have
Be,—e C Be; D Bejte,
Be, \ Be,—e = {t € B|l(t) = c¢;} and Be; \ Be;yc = {t € Blu(t) = ¢;}.

Proof. We first show that B, does not change as c varies in (cj, ¢j41) for 0 < j < k. Suppose
t € B, where ¢ € (¢j,cj41), it suffices to show that ¢ € B, for any a € (¢j,¢j41). By our
choice of ¢;, k =0,1,...,k+1, we have (¢;, ¢j+1) C [I(t),u(t)], which means that (X}, aDy) is
K-semistable for any a € (¢;,¢j41). Thus t € B, for any a € (¢j, ¢jq1)-

Next we show the four statements listed in the theorem. (1) is clear. For (2), suppose
t € B, for some 1 < j < k. Since ¢; # uq for any 1 < ¢ < s, we see that t € Be,te for
0<e<x 1, ie B C Bete. Now we suppose t € B,y for 0 < e < 1. If l(t) # cj, then
t € B, obviously; if [(t) = c;, by Lemma (2), we still have that (X}, ¢;D;) is K-semisatble,
le. te Bcj. Thus Bcj = Bcj+e. Suppose t € Bcj,6 for 0 < € < 1, then we see that t € Bc].
still by Lemma, (2), thus B, C B, for 0 < e < 1. Suppose t € B,,, if I(t) # c;, then
t € B, ¢; if I(t) = ¢;, then by the definition of /() we see that ¢ is not contained in B, ,
thus Be, \ Be,—« = {t € BJl(t) = ¢;}. By now, (2) is proved. The analysis of (3) and (4) are
totally the same as that of (2), we just omit the proof. O

We end this section by the following lemma, which will be used in the next section.

Lemma 4.6. Notation as in Theorem [{.5, we have the following results:

(1) if ¢; = 1, for some 1 < p < r and ¢; # uq for any 1 < q < s, then the set
{(X,¢;Dy)|l(t) = ¢;} contains no K-polystable element,

(2) if ¢; = ug for some 1 < q < s and ¢; # l, for any 1 < p < r, then the set
{(X, ¢;Dy)|u(t) = c;} contains no K-polystable element,

(3) for 1 < j <k and rational 0 < € < 1, it cannot happen that (Xy, (c; + €)Dy) (resp.
(Xt (¢j — €)Dy)) is strictly K-semistable (i.e. K-semistable but not K-polystable) but
(Xt ¢;Dy) is K-polystable.

Proof. We only prove (1) and (3), as (2) can be proved by the same way as (1). For (1),
suppose t € B satisfies that [(t) = ¢; = [, for some 1 < p < r and ¢j # uq for any 1 < g < s,
and (X, ¢;Dy) is K-polystable. We first see that (X, (¢j+€)Dy) is K-polystable for all rational
0 < e <1, and (&, (¢; — €)Dy) is K-unstable for all rational 0 < € < 1. By [BLZ19,LXZ22],
there is a special test configuration of (&}, (¢c; —€)D;), denoted by (), (¢; — €)De), such that

(S(Xt, (Cj — E)Dt) = 5()76,0, (Cj — E)Dﬁo) < 1.
Thus the generalized Futaki invariant of this test configuration is negative, which implies
that it is not of product typdﬂ By the same method as the proof of Lemma (namely

by showing the log boundedness of the set {(Ve0,¢jDeo)}o<c<1 and bounding their delta
invariants, and then apply Theorem , we know that (Ve o, c¢jDeo) is K-semistable when

2If the test configuration is of product type, then the generalized Futaki invariant of (), c;D.) and that
of (Ve, (¢j + €)De) both vanish by the K-polystability of (X, ¢;D:) and (X, (¢c; + €)D¢). By linearity, the
generalized Futaki invariant of (Y, (¢; — €)D.) also vanishes, which is a contradiction to its negativity.
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€ is sufficiently small, then one sees that the test configuration is of product type, since the
K-polystable pair (X}, c;D;) degenerates to a K-semistable pair (Ve0,¢;De), contradiction.

For (3), we only assume (X, (¢; + €)Dy) is strictly K-semistable for rational 0 < e < 1
but (&}, c¢;Dy) is K-polystable, as the other case can be proved similarly. For any special
test configuration of (X, (¢; +€)Dy), denoted by (W, (¢j + €)D), such that the central fiber
(Weo, (¢j + €)De) is K-semistable, by the same method as the proof of Lemma [£.3] we
know (We,0,¢jDe) is also K-semistable for sufficiently small e. Thus the test configuration
is of product type, since (X3, ¢;D;) is K-polystable. This implies that (X, (¢; + €)Dy) is
K-polystable, contradiction. O

5. APPLICATION TO K-MODULI

In this section we study the wall crossing phenomenon for K-moduli. Through the section,
we fix a rational number r > 0. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose r > 1. There exists a positive rational number 0 < tg < 1 depending
only on d and r such that if X is a Q-Fano variety of dimension d and D ~g —rKx 1is
a Weil divisor satisfying that (X, 1_%D) is log canonical, then the pair (X, %D) is also log
canonical.

Proof. The existence of ty is just an application of ACC of log canonical thresholds by
[HMX14]. O

We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Notation as in the previous lemma, there exists a rational number 0 <t < 1
depending only on d and v, such that the pair (X, <D) is K-semistable for some rational
c € [1—ty,1) if and only if (X, £D) is K-semistable for any rational ¢ € [1 — tg,1].

Proof. It follows from the next lemma by taking t; = <. O

Lemma 5.3. Let (Y,G) be an lc log Calabi-Yau pair where Y is a Q-Fano variety of di-
mension d and G ~g —Kx is an effective Q-divisor on Y. Then there exists a rational
0 < €y <1 depending only on d and the coefficients of G such that the following statements
are equivalent:

(1) the pair (Y, cG) for some rational ¢ € (1 — €, 1) is K-semistable,

(2) the pair (Y, cG) for any rational ¢ € (1 — €p, 1] is K-semistable,

(3) Py (E) = Ay (E) — Sy(E) >0 for every lc place E of (Y,G).

Proof. The direction (2) = (1) is clear. We first prove (1) = (3). Let E be an lc place
of (Y,G), then by Lemma one can construct a test configuration (J,G; —Ky/u1) of
(Y, G; —Ky) such that Fut(),G; =Ky u1) = 0. By Lemma we have

Fut(Y,cG; =Ky p1) = c- Fut(Y, G; =Ky a1) + (1 = ¢) - Fut(Y; =Ky p1) > 0.
Thus we see the following
Fut(y; _Ky/Al) Ay(E) — Sy(E) > 0.

It remains to prove (3) = (2). Suppose it is not ture, then there exists a sequence of
increasing rational numbers 0 < a; < 1 tending to one and a corresponding sequence of Ic
Calabi-Yau pairs (Y;, G;) such that

up to a positive multiple
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(1) Y; is a Q-Fano variety of dimension d and G; ~g —Ky; has its coefficients contained
in the set of coefficients of G,
(2) Ay, (F) — Sy,(F') > 0 for any lc place F of (Y;, G;),
(3) (Yi,aiG;) is K-unstable for each .
By [LX14], there exists a special divisor E; over Y; which corresponds to a special test
configuration of (Y;,a;G;), denoted by (), a;G;), such that

FUt(yi, a;G;; _Kyi) wihee pOSi:tWE mltipte AYimGi (EZ) - SYz',aiGi(Ei) <0.

After subtracting those a; which are not close to one, we may assume (Y;0,Gio) is log
canonical by [HMX14]. That is to say, the test configuration (), G;) degenerates an lc pair
(Yi, G;) to another lc pair (Vio,Gio), which implies that E; is an lc place of (Y;, G;) by
Lemma [2.8] This is a contradiction, since Ay, (F)— Sy, (F) > 0 for any lc place F of (Y;,G;),
however,

AY; 0,6, (Ei) = Syiai6,(Ei) = (1 = ai)(Ay, (E;) — Sy, (£i)) <0.
The proof is finished. O

If » > 1, we choose t{, as above; if 0 < r < 1, we take t{, = 1 — r. From now on, we
consider a set F of pairs satisfying that (X, D) € F if and only if it is of the following form:

(1) X is a Q-Fano variety of dimension d and volume v,
(2) D ~g —rKx is a Weil divisor on X such that (X, £D) is K-semistable for some
rational ¢ € [0,1).

Theorem 5.4. Notation as above, the set F is contained in a log bounded family.

Proof. Suppose (X, D) € F, then vol(—Kx) = v. By Lemma (X, £D) is K-semistable
for some rational ¢ € [0,1 — t]. By valuative criterion, we have

Ax(B) | (=) Axep(B)

Sx(B) © Sxep(B) 2

where E runs through all prime divisors over X. Thus §(X) > ¢{. By [Jia20] we know
that X lies in a bounded family. As D ~g —rKx is a Weil divisor, the degree of D is also
bounded. Thus F is contained in a log bounded family. O

Note that the varieties in F admit dimension d and volume v. We choose a sufficiently
divisible m depending only on (d,v,t;) such that —mKx is very ample for every Q-Fano
variety X with dim(X) = d, vol(—Kx) = v, and §(X) > ¢{. Then we consider the following
subset of F, denoted by Fz”ﬁ,]\,m, such that (X, D) € Fz’ﬁwm if and only if the following
conditions are satisfied:

(1) (X, D) can be embedded into PVm x IP’NT”H such that Ox (1) := Opn,, (1)|x ~ —mKx
and H(PNm, Opn,, (1)) &2 HY(X, —-mKx),

(2) X (resp. D) admits the Hilbert polynomial x (resp. x) with respect to Ox (1) (resp.
OD(l) = Ome (1)|D)

3By this notation we mean that X and D are embedded into PV™ respectively.
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We just use F,, to denote ]-';fb’?li]\,m for simplicity, and we from now on fix P := (x, x). Define

the subset F,, . C F,, for a rational c € [0,1) as follows:
Fme :={(X, D) € Fp|the pair (X, ;D) is K-semistable}.

By the proof of [XZ20, Theorem 2.21], F,,, admits an algebraic structure, and Fp, . C Fp,
is an open sub-scheme (e.g. [BLX22,Xu20]), then we write F'¢! and ]:ﬁ,fi to be the
corresponding reduced schemes. By |[ADL19, Theorem 3.24], the reduced Artin stacks
[]-"ﬁ,‘fi /PGL(N,, + 1)] stabilize for sufficiently divisible m, thus we just denote it by /\/lﬁ re
By the works [Jia20,BLX22,Xu20|, we currently know that ./\/lg’ rc s areduced Artin stack
of finite type representing the moduli pseudo-functor over reduced bases, where Mﬁ ’ (9)
for a reduced scheme S € Sch¢ consists of all families (X', D) — S satisfying the following
conditions:

(1) (X,D) — S is a Q-Gorenstein flat family with each fiber contained in Fp, .,

(2) —Kx/s is a relatively ample Q-line bundle on X and D ~q s —1Kyx /5.

Remark 5.5. We only consider the above moduli pseudo-functor for convenience, but it is
also defined for any base (including non-reduced ones) due to the work [Kol19|. Fix a rational
number ¢ € [0,1), to define the moduli functor for an arbitrary base scheme S € Schc, one
just consider all the families (X', D) — S satisfying the following conditions:

(1) X — S is proper and flat,

(2) D is a K-flat family of divisors on X (see [Kol19]),

(3) =Kx/s — cD is Q-Cartier with each geometric fiber contained in J, .

By the works [ABHLX20, BHLLX21,XZ20,LXZ22], M{.ﬁm admits a projective separated
good moduli space M ffm parametrizing K-polystable elements. We denote (X, Dy,) C
(Fred 5 PNm Fred o PNm) o be the universal family corresponding to F:¢4, and denote by

1 1
p1 (X, — D) =: (X, -D) — Fred,
Combine Theorem and Lemma [5.2] we have the following result.

Theorem 5.6. There exist finite rational numbers 0 = cyp < ¢1 < g < ... < ¢ < cgy1 = 1
such that

(1) the schemes f,ﬁfﬁ do not change as ¢ varies in (c;, cj+1) for 0 < j < k, and we have
open 1Mmmersions
d d d
‘F;‘Y(:,ije — ‘FTI:LE,C]' « "T_jr(;,cj+e
for rational 0 < e < 1 and 1 < j <k.
(2) the Artin stacks ngm do not change as c varies in (c;, cj+1) for 0 < j <k, and we

have open immersions
K K K
MP,T,Cj—e 7 MP,T,Cj y MP,T,Cj+e

for rational 0 < e <1 and 1 < j <k.
(3) the good moduli spaces MF, . do not change as c varies in (cj,cjt1) for 0 < j <k,
and we have the following projective morphisms among good moduli spaces
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for rational 0 < e € 1 and 1 < j < k, which are induced by the following diagram:

K K K
Pr.cj—e MP,T,CJ MP,’I‘,C7+€
KoM ey
Pyr.cj—e Pyr.c Prcj+e

Remark 5.7. Consider the universal family
1 1 red
pP1: (Xm, ;Dm) = (X, ;D) — Fm .

Take 0=y <l < ... <l <lpp1=1land 0 = up < u1 < ... < ug < ugy1 = 1 as in Section
Combine Lemma [4.6, we have the following possibilities.
(1) For 1 < j <k, if ¢; = [, for some 1 < p <7 but ¢j # uy for any 1 < ¢ < s. By
Lemma the set {(X;, ZD;)|l(t) = ¢;} contains no K-polystable points. Thus,
(A%, %Dt) is K-polystable if and only if (X}, er_ept) is K-polystable for 0 < € < 1.
This implies that

- . K K
¢j : MP,T,ije - MP,T,Cj

is an isomorphism.
(2) For 1 <j <k, if ¢; = uq for some 1 < g < s but ¢j # [, for any 1 < p <r, the same
analysis as in the previous case tells us that

K K
(b;— : MP,T,Cj+€ - MP,T‘,Cj
is an isomorphism for 0 < € < 1.
Remark 5.8. By Theorem [4.5((1), we also have the following open embeddings for rational

D<ex1:

red red K K
Fm,co A }-m,coJre and MPW,CO A MPJ‘700+€’

which induce the projective morphism
+ . K K
d)o . MP,r,coJre — MP,r,co

via the following commutative diagram:

K K
MP,T,Cnge MP,T,CO

Ly

K o K
P,r,cote MP,T,CO .

By [Zho21, Theorem 1.1], if X is a K-polystable Fano variety corresponding to a closed
point [X] € M 57«, o> then the set of points corresponding to pairs of the form (X, D), where
D ~g —rKx is a Weil divisor and is GIT-polystable under Aut(X)-action (see [Zho21]), is
contained in the fiber of ¢ over [X].
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