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THE RELATIVE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM FOR

EXCELLENT ALGEBRAIC SPACES AND ANALYTIC SPACES

IN EQUAL CHARACTERISTIC ZERO

SHIJI LYU AND TAKUMI MURAYAMA

Abstract. We establish the relative minimal model program with scaling for projective morphisms
of quasi-excellent algebraic spaces admitting dualizing complexes, quasi-excellent formal schemes
admitting dualizing complexes, semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces, rigid analytic spaces,
Berkovich spaces, and adic spaces locally of weakly finite type over a field, all in equal characteristic
zero. To do so, we prove finite generation of relative adjoint rings associated to projective morphisms
of such spaces using the strategy of Cascini and Lazić and the generalization of the Kawamata–
Viehweg vanishing theorem to the scheme setting recently established by the second author. To
prove these results uniformly, we prove GAGA theorems for Grothendieck duality and dualizing
complexes to reduce to the algebraic case. In addition, we apply our methods to establish the
relative minimal model program with scaling for spaces of the form above in dimensions ≤ 3 in
positive and mixed characteristic, and to show that one can run the relative minimal model program
with scaling for complex analytic spaces without shrinking the base at each step.
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1. Introduction

In [BCHM10; HM10], Birkar, Cascini, Hacon, and McKernan established the relative minimal
model program with scaling for projective morphisms of complex quasi-projective varieties. Re-
cently, Villalobos-Paz [VP] established the analogue of this result for algebraic spaces of finite type
over a field of characteristic zero, and Fujino [Fuj] and Das–Hacon–Păun [DHP] established the
analogue for complex analytic spaces.

The goal of this paper is to prove the following theorem. This shows one can give a unified proof
of the relative minimal model program with scaling established in [BCHM10; VP; Fuj; DHP] that
simultaneously applies to other, larger categories of spaces, with appropriate choices of scaling divi-
sors A. Note that projective morphisms occur naturally in all categories considered: For example,
if X is a space in one of the categories below, then resolutions of singularities X̃ → X as produced
in [Hir64; AHV77; Sch99; Tem08; Tem12; Tem18] are projective morphisms. Together with these
results on resolutions of singularities, the vanishing theorems in [KMM87; Nak87; Mur], and the
weak factorization theorems in [W lo03; AKMW02; AT19], Theorem A shows that we now have
many of the key tools of complex birational geometry available in these other categories of spaces.

Theorem A (The relative minimal model program with scaling in equal characteristic zero). Let
π : X → Z be a projective morphism in one of the following categories, where X and Z are integral
and X is normal:

(0) The category of excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a
scheme S admitting dualizing complexes.

(I) The category of quasi-excellent Noetherian formal schemes of equal characteristic zero ad-
mitting c-dualizing complexes.

(II) The category of semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces.
(III) The category of k-analytic spaces over a complete non-Archimedean field k of characteristic

zero.
(III′) The category of rigid k-analytic spaces over a complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean

field k of characteristic zero.
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(IV) The category of adic spaces locally of weakly finite type over a complete non-trivially valued
non-Archimedean field k of characteristic zero.

Let KX be a canonical divisor on X chosen compatibly with a dualizing complex on Z.1

Suppose X is Q-factorial over Z (or Q-factorial in case (0)) and let ∆ be a Q-divisor such that
(X,∆) is klt. Let A be a Q-invertible sheaf on X such that the following conditions hold:

(i) A is π-ample.
(ii) KX + ∆ +A is π-nef.

Then, the relative minimal model program with scaling of A over Z exists. Moreover, we have the
following properties.

(1) The relative minimal model program with scaling of A over Z terminates after a finite
sequence of flips and divisorial contractions over every affinoid subdomain2 U ⊆ Z for
which there exists a rational number c ∈ (−∞, 1] such that (cKX + ∆)|U is π|π−1(U)-big.

(2) If there exists an affinoid covering Z =
⋃
j Uj such that each Uj satisfies the condition in

(1), then the relative minimal model program with scaling of A over Z yields a commutative
diagram

(X,∆) (Xm,∆m)

Z

π πm
(1)

where X 99K Xm is a rational/meromorphic map and for each j, π−1
m (Uj) → Uj is ei-

ther the relative analytification of a minimal model over Uj (when (KX + ∆)|π−1(Uj) is

π-pseudoeffective) or the relative analytification of a Mori fibration over Uj (when (KX +
∆)|π−1(Uj) is not π-pseudoeffective).

(3) If (KX + ∆)|π−1(U) is not π-pseudoeffective for every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z, then the
relative minimal model program with scaling of A terminates in finitely many steps and
yields a commutative diagram (1) where X 99K Xm is a meromorphic map and πm is the
relative analytification of a Mori fibration over every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z.

We note the hypotheses on the scaling divisor A can be weakened in case (0). See Theorems
21.7 and 21.8 and Corollaries 21.9 and 21.10. In case (0), the partially defined map X 99K Xm is
rational in the sense of [Stacks, Tag 0EMM]. In case (II), the partially defined map X 99K Xm is
meromorphic in the sense of Remmert [Rem57, Def. 15] (see also [Pet94, Definition 1.7]). In cases
(III), (III′), and (IV), the partially defined map X 99K Xm is meromorphic in the sense of Morrow
and Rosso [MR23, Definition 3.2].

In addition to the results in [BCHM10; VP; Fuj; DHP] mentioned above, as far as we are aware,
the only known case of (I), (III), (III′), and (IV) is the case whenX is a rigid analytic surface. In this
case, the relative minimal model program is known [Uen87; Mit11], and also holds when char(k) > 0.
For case (0), the relative minimal model program for schemes holds without the assumption on
characteristic in dimension 2 [Sha66; Lic68; Lip69; Tan18] and for residue characteristics /∈ {2, 3, 5}
in dimension 3 [Kaw94; Kol212; TY23; BMPSTWW; Sti]. The relative minimal model program
for morphisms X → Z where X is either a three-dimensional algebraic space over an algebraically
closed field of characteristic zero or a three-dimensional complex analytic space that is Moishezon
locally over Z is proved in [Sho96].

1For example, when Z is a variety over k or in cases (II), (III), (III′), and (IV), we can choose KX so that
OXsm

((KX)|Xsm
) = det(ΩXsm/k) where Xsm is the smooth locus of X.

2In cases (0) for schemes or (I), we mean “affine open.” In case (0), we mean “étale affine.”

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EMM
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1.1. Key points in the proof of Theorem A. We now discuss three key elements in the proof
of Theorem A. The first key point is the following:

Key point 1. All rings appearing in Theorem A are excellent. Thus, it suffices to prove our results
on the minimal model program in the algebraic setting for schemes or algebraic spaces and then use
GAGA-type theorems.

Theorem A therefore illustrates the power of working in the general context of excellent rings
and schemes: All rings appearing in these different contexts are excellent [Fri67; Mat73; Kie69;
Con99; Duc09], and hence we can use the GAGA theorems from [Ser56; EGAIII1; Köp74; Ber93;
Hub07; Poi10; AT19] to move between the algebraic and analytic settings. To implement this
strategy in this paper, we prove GAGA-type theorems for dualizing complexes and Grothendieck
duality in §24, which allow us to move from settings (I), (II), (III), (III′), and (IV) to the alge-
braic setting. This strategy using GAGA was previously used by Schoutens [Sch99] (in the rigid
analytic case) and Temkin [Tem12; Tem18] for resolutions of singularities, by Mitsui [Mit11] for
the bimeromorphic geometry of rigid analytic surfaces, and by Abramovich and Temkin [AT19] for
weak factorization of birational maps. However, as far as we are aware, our GAGA-type theorems
for Grothendieck duality and dualizing complexes are new in cases (II), (III), (III′), and (IV) (the
case for formal schemes is proved in [ATJLL99]). In case (IV), we prove GAGA-type theorems com-
paring Grothendieck duality for schemes with the Grothendieck duality results for adic spaces that
have only recently become available as a consequence of Clausen and Scholze’s theory of condensed
mathematics [CS19; CS22].

The special case of (0) when X and Z are schemes answers a question of Kollár [Kol08, (23)] and
is of particular interest separate from its role described above. This is because of the important
role (quasi-)excellent schemes play in the birational geometry of algebraic varieties, for example
in proving resolutions of singularities [Hir64], the theory of generic limits [dFM09; Kol08] and the
proof of the ACC conjecture for log canonical thresholds in the smooth case or the case when the
singularities lie in a bounded family [dFEM10; dFEM11], and cases of the ACC conjecture for
minimal log discrepancies in dimension three [Kaw15].

While the GAGA theorems described above work over every affinoid subdomain of the base space
Z, they cannot be applied globally on Z. Thus, we require a new ingredient that will allow us to
glue steps of the relative minimal model program with scaling together that are constructed over
each member of an affinoid covering. The solution to this gluing problem is the following:

Key point 2. Scaling has two roles: Termination and Gluing.

One of the key insights in [BCHM10] is that although it is unknown whether the relative minimal
model program always terminates, one can show that it terminates as long as one assumes the
boundary divisor is big and one keeps track of an appropriate scaling divisor A and uses it to
choose contraction morphisms at each step of the relative minimal model program. A more recent
insight originating in the uniqueness results due to Kollár [Kol212] and utilized by Villalobos-Paz
in [VP] to construct steps of the relative minimal model program for algebraic spaces of finite type
over a field of characteristic zero is that scaling has another role: Scaling enables one to choose
steps of the relative minimal model program uniquely, and hence one can glue together steps of
the relative minimal model program constructed locally on affinoid subdomains of the base. The
new insight in this paper is that we can adapt this idea to all categories stated in Theorem A, even
though the transition maps between rings of sections over affinoid subdomains of the base are not
étale or even of finite type. See Theorem 26.4.

Our methods apply outside of equal characteristic zero as well. Using recent progress on the
minimal model program for excellent schemes for surfaces and threefolds in positive and mixed
characteristic [Kaw94; Tan18; Kol212; TY23; BMPSTWW], we can show that Theorem A extends
to positive and mixed characteristics, as long as we assume that dim(X) = 2 or that dim(X) = 3,
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dim(π(X)) > 0, and the residue characteristics of local rings of Z are not in {2, 3, 5}. Note that
the special case (0) when X and Z are schemes is already interesting since [BMPSTWW, Theorem
G] assumes that Z is quasi-projective over an excellent domain admitting a dualizing complex.

Theorem Ap (The relative minimal model program with scaling in dimensions ≤ 3 in positive
and mixed characteristic). Fix notation as in the first paragraph of Theorem A with the words “of
(equal) characteristic zero” and with case (II) omitted.

Let ∆ be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that one of the following conditions holds:

• dim(X) ≤ 2 and either (X,∆) is log canonical or X is Q-factorial over Z and the coefficients
of ∆ lie in [0, 1].
• dim(X) = 3, X is Q-factorial over Z, (X,∆) is klt, and one of the following additional
conditions holds:
(a) dim(π(X)) > 0 and none of the residue fields of Z at closed points (in cases (0) and

(I)), at rigid points in Z (in cases (III) and (III′)), or at points in JG(Z) (in case (IV))
are of characteristic 2, 3, or 5.

(b) dim(π(X)) = 1.
(c) π : X → Z is a log resolution of a pair (Z,Γ) where Γ is a Q-Weil divisor such that

KZ + Γ is R-Cartier for which A below is a π-ample exceptional divisor.

Let A be a Q-invertible sheaf on X such that the following conditions hold:

(i) A is π-ample.
(ii) KX + ∆ +A is π-nef.

Then, the relative minimal model program with scaling of A over Z exists. Moreover, we have the
following properties.

(1) The relative minimal model program with scaling of A over Z terminates after a finite
sequence of flips and divisorial contractions over every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z starting
from (π−1(U),∆|π−1(U)).

(2) The relative minimal model program with scaling of A over Z yields a commutative diagram

(X,∆) (Xm,∆m)

Z

π πm

where X 99K Xm is a meromorphic map and over every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z, the
morphism π−1

m (U) → U is either the relative analytification of a minimal model over U
(when (KX+∆)|π−1(U) is π-pseudoeffective) or the relative analytification of a Mori fibration
over U (when (KX + ∆)|π−1(U) is not π-pseudoeffective).

Here, JG(X) denotes the Jacobson–Gelfand spectrum of a Jacobson adic space X as defined in
[Lou] (see Definition 23.14). Note that even though termination (without scaling) of flips is known
in the situation of Theorem Ap for schemes that are quasi-projective over an excellent domain
admitting a dualizing complex [Tan18; BMPSTWW; Sti], the gluing procedure described above
requires scaling. Thus, the relative minimal model program we construct still uses scaling.

For complex analytic spaces, where the relative minimal model program with scaling is due to
Fujino [Fuj] and Das–Hacon–Păun [DHP], Key point 2 allows us to adapt these existing results to
base spaces that are not necessarily Stein or compact. Compared to the results in [Fuj; DHP], our
results hold for all semianalytic germs Z of complex analytic spaces (instead of Stein spaces that
may have to be replaced by smaller subsets at each step of the relative minimal model program),
but require stronger assumptions on the scaling divisor A. These stronger assumptions enable us
to glue together each step of the relative minimal model program that is constructed on an affinoid
cover. By using the results in [Fuj] as input, we obtain a version of these results that do not require
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replacing the base by a smaller subset at each step. See Theorem 27.1 and cf. [Fuj, Theorem 1.7,
§13, and §22] and [DHP, Theorem 1.4].

A key difference between the relative minimal model program with scaling in [BCHM10] and
the relative minimal model program with scaling established in this paper and in previous work of
Villalobos-Paz [VP] is that we can now work with schemes that are not necessarily quasi-projective
varieties. This restriction in [BCHM10] is necessary for two reasons: (1) existing vanishing the-
orems and existing versions of the fundamental theorems of the minimal model program require
working with varieties and (2) applying Bertini theorems globally on X requires working with
quasi-projective varieties. We resolve these issues by using the following:

Key point 3. We can work with spaces that are not quasi-projective varieties by using the vanishing
theorems proved by the second author in [Mur] and by applying Bertini theorems locally over every
local ring of the base space.

Thus, one surprising aspect of the proof of Theorem A is that even after reducing to the special
case (0) when X and Z are schemes or algebraic spaces, proving the necessary vanishing theorems
ultimately require one to leave the world of schemes and use the Zariski–Riemann spaces from
[Nag63]. See [Mur].

For Bertini theorems, the key idea is that Bertini theorems for relatively generated invertible
sheaves can be shown locally over each local ring of the base space Z, as long as the local rings have
residue characteristic zero. Previously, this was done for relatively very ample invertible sheaves in
[BMPSTWW]. We can then extend the divisors constructed over each local ring to an affine cover
using the excellence of X, and work over each member of this affine cover separately. See §10.

1.2. Finite generation of relative adjoint rings. One of the key results shown in [BCHM10]
to establish Theorem A(0) for complex varieties is the finite generation of relative adjoint rings
[BCHM10, Theorem 1.2(3)]. We show the following finite generation result, following the approach
of Cascini–Lazić [CL12, Theorem A] and Corti–Lazić [CL13, Theorem 2] for complex varieties. Case
(II) below gives a new proof of [Fuj, Theorem F(1); DHP, Theorem 1.3] (note that [DHP] also uses
the strategy in [CL12; CL13] in the complex analytic setting).

Theorem B (Finite generation of relative adjoint rings). Fix notation as in the first paragraph of
Theorem A. Let ∆i be effective Q-Weil divisors on X for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ} such that KX + ∆i is
Q-Cartier and (X,∆i) is klt for each i. Let Ai be π-nef Q-invertible sheaves for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ}.
Assume that for each i, either Ai is π-ample, or that there exists a rational number ci ∈ (−∞, 1]
such that ciKX + ∆i is Q-Cartier and π-big. Then, the relative adjoint ring

⊕

(m1,m2,...,mℓ)∈Nℓ

π∗OX

(⌊
ℓ∑

i=1

mi(KX + ∆i +Ai)

⌋)

is of finite type over every affinoid subdomain in Z. In particular, if Z has a finite cover by affinoid
subdomains, then the relative adjoint ring is generated by finitely many summands.

An interesting aspect of our proof is that our version of [CL12, Theorem B] (which states that
EA(V ) is a rational polytope) holds when Z is a scheme of mixed characteristic. See Theorem 12.3.
This is because we can deduce it from [CL12, Theorem B] by passing to generic fibers. We note
that Theorem B in cases (I), (II), (III), (III′), and (IV) is not used to prove the corresponding cases
of Theorem A.

1.3. Some aspects of the proofs of Theorems A and B. As described in §1.1, Theorems A
and B unify the aforementioned results in [BCHM10; VP; Fuj; DHP] since we are able to deduce
them all from the case of excellent schemes. There are several key new inputs compared to [KMM87;
BCHM10; HM10; CL12; CL13], which we summarize here.
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(1) The Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem for proper morphisms of schemes of equal char-
acteristic zero, which was recently established by the second author in [Mur]. In arbitrary
dimension, the necessary vanishing theorems were previously only known for morphisms of
varieties [KMM87] and for Moishezon morphisms of complex analytic spaces [Nak87].

(2) New, relative versions of Bertini theorems for globally generated invertible sheaves (see
§10). These relative Bertini theorems are necessary since the usual Bertini theorems for
quasi-projective varieties do not apply. Similar Bertini theorems for very ample invertible
sheaves were shown in [BMPSTWW].

(3) GAGA theorems for Grothendieck duality and dualizing complexes (see §24). As mentioned
above, these GAGA theorems are necessary to establish the minimal model program in other
categories. For adic spaces, our GAGA result uses the condensed mathematics of Clausen
and Scholze [CS19; CS22]. As mentioned before, the case for formal schemes is proved in
[ATJLL99].

(4) Uniqueness results for steps of the minimal model program (see §26.2), which are variants
of results in [VP]. Compared to the results in [VP], our results apply to universally open
morphisms that are quasi-finite over closed points (in the sense of [SGA1new, p. 2]), even if
they are not necessarily of finite type. This flexibility is essential for applications to other
categories of spaces, where transition maps between affinoids are not étale or even of finite
type. These gluing results are used to glue steps of the minimal model program together
after constructing them over affinoid subdomains in Z.

To prove Theorem A, we also need versions of the Basepoint-free, Contraction, Rationality, and
Cone theorems for schemes and algebraic spaces. We give two proofs of these results: One by
by adapting strategy in [KMM87] for complex varieties (see §11), and another by adapting the
strategy in [CL13] for complex varieties (see §18). We have included the results proved by adapting
the strategy in [KMM87] because they apply more generally to weakly log terminal pairs, and this
version of the Rationality theorem (Theorem 11.7) also yields information on the denominators
that can appear. However, we will use some of our versions of the results in [CL13] to deduce
termination with scaling.

Finally, we mention that one can consider other generalizations of the minimal model program
to other categories of spaces. For example, for complex analytic spaces (case (II)), the minimal
model program for Kähler threefolds [CP97; Pet98; Pet01; HP15; HP16; CHP16; DO; DH1] (see also
[DH2]), classes of Kähler fourfolds [DHP], and log surfaces in Fujiki’s class C [Fuj21] are known. For
formal schemes (case (I)), Smith initiated the study of a minimal model program for pseudo-proper
formal schemes over a field in [Smi17]. A major difficulty for this class of formal schemes is that
Smith showed there are counterexamples to Kodaira-type vanishing theorems for smooth formal
schemes that are pseudo-projective over fields of characteristic zero [Smi17, Proposition 4.3.1].

Outline. This paper consists of six parts. Note that for readers who are primarily interested in our
results for other categories, Parts V and VI can largely be read independently from the previous
parts as long as one accepts the validity of Theorem A for schemes and refers back to the necessary
definitions and results earlier in the paper as needed.

In Part I, we establish the necessary preliminaries for the minimal model program for schemes
and algebraic spaces. Compared to the case of varieties, there are subtleties working with divisors
on algebraic spaces and having to do with Q-factoriality. We also prove many fundamental results
on relative nefness and bigness for morphisms of algebraic spaces, for example the theorem of the
base (Theorem 4.10) and Kleiman’s criterion for relative ampleness (Theorem 4.15), which we need
to establish theorems of the minimal model program for algebraic spaces in our setting.

We note that to prove Theorem A, it suffices to prove Theorem A(0) for schemes. This is
because one can deduce Theorem A(0) for algebraic spaces from the scheme-theoretic case using
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the framework in [VP], and cases (I), (II), (III), (III′), and (IV) only use the scheme case of Theorem
A(0). However, we have included the foundational results necessary to prove Theorem A directly for
algebraic spaces because we can prove more general results on the relative minimal model program
for algebraic spaces by proceeding directly (see Theorems 21.7 and 21.8) that we could not show
using the strategy in [VP], and because in verifying the necessary foundational results for schemes
that we could not locate in the literature, we realized that we could prove the same statements for
algebraic spaces. We believe these statements to be of independent interest and hope they will be
useful for future reference. Part I also illustrates what foundational results would be necessary to
prove Theorem A directly in cases (I), (III), (III′), and (IV) (see [Fuj; DHP] for case (II)).

In Part II, we prove our new relative versions of Bertini theorems for schemes. These theorems
will become necessary later to perturb klt pairs without having global Bertini theorems available as
would be the case for quasi-projective varieties over a field. We also show the fundamental theorems
of the minimal model program (the Basepoint-freness, Contraction, Rationality, and Cone theorems)
for algebraic spaces adapting the strategy in [KMM87] for complex varieties. While we also prove
dual versions of these theorems for klt pairs using the method in [CL13] (see §18), we have included
these results because they hold more generally for weakly log terminal pairs, and the Rationality
Theorem 11.7 provides some more information about the denominators that appear.

In Part III, we prove Theorem B for schemes using the strategy of Cascini–Lazić. A key input
is the version of the Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem proved by the second author [Mur,
Theorem A]. Because of the lack of Bertini theorems, however, we need to formulate many of our
results in terms of restriction maps on global sections instead of linear systems as is done in [CL12].
This allows us to reduce to the case when the base scheme Z is the spectrum of an excellent local
Q-algebra. We conclude the part by proving finite generation for klt pairs and giving alternative
proofs of the Contraction, Rationality, and Cone theorems by adapting the strategy in [CL13] for
complex varieties. These results will be used in Part IV to prove termination with scaling.

In Part IV, we establish the existence of flips and termination with scaling for schemes and
algebraic spaces, using Theorem B. This completes the proof of Theorem A(0). We then give some
applications of these results by showing that Q-factorializations and terminalizations exist, which
for simplicity we prove only for schemes.

In Part V, we setup the necessary preliminaries for Theorem A in cases (I), (II), (III), (III′), and
(IV). We then prove our GAGA-type results for dualizing complexes and Grothendieck duality in
§24. In §25, we set our notation for different categories of spaces and check that the hypotheses
in Theorems A and B are preserved under algebraization. Finally, we prove Theorems A, Ap , and
B in §26. The proof of Theorem Ap utilizes recent progress on the minimal model program for
excellent schemes in dimensions ≤ 3 [Kaw94; Tan18; Kol212; TY23; BMPSTWW].

We note that our assumptions on adic spaces in (IV) are necessary to even make sense of the
normality and irreducibility assumptions in Theorem A. Normality and irreducibility of adic spaces
locally of weakly finite type over a field are defined in [Man23]. We will also use these assumptions
to utilize excellence results from [Kie69; Con99; Duc09] in the proofs of our statements on GAGA
and Grothendieck duality.

Finally, in Part VI, we prove some additional results in other categories utilizing the gluing
techniques we developed to prove Theorem A. First, using as input the results in [Fuj] for complex
analytic spaces and our methods in Part IV of this paper, we show that one can run the relative
minimal model program with scaling for complex analytic spaces without shrinking the base space
Z at each step (Theorem 27.1). Second, we discuss how the versions of the Basepoint-free and
Contraction theorems in this paper can be reformulated to avoid the assumption that a dualizing
complex exists on the base space Z (Theorems 28.1 and 28.2).
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and Chenyang Xu for helpful discussions.

Notation and conventions. All rings are commutative with identity, and all ring maps are unital.
For a ringed space or ringed site X, Dc(X) denotes the derived category of OX -modules with

coherent cohomology sheaves. We can then define D+
c (X), D−

c (X), and Db
c(X) bounded-below,

bounded-above, and bounded derived categories of OX -modules with coherent cohomology sheaves,
respectively. When the notion of quasi-coherent OX -modules is defined, we define Dqc(X), D+

qc(X),

D−
qc(X), and Db

qc(X) similarly.
Let X be an algebraic space over a scheme S. We say that a quasi-coherent sheaf A of OX -

algebras is of finite type if for every affine scheme U = Spec(R) étale over X, we have A|U
∼= Ã

where A is an R-algebra of finite type (see [EGAInew, (2.2.5); Stacks, Tag 07V8]).

Part I. Preliminaries for schemes and algebraic spaces

In this part, we establish preliminary definitions and results that will be used throughout the
paper. For the reader’s convenience, we have tried to provide references for corresponding material
in [KMM87], [CL12], and [CL13]. We use the definition of algebraic spaces over a scheme S from
[Stacks, Tag 025Y].

2. Quasi-excellence, excellence, and dualizing complexes

2.1. Quasi-excellence and excellence. We will mostly work with quasi-excellent or excellent
schemes.

Definition 2.1 [EGAIV2, Définition 7.8.2 and (7.8.5); Mat80, (34.A) Definition]. Let R be a ring.
We say that R is excellent if the following conditions are satisfied.

(i) R is Noetherian.
(ii) R is universally catenary.

(iii) R is a G-ring, i.e., for every prime ideal p ⊆ R, the p-adic completion map Rp → R̂p has
geometrically regular fibers.

(iv) R is J-2, i.e., for every R-algebra S of finite type, the regular locus in Spec(S) is open.

We say that R is quasi-excellent if (i), (iii), and (iv) are satisfied. A locally Noetherian scheme X
is excellent (resp. quasi-excellent) if it admits an open affine covering X =

⋃
i Spec(Ri) such that

every Ri is excellent (resp. quasi-excellent).

Since quasi-excellence is an étale local property by [Mat89, Theorem 32.2], we can define quasi-
excellence as follows.

Definition 2.2 (see [CT20, §2.1]). Let X be a locally Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme S.
We say that X is quasi-excellent if for every étale morphism U → X from a scheme U , the scheme
U is quasi-excellent.

2.2. Dualizing complexes. We will need the notion of a dualizing complex to make sense of
canonical sheaves and divisors, which we will define in §6.

Definition 2.3 [Har66, Chapter V, Definition on p. 258; Con00, p. 118; Stacks, Tag 0A87]. Let
X be a locally Noetherian scheme. A dualizing complex on X is an object ω•

X in Db
c(X) that has

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/07V8
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/025Y
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A87
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finite injective dimension, such that the natural morphism

id −→ RHomOX

(
RHomOX

(−, ω•
X), ω•

X

)

of δ-functors on Dc(X) is an isomorphism.

Remark 2.4. Locally Noetherian schemes admitting dualizing complexes have finite Krull dimension
and are universally catenary [Har66, Chapter V, Corollary 7.2; Stacks, Tag 0A80]. Thus, quasi-
excellent schemes admitting dualizing complexes are excellent.

Remark 2.5. All excellent Henselian local rings admit a dualizing complex [Hin93, p. 289].

We can define dualizing complexes for algebraic spaces étale-locally.

Definition 2.6 [AB10, Definition 2.16; Stacks, Tag 0E4Z]. Let X be a locally Noetherian algebraic
space over a scheme S. A dualizing complex on X is a complex ω•

X in Db
qc(X) for which there

exists a surjective étale morphism U → X from a scheme U such that the pullback of ω•
X to U is

a dualizing complex on U in the sense of Definition 2.3.

We will frequently use the following fact:

Lemma 2.7 (cf. [Har66, (2) on p. 299; AB10, Proposition 2.18 and Remark on p. 14; Stacks,
Tag 0AA3]). Let f : X → Y be a separated morphism of finite type between Noetherian algebraic
spaces over a scheme S. Consider a Nagata compactification

X X̄

Y
f

f̄

of f . If ω•
Y is a dualizing complex on Y , then

f !ω•
Y :=

(
ā(ω•

Y )
)
|X

is a dualizing complex on X, where ā is the right adjoint of the derived pushforward Rf̄∗.

The right adjoint of the derived pushforward is constructed in [Stacks, Tag 0E55]. Nagata com-
pactifications exist for separated morphisms of finite type between quasi-compact quasi-separated
algebraic spaces [CLO12, Theorem 1.2.1] (see also [FK06, pp. 355–356; Ryd, Theorem F]).

Proof. Let U → Y be an étale surjective morphism from a scheme U such that the pullback of ω•
Y

to U is a dualizing complex. Next, we note that restriction and the right adjoint a are compatible
with étale base change by definition, where we use the fact that the right adjoint does not depend
on whether we consider a scheme as an actual scheme or the algebraic space it represents by
[Stacks, Tag 0E6E]. We therefore see that the pullback of f ! to U is the exceptional pullback for
schemes constructed in [Stacks, Tag 0A9Y]. The statement now follows from the scheme case (after
replacing U by an open affine cover) in [Har66, (2) on p. 299; Stacks, Tag 0AA3]. �

3. Divisors and linear systems

3.1. Divisors. We will use the definition of the group Div(X) of Cartier divisors for ringed spaces
from [EGAIV4, Définition 21.1.2], and the group WDiv(X) of Weil divisors for locally Noetherian
schemes from [EGAIV4, (21.6.2)]. See [Kle79, p. 204] for the definition of the sheaf KX of mero-
morphic functions. The group of Weil divisors is denoted by Z1(X) in [EGAIV4, (21.6.2)] and by
Div(X) in [Stacks, Tag 0ENJ]. The subgroup of principal Cartier divisors is denoted by Princ(X).

Instead of developing the theory of Cartier divisors and cycle maps for algebraic spaces, we will
only work with the monoid of effective Cartier divisors Diveff(X) on algebraic spaces in the sense
of [Stacks, Tag 083B] (denoted by EffCart(X) in [Stacks, Tag 0CPG]) and Weil divisors on integral

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A80
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0E4Z
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AA3
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0E55
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0E6E
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A9Y
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AA3
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0ENJ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/083B
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0CPG
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locally Noetherian algebraic spaces in the sense of [Stacks, Tag 0ENJ]. Note that the definition
of Cartier divisors on algebraic spaces in [Knu71, Definition 8.11] assumes the algebraic space is
separated.

We now define Cartier and Weil divisors with Q- and R-coefficients.

Definition 3.1 (see [KMM87, Definitions 0-1-3 and 0-1-8; BCHM10, Definition 3.1.1]). Let X be
a ringed space, and let k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. A k-Cartier divisor on X is an element of the group

Divk(X) := Div(X)⊗Z k.

If X is a locally Noetherian scheme or an integral locally Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme
S, a k-Weil divisor on X is an element of the group

WDivk(X) := WDiv(X) ⊗Z k.

A k-Cartier divisor is integral if it lies in the image of the map

Div(X) −→ Divk(X)

and a k-Weil divisor is integral if it lies in the image of the map

WDiv(X) −→WDivk(X).

A k-Cartier divisor (resp. k-Weil divisor) is effective if it can be written as a k-linear combination of
effective Cartier divisors (resp. effective Weil divisors). The set of effective k-Cartier (resp. k-Weil)
divisors on X is denoted Diveff

k (X) (resp. WDiveff
k (X)). We drop the prefix “Z-” if k = Z.

If A =
∑r

i=1 aiCi is an R-Weil divisor on X where the Ci are distinct prime Weil divisors, then
the round-up and round-down of A are the Weil divisors

⌈A⌉ :=

r∑

i=1

⌈ai⌉Ci and ⌊A⌋ :=

r∑

i=1

⌊ai⌋Ci

respectively, and the fractional part of A is

{A} :=

r∑

i=1

{ai}Ci,

where {ai} := ai − ⌊ai⌋ is the fractional part of ai for every i. If B =
∑r

i=1 biCi is another R-Weil
divisor on X, then we also set

A ∧B :=

r∑

i=1

min{ai, bi}Ci.

When X is a locally Noetherian scheme, there is a commutative diagram

Div(X) DivQ(X) DivR(X)

WDiv(X) WDivQ(X) WDivR(X)

cyc cyc⊗ZQ cyc⊗ZR (2)

of Abelian groups, where the left vertical map is the cycle map from [EGAIV4, (21.6.5.1)], and the
other vertical maps are obtained via extension of scalars. The cycle map preserves effective divisors
[EGAIV4, Proposition 21.6.6].

Convention 3.2. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Then, the cycle map cyc is bijective
if and only if X is locally factorial [EGAIV4, Théorème 21.6.9(ii)]. In this case, we can identify
Cartier and Weil divisors, as well as their corresponding versions with Q- or R-coefficients. On
such schemes, we omit the word “Cartier” or “Weil.”

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0ENJ
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Even if X is not locally factorial, as long as X is normal, we can pass from Cartier divisors to
Weil divisors.

Definition 3.3 (see [KMM87, Remark 0-1-6(2); Laz04, Remarks 1.1.4 and 1.3.8]). Let X be a
normal locally Noetherian scheme. Then, the cycle map

cyc : Div(X) −→WDiv(X)

is injective [EGAIV4, Théorème 21.6.9(i)], as are the maps

Div(X) −→ Divk(X)

for k ∈ {Q,R} by the commutativity of the diagram (2). A Weil divisor D is Cartier if D lies in
the image of Div(X) under the cycle map cyc. For k ∈ {Q,R}, a k-Weil divisor D is k-Cartier if
D lies in the image of the map

cyc⊗Z k : Divk(X) −→WDivk(X).

Convention 3.4 (see [KMM87, Definition 0-1-7]). Let X be a normal locally Noetherian scheme.
We say that X is Q-factorial if every Q-Weil divisor is Q-Cartier. In this case, we will say “Q-
divisor” instead of “Q-Cartier divisor” or “Q-Weil divisor.”

To make analogous definitions for algebraic spaces, we will only work with Weil divisors. We
recall that for ringed spaces X, there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Princ(X) −→ Div(X)
l
−→ Pic(X)

by [EGAIV4, Proposition 21.3.3(i)]. For k ∈ {Q,R}, we will also consider its extension of scalars

0 −→ Princk(X) −→ Divk(X)
l⊗Zk−−−→ Pick(X) (3)

to k, where

Princk(X) := Princ(X)⊗Z k and Pick(X) := Pic(X)⊗Z k.

For algebraic spaces X, we also have maps
(
Diveff(X)

)gp
k
−→ Pick(X) (4)

for k ∈ {Z,Q,R} obtained from [Stacks, Tag 0CPG] via extension of scalars, where

(Diveff(X))gpk := (Diveff(X))gp ⊗Z k.

Definition 3.5 (see [FM23, Definition 1.1; KMM87, Definition 0-1-3]). Let X be a ringed site. For
k ∈ {Q,R}, a k-invertible sheaf is an element of Pick(X). We will usually write Pick(X) additively,
in which case we denote the invertible sheaves associated to elements D ∈ PicZ(X) = Pic(X) and
elements D ∈ DivZ(X) (for ringed spaces X) or D ∈ Diveff

Z (X) (for algebraic spaces X) by OX(D).
We say that D,D′ ∈ Divk(X) are k-linearly equivalent if their images in Pick(X) are equal.

When X is a locally Noetherian scheme, these exact sequences fit into the commutative diagram

0 Princk(X) Divk(X) Pick(X)

Princk(X) WDivk(X) Clk(X) 0

l⊗Zk

cyc⊗Zk (5)

for k ∈ {Z,Q,R} by definition of the divisor class group Cl(X) in [EGAIV4, (21.6.7)], where

Clk(X) := Cl(X)⊗Z k.

Definition 3.6 (see [KMM87, Definition 0-1-3]). Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme or an
integral locally Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme S. For k ∈ {Q,R}, we say that D,D′ ∈
WDivk(X) are k-linearly equivalent if their images in Clk(X) are equal.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0CPG
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We will need to know when the exact sequence in the top row of (5) is also right exact.

Remark 3.7. The top row of (5) is a short exact sequence in the following cases for k = Z, and
hence also for k ∈ {Q,R} by flatness.

(i) X is a locally Noetherian scheme and Ass(OX) is contained in an open affine subscheme of
X [EGAIV4, Proposition 21.3.4(a)]. This holds for example when X is Noetherian and has
an ample invertible sheaf, in particular when X is quasi-projective over a Noetherian ring
[EGAIV4, Corollaire 21.3.5].

(ii) X is a reduced scheme whose set of irreducible components is locally finite [EGAIV4, Propo-
sition 21.3.4(b)].

Lemma 3.8. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme satisfying one of the hypotheses in Remark 3.7.
For k ∈ {Z,Q,R}, a k-Weil divisor D lies in the image of cyc ⊗Z k if and only if the class of D
in Clk(X) lies in the image of the map

Pick(X) −→ Clk(X).

Proof. The implication ⇒ holds by the commutativity of the diagram in (5). Conversely, suppose
the class of D in Clk(X) lies in the image of Pick(X). Since l ⊗Z k is surjective, there exists an

element D̃ ∈ Divk(X) such that (cyc ⊗Z k)(D̃) ∼k D. By the exactness of the bottom row in (5),
we therefore have an element D′ ∈ Princk(X) such that

(cyc⊗Z k)(D̃ +D′) = D,

and hence D is k-Cartier. �

If X is an integral locally Noetherian algebraic space, then by [Stacks, Tag 0ENV], there is a
map

Pic(X) −→ Cl(X) (6)

that coincides with the corresponding map in (5) when X is a scheme. We will use this map to
define what it means for a k-Weil divisor to be k-Cartier on an algebraic space.

Definition 3.9 (see [VP22, Definition 1.3.4]). Let X be an integral normal locally Noetherian
algebraic space over a scheme S, in which case the map (6) is injective [Stacks, Tag 0EPX]. A Weil
divisor D is Cartier if D lies in the image of the map (6). For k ∈ {Q,R}, a k-Weil divisor D is

k-Cartier if D lies in the image of the map

Pick(X) −→ Clk(X)

obtained from (6) via extension of scalars. By Lemma 3.8, this definition matches that in Definition
3.3 when X is a scheme.

Convention 3.10 (see [VP22, Definition 1.3.4]). Let X be an integral normal locally Noetherian
algebraic space over a scheme S. We say that X is locally factorial (resp. is Q-factorial) if Pic(X)→
Cl(X) (resp. PicQ(X) → ClQ(X)) is an isomorphism. In this case, we will say “divisor” (resp. Q-
divisor) instead of “Weil divisor” (resp. “Q-Weil divisor”).

Remark 3.11. Convention 3.10 is chosen to work around the fact that the property of being locally
factorial or Q-factorial is not étale local. See [Kaw88, p. 104; SGA2new, Exposé XIII, note de
l’éditeur (15) on p. 150; BGS, p. 1].

3.2. Linear systems. We now define linear systems and their corresponding notions for Q- and
R-coefficients.

Definition 3.12 (see [KMM87, Definition p. 298; CL12, p. 2419; McK17, Definition 2.2]). Let X be
a normal locally Noetherian scheme or an integral normal locally Noetherian algebraic space over a
scheme S. We then define linear equivalence and k-linear equivalence for Weil divisors and k-Weil

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0ENV
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EPX
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divisors using the cycle map and its extensions of scalars in (2). The linear system associated to a
Weil divisor D is

|D| :=
{
C ∈WDiv(X)

∣∣ C ≥ 0 and C ∼ D
}
,

and for k ∈ {Q,R}, the k-linear system associated to a k-Weil divisor D is

|D|k :=
{
C ∈WDivk(X)

∣∣ C ≥ 0 and C ∼k D
}
.

We can now state the main result that allows us to pass between sheaf-theoretic language and
the language of linear systems on schemes.

Proposition 3.13 [Har94, Proposition 2.9; Har07, Remark 2.9]. Let X be a normal Noetherian
scheme, and consider a Weil divisor D on X. Then, there is a bijection

|D| ←→

{
nondegenerate global sections

s ∈ H0
(
X,OX (D)

)
}/

H0(X,O∗
X).

Here, OX(D) is the sheaf associated to the Weil divisor D, which can be defined as j∗OU (D|U ),
where U is the open subset where D|U is Cartier, and j : U →֒ X is the canonical open embedding

(see [Har94, Definition on p. 301 and Proposition 2.7]). A global section s ∈ H0(X,OX (D)) is
nondegenerate if it is nonzero after localizing at the generic points of irreducible components of X
[Har94, Definition on p. 304].

We also prove the following result about the relationship between Q- and R-linear systems of a
Q-Weil divisor.

Lemma 3.14. Let X be a normal locally Noetherian scheme or an integral normal locally Noe-
therian algebraic space over a scheme S, and consider a Q-Weil divisor D on X. Then, |D|Q is
dense in |D|R in the following sense: For each

∑
aiEi ∈ |D|R where ai are real numbers and Ei

are prime divisors, there exist sequences of rational numbers (aji )j such that

lim
j→∞

aji = ai and
∑

i

ajiEi ∈ |D|Q

for all i.

Proof. We adapt the proofs of [BCHM10, Lemma 3.5.3; CL12, Lemma 2.3]. Let

V = Q ·D + span{Ei} ⊆WDivQ(X),

and let V0 be the subspace of V consisting of rational combinations of principal divisors. Then,
VR := V ⊗Q R is a (finite-dimensional) subspace of WDivR(X), and (V0)R := V0 ⊗Q R is the
subspace of VR consisting of real combinations of principal divisors. Let π : VR → VR/(V0)R be
the canonical projection map. The subset{∑

i

biEi ∈ VR

∣∣∣∣ bi ≥ 0 and π

(∑

i

biEi

)
= π(D)

}

is cut out from V by rational hyperplanes and half-spaces, and it contains the real point
∑

i aiEi.
The result now follows. �

4. Positivity, the theorem of the base, cones, and
Kleiman’s criterion for ampleness

4.1. Relative positivity conditions. We define relative ampleness conditions for k-invertible
sheaves and k-Cartier divisors for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}.

Definition 4.1 (see [EGAII, Définition 4.6.1; KMM87, Definition 0-1-4; BCHM10, Definition 3.1.1;
CT20, §2.1.1; FM23, Definition 2.1; Stacks, Tag 0D31]). Let π : X → Z be a morphism of schemes
(resp. algebraic spaces over a scheme S), and let L be an invertible sheaf on X.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0D31
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(i) Suppose π is quasi-compact (resp. representable). We say that L is π-ample if there exists
an affine open cover Z =

⋃
i Ui such that L |π−1(Ui) is ample for all i (resp. if for every

morphism Z ′ → Z where Z ′ is a scheme, the pullback of L to Z ′ ×Z X is π-ample).
(ii) We say that L is π-generated if the adjunction morphism π∗π∗L → L is surjective.

(iii) We say that L is π-semi-ample if there exists an integer n > 0 such that L ⊗n is π-generated.

When X is a scheme, we can extend these definitions to Cartier divisors L on X by asking that
their associated invertible sheaves OX(L) satisfy these conditions.

Now suppose that D is a k-invertible sheaf on X for k ∈ {Q,R}. We say that D is π-ample if
D is a finite nonzero k>0-linear combination of π-ample invertible sheaves on X. We say that D is
π-semi-ample if D is a finite k≥0-linear combination of π-semi-ample invertible sheaves on X. We

extend these definitions to elements D ∈ Divk(X) (resp. Diveff
k (X)) by asking that their images in

Pick(X) satisfy these conditions.

To define π-numerically trivial and π-nef k-invertible sheaves or k-Cartier divisors, we recall some
background on intersection theory for proper morphisms. Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism
of locally Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Let z ∈ |Z| be a point, and consider a
subspace Y ⊆ π−1(z) that is closed in π−1(z). We can then define intersection numbers

(L1 ·L2 · · ·Ln · Y ) := χ
(
c1(L1) · c1(L2) · · · c1(Ln) · OY

)
∈ Z

for invertible sheaves Li on X, where n ≥ dim(Y ). See [Stacks, Tag 0EDF]. By linearity [Stacks,
Tag 0EDH], we can extend this definition to k-invertible sheaves for k ∈ {Z,Q,R} (see [Kol96,
Chapter VI, Definition-Corollary 2.7.4]). When X is a scheme, we can also extend this definition
to k-Cartier divisors using the group maps

l ⊗Z k : Divk(X) −→ Pick(X)

from (3). In this case, we denote the intersection product by (D1 ·D2 · · ·Dn·Y ), whereDi ∈ Divk(X)
for all i.

We use this intersection product to define π-nef and π-numerically trivial k-invertible sheaves or
k-Cartier divisors.

Definition 4.2 (see [Kle66, pp. 334–335; KMM87, Definition 0-1-1; Kol90, p. 236; Kee03, Definition
2.9; BCHM10, Definition 3.1.1; CT20, §2.1.1; VP22, Definition 1.3.8]). Let π : X → Z be a proper
morphism of algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Let k ∈ {Z,Q,R}.

(i) An element D ∈ Pick(X) is π-nef if, for every point z ∈ |Z| and for every integral one-
dimensional subspace C ⊆ π−1(z) that is closed in π−1(z), we have (D · C) ≥ 0. If
Z = Spec(k) for a field k, we just say D is nef.

(ii) An element D ∈ Pick(X) is π-numerically trivial if both D and −D are π-nef. We denote
by N1(X/Z) the quotient of Pic(X) by the subgroup of numerically trivial elements, and
set

N1(X/Z)k := N1(X/Z)⊗Z k

for k ∈ {Q,R}. If Z = Spec(k) for a field k, we just say D is numerically trivial.

If X is a scheme, we extend these definitions to elements D ∈ Divk(X) by asking that their images
in Pick(X) satisfy these conditions. By definition, this only depends on the class [D] ∈ N1(X/Z)k.

We note that if Z is not decent in the sense of [Stacks, Tag 03I8], then the residue field of z ∈ |Z|
is not well-defined. However, the condition that (D · C) ≥ 0 does not depend on the choice of the
representative Spec(K) → Z of the point z ∈ |Z| as defined in [Stacks, Tag 03BT] by flat base
change [Stacks, Tag 073K].

We now prove some fundamental properties of nefness and numerical triviality. Many of these
results are known for proper morphisms of schemes or for algebraic spaces that are proper over a
field, but as far as we are aware they are new for proper morphisms of algebraic spaces.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDF
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDH
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03I8
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03BT
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/073K
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Lemma 4.3 (cf. [Kle66, Chapter I, §4, Proposition 1; Kee03, Lemma 2.17; CLM22, Lemma 3.3]).
Let S be a scheme. Let

X ′ X

Z

f

π′
π

be a commutative diagram of algebraic spaces over S, where π and π′ are proper. Let D ∈ Pick(X)
for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}.

(i) If D is π-nef (resp. π-numerically trivial), then f∗D is π′-nef (resp. π′-numerically trivial).
(ii) If f is surjective and f∗D is π′-nef (resp. π-numerically trivial), then D is π-nef (resp.

π-numerically trivial).

Proof. By definition, it suffices to consider the nefness (resp. numerical triviality) of D when Z
is the spectrum of a field. The statements for numerical triviality follow from those for nefness
applied to D and −D, and hence it suffices to show (i) and (ii) for nefness.

For (i), let C ′ ⊆ X ′ be an integral one-dimensional closed subspace. By the projection formula
[Stacks, Tag 0EDJ], we have

(f∗D · C ′) = deg
(
C ′ → f(C ′)

)(
D · f(C ′)

)
≥ 0.

For (ii), let C ⊆ X be an be an integral one-dimensional closed subspace. By [CLM22, Lemma
3.2], there is an integral one-dimensional closed subspace C ′ ⊆ X ′ such that C = f(C ′). By the
projection formula again [Stacks, Tag 0EDJ], we have

(D · C) =
(
deg(C ′ → C)

)−1
(f∗D · C ′) ≥ 0. �

We show that nefness and numerical triviality behave well under base change.

Lemma 4.4 (cf. [Kee03, Lemma 2.18]). Let S be a scheme. Consider a Cartesian diagram

X ′ X

Z ′ Z

f

π′ π

g

of algebraic spaces over S where π is proper. Let D ∈ Pick(X).

(i) If D is π-nef (resp. π-numerically trivial), then f∗D is π′-nef (resp. π′-numerically trivial).
(ii) Suppose that g is surjective. If π∗D is π′-nef (resp. π′-numerically trivial), then D is π-nef

(resp. π-numerically trivial).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, it suffices to show the statement for nefness. By transitivity
of fibers, it suffices to consider the case when Z = Spec(k) and Z ′ = Spec(k′) for a field extension
k ⊆ k′.

We first show (i). By the weak version of Chow’s lemma in [Stacks, Tag 089J], there exists a
proper surjective morphism µ : Y → X from a scheme Y that is projective over k. We then consider
the following Cartesian diagram:

Y ′ Y

X ′ X

f ′

µ′ µ

f

Then, we know that µ∗D is nef by Lemma 4.3(i). Now since Y is a projective scheme over k, we
know that choosing an ample invertible sheaf A on Y , the R-invertible sheaf µ∗D + εA is ample

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDJ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDJ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/089J
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for every ε > 0 by Kleiman’s criterion for ampleness for projective schemes [Kol96, Chapter VI,
Theorem 2.19]. Then,

(µ ◦ f ′)∗D + ε f ′∗A = (f ◦ µ′)∗D + ε f ′∗A

nef for every ε > 0. Taking the limit as ε → 0, we see that (µ ◦ f ′)∗D = (f ◦ µ′)∗D is nef by
[Kee03, Theorem 3.9]. Finally, we see that f∗D is nef by Lemma 4.3(ii).

For (ii), let C ⊆ X be an integral one-dimensional subspace. Let C ′
i be the irreducible compo-

nents of C ′ := C ⊗k k
′ with reduced structure and geometric generic point x̄i, and let

mi = lengthOX⊗kk′,x̄i

(
OC′

i,x̄i

)
.

Then, we have

(D · C) = (f∗D · C ′) =
∑

i

mi(f
∗D · C ′

i) ≥ 0

where the first equality follows from flat base change [Stacks, Tag 073K], the second equality is
[Stacks, Tag 0EDI], and the last inequality is by the assumption that f∗D is nef. �

We note that nefness can be detected at closed points z ∈ |Z| under some additional assumptions.
Below, the decency assumption in Z allows us to make sense of the residue field κ(z) at a point
z ∈ |Z|. See [Stacks, Tag 0EMW] for the definition and see [Stacks, Tag 02Z7] for an example
where the residue field at a point cannot be defined.

Lemma 4.5 (cf. [Kee03, Lemma 2.18(1); CT20, Lemma 2.6]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism
of algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that Z is quasi-compact and decent, or that Z is a
locally Noetherian scheme. Let D ∈ Pick(X). Then, the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) D is π-nef (resp. π-numerically trivial).
(ii) For every closed point z ∈ |Z| and every integral one-dimensional subspace C ⊆ π−1(z) that

is closed in π−1(z), we have (D · C) ≥ 0 (resp. (D · C) = 0).

Proof. We have (i)⇒ (ii) by definition, and hence it suffices to show (ii)⇒ (i). As in the proof of
Lemma 4.3, it suffices to show the statement for nefness.

We want to show that for every z ∈ |Z|, the pullback D|π−1(z) is nef over K. We first show that
z specializes to a closed point z0 ∈ |Z|. If Z is quasi-compact and decent, |Z| is quasi-compact
and Kolmogorov [Stacks, Tag 03K3], and hence every point z ∈ |Z| specializes to a closed point
[EGAInew, (2.1.2)]. When Z is a locally Noetherian scheme, then every point z ∈ Z specializes to
a closed point as well [Stacks, Tag 02IL].

Now let z  z0 be a specialization to a closed point in |Z|, which exists by the previous paragraph.
By [Stacks, Tag 0BBP and Tag 03IL], there is an étale morphism U → Z from an affine scheme
U with points u  u0 mapping to z  z0 such that the field extension κ(z0) →֒ κ(u0) is an
isomorphism. We note that κ(x) ⊆ κ(u) is a field extension, and hence by Lemma 4.4(ii) it suffices
to show that the pullback of D to X ×Z Spec(κ(u)) is nef over Spec(κ(u)). By Lemma 4.3 and
the weak version of Chow’s lemma in [Stacks, Tag 089J], we may replace X by a proper surjective
cover Y → X that is a projective scheme over U .

By [Bou72, Chapter VI, §1, no. 2, Corollary to Theorem 2], we can find a valuation ring (R,m)
and a morphism Spec(R) → U such that the generic point of Spec(R) maps to u and the closed
point of Spec(R) maps to u0, and such that the field extension κ(u) →֒ Frac(R) is an isomorphism.
Let

C ⊆ X ×Z Spec
(
Frac(R)

)

be an integral closed one-dimensional subspace. Taking the scheme-theoretic closure

C ⊆ X ×Z Spec(R)

of C in X×Z Spec(R), we obtain a flat family of closed one-dimensional subspaces in X×Z Spec(R)
over R because the pushforward of the structure sheaf of C to Spec(R) is torsion-free [EGAInew,

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/073K
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDI
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EMW
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02Z7
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03K3
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02IL
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0BBP
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03IL
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/089J
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Proposition 8.4.5; Bou72, Chapter VI, §4, no. 1, Lemma 1]. Since the residue field of R is a
field extension of κ(z0) ∼= κ(u0), we see that the restriction of D to X ×Z Spec(R/m) is nef over
Spec(R/m) by Lemma 4.4(i). Thus, we have (D′ ·C) ≥ 0 by the invariance of intersection numbers
in flat families [Kle05, Proposition B.18]. �

Since nefness can be detected over closed points in many cases, we define the following.

Definition 4.6 (see [Kle66, p. 335; KMM87, p. 291; Kee03, Definition 2.8; VP22, Definitions 1.3.19
and 1.3.20 and p. 15]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of algebraic spaces over a scheme S,
such that Z is either quasi-compact and decent, or a locally Noetherian scheme. A closed subspace
Y ⊆ X is π-contracted if π(Y ) is a zero-dimensional (closed) subspace of Z. A π-contracted curve

is a π-contracted closed subspace that is integral and of dimension one.
Now suppose that X is quasi-compact. We denote by Z1(X/Z) the free Abelian group generated

by π-contracted curves, and set

Z1(X/Z)k := Z1(X/Z)⊗Z k

for k ∈ {Q,R}. An element β ∈ Z1(X/Z)k is π-numerically trivial if (D·β) = 0 for all D ∈ Pick(X).
We denote by N1(X/Z) the quotient of Z1(X/Z) by the subgroup of numerically trivial elements,
and set

N1(X/Z)k := N1(X/Z)⊗Z k

for k ∈ {Q,R}.

4.2. Theorem of the base. As in the absolute case, the modules N1(X/Z)k and N1(X/Z)k are
finitely generated. This statement is called the theorem of the base. This theorem allows us to
define cones in N1(X/Z)k and N1(X/Z)k corresponding to the various positivity notions in §4.1.

To prove the theorem of the base, we start with the following.

Lemma 4.7 (cf. [Kle66, Chapter IV, §4, Proposition 1; Kee03, Lemma 2.20]). Let S be a scheme.
Consider a commutative diagram

X ′

X ×Z Z
′ X

Z ′ Z

h

ρ

f

g′

π′ π

g

of algebraic spaces over S where the square is Cartesian and π and ρ are proper. Let D ∈ Pick(X).

(i) If D is π-nef (resp. π-numerically trivial), then f∗D is ρ-nef (resp. ρ-numerically trivial).
(ii) Suppose that for every z ∈ |Z| with representative Spec(K) → Z and every integral one-

dimensional subspace C ⊆ π−1(z) that is closed in π−1(z), there exists a point z′ ∈ |Z ′| with
representative Spec(K ′)→ Z ′ mapping to z such that for every irreducible component

C ′
i ⊆ C

′ := C ⊗K K ′

with reduced structure, there exists an integral one-dimensional subspace C ′′
i ⊆ ρ

−1(z′) that
is closed in ρ−1(z′) such that h(C ′′

i ) = C ′
i. If f

∗D is ρ-nef (resp. ρ-numerically trivial), then
D is π-nef (resp. π-numerically trivial).

(iii) Suppose that Z either is quasi-compact and decent or is a locally Noetherian scheme. Sup-
pose that for every π-contracted curve C ⊆ X, setting z ∈ |Z| to be the image of C, there
exists a point z′ ∈ |Z ′| mapping to z such that for every irreducible component

C ′
i ⊆ C

′ := C ⊗κ(z) κ(z′)
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with reduced structure, there exists an integral one-dimensional subspace C ′′
i ⊆ ρ

−1(z′) that
is closed in ρ−1(z′) such that h(C ′′

i ) = C ′
i. If f

∗D is ρ-nef (resp. ρ-numerically trivial), then
D is π-nef (resp. π-numerically trivial).

Remark 4.8. The condition on curves in (ii) and (iii) hold for example when g = idS and f is
proper and surjective, which is the case proved in Lemma 4.3, or when g is surjective and h = idX′ ,
which is the case proved in Lemma 4.4.

Proof of Lemma 4.7. As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, it suffices to show the statements for nefness.
For (i), we know that g′∗D is π′-nef by Lemma 4.4(i). Thus, f∗D is ρ-nef by Lemma 4.3(i).
For (ii) (resp. (iii)), let C ⊆ π−1(z) be an integral one-dimensional subspace, where z ∈ |Z| is a

point (resp. a closed point). By definition (resp. by Lemma 4.5), it suffices to show that (D ·C) ≥ 0.
Let C ′

i be the irreducible components of C ′ with reduced structure and geometric generic point x̄i,
and let

mi = lengthOX×ZZ′,x̄i

(
OC′

i,x̄i

)
.

Then, we have

(D · C) = (g′∗D · C ′) =
∑

i

mi(g
′∗D · C ′

i)

=
∑

i

mi

(
deg(C ′′

i → C ′
i)
)−1

(f∗D · C ′′
i ) ≥ 0

where the first equality follows from flat base change [Stacks, Tag 073K], the second equality is
[Stacks, Tag 0EDI], the third equality is the projection formula [Stacks, Tag 0EDJ], and the last
inequality is by the assumption that π∗D is nef. �

We show that N1 is compatible with pullbacks.

Proposition 4.9 (cf. [Kle66, Chapter IV, §4, Proposition 1; Kee03, Lemma 3.1]). Consider a
commutative diagram

X ′ X

Z ′ Z

f

ρ π

g

of algebraic spaces over a scheme S where π and π′ are proper.

(i) The pair (f/g) induces a group map

(f/g)∗ : N1(X/Z) −→ N1(X ′/Z ′).

(ii) The map (f/g)∗ is injective either if the condition in Lemma 4.7(ii) holds, or if Z is quasi-
compact and decent or is a locally Noetherian scheme and the condition in Lemma 4.7(iii)
holds.

Proof. We first show (i). By [Stacks, Tag 0B8P], pulling back invertible sheaves induces a map
Pic(X)→ Pic(X ′). It therefore suffices to show that the composition

Pic(X) −→ Pic(X ′) −→ N1(X ′/Z ′)

factors throughN1(X/Z). This holds since π-numerically trivial elements pull back to ρ-numerically
trivial elements by Lemma 4.7(i).

For (ii), it suffices to note that if the pullback of L ∈ Pic(X) to X ′ is ρ-numerically trivial, then
L is π-numerically trivial by Lemma 4.7(ii) or Lemma 4.7(iii). �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/073K
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDI
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDJ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0B8P
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We can now show the theorem of the base. We note that Noetherian algebraic spaces are quasi-
compact, quasi-separated, and locally Noetherian (see the definition in [Stacks, Tag 03EA]), and
hence are automatically decent (see [Stacks, Tag 03I7]).

Theorem 4.10 (Theorem of the base; cf. [Kle66, Chapter IV, §4, Proposition 3; Kee03, Theorem
3.6; Kee18, Theorem E2.2]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces
over a scheme S, and let k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. Then, the k-modules N1(X/Z)k and N1(X/Z)k are
finitely generated. Consequently, the intersection pairing

N1(X/Z)k ×N1(X/Z)k −→ k

is a perfect pairing.

Proof. Since N1(X/Z)k is a submodule of Homk(N1(X/Z)k,k), it suffices to show N1(X/Z)k
finitely generated. The cases k = Q and k = R follow from the case k = Z by extending scalars.
The case when Z is a scheme is proved in [Kle66, Chapter IV, §4, Proposition 3; Kee03, Theorem
3.6; Kee18, Theorem E2.2]. It therefore suffices to consider the case when Z is an algebraic space.

Let Z ′ → Z be an étale cover by a quasi-compact scheme Z ′. Note that Z ′ is a Noetherian
scheme. We then consider the Cartesian diagram

X ′ X

Z ′ Z

f

ρ π

g

By Proposition 4.9 (see Remark 4.8), we have an injection N1(X/Z) →֒ N1(X ′/Z ′). Since
N1(X ′/Z ′) is finitely generated by the scheme case, we see that N1(X/Z) is finitely generated. �

Remark 4.11. With notation as in Definition 4.6, if z ∈ |Z| is not closed, then a closed subspace
C of π−1(z) is not a closed subspace of X, and thus is not covered by Definition 4.6. However, if
dim(C) = 1, the intersection number (L ·C) is still well-defined and extends linearly to Divk(X) for
k ∈ {Q,R} as before (cf. the proof of Lemma 4.5). Consequently, if D ∈ Pick(X) for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}
and C is a one-dimensional integral closed subspace of π−1(z) for a point z ∈ |Z|, then (D ·C) = 0
whenever [D] = 0 ∈ N1(X/Z)k. These subspaces C ⊆ π−1(z) define classes

[C] ∈ N1(X/Z)k = Homk

(
N1(X/Z)k,k

)
,

for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}.

4.3. Cones and Kleiman’s criterion for ampleness. The theorem of the base allows us to
define the relative ample and relative nef cones for proper morphisms of Noetherian algebraic
spaces.

Definition 4.12 (see [Kle66, p. 335; KMM87, p. 291; VP22, Definitions 1.3.21 and 1.3.24]). Let
π : X → Z be a proper morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. The relative nef

cone is

Nef(X/Z) :=
{

[D] ∈ N1(X/Z)R
∣∣D ∈ PicR(X) is π-nef

}
,

and the relative ample cone is

Amp(X/Z) :=
{

[D] ∈ N1(X/Z)R
∣∣D ∈ PicR(X) is π-ample

}
.

In the space N1(X/Z)R, we define the cone NE (X/Z) to be the set of R≥0-combinations of
π-contracted curves, and let NE(X/Z) be its closure. By definition, it is clear that an R-invertible
sheaf D on X is π-nef if and only if for all γ ∈ NE(X/Z), we have (D · γ) ≥ 0. For an R-invertible
sheaf D on X, we also define

NED≥0(X/Z) :=
{
γ ∈ NE (X/Z)

∣∣ (D · γ) ≥ 0
}
.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03EA
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03I7
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Since NE(X/Z) is a closed convex subset of N1(X/Z), it is an intersection of half-spaces. Thus, we
have

NE(X/Z) =
{
γ ∈ N1(X/Z)R

∣∣ (β · γ) ≥ 0 for all β ∈ Nef(X/Z)
}
. (7)

We now want to prove the relative version of Kleiman’s criterion for ampleness for proper mor-
phisms of algebraic spaces. We start with the following definition.

Definition 4.13 (cf. [Kle66, Chapter IV, §4, Definition 1; Kee03, Definition 3.8; FS11, Lemma
4.12]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S.
We say that X is relatively quasi-divisorial for π if, for every π-contracted integral subspace V of
positive dimension, there exist an invertible sheaf H on X and a nonzero effective Cartier divisor
H on V such that H|V

∼= OV (H).

Remark 4.14. With notation as in Definition 4.13, X is relatively quasi-divisorial for π in the
following cases:

(i) When π is projective (let H be π-very ample in the sense of [CT20, §2.1.1]; see [Kee03, p.
257]).

(ii) When X is a regular scheme, or more generally a Q-factorial scheme [Kol96, Chapter VI,
Proof of Theorem 2.19].

We can now show that the ample cone is the interior of the nef cone.

Theorem 4.15 (cf. [Kle66, Chapter IV, §4, Theorem 2; Kee03, Theorem 3.9; Kee18, Theorem
E2.2]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S.
Then, we have

Amp(X/Z) ⊆ int
(
Nef(X/Z)

)
. (8)

If X is relatively quasi-divisorial for π, then we have

Amp(X/Z) = int
(
Nef(X/Z)

)
. (9)

Proof. We show Amp(X/Z) ⊆ Nef(X/Z). Let D ∈ Amp(X/Z), and write D =
∑

i aiHi, where
Hi are π-ample invertible sheaves. We have D ∈ Nef(X/Z) since the restriction of each Hi to the
fibers of π are ample, and hence nef by [Kle05, Proposition B.14].

For the statements involving interiors, as in [Kle66, Chapter IV, §1, Remarks 4 and 5], the cone
generated by int(Nef(X/Z)) ∩ N1(X/Z) is equal to int(Nef(X/Z)), and hence it suffices to prove
both statements for invertible sheaves L . Note that this reduction uses the fact that N1(X/Z) is
finitely generated (Theorem 4.10). Let g : Z ′ → Z be a surjective étale cover by a quasi-compact
scheme Z ′, and consider the associated Cartesian diagram

X ′ X

Z ′ Z

f

π′ π

g

To show (8), let L ∈ Amp(X/Z). It suffices to show that for every M ∈ Pic(X), we have
L ⊗m ⊗OX

M ∈ Amp(X/Z) for m ≫ 0. Since L is π-ample, we know X → Z is representable,
and hence X ′ is a scheme. Since f∗L is π′-ample, we know that f∗L ⊗m ⊗OX

f∗M is π′-ample
for all m ≫ 0 by [EGAII, Corollaire 4.6.12]. We therefore see that L ⊗m ⊗OX

M is π-ample by
[Stacks, Tag 0D36].

It remains to show (9) when X is quasi-divisorial for π. Let L ∈ int(Nef(X/Z)). It suffices to
show that f∗L is π′-ample and that X ′ is a scheme by [Stacks, Tag 0D36]. By [Stacks, Tag 0D3A]
and the Nakai–Moishezon criterion for proper algebraic spaces over fields [PG85, Theorem 1.4;
Kol90, Theorem 3.11], it suffices to show that for every π′-contracted integral closed subspace
V ⊆ X ′ of dimension d > 0, we have ((f∗L )d · V ) > 0.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0D36
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0D36
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0D3A
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We proceed by induction on d. Since X is relatively quasi-divisorial for π, there exists H ∈
Pic(X) such that H|f(V )

∼= Of(V )(H) for some nonzero effective Cartier divisor H on X, and
hence f∗H|V

∼= OV (f∗H), where the pullback of H is defined by [Stacks, Tag 083Z(1)]. Since

L ∈ int(Nef(X/Z)), there exists m > 0 such that L ⊗m⊗OX
H −1 is π-nef, and hence f∗L ⊗m⊗OX′

f∗H −1 is π′-nef by Lemma 4.4(i). We claim we have the following chain of equalities and inequal-
ities:

(f∗L d · V ) =
1

m

(
(f∗L )d−1 · f∗L ⊗m · V

)

=
1

m

((
(f∗L )d−1 · (f∗L ⊗m ⊗OX′ f

∗
H

−1) · V
)

+
(
(f∗L )d−1 ·H · V

))

≥
1

m

(
(f∗L )d−1 · f∗H · V

)

> 0.

The first two equalities follow from linearity of the intersection product [Stacks, Tag 0EDH]. To
show the inequality in the third line, let µ : V ′ → V be a finite surjective morphism from a scheme
V ′, which exists by [Stacks, Tag 09YC]. Then, (f|V ◦µ)∗L and (f|V ◦µ)∗L ⊗m⊗OV ′ (f|V ◦µ)∗H −1

are nef on V ′, and hence
(
(f∗L )d−1 · (f∗L ⊗m ⊗OX′ H

−1) · V
)
≥ 0

by the projection formula [Stacks, Tag 0EDJ] and [Kee03, Lemma 2.12]. For the last inequality, if
d = 1, we see that V is a scheme by [Stacks, Tag 0ADD], and hence

(f∗H · V ) = deg(f∗H ) > 0

by [Stacks, Tag 0B40(2)]. If d ≥ 2, then we have
(
(f∗L )d−1 · f∗H · f(V )

)
=
(
(f∗L )d−1 · f∗H

)
> 0

by [Stacks, Tag 0EDK] and the inductive hypothesis. �

Remark 4.16. As seen in the proof of (8), the ample cone is always open in N1(X/Z)R. In particular,
the ample cone Amp(X/Z) R-linearly spans N1(X/Z)R.

The relative ampleness of an R-Cartier divisor D only depends on its class [D]; thus, [D] ∈
Amp(X/Z) if and only if D is π-ample. Indeed, we have the following relative version of Kleiman’s
criterion for ampleness stated in terms of the cone NE(X/Z). See [FS11, Lemma 4.12] for the case
when Z = Spec(k), where k is a field. See also [Kol211, Lemma 21] and [VP, Corollary 1.4] for
other versions of Kleiman’s criterion for algebraic spaces.

Proposition 4.17 (see [Kle66, Chapter IV, §4, Proposition 4; FS11, Lemma 4.12]). Let π : X → Z
be a proper morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that X is relatively
quasi-divisorial for π. Then, D ∈ PicR(X) is π-ample if and only if for all nonzero γ ∈ NE(X/Z),
we have (D · γ) > 0.

Proof. For ⇒, we proceed by contradiction as in [Kol96, Chapter II, Proposition 4.8]. Suppose
(D · γ) ≤ 0. Let E ∈ Pic(X) be such that (E · γ) < 0. We have that mD+E is π-ample for m≫ 0
by Theorem 4.15, and hence

0 ≤
(
(mD + E) · γ

)
= m(D · γ) + (E · γ) < 0,

a contradiction.
For ⇐, by Theorem 4.15, we need to show that D ∈ int(Nef(X/Z)). We need to show that

for arbitrary D′ ∈ Pick(X), we have mD + D′ ∈ Nef(X/Z) for all m ≫ 0. We adapt the proof

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/083Z
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDH
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/09YC
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDJ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0ADD
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0B40
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDK
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in [Laz04, Theorem 1.4.29]. By Lemma 4.5, it suffices to show that there exists an m such that
((mD +D′) · C) ≥ 0 for all π-contracted curves C. Consider the linear functionals

φD : N1(X/Z)R −→ R and φD′ : N1(X/Z)R −→ R

defined by intersecting with D and D′, respectively. Fix a norm ‖·‖ on N1(X/Z)R, and let

S =
{
γ ∈ N1(X/Z)R

∣∣ ‖γ‖ = 1
}
.

Since NE(X/Z)∩S is compact, there exists ε ∈ R>0 such that φD(γ) ≥ ε for all γ ∈ NE(X/Z)∩S.
Similarly, there exists ε′ ∈ R such that φD′(γ) ≥ ε′ for all γ ∈ NE(X/Z)∩S. Thus, (D ·C) ≥ ε·‖C‖
and (D′ · C) ≥ ε′ · ‖C‖ for every π-contracted curve C ⊆ X. We then have

(
(mD + E) · C

)
= m(D · C) + (E · C) ≥ (mε+ ε′) · ‖C‖,

and hence it suffices to choose m≫ 0 such that mε+ ε′ > 0. �

Next, we consider the behavior of cones under localization on the base.

Lemma 4.18. Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme
S. Let V be an open subspace of Z. Restriction of invertible sheaves gives a k-linear map

Pick(X) −→ Pick
(
π−1(V )

)

for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}, and the construction in Remark 4.11 gives a k-linear map

Z1(π
−1(V )/V )k −→ N1(X/Z)k.

These maps are compatible with intersection products and thus give k-linear maps

N1(X/Z)k −→ N1(π−1(V )/V )k

N1

(
π−1(V )/V

)
k
−→ N1(X/Z)k

(10)

that preserve Nef, Amp, and NE.

Proof. That these maps are compatible with intersection products is a consequence of the construc-
tion of [C] as in Lemma 4.5 and Remark 4.11. Therefore they induce the k-linear maps in (10).
Under these maps, Nef(X/Z) is mapped into Nef(π−1(V )/V ) by Lemma 4.5, and Amp(X/Z) is
mapped into Amp(π−1(V )/V ) by definition, since a π-ample line bundle L restricts to a π|π−1(V )-

ample line bundle. By (7), NE (π−1(V )/V ) is mapped into NE(X/Z). �

Finally, we will use the following terminology to describe our cones.

Definition 4.19 (see [KMM87, Definition 3-2-3]). We say a subspace W ⊆ N1(X/Z)R is a sup-

porting subspace of Nef(X/Z) if W is the span of W ∩ Nef(X/Z) and W ∩ Amp(X/Z) = ∅. We
say a supporting subspace W of Nef(X/Z) a supporting hyperplane of Nef(X/Z) if dimW =
dim(N1(X/Z)R)− 1.

Let W be a supporting subspace of Nef(X/Z). The extremal face dual to W is

R =
{
γ ∈ NE(X/Z)

∣∣ (W · γ) = 0
}
.

When W is a supporting hyperplane, we call R the extremal ray dual to W .
Note that R is an extremal face of NE(X/Z) in the sense that if β1, β2 ∈ NE (X/Z) satisfy

β1 + β2 ∈ R, then β1, β2 ∈ R.

Remark 4.20. There always exist a single [D0] ∈W ∩Nef(X/Z) such that

R =
{
γ ∈ NE(X/Z)

∣∣ (D0 · γ) = 0
}
.

Indeed, by assumptions (and by Theorem 4.10) W is spanned by several [D1], [D2], . . . , [Dn] ∈
Nef(X/Z). Since (Nef(X/Z) ·NE(X/Z)) ≥ 0, it is easy to see D0 = D1 +D2 + · · ·+Dn is a valid
choice.
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If W has a basis consisting of rational elements of Nef(X/Z), then by above we may take D0

rational.

Remark 4.21. When W is a supporting hyperplane, the extremal ray R dual to W is a ray in the
R-vector space N1(X/Z)R. Indeed, R 6= {0} by Proposition 4.17, and the span of R has dimension
at most one since W has codimension one.

5. Relatively big R-invertible sheaves

In this section, we define the “birational” variants of the relative ampleness conditions defined
in the previous section, i.e., relative bigness and relative pseudoeffectivity. As far as we are aware,
these results are new for algebraic spaces, even for proper algebraic spaces over a field.

5.1. Growth of cohomology and volume. We will need the following estimate on the growth
of cohomology of twists.

Proposition 5.1 (cf. [Deb01, Proposition 1.31(a)]). Let X be a proper algebraic space over a field
k of dimension d, and let L be an invertible sheaf on X. For every coherent sheaf F on X, we
have

hi(X,F ⊗OX
L

⊗m) = O(md) (11)

for all i. Here, the dimension hi of H i is computed over k.

Proof. By dévissage [Stacks, Tag 08AN], it suffices to show the following:

(a) For every short exact sequence

0 −→ F1 −→ F2 −→ F3 −→ 0

of coherent sheaves on X, if (11) holds for two out of three of F1, F2, and F3, then (11)
holds for the third.

(b) If (11) holds for F⊕r for some r ≥ 1, then (11) holds for F .
(c) For every integral closed subspace ι : V →֒ X, there exists a coherent sheaf G on X whose

scheme-theoretic support is V such that (11) holds for G .

First, (a) follows from the inequalities

hi(X,F1 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) ≤ hi−1(X,F3 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) + hi(X,F2 ⊗OX
L

⊗m)

hi(X,F2 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) ≤ hi(X,F1 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) + hi(X,F3 ⊗OX
L

⊗m)

hi(X,F3 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) ≤ hi(X,F2 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) + hi+1(X,F1 ⊗OX
L

⊗m)

obtained by twisting the given exact sequence by L ⊗m and using the long exact sequence on sheaf
cohomology.

Second, (b) follows since

hi(X,F⊕r ⊗OX
L

⊗m) = r · hi(X,F ⊗OX
L

⊗m).

Third, (c) follows from the scheme case of (11) as follows. By the weak version of Chow’s lemma
in [Stacks, Tag 089J], there exists a proper surjective morphism µ : V ′ → V from a scheme V ′ that
is a closed subscheme of PN

k for some N . By [Stacks, Tag 0DMN], after replacing V ′ by a closed
integral subspace, we may assume that µ is generically finite. Let OV ′(n) = OPN

k
(n)|V ′ . Choose

n > 0 such that Rpµ∗OV ′(n) = 0 for all p > 0 [Stacks, Tag 08AQ]. We claim that G = ι∗µ∗OV ′(n)
satisfies (11). We have

hi(X,G ⊗OX
L

⊗m) = hi
(
V ′,OV ′(n)⊗OV ′ µ

∗
(
L

⊗m
|V

))
= O(mdim(V ))

by the projection formula [Stacks, Tag 0944], the Leray spectral sequence [Stacks, Tag 0733], and
the scheme case of the proposition [Deb01, Proposition 1.31(a)]. �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/08AN
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/089J
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0DMN
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/08AQ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0944
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0733
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We next define volumes.

Definition 5.2 (see [Laz04, Definition 2.2.31]). Let X be an integral proper algebraic space of
dimension d over a field k. The volume of an invertible sheaf L on X is

volX(L ) := lim sup
m→∞

h0(X,L ⊗m)

md/d!
,

where the dimension h0 of H0 is computed over k.

We show that the volume behaves well with respect to generically finite morphisms.

Proposition 5.3 (cf. [Hol, Lemma 4.3]). Let f : Y → X be a surjective generically finite morphism
of integral proper algebraic spaces over a field k. Consider an invertible sheaf L on X. Then, we
have

volY (f∗L ) = deg(f) · volX(L ).

Proof. Since f is generically finite, we know that f∗OY has rank r = deg(f). Thus, there exists a
dense open subspace U ⊆ X such that (f∗OY )|U ∼= O

⊕r
U , which yields an injection f∗OY →֒ K

⊕r
X ,

where KX is the sheaf of meromorphic functions as defined in [Stacks, Tag 0EN3]. Consider the
intersection G = f∗OY ∩ O

⊕r
X as subsheaves of K

⊕r
X , and the short exact sequences

0 G f∗OY G1 0

0 G O⊕r
X G2 0

Since G1 and G2 are supported in X − U , we see that

h1(X,G1 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) = O(md−1) and h1(X,G2 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) = O(md−1)

by Proposition 5.1. Twisting by L ⊗m, the long exact sequence on sheaf cohomology and the
projection formula [Stacks, Tag 0944] imply

h0(Y, f∗L ⊗m)− h0(X,G ⊗OX
L

⊗m) ≤ h1(X,G1 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) = O(md−1),

r · h0(X,L ⊗m)− h0(X,G ⊗OX
L

⊗m) ≤ h1(X,G2 ⊗OX
L

⊗m) = O(md−1).

We therefore see that volY (f∗L ) = r · volX(L ). �

As a consequence, we can show that the volume is homogeneous with respect to taking powers
of L .

Proposition 5.4 (cf. [Laz04, Proposition 2.2.35(a)]). Let X be an integral proper algebraic space
of dimension d over a field k. Then, for every integer n > 0, we have

volX(L ⊗n) = nd volX(L ).

Proof. By the weak version of Chow’s lemma in [Stacks, Tag 089J], there exists a proper surjective
morphism f : X ′ → X from a scheme X ′ that is a closed subscheme of PN

k for some N . By
[Stacks, Tag 0DMN], after replacing X ′ by a closed integral subspace, we may assume that f is
generically finite. We then have

volX(L ⊗n) =
1

deg(f)
volX′(f∗L ⊗n) =

nd

deg(f)
volX′(f∗L ) = nd volX(L ),

where the first and last equalities follow from Proposition 5.3, and the middle equality follows from
the fact that the limit supremum in the definition of volX′(f∗L ) is in fact a limit [Cut14, Theorem
8.1]. �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EN3
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0944
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/089J
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0DMN
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5.2. Relatively big and pseudoeffective R-invertible sheaves. We now define π-big and π-
pseudoeffective k-invertible sheaves and k-Cartier divisors. In the definition below, we recall if
X is an integral algebraic space, then it is decent by definition [Stacks, Tag 0AD4], and hence
codimension zero points in X are the same thing as generic points of irreducible components in |X|
[Stacks, Tag 0ABV].

Definition 5.5 (see [BCHM10, Definition 3.1.1(7); Fuj14, Definition A.20]). Let π : X → Z be a
proper surjective morphism between integral algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Let η ∈ |Z| be the
generic point of |Z|. Let L be an invertible sheaf on X. We say that L is π-big if

volXη

(
L|Xη

)
:= lim sup

m→∞

h0
(
Xη ,L

⊗m
|Xη

)

mdim(Xη)/(dim(Xη))!
> 0, (12)

where Xη = π−1(η) is the generic fiber, and the dimension h0 of H0 is computed over κ(η). We
note that |Xη | is irreducible by [EGAInew, Chapitre 0, Proposition 2.1.13], and hence Xη is integral.

Now suppose D is a k-invertible sheaf on X for k ∈ {Q,R}. We say that D is π-big if D is a
finite nonzero k>0-linear combination of π-big invertible sheaves on X. If Z = Spec(k) for a field
k, we just say that L or D is big. We use the same terminology for k-Cartier divisors when X is
a locally Noetherian scheme.

Remark 5.6. If Xη is a scheme in Definition 5.5, the condition (12) holds if and only if for m≫ 0,
the rational map

Xη P
(
H0
(
Xη,L

⊗m
|Xη

))|L ⊗m
|Xη

|

is generically finite onto its image by [Cut14, Theorems 8.2 and 10.7].

Definition 5.7 (see [BCHM10, Definition 3.1.1(9)]). Let π : X → Z be a proper surjective mor-
phism between integral algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Let D be a k-invertible sheaf on X for
k ∈ {Q,R}. We say that D is π-pseudoeffective if the restriction D|Xη

of D to the generic fiber of
π is the limit of Q-invertible sheaves associated to effective Q-Cartier divisors under the map (4).
If Z = Spec(k) for a field k, we just say that D is pseudoeffective.

We now show a relative version of Kodaira’s lemma.

Lemma 5.8 (Relative Kodaira’s lemma; cf. [KMM87, Lemma 0-3-3 and Corollary 0-3-4; Fuj17,
Lemma 2.1.27; CLM22, Lemma 1.18]). Let π : X → Z be a proper surjective morphism between
integral algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Let L be a π-big invertible sheaf on X. Let V ⊆ X be
a proper closed subspace. For infinitely many m > 0, we have

f∗(IV ⊗OX
L

⊗m) 6= 0.

If the generic fiber Xη is a scheme, then this holds for all m≫ 0.

Proof. By restricting to the generic fiber of π, it suffices to consider the case when Z = Spec(k) for
a field k.

Consider the short exact sequence

0 −→ IV ⊗OX
L

⊗m −→ L
⊗m −→ L

⊗m
|V −→ 0.

Taking global sections, we have the exact sequence

0 −→ H0(X,IV ⊗OX
L

⊗m) −→ H0(X,L ⊗m) −→ H0
(
V,L ⊗m

|V

)
.

Since L is big, we see that

dimk

(
H0(X,L ⊗m)

)
> dimk

(
H0
(
V,L ⊗m

|V

))

for some m by Proposition 5.1, and hence H0(X,IV ⊗OX
L ⊗m) 6= 0.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AD4
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0ABV
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The last statement when Xη is a scheme holds because in this case, the limit supremum in (12)
is a limit by [Cut14, Theorem 10.7]. �

We obtain the following characterization of π-big k-invertible sheaves.

Corollary 5.9 (cf. [Laz04, Corollary 2.2.7 and Proposition 2.2.22; Fuj17, Lemma 2.1.29]). Let
π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism between integral Noetherian schemes, such that Z
is affine. Let D be a k-invertible sheaf on X for k ∈ {Q,R}. The following are equivalent:

(i) D is π-big.
(ii) We have D = A+E in Pick(X) for k-invertible sheaves A and E such that A is a π-ample

k-invertible sheaf and E is the k-invertible sheaf associated to an effective k-Cartier divisor.
(iii) We have D = A+E in Pick(X) for k-invertible sheaves A and E such that A is a π-ample

k-invertible sheaf and E is the k-invertible sheaf associated to an effective k-Cartier divisor,
where A is in fact a Q-invertible sheaf.

(iv) We have D = A+E in Pick(X) for k-invertible sheaves A and E such that A is a π-ample
k-invertible sheaf and E is the k-invertible sheaf associated to an effective k-Cartier divisor,
where E is in fact a Q-invertible sheaf.

Moreover, if D is π-big and π-nef, then writing D = A+ E as above, we can make the coefficients
on E arbitrarily small without changing the invertible sheaves that appear when expressing E as a
k-linear combination of invertible sheaves.

Proof. We first show (i) ⇒ (ii). Write D =
∑n

i=1 aiDi for ai ∈ k>0. Let A0 be a π-very ample
effective Cartier divisor. Applying Lemma 5.8 to each invertible sheaf OX(Di), we have

H0
(
X,OX(miDi −A0)

)
6= 0

for some mi > 0. We can then find an effective Cartier divisor Ei ∈ |miDi −A0|, and hence

D =

n∑

i=1

aiDi ∼k

n∑

i=1

ai
mi
A0 +

n∑

i=1

ai
mi
Ei.

Setting A =
∑n

i=1
ai
mi
A0 and E =

∑n
i=1

ai
mi
Ei, we are done.

Next, we show (ii)⇒ (iii) and (ii)⇒ (iv). If k = Q, there is nothing to show. If A =
∑m

i=1 biAi
for bi ∈ R≥0 and E =

∑n
j=1 cjEj for cj ∈ R≥0, then we can write

D =
m∑

i=1

b′iAi +
n∑

j=1

(cj − c
′
j)Ej +

m∑

i=1

(bi − b
′
i)Ai +

n∑

j=1

c′jEj

where b′i, c
′
j ∈ Q. To obtain a decomposition D = A + E where A ∈ PicQ(X), we choose cj = c′j

and choose b′i such that 0 ≤ bi−b
′
i ≪ 1. To obtain a decompotision D = A+E where E ∈ PicQ(X),

we choose bi = b′i and choose c′j such that |cj − c
′
j| ≪ 1 and use the openness of the ample cone

(Theorem 4.15).

Clearly (iii) ⇒ (ii) and (iv) ⇒ (ii). It therefore suffices to show (iii) ⇒ (i) to complete the
proof. We first show the statement when k = Q. Writing D = A+ E, we can clear denominators
to reduce to the case when D = A+ E in Pic(X). In this case, we have

H0
(
X,OX (mA)

)
−֒→ H0

(
X,OX(mA+mE)

)
∼= H0

(
X,OX (mD)

)

for all m > 0, and hence the claim follows from asymptotic Riemann–Roch [Kol96, Chapter VI,
Theorem 2.15].

We now show (iii) ⇒ (i) when k = R. Write E =
∑n

j=1 cjEj . We induce on n. If n = 0, there
is nothing to show. If n ≥ 1, write

D =

(
A+

n−1∑

j=1

cjEj

)
+ cnEn.
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By the inductive hypothesis, we know that D′ = A+
∑n−1

j=1 cjEj is π-big, and hence we can write

D′ =
∑m

i=1 aiDi for π-big invertible sheaves Di and ai ∈ R>0. Choose s1, s2 ∈ Q>0 such that
s1 < cn/am < s2 and t ∈ [0, 1] such that cn/am = ts1 + (1− t)s2. We then have

D =

m−1∑

i=1

aiDi + amDm + cnEn

=

m−1∑

i=1

aiDi + am

(
Dm +

cn
am

En

)

=

m−1∑

i=1

aiDi + am
(
t(Dm + s1En) + (1− t)(Dm + s2En)

)
.

Since Dm + s1En and Dm + s2En are π-big by the implication (iii) ⇒ (i) for k = Q, we see that
D is an R>0-linear combination of π-big invertible sheaves.

Finally, if D is π-nef and π-big, then kD +A is π-ample for any positive integer k by Theorem
4.15. If we have a decomposition D = A+E as above, we then have

D =
1

k + 1
(kD +A) +

1

k + 1
E.

Replacing A and E by 1
k+1(kD + A) and 1

k+1E, respectively, we can make the coefficients on E
arbitrarily small without changing the invertible sheaves that appear when writing E as a k-linear
combination of invertible sheaves. �

We show bigness behaves well with respect to pulling back by generically finite morphisms.

Lemma 5.10 (cf. [Fuj14, Lemmas A.5 and A.18]). Let S be a scheme. Let

X ′ X

Z

f

π′
π

be a commutative diagram of integral algebraic spaces over S, where π and π′ are proper surjective
and f is generically finite. Let D ∈ Pick(X) for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. Then, D is π-big if and only if
f∗D is π′-big. Also, if D is pseudoeffective, then f∗D is pseudoeffective.

Proof. Replacing Z by the spectrum of its generic point, we may assume that Z = Spec(k) for a
field k.

We first show that if D is big or pseudoeffective, then f∗D is also. For bigness, working one
term of D at a time, it suffices to consider the case when k = Z. The statement for bigness now
follows from Proposition 5.3. The statement for pseudoeffectivity follows from taking limits, since
the pullback of an effective Q-Cartier divisor is an effective Q-Cartier divisor.

We now show that if f∗D is big, then D is big. If D ∈ PicQ(X), since the volume is homogeneous
(Proposition 5.4), we can clear denominators and reduce to the case D ∈ Pic(X), and the statement
follows from Proposition 5.3. Now assume D ∈ PicR(X). By the weak version of Chow’s lemma
in [Stacks, Tag 089J] and using [Stacks, Tag 0DMN], there exists a generically finite morphism
µ : X ′′ → X ′ from a projective variety over k. Since f∗D is π′-big, µ∗f∗D is (π′ ◦ µ)-big, by the
previous paragraph. By Kodaira’s Lemma (Corollary 5.9) and the openness of the ample cone
(Theorem 4.15), we see that there exists D0 ∈ PicQ(X) such that µ∗f∗D0 is (π′ ◦ µ)-big, and that
if L in an element of Pic(X), then µ∗f∗(D0 + ǫL) is (π′ ◦ µ)-big for all positive rational numbers

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/089J
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0DMN
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ǫ≪ 1. By the Q-case already proved, D0 + ǫL and D0 are π-big. Write

D =
∑

i

aiDi,

where the Di are elements of PicQ(X) and ai are real numbers. By the previous discussion, we may
assume that each Di is π-big. For rational numbers a′i < ai with ai− a

′
i ≪ 1, let D′ =

∑
i a

′
iDi. By

Kodaira’s Lemma (Corollary 5.9) and the openness of the ample cone (Theorem 4.15), µ∗f∗D′ is
(π′ ◦ µ)-big, so D′ is π-big by the Q-case, and

D = D′ +
∑

i

(ai − a
′
i)Di

is π-big by definition. �

We can also show that the sum of a π-big and π-nef or π-pseudoeffective k-invertible sheaf is
π-big.

Lemma 5.11. Let π : X → Z be a proper surjective morphism between integral algebraic spaces
over a scheme S. Let D be a π-big k-invertible sheaf on X for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. If D′ is a π-nef
(resp. π-pseudoeffective) k-invertible sheaf on X, then D +D′ is π-big.

Proof. Replacing Z by the spectrum of its generic point, we may assume that Z = Spec(k) for a
field k. By the weak version of Chow’s lemma in [Stacks, Tag 089J] and using [Stacks, Tag 0DMN],
there exists a generically finite morphism µ : X ′ → X from a projective variety over k. We then see
that µ∗D is big by Lemma 5.10, and that µ∗D′ is π-nef by Lemma 4.3 (resp. π-pseudoeffective by
Lemma 5.10). Now by Kodaira’s lemma (Corollary 5.9), we can write µ∗D = A + E in Pick(X ′),
where A is ample and E is effective, and hence

µ∗(D +D′) = A+ µ∗D′ + E.

If D′ is nef, then A+µ∗D′ is ample by Kleiman’s criterion (Proposition 4.17), and hence µ∗(D+D′)
is big by Kodaira’s lemma (Corollary 5.9). If D′ is pseudoeffective, then µ∗D′ can be written as a
limit of effective Q-Cartier divisors Fi as i→∞. Writing

µ∗(D +D′) = A+ (µ∗D′ − Fi) + Fi + E,

we see that A+ (µ∗D′ − Fi) is ample for i≫ 0 by Theorem 4.15, and hence µ∗(D + D′) is big by
Kodaira’s lemma (Corollary 5.9). Finally, we conclude that D +D′ is big by Lemma 5.10. �

Bigness and pseudoeffectivity are well-behaved under birational transforms.

Lemma 5.12. Let g : Y → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral algebraic spaces over a
scheme S with Y integral and normal. Let f : X → Y be a proper birational morphism over Z with
X integral and normal. Let D be a Q-Weil divisor that is Q-Cartier on X such that the birational
transform f∗D is Q-Cartier. If D is big over Z, so is f∗D.

Assume further that f is an isomorphism in codimension one. Then, f∗D is big over Z if and
only if D is.

Proof. By Definition 5.5, we may take the fiber over the generic point of π(X) and assume Z the
spectrum of a field.

If m ∈ Z>0 is sufficiently divisible, then mD and mf∗D are Cartier. For each E ∈ |mD|, we have
f∗E ∈ |mf∗D|; and if f∗E1 = f∗E2, then E1 −E2 is an f -exceptional divisor linearly equivalent to
0, hence is 0. We thus know that dim|mD| ≤ dim|mf∗D|, and we see that f∗D is big whenever D
is.

If f is an isomorphism in codimension one, then for each E ∈ |mf∗D| we have f−1
∗ E ∈ |mD|.

Thus dim|mD| = dim|mf∗D| and f∗D is big if and only if D is big. �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/089J
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0DMN
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Lemma 5.13. Let g : Y → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral algebraic spaces over
a scheme S with Y integral and normal. Let f : X → Y be a projective birational morphism over
Z with X integral and normal. Let D be a Q-Weil divisor that is Q-Cartier on X such that the
birational transform f∗D is Q-Cartier. If D is pseudoeffective over Z, so is f∗D.

Assume further that f is an isomorphism in codimension one. Then f∗D is pseudoeffective over
Z if and only if D is.

Proof. Again, we may assume Z the spectrum of a field to avoid writing “over Z.”
If D is pseudoeffective, for each big Q-Cartier divisor B on Y we have f∗D+B = f∗(D + f∗B).

D + f∗B is big since f∗B is, so by Lemma 5.12 f∗D +B is big, and f∗D is pseudoeffective.
Now assume that f is an isomorphism in codimension one, and that f∗D is pseudoeffective. Let

A be an ample Q-Cartier divisor on X and we need to prove D+A big. Choose an ample divisor H
on Y with A− f∗H ample. By Lemma 5.12 we see D+ f∗H big since its pushforward is f∗D+H.
Thus D +A is big. �

5.3. Linear systems and generic fibers. Relative bigness and relative pseudoeffectivity only
depend on the generic fiber, and hence we describe how linear systems behave when passing to the
generic fiber of a morphism.

Lemma 5.14 (cf. [BCHM10, Lemma 3.2.1]). Let π : X → Z be a proper surjective morphism of
integral Noetherian schemes, where X is normal and Z is affine. Consider a point z ∈ Z, and set
R := OZ,z and XR := X×Z Spec(R). Let D be a k-Weil divisor on X and let E an effective k-Weil
divisor on XR such that E|XR

∼k D|XR
for some k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. Then, there exists an effective

k-Weil divisor F on X such that F ∼k D and F|XR
= E.

Proof. Let E =
∑n

i=1 aiEi where ai ∈ k and Ei are prime divisors on XR. There exist rational
functions f1, f2, . . . , fm on XR and numbers b1, b2, . . . , bm ∈ k such that

D|XR
=

n∑

i=1

aiEi +

m∑

j=1

bj divXR
(fj).

Since the function fields of X and XR are the same, the functions fj define principal divisors

divX(fj) on X. For each i, we also obtain a prime divisor Ei on X as the closure of Ei. Let

D′ = D −
n∑

i=1

aiEi −
m∑

j=1

bj divX(fj).

Then, D′ is a k-linear combination of prime divisors that avoid XR. In other words, we have
D′ =

∑
k ckSk where (Sk)|XR

= 0 and ck ∈ k for every k. If we can prove the result for sgn(ck)Sk
for each k (and k = Z) then we are done.

Let F = OX(sgn(ck)Sk). By flat base change [EGAIII1, Proposition 1.4.15], we have

H0(X,F) ⊗H0(Z,OZ) R = H0(XR,FR) ≃ H0(XR,OXR
).

Since H0(X,F) is torsion-free as an H0(Z,OZ)-module [EGAInew, Proposition 8.4.5], there exists a
section s ∈ H0(X,F) such that s maps to a nonzero section of FR. We then have div(s) ∼ sgn(ck)Sk
while div(s)|XR

= 0, and hence we are done. �

Corollary 5.15. Let π : X → Z be a proper surjective morphism of integral Noetherian schemes
with X normal and Z affine. Consider a point z ∈ Z, and set R := OZ,z and XR := X ×Z Spec(R).
Let D be a k-Weil divisor on X where k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. Then |D|k 6= ∅ if and only if |D|XR

|k 6= ∅.
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5.4. Relatively big R-Weil divisors. We now extend the definition of π-bigness to Q- or R-Weil
divisors.

Definition 5.16. Let π : X → Y be a proper surjective morphism of integral locally Noetherian
algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Let Xη be the generic fiber of π and assume Xη projective over
κ(η). Let D be a k-Weil divisor on X where k ∈ {Q,R}. We say that D is π-big if D|Xη

∼k A+E
for an ample k-invertible sheaf A on Xη and an effective k-Weil divisor E on Xη.

If π is birational, then clearly every k-Weil divisor is π-big.

Definition 5.16 is equivalent to Definition 5.5 for k-invertible sheaves or k-Cartier divisors. This
equivalent characterization is the definition taken in [CU15, Definition 2.16].

Lemma 5.17. Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of locally Noetherian schemes, such that X
is normal and Xη is projective over κ(η). Let k ∈ {Q,R} and let D be a k-Weil divisor on X. If
D is k-Cartier, D is π-big in the sense of Definition 5.16 if and only if D is π-big in the sense of
Definition 5.5.

If Z is affine and π is projective, D is π-big in the sense of Definition 5.16 if and only if there
exists a π-ample k-Cartier divisor A and an effective k-Weil divisor E with D ∼k A+ E.

Proof. The first statement follows from Corollary 5.9.
Now assume that Z affine and π is projective. The implication ⇐ is trivial, so we assume that

D is π-big in the sense of Definition 5.16. Let Aη and Eη be divisors on the generic fiber Xη as
in Definition 5.16. Let H be a π-ample Q-Cartier divisor on X. After scaling, we may assume
Aη−H|Xη

ample, so we see that |(D−H)|Xη
|k 6= ∅. By Corollary 5.15, |D−H|k 6= ∅, as desired. �

6. Canonical sheaves, canonical divisors, and singularities of pairs

6.1. Canonical sheaves and divisors. We define canonical sheaves.

Definition 6.1 (cf. [KMM87, Remark 0-2-2(2); Cor92, (16.3.3); Kov12, §5]). Let X be an equidi-
mensional and connected locally Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme S. Suppose that X has
a dualizing complex ω•

X . The canonical sheaf ωX associated to ω•
X is the cohomology sheaf of ω•

X
in lowest cohomological degree.

We can also often make sense of ωX as a Weil divisor.

Definition 6.2 (cf. [KMM87, Remark 0-2-2(2); Cor92, (16.3.3); Kov12, §5]). Let X be an equidi-
mensional and connected locally Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme S. Suppose that X has
a dualizing complex ω•

X with associated canonical sheaf ωX . The sheaf ωX is invertible on an open
subspace U ⊆ X, since it is the complement of the closed subspace where

ωX ⊗OX
HomOX

(ωX ,OX) −→ OX

is an isomorphism by [Stacks, Tag 0B8N].
Now suppose that X is integral and normal. Since X is normal, U contains all codimension one

points of X. A canonical divisor KX on X is a Weil divisor whose class in Cl(X) restricts to the
image of ωU under the map Pic(U)→ Cl(U) from (6).

6.2. Singularities of pairs. We can now define pairs and singularities of pairs in our setting.

Definition 6.3 (see [Kol13, Definition 1.5 and (2.20)]). LetX be an integral normal locally Noether-
ian algebraic space over a scheme S. Suppose that X has a dualizing complex ω•

X with associated
canonical divisor KX . Let k ∈ {Q,R}. A k-pair (X,∆) is the combined data of X together with
an effective k-Weil divisor ∆ such that KX + ∆ is k-Cartier.

We will also use the following definition. For algebraic spaces, we take the characterization in
[Stacks, Tag 0BIA(2)] as our definition for a simple normal crossings divisor.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0B8N
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0BIA
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Definition 6.4 (see [CL12, p. 2418]). Let (X,∆) be a k-pair for k ∈ {Q,R}. We say that (X,∆)
is log regular if X is regular and ∆ has simple normal crossings support.

For the definition below, we note that [Kol13] works over a regular scheme B throughout (see
[Kol13, Definition 1.5]), but this is not necessary for the following definition to make sense, since
we are assuming the existence of a dualizing complex ω•

X .

Definition 6.5 (see [KMM87, Definitions 0-2-6 and 0-2-10; Kol13, Definitions 2.4 and 2.8]). Let
(X,∆) be a k-pair for k ∈ {Q,R}. For a separated birational morphism f : Y → X of finite type
from an integral normal locally Noetherian algebraic space Y over S, we can write

KY + f−1
∗ ∆ ∼k f

∗(KX + ∆) +
∑

f -exceptional E

a(E,X,∆)E

for some a(E,X,∆) ∈ k, where the E are f -exceptional prime Weil divisors and f−1
∗ ∆ is the

birational transform of ∆.
For each f -exceptional prime Weil divisor E on Y , the number a(E,X,∆) ∈ k is called the

discrepancy of E with respect to (X,∆). For nonexceptional prime Weil divisors D ⊆ X, we set
a(D,X,∆) := − coeffD(∆). If f ′ : Y ′ → X is another birational morphism and E′ ⊆ Y ′ is the
birational transform of E, then a(E,X,∆) = a(E′,X,∆), and hence the discrepancy of E only
depends on E and not on Y . The center centerX(E) of E is the image of E in X.

Now suppose that ∆ has coefficients in [0, 1]. We say that (X,∆) is

terminal




if a(E,X,∆) is





> 0 for every exceptional E,
canonical ≥ 0 for every exceptional E,

klt > −1 for every E,
dlt > −1 for every E such that centerX(E) ⊆ non-snc(X,∆).

Here, the divisors E range over all prime Weil divisors on schemes Y birational over X as above.

We will also state some results using the notion of weakly log terminal singularities from
[KMM87].

Definition 6.6 (see [KMM87, Definition 0-2-10]). Let (X,∆) be a k-pair for k ∈ {Q,R} such that
X is quasi-excellent of equal characteristic zero and such that ∆ has coefficients in [0, 1]. We say
that (X,∆) is weakly log terminal if the following conditions hold:

(i) There exists a resolution of singularities f : Y → X such that Supp(f−1
∗ ∆) ∪ Exc(f) has

normal crossings support (in the sense of [Stacks, Tag 0BSF]) and a(E,X,∆) > −1 for
every f -exceptional E.

(ii) There exists an f -ample invertible sheaf H whose image in Cl(Y ) is equal to the class of a
Weil divisor whose support equals Exc(f).

Remark 6.7 (see [Sza94, Divisorial log terminal theorem; Fuj17, Remark 2.3.22]). Let X be as in
Definition 6.6. Since thrifty log resolutions exist in this setting by [Tem18, Theorems 1.1.6 and
1.1.13], we see that dlt pairs are weakly log terminal.

Remark 6.8. Since terminal, canonical, and klt are étale-local conditions [Kol13, (2.14) and Propo-
sition 2.15], one can also define these notions for algebraic spaces by pulling back to an étale cover
of X. Note that dlt is not an étale-local condition [Kol13, Warning on p. 47].

We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.9. Let (X,∆) be a k-pair for k ∈ {Q,R}, and let ∆′ be an effective k-Weil divisor on
X. Then, we have the following:

(i) If ∆′ is k-Cartier and (X,∆ + ∆′) is klt, then (X,∆) is klt.
(ii) Suppose KX + ∆′ is k-Cartier. If (X,∆′) is klt, then (X, t∆ + (1 − t)∆′) is klt for all

t ∈ [0, 1] ∩ k.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0BSF
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(iii) Assume that (X,∆) has a log resolution, that (X,∆) is klt, and that ∆′ is k-Cartier. Then,
for all sufficiently small ε ∈ k>0, the pair (X,∆ + ε∆′) is klt.

(iv) Suppose KX + ∆′ is k-Cartier. Assume that (X,∆) has a log resolution, that (X,∆) is klt.
Then, for all sufficiently small ε ∈ k>0, the pair (X, (1 − ε)∆ + ε∆′) is klt.

Proof. Items (i) and (ii) follow immediately from the definition of discrepancy. For (iii) and (iv),
it suffices to note that klt-ness is detected by a single log resolution [Kol13, Corollary 2.13]. �

7. Base loci and restricted linear systems

We define base loci and some of their asymptotic invariants, which we use to define restricted
linear systems.

Definition 7.1 (see [KMM87, p. 299; CL12, p. 2419; McK17, Definition 2.2]). Let X be a normal
locally Noetherian scheme or an integral normal locally Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme
S. The base locus of a Weil divisor D is the closed set

Bs|D| :=
⋂

D′∈|D|

Supp(D′).

We set Bs|D| = X if |D| = ∅. The stable base locus of an R-Weil divisor D is the closed set

B(D) :=
⋂

D′∈|D|R

Supp(D′).

We set B(D) = X if |D|R = ∅.

We can now define restricted linear systems.

Definition 7.2 (see [ELMNP09, p. 612; CL12, p. 2420 and Definition 2.23]). Let X be an algebraic
space over a scheme S, and let T ⊆ X be a closed subspace. For an invertible sheaf L on X, we
set

H0
(
X|T,L

)
:= im

(
H0
(
X,L

)
−→ H0

(
T,L|T

))
,

which is denoted resT (H0(X,L )) in [CL12, Definition 2.23].
Now suppose X is a normal Noetherian scheme, T is normal, and D is a Cartier divisor in-

tersecting T properly. The restricted linear system |D|T is the subset of |D|T | corresponding to

nondegenerate sections in H0(X|T,OX(D)) under the bijection in Proposition 3.13. The restriction
map

H0
(
X,OX (D)

)
−→−→ H0

(
T,OT (D|T )

)

induces a map |D| → |D|T if T is integral and T 6⊆ Bs|D|, since H0(X,O∗
X ) maps to H0(T,O∗

T )
and nondegenerate sections of OX(D) map to nondegenerate sections of OT (D|T ).

We now want to define the fixed and stable fixed parts of a linear system. To do so, we need the
following result, which shows that the definition of B(D) is compatible with the usual definition
for Q-Cartier divisors in [Laz04, Definition 2.1.20].

Lemma 7.3 (see [BCHM10, Lemma 3.5.3; CL12, Lemma 2.3; McK17, Lemma 2.4]). Let X be a
normal locally Noetherian scheme or an integral normal locally Noetherian algebraic space over a
scheme S. Consider a Q-Weil divisor D on X. Then, we have

B(D) =
⋂

D′∈|D|Q

Supp(D′).

Proof. This is immediate from Lemma 3.14. �

Finally, we define fixed and mobile parts of linear systems, together with the asymptotic variant
of the fixed part.
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Definition 7.4 (see [CL12, Definition 2.5]). Let X be a normal locally Noetherian scheme or an
integral normal locally Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme S. Consider a Weil divisor D on
X. The fixed part Fix|D| of D is the largest effective Weil divisor F on X such that F ≤ D′ for
all D′ ∈ |D|. We can then write

|D| =
∣∣Mob(D)

∣∣+ Fix|D|,

where Mob(D) is the mobile part of |D|. If T ⊆ X is a normal closed subscheme, we use the same
definition for the restricted linear system |D|T to define the fixed part Fix|D|T .

Now consider a Q-Weil divisor D on X. The stable fixed part of D is

Fix(D) := lim inf
k→∞

1

k
Fix|kD|,

which by Lemma 7.3 is the divisorial part of the stable base locus B(D). Similarly, we set

FixT (D) := lim inf
k→∞

1

k
Fix|kD|T .

8. Convex sets in DivR(X) and relative divisorial graded rings

We define some convex subsets of DivR(X) associated to finite-dimensional subspaces in DivR(X),
following [CL12, §2.1]. We will restrict to the scheme case in this section. In the definition below,
L(V ) is a version of Shokurov’s polytope P from [Sho93, (1.3.2)] (see also [Sho96, First Main The-
orem 6.2]), and EA(V ) is a version of Shokurov’s polytope M from [Sho96, Second Main Theorem
6.20].

Definition 8.1 (cf. [CL12, Defnition 2.4]). Let X be a regular locally Noetherian scheme with a
dualizing complex ω•

X . Denote by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X . Let S1, S2, . . . , Sp be

distinct prime divisors on X such that (X,
∑p

i=1 Si) is log regular. Let

V =

p∑

i=1

R · Si ⊆ DivR(X),

and let A be a Q-divisor on X. We set

L(V ) :=
{
B =

∑
biSi ∈ V

∣∣∣ 0 ≤ bi ≤ 1 for all i
}
,

EA(V ) :=
{
B ∈ L(V )

∣∣ |KX +A+B|R 6= ∅
}
.

Let S be a prime divisor on X different from each Si such that (X,S +
∑p

i=1 Si) is log regular. We
set

BSA(V ) :=
{
B ∈ L(V )

∣∣ S 6⊆ B(KX + S +A+B)
}
.

We now define relative divisorial graded rings and establish some basic properties about them,
following [CL12, §2.4].

Definition 8.2 (cf. [KMM87, Definitions 0-3-7 and 0-3-11; CL12, Definition 2.22; CL13, p. 620]).
Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral Noetherian schemes, where X is regular and Z
is affine. Let S ⊆ DivQ(X) be a finitely generated monoid. The relative divisorial graded ring

associated to S is the S-graded H0(Z,OZ)-algebra

R
(
X/Z;S

)
:=
⊕

D∈S

H0
(
X,OX

(
⌊D⌋

))
.

Now suppose that Z has a dualizing complex ω•
Z , and denote by KX a canonical divisor defined

using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z . If divisors D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ are generators of S and if Di ∼Q ki(KX + ∆i) for
effective Q-divisors ∆i and for ki ∈ Q≥0, the algebra R(X/Z;S) is called the relative adjoint
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ring associated to S, and the relative adjoint ring associated to the sequence D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ is the
Nℓ-graded H0(Z,OZ)-algebra

R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ

)
:=

⊕

(m1,m2,...,mℓ)∈Nℓ

H0

(
X,OX

(⌊
ℓ∑

i=1

miDi

⌋))
.

Note that there is a natural projection map R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ) → R(X/Z;S). The support

of R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ) is

Supp
(
R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ

))
:=

( ℓ∑

i=1

R≥0 ·Di

)
∩Diveff

R (X) ⊆ DivR(X).

If C ⊆ DivR(X) is a rational polyhedral cone, then Gordan’s lemma [Ful93, §1.2, Proposition 1]
implies that S = C∩Div(X) is a finitely generated monoid, and we define the adjoint ring associated
to C to be

R
(
X/Z; C

)
:= R

(
X/Z;S

)
.

Definition 8.3 (cf. [CL12, Defnition 2.23]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes, where X is regular and Z is affine. Let S be a regular prime divisor on X
and let D be an effective divisor on X. Using Proposition 3.13 (see also [Stacks, Tag 01X0]), we
fix 1S ∈ H

0(X,OX(S)) such that Z(1S) = S. Consider the exact sequence

0 −→ H0
(
X,OX (D − S)

)
−→ H0

(
X,OX(D)

) ρS−→ H0
(
S,OS(D)

)
, (13)

where the middle map is obtained via twisting the map OX(−S) →֒ OX corresponding to 1S and
applying global sections. For σ ∈ H0(X,OX (D)), we denote by σ|S ∈ H

0(X|S,OX (D)) the image

of σ under ρS , where H0(X|S,OX (D)) is the image of ρS as defined in Definition 7.2.
If S ⊆ DivQ(X) is a monoid generated by divisors D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ, the restriction of R(X/Z;S)

to S is the S-graded H0(Z,OZ)-algebra

resS
(
R(X/Z;S)

)
:=
⊕

D∈S

H0
(
X|S,OX

(
⌊D⌋

))
,

and the restriction of R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ) to S is the Nℓ-graded H0(Z,OZ )-algebra

resS
(
R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ)

)
:=

⊕

(m1,m2,...,mℓ)∈Nℓ

H0

(
X|S,OX

(⌊
ℓ∑

i=1

miDi

⌋))
.

We give two lemmas about finite generation of relative divisorial graded rings.

Lemma 8.4 (cf. [CL12, Corollary 2.26]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral Noether-
ian schemes, where X is regular and Z is affine. Let f : Y → X be a proper birational morphism,
where Y is regular. Let D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ ∈ DivQ(X), let D′

1,D
′
2, . . . ,D

′
ℓ ∈ DivQ(X), and assume

there exist positive rational numbers ri and f -exceptional Q-divisors Ei ≥ 0 such that

D′
i ∼Q rif

∗Di + Ei

for every i. Then, the ring

R = R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ

)

is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ) if and only if the ring

R′ = R
(
Y/Z;D′

1,D
′
2, . . . ,D

′
ℓ

)

is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ ). Similarly, suppose S is a regular prime divisor on X, and
let T = f−1

∗ S. Then, the ring resS(R) is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ ) if and only if the ring
resT (R′) is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ).

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01X0
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Proof. The proof of [CL12, Corollary 2.26] works after replacing absolute divisorial rings with
relative divisorial graded rings. For completeness, we write down the proof below.

Let k be a positive integer such that for all i, we have that kDi, kriD
′
i, and kEi are all integral

and

kD′
i ∼ krif

∗Di + kEi.

Then, the rings

R
(
X/Z; kD1, kD2, . . . , kDℓ

)
and R

(
Y/Z; kD′

1, kD
′
2, . . . , kD

′
ℓ

)

are Veronese subrings of finite index in R and R′, respectively, and both rings are isomorphic to

R
(
Y/Z; kr1f

∗D1 + kE1, kr2f
∗D2 + kE2, . . . , krℓf

∗Dℓ + kEℓ
)
.

Similarly, the rings

resS

(
R
(
X/Z; kD1, kD2, . . . , kDℓ

))
and resT

(
R
(
Y/Z; kD′

1, kD
′
2, . . . , kD

′
ℓ

))

are Veronese subrings of finite index in resS(R) and resT (R′), respectively, and both rings are
isomorphic to

resT

(
R
(
Y/Z; kr1f

∗D1 + kE1, kr2f
∗D2 + kE2, . . . , krℓf

∗Dℓ + kEℓ
))
.

In either case, the conclusion follows from [ADHL15, Propositions 1.2.2 and 1.2.4]. �

Lemma 8.5 (cf. [CL12, Lemma 2.27]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral Noetherian
schemes, where X is regular and Z is affine. Let D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ ∈ DivQ(X), and set

C =
ℓ∑

i=1

R≥0 ·Di ⊆ DivR(X).

Then, we have the following:

(i) If R(X/Z; C) is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ)-algebra, then R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ) is
finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ)-algebra.

(ii) Let S be a regular prime divisor on X. If resS(R(X/Z; C)) is finitely generated as an
H0(Z,OZ)-algebra, then

resS

(
R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ

))

is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ )-algebra.

Proof. The proof of [CL12, Lemma 2.27] works after replacing absolute divisorial rings with relative
divisorial graded rings. For completeness, we write down the proof below.

Let k be a positive integer such that D′
i = kDi ∈ Div(X) for all i. The monoid

S =

ℓ∑

i=1

N ·D′
i

is a submonoid of C ∩ Div(X). If R(X/Z; C) (resp. resS(R(X/Z; C))) is finitely generated, then
R(X/Z;S) (resp. resS(R(X/Z;S))) is also finitely generated by [ADHL15, Proposition 1.2.2]. Then,
R(X/Z;D′

1,D
′
2, . . . ,D

′
ℓ) (resp. resS(R(X/Z;D′

1,D
′
2, . . . ,D

′
ℓ))) is finitely generated by [ADHL15,

Proposition 1.2.6], which implies that R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ) (resp. resS(R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ)))
is finitely generated by [ADHL15, Proposition 1.2.4]. �



THE RELATIVE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM IN EQUAL CHARACTERISTIC ZERO 37

9. Asymptotic order of vanishing

Following [CL13, §3 and §8], we define the asymptotic order of vanishing in our setting. We will
not need this in the proof of our analogue of [CL12, Theorem B], since we are able to derive it from
the result in [CL12]. On the other hand, we will need to use the asymptotic order of vanishing
when running the minimal model program, as in [CL13].

We will always work over an affine base and work with absolute linear systems as in Definition
3.12.

Definition 9.1 (see [ELMNP06, p. 1713; CL13, p. 620]). Let X be an integral normal separated
scheme. Let v be a discrete valuation on the function field K(X) of X given by a morphism
Spec(R)→ X, which is uniquely determined by v up to isomorphism. The center of v is the image
of the closed point of Spec(R). We say v is a geometric valuation on X if v is given by the order
of vanishing at the generic point η of a prime divisor Γ on some birational model f : Y → X of X.
In this case, the valuation is given by the composition Spec(OY,η)→ Y → X.

We now define the asymptotic order of vanishing for R-Weil divisors such that |D|R 6= ∅. When
D is a big R-Cartier divisor and Z is a point, this notion coincides with the invariant v(‖D‖)
defined in [ELMNP06, Definition 2.2], and when v is futhermore a geometric valuation given by a
prime divisor Γ, this notion coincides with the invariant σΓ(D) from [Nak04, Chapter III, Definition
1.1]. See also Remark 9.3.

Definition 9.2 (see [CL13, p. 632]; cf. [ELMNP06, Lemma 3.3, CDB13, Remark 2.16]). Let
π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral noetherian schemes, where Z is affine. Let D
be an R-Weil divisor on X such that |D|R 6= ∅. For each discrete valuation v on K(X), the
asymptotic order of vanishing of D is

ov(D) := inf
E∈|D|R

{
v(E)

}
.

For every positive real number a, we have ov(aD) = a · ov(D). For every pair of elements D,D′ ∈
DivR(X), we have ov(D+D′) ≤ ov(D) + ov(D

′) [ELMNP06, Proposition 2.4]. When v comes from
a prime divisor S we write oS for ov.

Remark 9.3. Let D be an R-Weil divisor on a complex projective variety X. If |D|R 6= ∅, then D
is π-pseudoeffective. However, the asymptotic order of vanishing ov(D) and the invariant v(‖D‖)
defined in [ELMNP06] are not necessarily equal. See [CDB13, Remark 2.16].

Part II. Bertini theorems and fundamental theorems of the MMP

In this part, we prove our new relative versions of Bertini theorems for schemes. These theorems
will become necessary later to perturb klt pairs without having global Bertini theorems available as
would be the case for quasi-projective varieties over a field. We also show the fundamental theorems
of the minimal model program (the Basepoint-freness, Contraction, Rationality, and Cone theorems)
for algebraic spaces adapting the strategy in [KMM87] for complex varieties.

10. Bertini theorems

As in the mixed characteristic case considered in [BMPSTWW], we will need Bertini theorems
that work for schemes that are of finite type over a Noetherian local domain of containing Q.

Theorem 10.1 (cf. [BMPSTWW, Theorem 2.15]). Let (R,m, k) be a Noetherian local domain
containing Q. Fix an integer N ≥ 1. Let f : X → PN

R be a separated morphism of finite type from
a regular Noetherian scheme X. Assume that every closed point of X lies over the unique closed
point of Spec(R).



38 SHIJI LYU AND TAKUMI MURAYAMA

Let T0, T1, . . . , TN be a basis of H0(PN
R ,O(1)) as a free R-module. Then, there exists a nonempty

Zariski open subset W ⊆ AN+1
k with the following property: For all a0, a1, . . . , aN ∈ R, if

(ā0, ā1, . . . , āN ) ∈W (k),

then the section

h = a0T0 + a1T1 + . . .+ aNTN ∈ H
0
(
PN
R ,O(1)

)

is such that f−1(V (h)) is regular.

Proof. Denote by fs : Xs → PN
k the base change of f along the closed embedding Spec(k) →֒

Spec(R). Choose a stratification {Uj}j∈J of Xs by locally closed subschemes such that each Uj
is connected and regular. By Jouanolou’s Bertini theorem [Jou83, Theorem 6.10(2)], since k is of
characteristic zero, there exists a Zariski open subset W ⊆ An+1

k such that for all (ā0, ā1, . . . , āN ) ∈
W (k), the section

h̄ = ā0T0 + ā1T1 + . . .+ āNTN ∈ H
0
(
PN
k ,O(1)

)

is such that f−1
s (V (h̄)) ∩ Uj is regular for all j.

We claim that this choice of W satisfies the conclusion of the theorem. Since the regular locus
is stable under generization, it suffices to show that f−1(V (h)) is regular at every closed point
x ∈ f−1(V (h)). Let 0 6= g ∈ OX,x define f−1(V (h)) at such a closed point x. By assumption, the
image of x in Spec(R) is m, and hence there exists a member Uj our stratification of Xs containing
x. We now consider the image of g under the composition

OX,x/m
2
x −→ OXs,x/m

2
x −→ OUj ,x/m

2
x.

By [EGAIV1, Chapitre 0, Proposition 17.1.7], since Uj and f−1
s (V (h̄))∩Uj are regular, we know that

the image of g in OUj ,x/m
2
x is nonzero. Thus, the image of g in OX,x/m

2
x is also nonzero. Applying

[EGAIV1, Chapitre 0, Proposition 17.1.7] again, we therefore see that f−1(V (h)) is regular at x. �

Remark 10.2 (cf. [BMPSTWW, Remark 2.16]). Let f : X → Spec(R) be a separated morphism
of finite type mapping closed points to the unique closed point that factors through PN

R for some
N ≥ 1, and let B be an effective divisor on X with simple normal crossings. Applying Theorem 10.1
to X and the finitely many strata of B, we obtain a divisor H = g−1(V (h)) such that (X,H + B)
and (H,B ∩H) are log regular, where g : X → PN

R is a factorization of f . We may also require H
to avoid finitely many given points, for example the generic points of the components of B. We will
use this version of Bertini’s theorem when working with linear systems associated to f -generated
Cartier divisors.

When X is proper over a non-local base, we can still find semi-ample regular divisors after passing
to an affine open cover of the base. Below, a scheme is J-2 if it admits an open affine covering
X =

⋃
i Spec(Ri) such that every Ri is J-2 in the sense of Definition 2.1(iv) (see [Stacks, Tag 07R3

and Tag 07R4]).

Corollary 10.3. Let R be a Noetherian domain containing Q. Fix an integer N ≥ 1. Let
{
fi : Xi → PN

R

}
i

be a finite collection of closed separated morphisms of finite type from regular Noetherian schemes
Xi that are J-2. Let Spec(R) =

⋃
k Vk be a finite affine open cover of Spec(R). Then, there exists

a finite affine open cover

Spec(R) =
⋃

j

Uj

refining Spec(R) =
⋃
k Vk, such that for each j, there exists a section hj ∈ H

0(PN
R ,O(1)) whose

preimage f−1
i (V (hj)) is regular along the preimage of Uj in Xi.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/07R3
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/07R4
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Proof. For each prime ideal p ⊆ R, we can construct sections hp ∈ H
0(PN

Rp
,O(1)) such that the

preimage of V (hp) in Xi⊗RRp is regular for every i by Theorem 10.1. Since R is a domain, we can lift

the sections hp to sections h̃p ∈ H
0(PN

R ,O(1)) by clearing denominators. For each p and i, denote

by Sing(f−1
i (V (h̃p))) the singular locus of f−1

i (V (h̃p)), which is closed by the J-2 condition. Then,

denoting by πi : Xi → Spec(R) the composition of fi with the projection morphism PN
R → Spec(R),

we have

p ∈ Spec(R)− πi

(⋃

i

Sing
(
f−1
i

(
V (h̃p)

)))

since f−1
i (V (h̃p)) is regular along the preimage of p by construction, and hence

Spec(R) =
⋃

p∈Spec(R)

(
Spec(R)− πi

(⋃

i

Sing
(
f−1
i

(
V (h̃p)

)))
)

is an open cover. Each of the members of this open cover contains an affine open Up such that
p ∈ Up ⊆ Vk for some k, and since Spec(R) is quasi-compact, there is a finite subset {Upj} ⊆ {Up}

that forms an affine open cover of Spec(R). Setting Uj := Upj and hj := h̃pj , we are done. �

Corollary 10.3 allows us to perturb klt pairs up to replacing the base by an affine open cover.

Corollary 10.4. Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of excellent locally Noetherian schemes
of equal characteristic zero. Suppose that X is integral and normal, and that Z has a dualizing
complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let (X,∆) be a klt k-pair for k ∈ {Q,R}. Let A be a π-semi-ample k-Cartier divisor on X.

Then, there exists an open covering Z =
⋃
a Va and

Aa ∈
∣∣A|π−1(Va)

∣∣
k

such that (π−1(Va),∆|π−1(Va) +Aa) is klt.

Proof. The π-semi-ample k-Cartier divisor A is a k≥0-linear combination of π-semi-ample Cartier
divisors on X, so it suffices to treat the case A = rH where r ∈ k, 0 < r < 1, and H is π-generated.

We may assume Z = Spec(R) affine and integral. Let f : Y → X be a log resolution of (X,∆),
which exists by [Tem08, Theorem 2.3.6]. Write

KY +
∑

E

a(E)E ∼k f
∗(KX + ∆),

where a(E) := a(E,X,∆) is the discrepancy. The divisor ∆Y :=
∑

E a(E)E is effective and satisfies

⌊∆Y ⌋ = 0 since (X,∆) is klt. Since H is π-generated, it defines a morphism h : X → PN
R .

Applying Corollary 10.3 and passing to an open cover of Z if necessary, we can find H ′ ∈ |H|
such that f∗H ′ is reduced, does not share a component with ∆Y , and is such that (Y,∆Y + f∗H ′)
is log regular. We have A′ := rH ′ ∈ |A|k, f∗(∆Y + rf∗H ′) = ∆ +A′, and

KY + ∆Y + rf∗H ′ ∼k f
∗(KX + ∆ +A′),

so a(E,X,∆ + A′) = a(E,Y,∆Y + rf∗H ′) for all divisors E over X (cf. [KM98, Lemma 2.30]).
Since r < 1, we have ⌊∆Y + rf∗H ′⌋ = 0. Moreover, since (Y,∆Y + rf∗H ′) is log regular, we see
that (Y,∆Y + rf∗H ′) is klt by [Kol13, Corollary 2.11]. Thus (X,∆ +A′) is klt, as desired. �

When X is projective over an affine base, we can find ample divisors avoiding finitely many
points in X, even without passing to an affine open cover of the base.

Lemma 10.5. Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral Noetherian schemes, where Z
is affine. Let k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. For a π-ample k-Cartier divisor A on X and finitely many points
xi ∈ X, there exist a positive integer n and a divisor A′ ∈ |nA|k with multxi(A

′) = 0 for all i.
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Proof. Since π-ample k-Cartier divisors are k>0-linear combination of π-ample Cartier divisors, we
may assume that k = Z. The statement now follows by the graded version of prime avoidance
[Bou72, Chapter III, §1, no. 4, Proposition 8]. �

11. Basepoint-free, Contraction, Rationality, and Cone theorems

In this section, we prove that the Basepoint-free and Contraction, Rationality, and Cone theorems
hold for projective morphisms of quasi-excellent algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero with
dualizing complexes by adapting the proofs in [KMM87]. Later, in §18, we will prove dual versions
of these statements in the vein of [Kaw11] using our finite generation result (Theorem 12.1), as is
done for varieties in [CL13]. We have stated these results using the notion of weakly log terminal
pairs (see Definition 6.6). Dlt pairs are weakly log terminal by Remark 6.7.

11.1. Basepoint-free theorem. We start with the Basepoint-free theorem. A version of the
statement for schemes below appeared in [BMPSTWW, Proposition 2.48]. The statement for
algebraic spaces when Z = Spec(k) for a field k (resp. when X is three-dimensional and of finite
type over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero) is proved in [Kol91, Basepoint-free
theorem 1.4.4] (resp. [Sho96, Base Point Free Theorem 6.16]).

We have included the statement for R-pairs to illustrate that for schemes that are not necessarily
quasi-projective over a field, one cannot simply perturb boundary divisors directly at the beginning
because we do not have Bertini theorems available. If π is projective, one could instead replace Z
by an affine cover and use an appropriate version of Corollary 10.4.

Theorem 11.1 (Basepoint-free theorem; cf. [KMM87, Theorem 3-1-1 and Remark 3-1-2(1)]). Let
π : X → Z be a proper surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces of
equal characteristic zero over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a dualizing
complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let (X,∆) be an R-pair, and let H ∈ Pic(X) be π-nef. Suppose one of the following holds:

(i) (X,∆) is weakly log terminal and aH − (KX + ∆) is π-ample for some a ∈ Z>0.
(ii) (X,∆) is klt and aH − (KX + ∆) is π-big and π-nef for some a ∈ Z>0.

Then, there exists m0 ∈ Z>0 such that mH is π-generated for all m ≥ m0.

Proof. After replacing π by its Stein factorization [Stacks, Tag 0A1B], we may assume that Z is
normal and that π has geometrically connected fibers [Stacks, Tag 0AYI]. For (ii), this does not
change the π-bigness or the π-nefness of aH − (KX + ∆) since it changes volumes and intersections
on κ(η) by the factor [H0(Xη,OXη ) : κ(η)].

We claim we may replace Z by a scheme Z ′ étale over Z. Let Z ′ → Z be an étale morphism
where Z ′ is a quasi-compact scheme, and consider the associated Cartesian diagram

X ′ X

Z ′ Z

f ′

π′ π

f

By flat base change [Stacks, Tag 073K], it suffices to show that mf ′∗H is π′-generated for all m≫ 0.
Note that the assumptions on (X,∆) are inherited by (X ′, f ′∗∆) by Remark 6.8. Moreover, we
have

f ′∗
(
aH − (KX + ∆)

)
= a f ′∗H − (KX′ + f ′∗∆),

where f ′∗∆ is the étale pullback of ∆, since the formation of canonical divisors is compatible with
étale base change (see the proof of Lemma 2.7). This R-invertible sheaf is π′-nef by Lemma 4.4(i)
and is π′-big by flat base change [Stacks, Tag 073K]. We can then replace π by π′ to assume that
Z is a scheme. To assume that X is integral, we work one connected component at a time and let
Z be the scheme theoretic images of these components.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A1B
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AYI
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/073K
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/073K


THE RELATIVE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM IN EQUAL CHARACTERISTIC ZERO 41

We now prove the theorem in the case Z is a scheme. Let f1 : Y1 → X be a projective log
resolution of (X,∆), where for (i) we assume the hypotheses in Definition 6.6, and for (ii) we
first apply Chow’s lemma [EGAII, Théorème 5.6.1] then resolve using [Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6] to
assume that Y1 is projective over Z. Then, we know that f∗1 (aH − (KX + ∆)) is π-big and π-nef
by Lemmas 4.3 and 5.10. By Kodaira’s lemma (Corollary 5.9), the R-divisor

f∗1
(
aH − (KX + ∆)

)
+ δ f−1

1∗ ∆−
∑

i

δ1iGi

is (π ◦ f1)-ample for some δ, δ1i ∈ R with 0 < δ ≪ minδ1i 6=0{δ1i} ≪ 1, where {Gi} is a family of
effective Cartier divisors on X with normal crossings, Supp(

∑
i δ1iGi) is f1-exceptional, and

KY1 + δ f−1
1∗ ∆ ∼R f∗1 (KX + ∆) +

∑

i

biGi

for bi ∈ R with bi > −1. Let C :=
∑

i(bi − δ1i)Gi. After perturbing the δ1i using Theorem 4.15,
we may assume that C is a Q-divisor. Letting η ∈ |Z| be the generic point, we can apply the Non-
vanishing theorem [KMM87, Theorem 2-1-1] to a connected component of the geometric generic
fiber Y1η̄ and the pullbacks of f∗1H and C to Y1η̄ to see that

(
(π ◦ f1)∗OY1

(
mf∗1H + ⌈C⌉

))
η
∼= H0

(
Y1η,OY1η (mf∗1Hη + ⌈Cη⌉

))
6= 0

for m≫ 0 by flat base change [EGAIII1, Proposition 1.4.15], since

a f∗1H + C −KY1 ∼R a f∗1H + C −

(
f∗1 (KX + ∆) +

∑

i

biGi − δ f
−1
1∗ ∆

)

∼R f∗1
(
aH − f∗1 (KX + ∆)

)
+ δ f−1

1∗ ∆−
∑

i

δ1iGi

is π-ample. In particular, we have

π∗OX(mH) ∼= (π ◦ f1)∗OY1
(
mf∗1H + ⌈C⌉

)
6= 0

by the projection formula since ⌈C⌉ is g-exceptional.
We now make the following claim:

Claim 11.1.1. For every prime number p, the divisor pnH is π-generated for n≫ 0.

Showing Claim 11.1.1 would imply the theorem, since then the monoid of natural numbersm ∈ N

such that mH is π-generated would contain all sufficiently large integers by [RA05, Theorem 1.0.1].
Choose n0 > 0 such that π∗OX(pn0H) 6= 0 as above. If pn0H is π-generated, there is nothing to

show. We will therefore assume that pn0H is not π-generated.
First, let f1 : Y1 → X be a projective log resolution of (X,∆) as above. Taking successive

blowups along regular centers (see [Con16]), there is a projective birational morphism f2 : Y → Y1
with a family of effective Cartier divisors {Fj} with only simple normal crossings such that setting
f := f1 ◦ f2, the R-divisor

f∗2

(
f∗1
(
aH − (KX + ∆)

)
+ δ f−1

1∗ ∆−
∑

i

δ1iGi

)
− δ′A2

= f∗
(
aH − (KX + ∆)

)
+ δ f∗2 f

−1
1∗ ∆−

∑

j

δjFj

is (π ◦ f)-ample for an f2-exceptional R-divisor A2 with 0 < δ′ ≪ δ, again using Kodaira’s lemma
(Corollary 5.9). Moreover, we have

KY + δ f∗2 f
−1
1∗ ∆ ∼R f∗(KX + ∆) +

∑

j

ajFj
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for aj ∈ R with aj > −1, and after possibly using [Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6] to replace f by a
resolution that also resolves the π-base ideal of OX(pn0H), we have

(π ◦ f)∗(π ◦ f)∗OY (f∗pn0H)−→−→ OY

(
f∗pn0H −

∑

j

rjFj

)
⊆ OY (f∗pn0H)

for some non-negative integers rj not all equal to zero.
Next, since 0 < δ′ ≪ δ ≪ minδ1i 6=0{δ1i} ≪ 1, we know that aj + 1 − δj > 0 for all j by

[Kol13, Corollary 2.11]. Set

c := min
j

{
aj + 1− δj

rj

}
,

where we set
aj+1−δj

rj
= ∞ if rj = 0. After possibly perturbing A2 (and hence the δj) slightly

using Theorem 4.15, we may assume that the minimum c is attained at a unique index j, which we
relabel as j = 0, and that aj − δj ∈ Q for all j. Set

A :=
∑

j 6=0

(−crj + aj − δj)Fj and B := F0.

Then, the Q-divisor

N := pn
′
f∗H +A−B −KY

∼R c

(
f∗pn0H −

∑

j

rjFj

)
+ f∗

(
(pn

′
− cpn0)H − (KX + ∆)

)

+ δ f∗2 f
−1
1∗ ∆−

∑

j

δjFj

is (π ◦ f)-ample for all n′ ∈ N such that pn
′
≥ cpn0 + a. Since

R1(π ◦ f)∗OY
(
pn

′
f∗H + ⌈A⌉ −B

)
= R1(π ◦ f)∗OY

(
⌈N⌉+KY

)
= 0

by [Mur, Theorem A], the morphism

(π ◦ f)∗OY
(
pn

′
f∗H + ⌈A⌉

)
−→ (π ◦ f)∗OB

((
pn

′
f∗H + ⌈A⌉

)
|B

)

is surjective. Now by the Non-vanishing theorem [KMM87, Theorem 2-1-1] applied to a connected

component of the geometric generic fiber Bη̄ and the pullbacks of pn
′
f∗H and A to Bη̄, we see that

(π ◦ f)∗OB
((
pn

′
f∗H + ⌈A⌉

)
|B

)
6= 0

for n′ ≫ 0. Since (π ◦ f)∗OY (pn
′
f∗H + ⌈A⌉) ∼= π∗OX(pn

′
H) by the projection formula and the fact

that ⌈A⌉ is f -exceptional, we have

f(B) 6⊆ Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pn

′
H) −→ OX(pn

′
H)
))
.

Thus, we have

Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pn

′
H) −→ OX(pn

′
H)
))

( Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pn0H) −→ OX(pn0H)

))
.

By Noetherian induction, we therefore have

Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pnH) −→ OX(pnH)

))
= ∅,

which is what we wanted to show in Claim 11.1.1. �
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11.2. Contraction theorem. Next, we consider the Contraction theorem. Showing uniqueness of
contraction morphisms is more involved than in the variety case because we also need to consider
integral one-dimensional closed subschemes of non-closed fibers of π. The following lemma fills this
gap.

Lemma 11.2. Let Z be a Noetherian algebraic space over a scheme S and let f : X → Y and
f ′ : X → Y ′ be morphisms of proper algebraic spaces over Z. Suppose that for every integral one-
dimensional closed subspace C ⊆ X such that f(C) is a point, we have that f ′(C) is a point. Then,
for every y ∈ |Y | and every connected component W of f−1(y), we have that f ′(W ) is a point.

Proof. We fix the following notation for the structure morphisms of X, Y , and Y ′:

Y X Y ′

Z
h

f

π

f ′

h′

Let y ∈ |Y |. It suffices to show that for each integral one-dimensional closed subspace Γ of f−1(y),
the image f ′(Γ) is a point. We may replace X by the closure of Γ equipped with the reduced induced
structure, in which case X is integral. After replacing Y , Y ′, and Z by the scheme-theoretic images
of X, we may assume that X maps surjectively onto Y , Y ′, and Z, and that Y , Y ′, and Z are
integral. In this case, we have π−1(η) = Γ where η is the generic point of Z.

Let z ∈ |Z| be a closed point where the local ring of Z at z has minimal dimension d. We proceed
by induction on d. If d = 0 there is nothing to prove. If d > 0, pick η1 ∈ |Z| such that the local

ring of Z at η1 is one-dimensional, η1  z, and the dimension of {η1} at z is < d. By the inductive

hypothesis, we see that the conclusion holds for the base change of X, Y , and Y ′ to {η1}. The
assumptions also hold for the base change of X, Y , and Y ′ to an elementary étale neighborhood of
η1, and hence we may assume that Z is an affine local scheme of dimension 1.

Since f is surjective, we have f(Γ) = h−1(η), which means h−1(η) = {y} is (set-theoretically) a
point. Thus Y → Z is generically finite, so dim(Y ) ≤ 1. Since Y is integral, the closed fiber h−1(z)
must be finite. Now each integral one-dimensional closed subscheme C ⊆ X such that π(C) is a
point is also such that f(C) is a point, and hence f ′(C) is a point by assumption. Thus f ′(π−1(z))
is finite, and this set is just h′−1(z). Therefore h′ is finite and we see that

dim
(
f ′(Γ)

)
≤ dim

(
h′−1(η)

)
= 0,

as desired. �

We can now prove the Contraction theorem. When X is of finite type over an algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero, the case when dim(X) = 3 is proved in [Sho96, Contraction Theorem
6.15], and the general case follows from [VP, Theorem 2.6].

Theorem 11.3 (Contraction theorem; cf. [KMM87, Theorem 3-2-1]). Let π : X → Z be a projective
surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces of equal characteristic
zero over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote

by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let (X,∆) be a weakly log terminal R-pair, and let H ∈ Pic(X) be π-nef and such that

F :=
(
H⊥ ∩NE (X/Z)

)
− {0} ⊆

{
β ∈ N1(X/Z)

∣∣ ((KX + ∆) · β
)
< 0
}
,

where H⊥ := {β ∈ N1(X/Z) | (H · β) = 0}. Then, there exists a projective surjective morphism
ϕ : X → Y to an integral normal quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic space projective over Z making
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the diagram

X Y

Z

ϕ

π σ

commute and satisfying the following properties:

(i) For every integral one-dimensional subspace C ⊆ X such that π(C) is a point, we have the
property that ϕ(C) is a point if and only if (H · C) = 0, i.e., if and only if [C] ∈ F .

(ii) OY → ϕ∗OX is an isomorphism.
(iii) H = ϕ∗A for some σ-ample A ∈ Pic(Y ).

Moreover, ϕ is characterized by the properties (i) and (ii).

Proof. By Kleiman’s criterion for π-ampleness (Proposition 4.17), there exists a ∈ N such that
aH − (KX + ∆) is π-ample. Thus, by the Basepoint-free theorem 11.1, we know that mH is
π-generated for m≫ 0.

We claim that the relative section ring

R
(
X/Z;H

)
:=

∞⊕

m=0

π∗
(
OX(mH)

)

is an OZ -algebra of finite type. It suffices to show that for every affine scheme U = Spec(R)
étale over X, the pullback of R(X/Z;H) is an R-algebra of finite type. By flat base change
[Stacks, Tag 073K], we note that

R
(
X/Z;H

)
|U
∼=

∞⊕

m=0

H0
(
U,OU (mH|U)

)
.

Base changing along the morphism U → Z, we reduce to the case when Z is an affine scheme. We
can also replace π by its Stein factorization [EGAIII1, Théorème 4.3.1] to assume that H0(X,OX ) =
R.

Since mH is globally generated, we have a surjection

H0
(
X,OX(mH)

)
⊗R OX−→−→ OX(mH),

which induces a morphism

ψm : X
|mH|
−−−→ PZ

(
H0
(
X,OX(mH)

))
=: Pm

such that ψ∗
mOPm(1) ∼= OX(mH). Let φm : X → Ym be the Stein factorization of ψm, and denote

by OYm(1) the pullback of OPm(1) to Ym. By the projection formula, we know that

R(X;mH) :=
∞⊕

m′=0

H0
(
X,OX (mm′H)

)
∼=

∞⊕

m′=0

H0
(
Ym,OYm(m′)

)
.

Since the right-hand side is a finitely generated R-algebra by [EGAIII1, Proposition 2.3.4(ii)], we
see that R(X;H) is a finitely generated R-algebra by [ADHL15, Proposition 1.2.2].

We now claim the morphism ϕ in the Stein factorization

X
ϕ
−→ Y −→ ProjZ

(
∞⊕

m=0

π∗OX(mH)

)

satisfies (i) and (ii), where the composition is the natural morphism from [Stacks, Tag 0D2Z]. (i)
holds by the projection formula for intersection products [Stacks, Tag 0EDJ], and (ii) holds by
construction of the Stein factorization in [Stacks, Tag 0A1B].

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/073K
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0D2Z
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EDJ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A1B
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Next, we show that (i) and (ii) characterize ϕ after pulling back along every étale morphism
U → Z from a scheme U . In this case, by Lemma 11.2, (i) characterizes ϕ topologically. The

isomorphism OY
∼
→ ϕ∗OX characterizes ϕ as a morphism of ringed spaces.

Finally, we show that (iii) holds for ϕ as defined above. We have

ψ∗
m+1OPm+1

(1)⊗OX
ψ∗
mOPm(−1) ∼= OX

(
(m+ 1)H −mH) = OX(H).

Since the respective Stein factorizations φm : X → Ym and φm+1 : X → Ym+1 of ψm and ψm+1

satisfy (i) and (ii), they are both isomorphic to ϕ. Thus, setting

OY (A) = OPm+1
(1)|Y ⊗OY

OPm(−1)|Y ,

we see OX(H) = ϕ∗OX(A). Finally, since OX(mH) ∼= ϕ∗OPm(1)|Y , we see that OY (mA) ∼=
OPm(1)|Y by (ii), so A is ample. �

Remark 11.4. Suppose X is a scheme. Then, since both X and Y are normal, the condition in (ii)
holds if and only if K(Y ) is algebraically closed in K(X), which holds if and only if the fibers of ϕ
are geometrically connected by [EGAIII1, Remarque 4.3.4 and Corollaire 4.3.12].

We use Theorem 11.3 to define extremal faces and extremal rays.

Definition 11.5 (cf. [KMM87, Definition 3-2-3]). Fix notation as in Theorem 11.3. Since ϕ is
characterized by properties which only depend on F and not on H, we call ϕ the contraction of F .
If H is a π-nef Cartier divisor on X such that F = (H⊥ ∩ NE(X/Z)) − {0}, we say that H is a
supporting function of F . We then say that F is an extremal face of NE(X/Z) for (X,∆) (or for

KX + ∆). If dimR(F ) = 1, we say that F is an extremal ray.

Definition 11.6. Fix notation as in Definition 11.5. We say a contraction f : X → Y is small if
the exceptional locus of f is of codimension at least 2 in X. In particular, f is birational when X
is integral.

Let R ⊆ NE(X/Z) be an extremal face. We say that a contraction f : X → Y is a contraction

of R, if a π-contracted curve C is f -contracted when and only when [C] ∈ R. A contraction of R
is an isomorphism if and only if R does not contain the class of any π-contracted curve. If f is not
an isomorphism and R is a ray, then R = R≥0 · [C] for any f -contracted curve C. Therefore we see
R = NE(X/Y ).

We say a contraction f : X → Y of an extremal ray R is good if, for all L ∈ Pic(X)Q, we have
(L · R) = 0 if and only if there exists an element K ∈ Pic(Y )Q such that L = f∗K ∈ Pic(X)Q.
In this case NE(X/Y ) ⊆ R canonically, and L ∈ Pic(X)Q is f -ample if (L · R) > 0. In general,

when Y is projective over Z, we have NE(X/Y ) = R; see the proof of [KMM87, Lemma 3-2-4].
For a good contraction f of an extremal ray R, we always have

dim(N1(Y/Z)R) = dim(N1(X/Z)R)− 1.

See [KMM87, Lemma 3-2-5] and its proof.

11.3. Rationality theorem. We now consider the Rationality theorem.

Theorem 11.7 (Rationality theorem; cf. [KMM87, Theorem 4-1-1; KM98, Theorem 3.5]). Let
π : X → Z be a proper surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces
of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a
dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let (X,∆) be a Q-pair, and let H ∈ Pic(X) such that one of the following holds:

(i) (X,∆) is weakly log terminal and H is π-ample.
(ii) (X,∆) is klt and H is π-big and π-nef.
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If KX + ∆ is not π-nef, then

r := max
{
t ∈ R

∣∣H + t(KX + ∆) is π-nef
}

is a rational number. Moreover, expressing r/a = u/v with u, v ∈ Z>0 and (u, v) = 1, we have
v ≤ a(b+ 1), where

a := min
{
e ∈ Z>0

∣∣ e(KX + ∆) is Cartier
}
,

b := max
z∈Z
closed

{
dimκ(z)

(
π−1(z)

)}
.

Proof. We claim we may replace Z by a scheme Z ′ étale over Z. Let f : Z ′ → Z be a surjective étale
morphism where Z ′ is a quasi-compact scheme, and consider the associated Cartesian diagram

X ′ X

Z ′ Z

f ′

π′ π

f

As in the proof of Theorem 11.1, the conditions on (X,∆) are preserved. Since f is surjective,
nefness is invariant under base change by Lemma 4.4. The number b is invariant because f is
quasi-finite. The number a is invariant because of the definition of Pic(X).

We now prove the theorem when Z is a scheme. We will derive a contradiction assuming that
either r /∈ Q, or that r ∈ Q and v > a(b+ 1).

We first claim that we may assume that H is π-generated and that H − (KX + ∆) is π-ample in
case (i), and π-big and π-nef in case (ii). Let c be sufficiently large such that a < cr and (c, v) = 1.
We then see that

cH + a(KX + ∆)

is π-nef since a < cr. Moreover, we claim that

cH + (a− 1)(KX + ∆) =
c

a
H +

a− 1

a

(
cH + a(KX + ∆)

)

is π-ample in case (i), and π-big and π-nef in case (ii). Case (i) is clear from Theorem 4.15, since it
is the sum of a π-ample and a π-nef Q-invertible sheaf. In case (ii), we see that cH+(a−1)(KX+∆)
is π-nef since it is the sum of two π-nef Q-invertible sheaves, and is π-big by Lemma 5.11 since it is
the sum of a π-big and a π-nef Q-invertible sheaf. Since cH + (a− 1)(KX + ∆) is π-big and π-nef,
the Basepoint-free theorem 11.1 implies

H ′ := n
(
cH + a(KX + ∆)

)

is π-generated for n≫ 0. We moreover choose n such that (nc, v) = 1. Setting

r′ := max
{
t ∈ R

∣∣H ′ + t(KX + ∆) is π-nef
}
,

we have r′/a = ncr/a − n. Thus, we have r ∈ Q if and only if r′ ∈ Q. In this case, writing
r′/a = u′/v′ with u′, v′ ∈ N and (u′, v′) = 1, we have v = v′ by the choice of c and n. We therefore
also have v ≤ a(b + 1) if and only if v′ ≤ a(b + 1). We can therefore replace H by H ′ to assume
that H is π-generated. We also know that

H ′ − (KX + ∆) = (n− 1)
(
cH + a(KX + ∆)

)
+ cH + (a− 1)(KX + ∆)

is π-ample in case (i), and π-big and π-nef in case (ii) by the same argument as above.

We can now proceed as in the proof of [KMM87, Theorem 4-1-1], replacing the Kawamata–
Viehweg vanishing theorem [KMM87, Theorem 1-2-3] by [Mur, Theorem A], the Basepoint-free
theorem [KMM87, Theorem 3-1-1] by the Basepoint-free theorem 11.1, and noting that [KMM87,
Lemma 4-1-2] may be applied to a connected component of the geometric generic fiber of π ◦ f .
The necessary log resolutions are constructed as in the proof of Theorem 11.1. �
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11.4. Cone theorem. Finally, we consider the Cone theorem.

Theorem 11.8 (Cone theorem; cf. [KMM87, Theorem 4-2-1]). Let π : X → Z be a projective
surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces of equal characteristic
zero over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote

by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let (X,∆) be a weakly log terminal Q-pair. Then,

NE(X/Z) = NEKX+∆≥0(X/Z) +
∑

j

Rj ,

where Rj are extremal rays of NE(X/Z) for (X,∆). Moreover, if Cj ⊆ X is an integral closed
subscheme such that Rj = R≥0 · [Cj], then for every π-ample A ∈ Pic(X), expressing

(A · Cj)

a((KX + ∆) · Cj)
= −

uj
vj

with uj, vj ∈ Z>0 and (uj , vj) = 1, we have vj ≤ a(b+ 1), where

a := min
{
e ∈ Z>0

∣∣ e(KX + ∆) is Cartier
}
,

b := max
z∈Z
closed

{
dimκ(z)

(
π−1(z)

)}
.

In particular, the Rj are discrete in the half space
{
β ∈ N1(X/Z)

∣∣ ((KX + ∆) · β
)
< 0
}
.

Proof. The proof of [KMM87, Theorem 4-2-1] applies using our versions of the Basepoint-free,
Contraction, and Rationality theorems (Theorems 11.1, 11.3, and 11.7). These theorems are also
used to show the preliminary results [KMM87, Lemmas 3-2-4, 3-2-5, and 4-2-2], which hold in our
setting using Kleiman’s criterion (Proposition 4.17). �

Part III. Finite generation of relative adjoint rings

In this part, we prove Theorem B for schemes and algebraic spaces by adapting the strategy in
[CL12] that was used for complex varieties. We then prove dual versions of the Rationality, Cone,
and Contraction theorems in the vein of [Kaw11] using our finite generation result (Theorem B),
as is done for varieties in [CL13]. These versions of these results will be used later when showing
termination with scaling.

12. Statements of theorems

We state our version of [CL12, Theorem A], which is very close to the original.

Theorem 12.1 (cf. [CL12, Theorem A]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian excellent schemes of equal characteristic zero, such that X is regular of dimension n
and such that Z is affine and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X

defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.

Let B1, B2, . . . , Bk be Q-divisors on X such that ⌊Bi⌋ = 0 for all i, and such that
∑k

i=1Bi has
simple normal crossings support. Let A be a π-ample Q-divisor on X, and set Di = KX +A+Bi
for every i. Then, the relative adjoint ring

R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dk

)
=

⊕

(m1,m2,...,mk)∈Nk

H0
(
X,OX

(
⌊m1D1 +m2D2 + · · ·+mkDk⌋

))

is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ )-algebra.

As in [CL12], we will prove Theorem 12.1 by induction. We therefore adopt the following:
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Convention 12.2. In this paper, we write “Theorem 12.1n holds” to mean “Theorem 12.1 holds
when dim(X) = n.”

Next, we state our version of [CL12, Theorem B]. Note that Z does not necessarily have to be
an excellent scheme of equal characteristic zero in this statement.

Theorem 12.3 (cf. [CL12, Theorem B]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes, such that X is regular of dimension n and such that Z is affine and has a
dualizing complex ω•

Z. Assume that the function field of X has characteristic zero.
Let S1, S2, . . . , Sp be distinct prime divisors on X such that (X,

∑p
i=1 Si) is log regular, and

consider a π-ample Q-divisor A on X. Then, setting

V =

p∑

i=1

R · Si ⊆ DivR(X)

L(V ) =

{
B =

p∑

i=1

biSi ∈ V

∣∣∣∣ 0 ≤ bi ≤ 1 for all i

}

the set

EA(V ) =
{
B ∈ L(V )

∣∣ |KX +A+B|R 6= ∅
}

is a rational polytope.

In [CL12], Cascini and Lazić prove [CL12, Theorems A and B] simultaneously by induction
on n. We will deduce Theorem 12.3 directly from their work, which yields this possibly mixed
characteristic version of [CL12, Theorem B].

13. EA(V ) is a rational polytope

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 12.3, which is our version of [CL12, Theorem B].
We can reduce Theorem 12.3 to [CL12, Theorem B]. To this end, we show some localization results
for some asymptotic loci of divisors. Among those, only Corollary 13.2(i) is used in this section;
other results will be needed later.

These results are quick corollaries of Lemma 5.14 and Corollary 5.15, so we call them corollaries.

Corollary 13.1. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral Noetherian schemes
with X regular and Z affine. Consider a point z ∈ Z, and set R := OZ,z and XR := X ×Z Spec(R).
For � ∈ {Bs,Fix} (resp. � ∈ {B,Fix}) and D a divisor (resp. an R-divisor) on X, we have
�(DR) = �(D)R.

Proof. In all cases, �(DR) ⊆ �(D)R trivially. The other inclusion follows from Lemma 5.14. �

Corollary 13.2. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral Noetherian schemes
with X regular and Z affine with a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Consider a point z ∈ Z, and set R := OZ,z
and XR := X ×Z Spec(R).

Let S1, S2, . . . , Sp be distinct prime divisors on X such that (X,
∑p

i=1 Si) is log regular. Renumber
the Si so that there exists a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p} such that z ∈ π(Si) for all i ≤ a while z /∈ π(Si) for all
i ≥ a+ 1. Let

VR =
∑

i≤a

R · (Si)R ⊆ DivR(XR),

and consider a π-ample Q-divisor A on X. Define L(VR) as in Definition 8.1 for the morphism
XR → Spec(R), and identify L(V ) with L(VR)× [0, 1]p−a.

(i) Define EAR
(VR) as in Definition 8.1 for the morphism XR → Spec(R). We then have

EA(V ) = EAR
(VR)× [0, 1]p−a.
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(ii) Let S be a prime divisor on X distinct from the Si such that (X,S+
∑p

i=1 Si) is log regular

and z ∈ π(S). Define BSR
AR

(VR) as in Definition 8.1 for the morphism XR → Spec(R). We
then have

BSA(V ) = BSR
AR

(VR)× [0, 1]p−a.

Proof. Follow immediately from Corollary 5.15 and Corollary 13.1, respectively. �

We remark that the objects considered above also behave well with respect to field extensions.
This is mostly trivial with Q-coefficients, but we take extra caution here because we need to
deal with R-coefficients. We only record the results neccessary to the proof of our Theorem 12.3;
therefore we restrict our attention to | · |R and EA(V ), whereas similar results hold for B(·), BSA(V ),
etc.

Lemma 13.3. Let k be a field, and let X be a normal geometrically connected scheme of finite
type over k. Let L/k be a separable field extension. Let D be an R-Weil divisor on X and DL its
pullback to XL. Then |D|R 6= ∅ if and only if |DL|R 6= ∅.

Proof. We denote by K(−) the function field of an integral scheme.
Assume |D|R 6= ∅, so D = E +

∑
i ai divX(fi) where E is an effective R-Weil divisor and

fi ∈ K(X)×. Then, DL = EL +
∑

i ai divXL
(fi), and thus |DL|R 6= ∅.

Conversely, assume |DL|R 6= ∅, so there exist an effective R-Weil divisor F on XL and gj ∈
K(XL)× with DL = F +

∑
j bj divXL

(gj). There exists a finitely generated subextension L′/k

of L/k such that F is the pullback of an effective F ′ on XL′ and all gj ∈ K(XL′)×, so DL′ =
F ′ +

∑
j bj divXL′ (gj). Therefore we may assume L/k of finite type, and since L/k is separable, L

is the function field of an integral smooth k-algebra S; see for example [Stacks, Tag 00TV].
Now K(XL) = K(XS), so we have the divisor

∑
j bj divXS

(gj). After possibly replacing S

by a localization, we have an effective R-Weil divisor F on XS with DS = F +
∑

j bj divXS
(gj).

Therefore, for a suitable maximal ideal m of S, we have a well-defined effective R-divisor FS/m and

well-defined elements gj ∈ K(XS/m)× such that

DS/m = FS/m +
∑

j

bj divXS/m
(gj).

The degree d of S/m over k is finite, thus h : XS/m → X is finite flat of degree d. Thus the proper
pushforward h∗ : WDivR(XS/m)→WDivR(X) satisfies h∗DL = dD, so we have

D =
1

d
h∗(FS/m) +

1

d

∑

j

bj h∗(divXS/m

(
gj)
)
.

Since FS/m is effective, so is h∗(FS/m); and if Norm is the norm function for the field exten-

sion K(XS/m)/K(X), then h∗(divXS/m
(gj)) = divX(Norm(gj)). Therefore 1

dh∗(FS/m) ∈ |D|R and

|D|R 6= ∅ as desired. �

Lemma 13.4. Let k be a field and let X be a scheme of finite type over k. Let S1, S2, . . . , Sp be
distinct prime divisors on X such that (X,

∑p
i=1 Si) is log regular.

Let L/k be a separable extension of fields. Let Ti1, Ti2, . . . , Tiqi be all the irreducible components
of (Si)L ⊆ XL, so (XL,

∑p
i=1

∑qi
j=1 Tij) is log regular, and consider V and L(V ) as defined in

Definition 8.1. Set

W =
∑

i

∑

j≤qi

R · Tij ⊆ DivR(XL),

so there is a canonical injective linear map ϕ : V →W sending Si to
∑qi

j=1 Tij.
Let A be an ample Q-divisor on X, so AL is an ample Q-divisor on XL. Then, with notation

as in Definition 8.1, we have
ϕ
(
EA(V )

)
= EAL

(W ) ∩ ϕ(V ).

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/00TV
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Proof. Let B ∈ L(V ). Then ϕ(B) = BL, since L/k is separable. Since |KX +A+B|R 6= ∅, Lemma
13.3 implies |KXL

+AL + ϕ(B)|R 6= ∅. Thus, ϕ(EA(V )) ⊆ EAL
(W ) ∩ ϕ(V ).

Conversely, let C ∈ EAL
(W ) ∩ ϕ(V ), so C = ϕ(B) for some B ∈ V . It is clear that B ∈ L(V ),

and that |KXL
+AL +ϕ(B)|R 6= ∅ by the definition of EAL

(W ). By Lemma 13.3, we conclude that
B ∈ EA(V ), as desired. �

With these results, we conclude that our Theorem 12.3 follows from [CL12, Theorem B].

Proof of Theorem 12.3. Since the R-linear system |KX +A+B|R does not change when replacing
π : X → Z by its Stein factorization, we may assume that π is surjective with geometrically con-
nected fibers. Let K be the function field of Z. By Corollary 13.2(i), we may assume Z = Spec(K).
If K = C this is exactly [CL12, Theorem B], therefore we get the result from the Lefschetz Principle
and Lemma 13.4. �

14. Lifting sections

The main result in this section is Theorem 14.4. This result is a version of Cascini and Lazić’s
lifting theorem [CL12, Theorem 3.4], which in turn is a version of Hacon and McKernan’s lifting
theorem [HM10, Theorem 6.3]. To prove these results for schemes, we require the version of the
Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem for proper morphisms of schemes of equal characteristic
zero proved by the second author [Mur, Theorem A]. In this context, log resolutions exist by
[Tem08; Tem12; Tem18].

One additional difficulty unique to our situation is the lack of Bertini theorems. To use our
version of Bertini theorems over local domains (Theorem 10.1 and Remark 10.2), we need to
rephrase everything in terms of restriction maps on global sections and then reduce to the case
when we work over the spectrum of an excellent local Q-algebra using flat base change.

We prove each result in [CL12, §3]. When the proof is not too different from that in [CL12], we
indicate how the proof therein can be adapted. We start with the following consequences of the
Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem for schemes of equal characteristic zero [Mur, Theorem A].

Lemma 14.1 (cf. [CL12, Lemma 3.1]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral Noetherian
schemes of equal characteristic zero such that X is regular of dimension n and such that Z is affine
with a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let B be an effective Q-divisor on X such that (X,B) is log regular and ⌊B⌋ = 0. Let A be a

π-nef and π-big Q-divisor.

(i) Let S ⊆ X be a prime divisor such that S 6⊆ Supp(B). Consider a divisor G on X such
that

G ∼Q KX + S +A+B.

Then, the restriction map

H0
(
X,OX (G)

)
−→ H0

(
S,OS(G)

)

is surjective. In particular, we have |G|S | = |G|S .
(ii) Let f : X → Y be a birational morphism of integral excellent Noetherian schemes of equal

characteristic zero such that the diagram

X Y

Z

f

π

commutes, where Y → Z is projective. Let U ⊆ X be an open subset such that f|U is an
isomorphism and such that U intersects at most one irreducible component of B. Let H ′ be
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a Cartier divisor on Y that is very ample over Z, and let H = f∗H ′. If F is a divisor on
X such that

F ∼Q KX + (n+ 1)H +A+B,

then OX(F ) is π-generated at every point of U . In particular, |F | is basepoint-free at every
point of U .

Proof. The “in particular” statements follow from Proposition 3.13, and hence it suffices to show
the sheaf-theoretic statements in (i) and (ii). By flat base change, it suffices to show each statement
after replacing Z with Spec(OZ,z) for every point z ∈ Z. This will allow us to use our version of
the Bertini theorem (Theorem 10.1 and Remark 10.2).

For (i), we consider the exact sequence

0 −→ OX(G− S) −→ OX(G) −→ OS(G) −→ 0.

By Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing [Mur, Theorem A], we have H1(X,OX (G− S)) = 0, and hence
H0(X,OX (G))→ H0(S,OS(G)) is surjective.

For (ii), we induce on n = dim(X). The case when n = 0 holds because in this case X is affine.
Now suppose n > 0. Since the locus where π∗π∗OX(F ) → OX(F ) is not surjective is closed, it
suffices to show that for every closed point x ∈ U , the morphism π∗π∗OX(F )→ OX(F ) is surjective
at x. We claim there exists a divisor T ∼ H such that T is regular and passes through x. Consider
the blowup µ : X ′ → X of X at x with exceptional divisor E, and consider the divisor µ∗H − E.
The sheaf OX′(µ∗H −E) is (π ◦ µ)-generated, and hence we can apply Theorem 10.1 and Remark
10.2 to produce a divisor T ′ ∼ µ∗H − E on X ′ that is regular and intersects E and the preimage
of B in X ′ transversely, that also maps birationally onto its image in Y . The image of T ′ in X
is then a divisor T ∼ H that is regular and passes through x that intersects B transversely, and
hence (X,T +B) is log regular. Since

F|T ∼Q KT + nH|T +A|T +B|T ,

by the inductive hypothesis we know that OT (F|T ) is π|T -generated at every point of U ∩ T (we
note that T may decompose into finitely many connected components, but the conclusion of (ii)
still holds by working with each component separately). We now have the commutative diagram

π∗π∗
(
OX(F − T )

)
π∗π∗

(
OX(F )

)
(π|T )∗(π|T )∗

(
OT (F|T )

)
0

0 OX(F − T ) OX(F ) OT (F|T ) 0

with exact rows, where the vertical arrows come from the counit of the adjunction f∗ ⊣ f∗, and
the top row is exact since H1(X,OX (F − T )) = 0 by the Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem
[Mur, Theorem A]. By the inductive hypothesis, we see that the right vertical arrow is surjective
at x. By the NAK lemma [Mat89, Theorem 2.3], this implies that the middle vertical arrow is also
surjective at x. �

Lemma 14.2 (cf. [CL12, Lemma 3.2]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral Noetherian
schemes of equal characteristic zero such that X is regular and such that Z is affine and excellent
with a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let S be a regular prime divisor on X and let B be an effective Q-divisor on X such that

S 6⊆ Supp(B). Let A be a π-nef and π-big Q-divisor on X. Assume that D is a divisor on X such
that

D ∼Q KX + S +A+B,

and let σ ∈ H0(S,OS(D|S)) be a nonzero global section with corresponding divisor Σ. Let Φ be
an effective Q-divisor on S such that the Q-pair (S,Φ) is klt and such that B|S ≤ Σ + Φ. Then,

σ ∈ H0(X|S,OX (D)). In particular, we have Σ ∈ |D|S .
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Proof. The “in particular” statement follows from Proposition 3.13, and hence it suffices to show
the module-theoretic statement.

By [Tem08, Theorem 2.3.6], we get a log resolution f : Y → X of (X,S + B). Write T = f−1
∗ S.

Fix a choice of the canonical divisor KX . Let KY be the unique canonical divisor such that
KY − f

∗KX is f -exceptional. Then there are f -exceptional divisors Θ ≥ 0 and E ≥ 0 on Y with
no common components such that

KY + T + Θ = f∗(KX + S) + E ∈ Div(Y ).

Let g = f|R : T → S. Restrict the corresponding invertible sheaves to T , we see that there exist
canonical divisors KS of S and KT of T such that

KT + Θ|T = g∗KS + E|T ∈ Div(T ).

Therefore,

KT + Θ|T + g∗Φ = g∗(KS + Φ) + E|T ∈ DivQ(T ).

Since Θ|T and E|T are g-exceptional, the coefficients of E|T − Θ|T − g
∗Φ are the discrepancies of

the klt pair (S,Φ), thus are greater than −1. Therefore

⌈−g∗Φ⌉ ≥ Θ|T − E|T . (14)

Now, by assumption Σ ≥ B|S − Φ, so g∗Σ ≥ g∗B|S − g
∗Φ, thus g∗Σ ≥ ⌈−g∗Φ⌉+ ⌊g∗(B|S)⌋ as Σ is

an integral divisor. Combining with the inequality (14), we get

g∗Σ ≥ Θ|T + ⌊g∗(B|S)⌋ − E|T . (15)

Let Γ = Θ + f∗B ∈ DivQ(Y ), so that T 6⊆ Supp(Γ), Γ and E have no common components, and
we have

KY + T + Γ = f∗(KX + S +B) + E ∈ DivQ(Y ).

Let C = Γ−E and

G = f∗D − ⌊C⌋ = f∗D − ⌊Γ⌋+ E. (16)

Then, the Q-divisor

G−
(
KY + T + {C}

)
∼Q f∗(KX + S +A+B)− (KY + T + C) = f∗A

is (π ◦ f)-nef and (π ◦ f)-big, and Lemma 14.1(i) implies that

H0
(
T,OT (G|T )

)
= H0

(
Y |T,OY (G)

)
. (17)

We let g = f|T : T → S and consider the composition

OT −→ OT (E|T ) −→ OT
(
E|T + g∗(D|S)

)

where the second map is defined by g∗σ. This gives a section

σ′ ∈ H0
(
T,OT (E|T + g∗(D|S)

)

with divisor E|T + g∗Σ. By (15), E|T + g∗Σ ≥ Θ|T + ⌊g∗(B|S)⌋ = ⌊Γ⌋|T , so the section σ′ comes
from a section

τ ∈ H0
(
T,OT

(
E|T + g∗(D|S)− ⌊Γ⌋|T

))
= H0

(
T,OT (G|T )

)
,

where the last equality holds by the definition of G in (16). Therefore by (17), τ lifts to τ̃ ∈
H0(Y,OY (G)), which in turn gives rise to an element

ρ ∈ H0
(
Y,OY (G+ ⌊Γ⌋)

)
= H0

(
Y,OY (f∗D + E)

)
.

By construction, we have ρ|T = σ′. Since E is f -exceptional, pushing forward we see that σ ∈

H0(X|S,OX (D)) as desired. �
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Lemma 14.3 (cf. [CL12, Lemma 3.3]). Let π : X → Spec(R) be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero such that X is regular and Z is affine and excellent
with a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let S be a prime divisor on X, let B be an effective Q-divisor on X, and let D be an effective

Q-divisor on X such that the Q-pair (X,S + B + D) is log regular, S 6⊆ Supp(B), ⌊B⌋ = 0, and
D and S + B have no common components. Let P be a π-nef Q-divisor, and set ∆ = S +B + P .
Assume that

KX + ∆ ∼Q D.

Let k be a positive integer such that the divisors kP and kB are integral, and write Ω = (B +P )|S.

Then, there is a π-very ample divisor H on X such that, for all sections σ ∈ H0(S,OS(k(KS + Ω)))
and u ∈ H0(S,OS(H|S) and all positive integers l, we have

σlu ∈ H0
(
X|S,OX

(
lk(KX + ∆) +H

))
.

In particular, if Σ (resp. U) is the divisor of σ (resp. u), we have lΣ + U ∈ |lk(KX + ∆) +H|S .

Proof. For each m ≥ 0, let lm =
⌊
m
k

⌋
, let rm = m − lmk ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k − 1}, define Bm =

⌈mB⌉ − ⌈(m− 1)B⌉, and set Pm = kP if rm = 0 and Pm = 0 otherwise. Let

Dm =

m∑

i=1

(KX + S + Pi +Bi) = m(KX + S) + lmkP + ⌈mB⌉, (18)

and note that Dm is integral and

Dm = lmk(KX + ∆) +Drm. (19)

We choose a suitable π-very ample divisor H as follows. First, we choose an arbitrary π-very ample
divisor H ′ on X. Then, there exists an integer n > 0 such that OX(nH ′ + Dj) is π-generated
for every j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k − 1} by [EGAII, Proposition 2.6.8(i)]. Now OX((n + m)H ′ + Dj) is
π-very ample for every j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k− 1} and every integer m > 0 by [EGAII, Proposition 4.4.8].
Finally, by relative Serre vanishing [EGAIII1, Théorème 2.2.1(ii)], choosing m large enough and
setting H = (n+m)H ′, we have H1(X,OX (Dk +H − S)) = 0. Therefore, our H satisfies

H0
(
X|S,OX (Dk +H)

)
= H0

(
S,OS((Dk +H)|S)

)
(20)

and OX(H +Dj) is π-very ample for every j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k − 1}.
We claim the following. For all m ≥ k and all sections um ∈ H

0(S,OS((Drm +H)|S)), we have

σlmum ∈ H
0
(
X|S,OX (Dm +H)

)
.

The case rm = 0 is what we want. The claim is local, so after replacing Z with Spec(OZ,z) for every
point z ∈ Z, we may assume that Z is local, in which case we may use our version of the Bertini
theorem (Theorem 10.1 and Remark 10.2).

We prove the claim by induction on m. The case m = k is covered by (20). Now let m > k,
and pick a small positive rational number δ such that Drm−1 + H + δBm is π-ample. Note that
0 ≤ Bm ≤ ⌈B⌉, that (X,S + B + D) is log regular, and that D and S + B have no common
components. Thus, there exists a small positive rational number ε such that, if we define

F = (1− εδ)Bm + lm−1kεD, (21)

then (X,S + F ) is log regular, ⌊F ⌋ = 0 and S 6⊆ Supp(F ). In particular, by Theorem 10.1 and
Remark 10.2 applied to S → Z, there exists an element W of the π-generated (in fact π-very ample)
linear system |(Drm−1 +H)|S | such that W is reduced, does not share a component with F|S , and
that (S,W + F|S) is log regular. Thus, if we let

Φ = F|S + (1− ε)W, (22)
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then (S,Φ) is klt. By induction, there is a divisor Θ ∈ |Dm−1 +H| whose support does not contain
S and Θ|S = lm−1Σ + W . Note that the statement is about sections, but we get divisors from
sections.

Denoting C = (1− ε)Θ + F , by (21) we have

C ∼Q (1− ε)(Dm−1 +H) + (1− εδ)Bm + lm−1kεD, (23)

and (22) yields

C|S = (1− ε)Θ|S + F|S = (1− ε)lm−1Σ + Φ ≤
(
lmΣ + div(um)

)
+ Φ. (24)

By the choice of δ and since Pm = kP or 0 is π-nef, the Q-divisor

A = ε(Drm−1
+H + δBm) + Pm

is π-ample. Then by (18), (19), and (23), we have

Dm +H = KX + S +Dm−1 +Bm + Pm +H

= KX + S + (1− ε)Dm−1 + lm−1kε(KX + ∆) + εDrm−1
+Bm + Pm +H

= KX + S +A+ (1− ε)Dm−1 + lm−1kεD + (1− εδ)Bm + (1− ε)H

∼Q KX + S +A+ C,

and thus σlmu ∈ H0(X|S,OX (Drm +H)) by (24) and Lemma 14.2. �

Theorem 14.4 (cf. [CL12, Theorem 3.4]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero such that X is regular and such that Z is affine and
excellent with a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let S be a prime divisor on X and let B be an effective Q-divisor on X such that (X,S+B) is log

regular, S 6⊆ Supp(B), and ⌊B⌋ = 0. Let A be a π-ample Q-divisor on X, and set ∆ = S +A+B.
Let C be an effective Q-divisor on S such that (S,C) is canonical, and let m be a positive integer
such that mA, mB, and mC are integral.

Assume there exists a positive integer q > 0 such that qA is π-very ample, and we have

S 6⊆ Bs
∣∣∣qm

(
KX + ∆ +

1

m
A
)∣∣∣

C ≤ B|S −B|S ∧
1

qm
Fix
∣∣∣qm

(
KX + ∆ +

1

m
A
)∣∣∣
S

where KX is a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z. Then, for every nonzero global section
σ ∈ H0(S,OS(m(KS +A|S + C))), the image of σ under the map

H0
(
S,OS

(
m(KS +A|S + C)

)) ·m(B|S−C)
−−−−−−−→ H0

(
S,OS

(
m(KX + ∆)|S

))

lies in H0(X|S,OX (m(KX + ∆))). In particular, we have
∣∣m(KS +A|S + C)

∣∣+m(B|S − C) ⊆
∣∣m(KX + ∆)

∣∣
S
,

and if |m(KS +A|S + C)| 6= ∅, then |m(KX + ∆)|S 6= ∅, and

Fix
∣∣m(KS +A|S + C)

∣∣+m(B|S − C) ≥ Fix
∣∣m(KX + ∆)

∣∣
S
≥ mFixS(KX + ∆).

Proof. The “in particular” statements follow from Proposition 3.13, and hence it suffices to show
the module-theoretic statement. By flat base change and [Bou72, Chapter II, §3, no. 3, Corollary 1
to Theorem 1], it suffices to show the statement after replacing Z with Spec(OZ,z) for every point
z ∈ Z. We may therefore assume Z is local, in which case we may use our version of the Bertini
theorem (Theorem 10.1 and Remark 10.2).

By [Hir64, Chapter I, §3, Main Theorem I(n)], we can find a simultaneous log resolution f : Y →
X of (X,S ∪ Supp(B)) and the base ideal b(|qm(KX + ∆ + 1

mA)|). Then, for some choice of the
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canonical divisor KY , there are Q-divisors B′, E ≥ 0 on Y with no common components, such that
E is f -exceptional and

KY + T +B′ = f∗(KX + S +B) + E,

where T = f−1
∗ S. Note that this implies

KT +B′
|T = g∗(KS +B|S) + E|T

where g = f|T : T → S and KT and KS are some choices of canonical divisors of T and S respectively.
Since (Y, T +B′ +E) is log regular and B′ and E do not have common components, it follows that
B′

|T and E|T do not have common components. In particular, E|T is g-exceptional and g∗B
′
|T = B|S.

Let Γ = T + f∗A+B′, and define

Fq =
1

qm
Fix
∣∣∣qm

(
KY + Γ +

1

m
f∗A

)∣∣∣.

We notice that qm(KY + Γ + 1
mf

∗A) = f∗(qm(KX + ∆ + 1
mA)) + qmE and that E is f -exceptional.

Therefore, b(|qm(KY + Γ + 1
mf

∗A)|) is the product of OY (−qmE) and b(|f∗(qm(KX + ∆ + 1
mA))|),

the latter being equal f∗b(|qm(KX + ∆ + 1
mA)|). Since we resolved b(|qm(KX + ∆ + 1

mA)|), its

pullback is an invertible ideal, hence so is b(|qm(KY + Γ + 1
mf

∗A)|). Therefore the mobile part

Mob
(
qm
(
KY + Γ +

1

m
f∗A

))
= qm

(
KY + Γ +

1

m
f∗A− Fq

)

is (π◦f)-generated. By Theorem 10.1 and Remark 10.2, we may take D◦ ∈ |KY +Γ+ 1
mf

∗A−Fq|Q
such that (Y, T + B′ + Fq + D◦) is log regular and that D◦ does not contain any component of
T +B′. Now define

B′
q = B′ −B′ ∧ Fq, Γq = T +B′

q + f∗A, D = D◦ + Fq −B
′ ∧ Fq.

Then,

D ∼Q KY + Γq +
1

m
f∗A,

the pair (Y, T +B′
q +D) is log regular, and D does not contain any component of T +B′

q.

Let g = f|T : T → S and C ′ = g−1
∗ C. We claim that C ′ ≤ B′

q|T . Assuming the claim, let us show

how it implies the theorem. By Lemma 14.3, there exists a π-very ample divisor H on Y such that
for all divisors Σ′ ∈ |KT + (B′

q + (1 + 1
m )f∗A)|T | and U ∈ |H|T | and for all positive integers p, we

have

pΣ′ + U ∈
∣∣∣pqm

(
KX + ∆ +

1

m
A
)

+H
∣∣∣
T
.

Since f is constructed as a blowup of X along regular centers, there exists an effective f -exceptional
divisor G such that −G is f -ample. After possibly replacing G by a small rational multiple, we
therefore see that f∗A − G is ample, and ⌊B′ + 1

mG⌋ = 0, in which case (T, (B′ + 1
mG)|T ) is klt.

Now, we choose a positive integer k so large such that for l = kq the Q-divisor

A0 =
1

m
(f∗A−G)−

m− 1

ml
H

(π ◦ f)-ample. This is possible because f∗A − G is (π ◦ f)-ample. By Theorem 10.1 and Remark
10.2, we may find reduced divisors W1 ∈ |q(f

∗A)|T | and W2 ∈ |H|T | such that (B′ + 1
mG)|T ,W1

and W2 share no common components and that (T, (B′ + 1
mG)|T + W1 + W2) is log regular. For

W = kW1 +W2 and

Φ = B′
q|T +

1

m
G|T +

1

l
W = B′

q|T +
1

m
G|T +

1

q
W1 +

1

l
W2,

the pair (T,Φ) is klt, since ⌊B′ + 1
mG⌋ = 0. Now the proof of [CL12, Theorem 3.4] applies verbatim,

except [CL12, Lemma 3.2] should be replaced by Lemma 14.2.
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It remains to verify the claim C ′ ≤ B′
q|T . This is also identical to the corresponding part

of the proof of [CL12, Theorem 3.4], except for the word change “basepoint-free” to “(π ◦ f)-
generated.” �

As in [CL12], we immediately obtain the following version of the lifting theorem of Hacon and
McKernan [HM10, Theorem 6.3].

Corollary 14.5 (cf. [CL12, Corollary 3.5]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero such that X is regular and such that Z is affine and
excellent with a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let S be a prime divisor on X and let B be an effective Q-divisor on X such that (X,S + B)

is log regular, S 6⊆ Supp(B), and ⌊B⌋ = 0. Suppose that (S,B|S) is canonical. Let A be a π-ample
Q-divisor on X, and set ∆ = S + A + B. Let m be a positive integer such that mA and mB are
integral and such that S 6⊆ Bs|m(KX + ∆)|. Set

Φm = B|S −B|S ∧
1

m
Fix
∣∣m(KX + ∆)

∣∣
S
.

Then, we have ∣∣m(KS +A|S + Φm)
∣∣+m(B|S − Φm) ⊆

∣∣m(KX + ∆)
∣∣
S
.

Proof. The proof of [CL12, Corollary 3.5] applies after replacing [CL12, Theorem 3.4] with our
Theorem 14.4. �

Lemma 14.6 (cf. [CL12, Lemma 3.6]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral Noe-
therian schemes of equal characteristic zero such that X is regular and such that Z is affine and
excellent with a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let S be a regular prime divisor on X, let D be a Q-divisor on X such that S 6⊆ B(D), and let

A be a π-ample Q-divisor. Then, we have

1

q
Fix
∣∣q(D +A)

∣∣
S
≤ FixS(D)

for all sufficiently divisible positive integers q.

Proof. The proof of [CL12, Lemma 3.6] carries word by word with the following changes:

• All instances of the words “ample” and “very ample” become “π-ample” and “π-very ample,”
respectively.
• The sentence “In particular, if V ∈ |F | is a general element, then P 6⊆ Supp f∗V ” becomes

“In particular, for some V ∈ |F | we have P 6⊆ Supp f∗V .”
• The reference [CL12, Lemma 3.1] should be replaced by Lemma 14.1.

We note that the Q-divisor D′ in the proof of [CL12, Lemma 3.6] does not come from Bertini’s
theorem, since the existence of a Q-divisorD′ ∼Q D satisfying S 6⊆ Supp(D′) and multP (D′

|S) < 1/q

follows from the definition of FixS(D). �

15. BSA(V ) is a rational polytope

Following [CL12, §4], we prove that the set BSA(V ) defined in Definition 8.1 is a rational polytope.
Given the work we have done in §14, the proof in [CL12, §4] applies almost verbatim.

We replace [CL12, Setup 4.1] with the following setup. In the rest of this section, we write “Setup
15.1n” to mean “Setup 15.1 when dim(X) = n.” We have only written down the notation from
[CL12, Setup 4.1] that will be used in the statements in the rest of this section.
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Setup 15.1 (cf. [CL12, Setup 4.1]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral Noetherian
schemes of equal characteristic zero, such that X is regular of dimension n and such that Z is affine
and excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Let S, S1, S2, . . . , Sp be distinct prime divisors on
X such that (X,S +

∑p
i=1 Si) is log regular. We assume that Theorem 12.1n−1 holds. Note that

we have already shown that Theorem 12.3 holds.
Consider a π-ample Q-divisor A on X. Let

V =

p∑

i=1

R · Si ⊆ DivR(X),

and let W ⊆ DivR(S) be the subspace spanned by the components of
∑

i(Si)|S . By Theorem 12.3,
the set

EA|S
(W ) =

{
E ∈ L(W )

∣∣ |KS +A|S + E|R 6= ∅
}

is a rational polytope. If E1, E2, . . . , Ed are its extreme points, then the ring

R
(
S/Z;KS +A|S + E1,KS +A|S + E2, . . . ,KS +A|S + Ed

)

is finitely generated as a H0(Z,OZ)-algebra by Theorem 12.1n−1. Therefore, if we set

F(E) = Fix(KS +A|S + E)

for a Q-divisor E ∈ EA|S
(W ), then [CL12, Lemma 2.28] implies that F extends to a rational

piecewise affine function on EA|S
(W ), and there exists a positive integer k such that

F(E) =
1

m
Fix
∣∣m(KS +A|S + E)

∣∣

for every E ∈ EA|S
(W ) and every m ∈N such that mA/k and mE/k are integral.

For a Q-divisor B ∈ BSA(V ), set

FS(B) = FixS(KX + S +A+B),

and for every positive integer m such that mA and mB are integral and S 6⊆ Bs|m(KX+S+A+B)|,
denote

Φm(B) = B|S −B|S ∧
1

m
Fix
∣∣m(KX + S +A+B)

∣∣
S
.

Let Φ(B) = B|S −B|S ∧ FS(B), where we note that Φ(B) = lim supm→∞ Φm(B).

The analogue of the main result in [CL12, §4] is the following:

Theorem 15.2 (cf. [CL12, Theorem 4.3]). Let the assumptions of Setup 15.1n hold. Let G be a
rational polytope contained in the interior of L(V ), and assume that (S,G|S) is terminal for every

G ∈ G. Denote P = G ∩ BSA(V ). We then have the following:

(i) P is a rational polytope.
(ii) Φ extends to a rational piecewise affine function on P, and there exists a positive integer ℓ

such that Φ(P ) = Φm(P ) for every P ∈ P and every positive integer m such that mP/ℓ is
integral.

Proof. We work through the proofs of [CL12, Lemma 4.2], [CL12, Lemma 4.4], and [CL12, Theorem
4.3]. Throughout, [CL12, Theorem 3.4] and [CL12, Lemma 3.6] should be replaced by our Theorem
14.4 and Lemma 14.6, respectively.

The proof of [CL12, Lemma 4.2] works with no changes. The proof of [CL12, Lemma 4.4] works
with the following changes:

• In Step 2, the rational number 0 < ε≪ 1 should be chosen such that the divisors D+A/4
and ε(KX + S +A+B) +A/4 are π-ample.
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• In the first paragraph of [CL12, p. 2442], the divisors

H = Γ−Bδ +
1

4m
A and G =

ε

m
(KX + S +A+Bδ) +

1

4m
A

are π-ample.

The proof of [CL12, Theorem 4.3] works with no changes. �

As a result, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 15.3 (cf. [CL12, Corollary 4.6]). Assume Theorem 12.1n−1 holds. Let π : X → Z be
a projective morphism of integral Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero, such that X is
regular of dimension n and such that Z is affine and excellent with a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Let
S, S1, S2, . . . , Sp be distinct prime divisors on X such that (X,S +

∑p
i=1 Si) is log regular.

Let

V =

p∑

i=1

R · Si ⊆ DivR(X),

and let A be a π-ample Q-divisor on X. Then, BSA(V ) is a rational polytope and

BSA(V ) = {B ∈ L(V ) | σS(KX + S +A+B) = 0}.

Proof. The proof of [CL12, Corollary 4.6] applies with the following changes:

• In the first paragraph, [CL12, Theorem 4.3] should be replaced by our Theorem 15.2.
• In the second paragraph, [CL12, Lemma 2.2] holds for the pair (X,S + BG) since log

resolutions exist [Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6], and the proof of [KM98, Proposition 2.36(1)]
works in this setting as well. Later, we choose f∗AG − F to be (π ◦ f)-ample, where if F
is small enough, then (T, (C + F )|T ) is terminal. Here, the choice of F is exactly like the
choice of G in the proof of Theorem 14.4, which works since Temkin’s log resolutions are
constructed by blowing up regular centers (see also [Kol212, Claim 8.1]). �

16. Finite generation

In this section, we prove Theorem 12.1n assuming Theorem 12.1n−1. Again, we note that we
have already shown Theorem 12.3.

Lemma 16.1 (cf. [CL12, Lemma 6.1]). Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral Noetherian
schemes such that X is regular and such that Z is affine.

Let S1, S2, . . . , Sp be distinct prime divisors on X such that (X,
∑p

i=1 Si) is log regular. Let

C ⊆

p∑

i=1

R≥0 · Si ⊆ DivR(X)

be a rational polyhedral cone, and let C =
⋃q
j=1 Cj be a rational polyhedral decomposition. Set

S = C ∩Div(X) and Sj = Cj ∩Div(X) for all j. Assume the following:

(i) There exits a real number M > 0 such that if
∑

i αiSi ∈ Cj for some j and for some αi ∈ N

where
∑

i αi ≥M , then
∑

i αiSi − Sj ∈ C; and
(ii) The ring resSj (R(X/Z;Sj)) is finitely generated as a H0(X|Sj ,OSj )-algebra for every j ∈
{1, 2, . . . , p}.

Then, the relative divisorial ring R(X/Z;S) is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ)-algebra.

Proof. After replacing π : X → Z by its Stein factorization [EGAIII1, Théorème 4.3.1], we may
assume that H0(Z,OZ) is the degree zero piece of R(X/Z;S). We now follow the proof of
[CL12, Lemma 6.1]. For every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, we use Proposition 3.13 to choose sections
σi ∈ H

0(X,OX (Si)) such that div(σi) = Si. Let R ⊆ R(X/Z;S1, S2, . . . , Sp) be the H0(Z,OZ )-
subalgebra generated by R(X/Z;S) and σ1, σ2, . . . , σp. Note that R is graded by

∑p
i=1N · Si ⊆



THE RELATIVE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM IN EQUAL CHARACTERISTIC ZERO 59

Div(X). By [ADHL15, Proposition 1.2.2], since R(X/Z;S) is a Veronese subring of R, it suffices
to show that R is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ)-algebra.

For each α = (α1, α2, . . . , αp) ∈ Np, set Dα =
∑

i αiSi and deg(α) =
∑

i αi, and for a section
σ ∈ H0(X,OX (Dα)), set deg(σ) = deg(α). By (ii), for each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, there exists a finite
set Hj ⊆ R(X/Z;Sj) such that resSj(R(X/Z;Sj)) is generated by the set

{
σ|Sj

∣∣ σ ∈ Hj
}

over H0(X|Sj ,OX). Since the H0(Z,OZ)-module H0(X,OX (Dα)) is finitely generated for every
α ∈ Np, there is a finite set H ⊆ R(X/Z;Sj) such that

{σ1, σ2, . . . , σp} ∪ H1 ∪H2 ∪ · · · ∪ Hp ⊆ H

and such that

H0
(
X,OX (Dα)

)
⊆
(
H0(Z,OZ )

)
[H]

inside of R for all α ∈ Np with Dα ∈ S and deg(α) ≤ M , where (H0(Z,OZ))[H] ⊆ R holds by
definition of R and H. To show that R is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ )-algebra, it therefore
suffices to show that R ⊆ (H0(Z,OZ))[H].

Let χ ∈ R. By definition of R, we can write

χ =
∑

i

σ
λ1,i
1 σ

λ2,i
2 · · · σ

λp,i
p χi,

where χi ∈ H
0(X,OX (Dαi)) for some Dαi ∈ S and λj,i ∈N. It therefore suffices to show that χi ∈

(H0(Z,OZ))[H]. After replacing χ by χi, we may assume that χ ∈ H0(X,OX (Dα)) for someDα ∈ S.
We induce on deg(χ). If deg(χ) ≤ M , then χ ∈ (H0(Z,OZ ))[H] by the definition of H in the
previous paragraph. Now suppose deg(χ) > M . Then, there exists j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p} such that Dα ∈
Sj , and hence there exist θ1, θ2, . . . , θz ∈ H and a polynomial ϕ ∈ (H0(Z,OZ ))[X1,X2, . . . ,Xz ]
such that

χ|Sj
= ϕ

(
θ1|Sj

, θ2|Sj
, . . . , θz|Sj

)
.

By the exact sequence

0 −→ H0
(
X,OX(Dα − Sj)

) σj ·
−−→ H0

(
X,OX(Dα)

)
−→ H0

(
Sj,OSj (Dα)

)
,

we therefore obtain

χ− ϕ(θ1, θ2, . . . , θz) = σj · χ
′

for some χ′ ∈ H0(X,OX (Dα − Sj)). Since Dα − Sj ∈ S by (i) and since deg(χ′) < deg(χ), by the
inductive hypotheses we see that χ′ ∈ (H0(Z,OZ))[H]. Thus, we have

χ = σj · χ
′ + ϕ(θ1, θ2, . . . , θz) ∈

(
H0(Z,OZ )

)
[H]

as desired. �

Lemma 16.2 (cf. [CL12, Lemma 6.2]). Assume Theorem 12.1n−1 holds. Let π : X → Z be a
projective morphism of integral Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero such that X is
regular of dimension n and such that Z is affine and excellent with a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote

by KX a canonical divisor defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z . Let S, S1, S2, . . . , Sp be distinct prime divisors
on X such that (X,S +

∑p
i=1 Si) is log regular.

Let

V =

p∑

i=1

R · Si ⊆ DivR(X),

let A be a π-ample Q-divisor on X, and let B1, B2, . . . , Bm ∈ ES+A(V ) be Q-divisors. Set Di =
KX + S +A+Bi. Then, the ring

resS
(
R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dm

))
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is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ )-algebra.

Proof. Following the proof of [CL12, Lemma 6.2], we first prove the lemma under the additional
assumption that the Bi lie in the interior of L(V ), and that the pairs (S,Bi|S) are all terminal.
This part of the proof of [CL12, Lemma 6.2] applies with the following changes:

• In the second paragraph, [CL12, Lemma 2.27] should be replaced by our Lemma 8.5.
• In the third and fourth paragraphs, [CL12, Setup 4.1] and [CL12, Theorem 4.3] should be

replaced by our Setup 15.1 and Theorem 15.2, respectively.
• In the fourth paragraph, [CL12, Corollary 3.5] and [CL12, Theorem An−1] should be re-

placed by our Corollary 14.5 and Theorem 12.1n−1, respectively.

We now prove the general case of the lemma. For every i, we choose a Q-divisor Gi ∈ V such
that A − Gi is π-ample and such that Bi + Gi is in the interior of L(V ). Let A′ be a π-ample
Q-divisor such that every A−Gi−A

′ is also ample. We claim that there exists a finite open affine
cover Z =

⋃
j Uj and effective Q-divisors Aij ∼Q A−Gi −A

′ such that setting Xj = π−1(Uj), we
have the following:

(i) For every j, ⌊Ai|Xj
⌋ = 0;

(ii) For every j, the pair (X,S +
∑p

i=1 Si +
∑m

i=1Aij) is log regular along Xj ; and
(iii) For every j, the support of

∑m
i=1Aij|Xj

does not contain any of the divisors S|Xj
, S1|Xj

, . . . ,
Sp|Xj

.

We induce on m. The case m = 0 follows by assumption. Now suppose m > 0. By the inductive
hypothesis, there exists a finite affine open cover Z =

⋃
k Vk and π-ample Q-divisors Bik ∼Q

A − G1 − A′ for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m − 1} such that for every k, setting Xk = π−1(Vk), we have

⌊Ai|Xk
⌋ = 0, the pair (X,S +

∑p
i=1 Si +

∑m−1
i=1 Bik) is log regular along Xk, and the support

of
∑m−1

i=1 Bik|Xj
does not contain any of the divisors S|Xk

, S1|Xk
, . . . , Sp|Xk

. We can now apply

Corollary 10.3 to the strata of the pair (X,S +
∑p

i=1 Si +
∑m−1

i=1 Bik) to construct a finite affine
open cover Z =

⋃
j Uj refining Z =

⋃
k Vk and effective Q-divisors Amj ∼Q A−Gi −A

′ satisfying

the requirements above. Finally, by [EGAInew, Corollaire 6.3.9] and flat base change, to show that
resS(R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dm)) is finitely generated as an H0(Z,OZ)-algebra, it suffices to show
that

resS|Xj

(
R
(
Xj/Zj ;D1|Xj

,D2|Xj
, . . . ,Dm|Xj

))

is finitely generated as an H0(Uj ,OUj )-algebra for every j. Replacing π : X → Z by π|Xj
: Xj → Uj,

we may assume that the open affine cover Z =
⋃
j Uj has only one member. We now proceed as in

the proof of [CL12, Lemma 6.2] with the following changes in the last paragraph:

• In the first line, [CL12, Lemma 2.2] holds for the pair (X,S +B) since log resolutions exist
[Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6], and the proof of [KM98, Proposition 2.36(1)] works in this setting
as well.
• Later, the Q-divisor A◦ is π-ample.
• In the last line, [CL12, Corollary 2.26] should be replaced by our Lemma 8.4. �

Theorem 16.3 (cf. [CL12, Theorem 6.3]). Theorem 12.1n−1 implies Theorem 12.1n. Thus, Theo-
rem 12.1 holds.

Proof. The proof of [CL12, Theorem 6.3] applies with the following changes:

• In (69), the words “log smooth” should be replaced by “log regular.”
• Throughout, the references to [CL12, Corollary 2.26] and [CL12, Lemma 2.27] should be

replaced by references to our Lemmas 8.4 and 8.5, respectively.
• After (iii) on p. 2463, [CL12, Lemma 6.1] should be replaced by our Lemma 16.1.
• At the bottom of p. 2464, [CL12, Lemma 6.2] should be replaced by our Lemma 16.2.
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• In the second paragraph on p. 2465, [CL12, Theorem Bn] should be replaced by our Theorem
12.3, which we have already shown holds when dim(X) is arbitrary.
• In the last paragraph, the log resolution f : Y → X exists by [Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6]. Later,

we choose A◦ = f∗A−H to be (π ◦ f)-ample and C◦
i = Ci +H such that ⌊C◦

i ⌋ = 0 for all
i, where the choice of H is exactly like the choice of G in the proof of Theorem 14.4, which
works since Temkin’s log resolutions are constructed by blowing up regular centers (see also
[Kol212, Claim 8.1]).

Finally, to show Theorem 12.1, we need to prove the base case when dim(X) = 0. Let m
be an integer such that mD1,mD2, . . . ,mDk are integral. Then, R(X/Z;mD1,mD2, . . . ,mDk)
is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ ), since it is isomorphic to a polynomial ring with variables
x1, x2, . . . , xk corresponding to mD1,mD2, . . . ,mDk in the direct sum decomposition in Definition
8.2. Finally, R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dk) contains R(X/Z;mD1,mD2, . . . ,mDk) as a Veronese subring
of finite index, and hence R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dk) is finitely generated by [ADHL15, Proposition
1.2.2]. �

17. Finite generation for klt pairs

In this section, we prove finite generation of relative adjoint rings for klt pairs, adapting corre-
sponding results in [CL13, §3] to our setting. We also adapt other results from [CL13, §3], which
will be used in the proofs of other theorems but are of independent interest as well. In contrast
to previous sections in Part III, where we worked with log regular pairs, we work with normal
schemes and klt pairs. We will frequently use the continuity of kltness (Lemma 6.9(iii)) in this
and the following sections. We sometimes do not explicitly refer to the lemma and just say “by
continuity.” We note that log resolutions exist for quasi-excellent schemes of equal characteristic
zero by [Tem08, Theorem 2.3.6], and thus the lemma is applicable.

Lemma 17.1 (cf. [CL13, Lemma 1]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral Noetherian
schemes with Z affine. Let D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ be Q-Cartier divisors on X. The ring

R = R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ

)

is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ ) if and only if one of its Veronese subrings of finite index is
finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ). In particular, if D′

i ∼Q eiDi for some ei ∈ Q>0 and if R is
finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ), then the ring R′ = R(X/Z;D′

1,D
′
2, . . . ,D

′
ℓ) is finitely generated

over H0(Z,OZ).

Proof. If D′
i ∼Q eiDi, then R′ and R have isomorphic Veronese subrings of finite index, hence the

“in particular” statement. The principal statement follows from [ADHL15, Propositions 1.2.2 and
1.2.4]. �

We also notice the following fact.

Lemma 17.2. Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral Noetherian schemes of equal
characteristic zero, such that X is normal and such that Z is affine, excellent, and has a dualizing
complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆ be an effective Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt.

Assume that there exists a rational number c ∈ (−∞, 1] such that cKX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and π-big.
Then there exists a rational number e > 0, an effective Q-Weil divisor Γ on X such that (X,Γ) is
klt, and a π-ample Q-Cartier divisor A such that KX + ∆ ∼Q e(KX + Γ +A).
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Proof. By Kodaira’s lemma (Corollary 5.9), there exist a π-ample Q-Cartier divisor H and an
effective Q-Weil divisor E such that cKX +∆ ∼Q H+E. For a sufficiently small ε ∈ Q>0, we have

KX + ∆ ∼Q (1− c)KX + (1− ε)(cKX + ∆) + ε(H + E)

= (1− cε)KX + (1− ε)∆ + εE + εH

= (1− cε)

(
KX +

1− ε

1− cε
∆ +

ε

1− cε
E +

ε

1− cε
H

)
.

By Lemma 6.9(iv) when c < 1 (with ∆′ there defined to be 1
1−cE) and Lemma 6.9(iii) when c = 1,

for sufficiently small ε ∈ Q>0, setting Γ = 1−ε
1−cε∆ + ε

1−cεE, the pair (X,Γ) is klt. We may thus fix
such an ε and set e = 1− cε,A = ε

1−cεH to conclude. �

Theorem 17.3 (cf. [CL13, Theorem 2]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero, such that X is normal and such that Z is affine
and excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined

using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z .
Let ∆i be effective Q-Weil divisors on X for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ} such that KX + ∆i is Q-Cartier

and (X,∆i) is klt for each i. Let Ai be π-nef Q-Cartier divisors for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ}. Assume
that for each i, either Ai is π-ample, or that there exists a rational number ci ∈ (−∞, 1] such that
ciKX + ∆i is Q-Cartier and π-big. Then the relative adjoint ring

R
(
X/Z;KX + ∆1 +A1,KX + ∆2 +A2, . . . ,KX + ∆ℓ +Aℓ

)

is a finitely generated H0(Z,OZ )-algebra.

Proof. If there exists a rational number ci ∈ (−∞, 1] such that ciKX + ∆i is Q-Cartier and π-big,
then by Lemma 17.2 we may write KX + ∆i ∼Q ei(KX + Θi+Hi) where ei ∈ Q>0, Hi is Q-Cartier

and π-ample, and Θi is effective with (X,Θi) klt. Thus KX + ∆i +Ai ∼Q ei(KX + Θi +Hi + 1
ei
Ai)

and Hi + 1
ei
Ai is π-ample. By Lemma 17.1 we see that we may assume Ai π-ample for all i.

Let f : Y → X be a log resolution of (X,
∑

i ∆i), which exists by [Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6]. Since
Temkin’s log resolutions are constructed by blowing up regular centers, we may assume that there
exists an f -exceptional effective Cartier divisor F such that −F is f -ample (see also [Kol212, Claim
8.1]). Take a π-ample Q-Cartier divisor A on X such that Ai −A are all π-ample. Write

f∗(KX + ∆i) + Ei ∼Q KY + Γi

where Ei ≥ 0 is f -exceptional, all coefficients of Γi are in (0, 1), and Ei and Γi do not share common
components. This is possible since ∆i ≥ 0 and (X,∆i) is klt. By Lemma 8.4, it suffices to show

R = R
(
Y/Z;KY + Γ1 + f∗A1,KY + Γ2 + f∗A2, . . . ,KY + Γℓ + f∗Aℓ

)

is finitely generated.
Let r ∈ Q>0 be sufficiently small such that H := f∗A − rF is (π ◦ f)-ample and such that all

coefficients of Γ′
i := Γi + rF are less than 1. Let Hi = f∗(Ai − A), which is (π ◦ f)-semi-ample by

our choice. Then, we have

R = R
(
Y/Z;KY + Γ′

1 +H1 +H,KY + Γ′
2 +H2 +H, . . . ,KY + Γ′

ℓ +Hℓ +H
)
.

Let q be a positive integer such that every qHi is integral and (π ◦ f)-generated, and such that
all coefficients of Γ′

i are less than 1 − 1
q . By Corollary 10.3, after replacing Z by the scheme

theoretic image of π (thus making it integral) and passing to an affine open cover (allowed by
[EGAInew, Corollaire 6.3.9] and flat base change), we may assume that there exists H ′

i ∈ |qHi| such
that H ′

i is regular and such that
∑

iH
′
i +

∑
i Γi has simple normal crossings support. Since all



THE RELATIVE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM IN EQUAL CHARACTERISTIC ZERO 63

coefficients of Γ′
i are less than 1− 1

q , all coefficients of Γ′
i+

1
qH

′
i are less than 1, regardless of possible

shared components. Therefore, the relative adjoint ring

R
(
Y/Z;KY + Γ′

1 +
1

q
H ′

1 +H,KY + Γ′
2 +

1

q
H ′

2 +H, . . . ,KY + Γ′
ℓ +

1

q
H ′
ℓ +H

)

is finitely generated by Theorem 12.1. Since 1
qH

′
i ∼Q Hi, Lemma 17.1 gives the finite generation

of R. �

We therefore obtain Theorem B for algebraic spaces where the base is no longer affine.

Theorem 17.4. Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism of integral quasi-excellent locally Noetherian
algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z
admits a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆i be effective Q-Weil divisors on X for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ} such that KX + ∆i is Q-Cartier

and (X,∆i) is klt for each i. Let Ai be π-nef Q-invertible sheaves for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ}. Assume
that for each i, either Ai is π-ample, or that there exists a rational number ci ∈ (−∞, 1] such that
ciKX + ∆i is Q-Cartier and π-big. Then, the relative adjoint ring

⊕

(m1,m2,...,mℓ)∈Nℓ

π∗OX

(⌊
ℓ∑

i=1

mi(KX + ∆i +Ai)

⌋)

is an OZ-algebra locally of finite type.

Proof. By definition and flat base change [Stacks, Tag 073K], we can pullback along étale morphisms
from affine schemes Spec(R)→ Z to reduce to the case proved in Theorem 17.3. �

For later use, we prove some other consequences of finite generation, adapting the proofs from
[CL13] for complex varieties.

Theorem 17.5 (cf. [CL13, Theorem 3]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes such that Z is affine.

Let D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ be Q-Cartier divisors on X. Assume that the ring

R = R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ)

is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ), and let

D : Rℓ DivR(X)

(λ1, λ2, . . . , λℓ)

ℓ∑

i=1

λiDi

be the tautological map from [CL13, p. 620]. We then have the following:

(i) The support Supp(R) of R is a rational polyhedral cone.
(ii) Suppose that Supp(R) contains a π-big R-Cartier divisor. If D ∈

∑
iR≥0Di is π-pseudo

effective, then D ∈ Supp(R).
(iii) There is a finite rational polyhedral subdivision Supp(R) =

⊔
i Ci such that ov is a linear

function on Ci for every geometric valuation v of X. Furthermore, there is a coarsest
subdivision with this property in the sense that, if i and j are distinct, there is at least
one geometric valuation v of X such that (the linear extensions of) (ov)|Ci and (ov)|Cj are
different.

(iv) There is a finite index subgroup L ⊆ Zℓ such that for all n ∈ Nℓ ∩ L, if D(n) ∈ Supp(R),
then

ov
(
D(n)

)
= inf

E∈|D(n)|

{
multv(E)

}

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/073K
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for all geometric valuations v of X.

Proof. The proof of [CL13, Theorem 3] carries verbatim here, noting that the external reference
[ELMNP06, Proposition 4.7] holds for arbitrary Noetherian schemes. �

In the next result, for the same reason as the case of Theorem 12.3, we do not need to assume
from the outset that Z is of equal characteristic zero.

Corollary 17.6 (cf. [CL13, Corollary 1]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes, such that X is normal and such that Z is affine and has a dualizing complex
ω•
Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•

X = π!ω•
Z. Assume that the function

field of X has characateristic zero.
Let ∆ be an effective Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt. Let

A be a π-nef Q-Cartier divisor on X.
Assume that either A is π-ample or ∆ is π-big, and assume that KX +∆+A is π-pseudoeffective.

Then |KX + ∆ +A|Q 6= ∅.

Proof. We may assume π surjective. Let η be the generic point of Z. We know (Definition 5.5)
that KX + ∆ + A + H is π-big for all π-ample Cartier divisors H on X. Since there exists such
an H, it follows that KXη + ∆|Xη

+ A|Xη
+ H is π|Xη

-big for all π|Xη
-ample Cartier divisors H

on Xη, so KXη + ∆|Xη
+ A|Xη

is π|Xη
-pseudoeffective. By Corollary 5.15, it suffices to show

|KXη + ∆|Xη
+A|Xη

|Q 6= ∅, so we may replace Z by the spectrum of its function field and assume
that Z is an excellent scheme of equal characteristic zero.

Let H be a π-ample Cartier divisor on X. By Theorem 17.3, the adjoint ring R = R(X/Z;KX +
∆ + A,KX + ∆ + A+ H) is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ ). Its support contains the π-big Q-
Cartier divisor KX +∆+A+H. Thus, Theorem 17.5(ii) applies and shows KX +∆+A ∈ Supp(R),
i.e., |KX + ∆ +A|R 6= ∅. By Lemma 3.14 we are done. �

Lemma 17.7 (cf. [CL13, Lemma 3]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral Noetherian
schemes with Z affine. Let D be a Q-Cartier divisor on X. We then have the following:

(i) If D is π-semi-ample, then ov(D) = 0 for all geometric valuations v of X.
(ii) Assume that there exist Q-Cartier divisors D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ on X such that the ring

R = R
(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ

)

is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ), and suppose D ∈ Supp(R). If ov(D) = 0 for all
geometric valuations v of X, then D is π-semi-ample.

Proof. Assume D is π-semi-ample. Then, L := OX(pD) is a π-generated line bundle for some
p > 0. Since Z is affine, for each geometric valuation v of X, there exists a section s of L that
avoids the center of v. Then 1

p div(s) ∈ |D|Q has order zero with respect to v, and thus ov(D) = 0.

Now suppose the assumptions in (ii) hold and suppose ov(D) = 0 for all geometric valuations v
on X. By Theorem 17.5(iv), there exists a positive integer p such that pD Cartier and such that

ov(pD) = inf
E∈|pD|

{
multv(E)

}

for all geometric valuations v on X. Since ov(pD) = p ·ov(D) = 0, we see that the center of v is not
in Bs|pD|. Since each closed point of X is the center of a geometric valuation (unless dim(X) = 0,
in which case the result is trivially true), we see that Bs|pD| = ∅ and hence pD is π-generated. �

Corollary 17.8 (cf. [CL13, Corollary 2]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero, such that X is normal and such that Z is excellent
and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆ be an effective Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt. Let

A be a π-nef Q-Cartier divisor on X.
Assume that either A is π-ample or ∆ is π-big. If KX + ∆ +A is π-nef, then it is π-semi-ample.



THE RELATIVE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM IN EQUAL CHARACTERISTIC ZERO 65

Proof. Being π-semi-ample is local on the base, so we may assume Z affine.
Let H be a π-ample Cartier divisor on X. By Theorem 17.3, the adjoint ring R = R(X/Z;KX +

∆ +A,KX + ∆ +A+H) is finitely generated over H0(Z,OZ ). By Corollary 17.6, we have |KX +
∆ +A|Q 6= ∅, and hence |KX + ∆ +A+H|Q 6= ∅. Therefore

Supp(R) ⊇ R≥0 · (KX + ∆ +A) + R≥0 · (KX + ∆ +A+H).

Since KX + ∆ + A is π-nef, we see KX + ∆ + A + εH is π-ample for all ε ∈ Q>0. Therefore, for
each geometric valuation v of X and each ε ∈ Q>0, we have ov(KX + ∆ +A+ εH) = 0. Since ov is
continuous on Supp(R) by Theorem 17.5(iii), we see that ov(KX + ∆ +A) = 0 as well. By Lemma
17.7(ii), we conclude that KX + ∆ +A is π-semi-ample. �

18. Rationality, Cone, and Contraction theorems revisited

We now prove the rationality, cone, and contraction theorems, modeled after Kawamata’s refor-
mulation [Kaw11] of the statements that appear in [KMM87].

We start with the following preliminary result.

Lemma 18.1 (cf. [CL13, Corollary 3]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral Noe-
therian schemes with Z affine. Let D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ be Q-Cartier divisors on X. Let

ϕ :

ℓ∑

i=1

R ·Di −→ N1(X/Z)R

be the natural projection map. Assume that the ring R = R(X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ) is finitely gener-
ated over H0(Z,OZ). Let Supp(R) =

⊔
j Cj be a finite rational polyhedral subdivision such that ov

is a linear function on Cj for every geometric valuation v of X, as in Theorem 17.5(iii).
Fix an index k. Assume that Ck ∩ ϕ

−1(Amp(X/Z)) 6= ∅. Then Ck ⊆ ϕ−1(Nef(X/Z)). If
additionally the decomposition Supp(R) =

⊔
j Cj is the coarest subdivision satisfying the hypotheses

above, then Ck = Supp(R) ∩ ϕ−1(Nef(X/Z)), in which case Ck is convex.

Proof. Note that by Theorem 17.5(iii), all asymptotic order functions ov are identically zero on Ck,
because they are identically zero on the subset Ck ∩ϕ

−1(Amp(X/Z)), which is nonempty and open
in the relative topology of Ck. By Lemma 17.7(ii), all rational members of Ck are π-semiample,
thus π-nef, and thus all members of Ck are π-nef since rational members are dense in the rational
polyhedron Ck.

Now suppose that the decomposition Supp(R) =
⊔
j Cj is coarsest in the sense stated above. Since

all asymptotic order functions ov are identically zero on every cell Cj that touches ϕ−1(Amp(X/Z)),
if the decomposition is coarsest then ϕ−1(Amp(X/Z)) ⊆ Ck. Since ϕ−1(Amp(X/Z)) 6= ∅, every
π-nef member of Supp(R) is a limit of elements of ϕ−1(Amp(X/Z)), and is therefore contained in
the closed subset Ck. Since the other inclusion is already established, we conclude that

Ck = Supp(R) ∩ ϕ−1
(
Nef(X/Z)

)
.

The statement that Ck is convex follows from the fact that both Supp(R) and Nef(X/Z) are
convex. �

Theorem 18.2 (cf. [CL13, Theorem 4]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero, such that X is normal and such that Z is excellent
and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z.
Let A = A(X/Z) be the set of classes u ∈ N1(X/Z)R that satisfies the following condition.

There exists an open covering Z = ∪aVa such that for each index a, there exists a Q-Weil divisor
∆a ≥ 0 on π−1(Va) with Kπ−1(Va) + ∆a Q-Cartier and (π−1(Va),∆a) klt, a positive real number

ca, and a class wa ∈ Amp(π−1(Va)/Va) such that the restriction of u to N1(π−1(Va)/Va) (Lemma
4.18) equals to ca[Kπ−1(Va) + ∆a] + wa.
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Let V ◦ = A ∩ ∂Nef(X/Z). We then have the following:

(i) Let u ∈ A∩Nef(X/Z). There exists a closed convex rational polytope P containing u in its
interior such that P ∩Nef(X/Z) is a closed convex rational polytope with nonempty interior.

(ii) For P as in (i), let F1, F2, . . . , Fm be all the codimension one faces of P ∩ Nef(X/Z) that
intersects the interior of P . Then each Fi span a supporting hyperplane (Definition 4.12)
of Nef(X/Z), and int(P ) ∩ ∂Nef(X/Z) = int(P ) ∩ (F1 ∪ F2 ∪ · · · ∪ Fm).

(iii) Every compact subset of V ◦ is contained in a finite union of supporting hyperplanes.
(iv) Let D be a Q-Cartier divisor on X such that [D] ∈ A∩Nef(X/Z). Then D is π-semi-ample.

Remark 18.3. We do not require any compatibility of the divisors ∆a and classes wa in the definition
of A.

Since A∩Nef(X/Z) ⊆ Amp(X/Z)∪V ◦, item (i) (resp. (iv)) is only nontrivial for those u (resp.
[D]) in V ◦. However, A ∩Nef(X/Z) behaves better when we pass to an open cover of Z.

Proof. Since Amp(X/Z) is open and convex, it is clear that A is open and convex and that

A∩N1(X/Z)Q =
{
av + w

∣∣ a ∈ Q>0, w ∈ Amp(X/Z) ∩N1(X/Z)Q
}
.

We first prove (i). By the definition of A, we can find a finite affine cover V1, . . . , Vt of Z, a Q-Weil
divisor ∆a ≥ 0 on π−1(Va) with Kπ−1(Va) + ∆a Q-Cartier and (π−1(Va),∆a) klt, a positive real

number ca, and a class wa ∈ Amp(π−1(Va)/Va) such that the restriction of u to N1(π−1(Va)/Va)
equals to ca[Kπ−1(Va) + ∆a] + wa.

We use the notations ρa : N1(X/Z)R → N1(π−1(Va)/Va)R for restriction of divisors. Assume for
each a we have a rational polytope Pa in N1(π−1(Va)/Va)R for ρa(u) that fulfills (i). If P0 is any
closed convex rational polytope containing u in its interior, so is P := P0 ∩ ρ

−1
1 (P1)∩ . . .∩ ρ−1

t (Pt),
and since Nef(X/Z) = ∩aρ

−1
a Nef(π−1(Va)/Va) (by definition and Lemma 4.18), we see that

P ∩Nef(X/Z) = P0 ∩ ρ
−1
1

(
P1 ∩Nef(π−1(V1)/V1)

)
∩ . . . ∩ ρ−1

t

(
Pt ∩Nef(π−1(Vt)/Vt)

)

is a closed convex rational polytope. Since P contains u ∈ Nef(X/Z) in its interior, int(P ) ∩
Amp(X/Z) 6= ∅, thus P ∩Nef(X/Z) has nonempty interior.

Thus we may assume Z affine, that there exists a Q-Weil divisor ∆ ≥ 0 on X with KX + ∆
Q-Cartier and (X,∆) klt, and that u lies in the subset

A0 :=
{
c[KX + ∆] + w

∣∣ c ∈ R>0, w ∈ Amp(X/Z)
}

of N1(X/Z)R. It is easy to see that A0 is open and convex, and that

A0 ∩N
1(X/Z)Q =

{
c[KX + ∆] + w

∣∣ c ∈ Q>0, w ∈ Amp(X/Z) ∩N1(X/Z)Q
}
.

For a sufficiently small closed convex rational polytope P whose interior int(P ) contains u,
we have P ⊆ A0. Notice again that P ∩ Amp(X/Z) 6= ∅, as P contains u ∈ Nef(X/Z) in its
interior. Each vertex of P has the form c[KX + ∆] + w = c([KX + ∆] + c−1w) where c ∈ Q>0

and w ∈ Amp(X/Z) rational. Therefore, we can find ℓ ∈ Z>0, ci ∈ Q>0 and π-ample Q-Cartier
divisors Ai (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ}), such that ci[KX + ∆ + Ai] (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ}) are the vertices of P .
Write Di = KX + ∆ +Ai.

Consider the adjoint ring
R = R

(
X/Z;D1,D2, . . . ,Dℓ

)
,

which is finitely generated by Theorem 17.3. Every element x ∈ P is a convex combination of the
classes ci[Di], and thus is a R≥0-combination of the classes [Di]. In particular, Supp(R) contains
a π-ample divisor since P ∩ Amp(X/Z) 6= ∅. By Theorem 17.5(ii), we see that every element
x ∈ P ∩Nef(X/Z) is the class of an element of Supp(R). In other words, if ϕ is the canonical map
from Lemma 18.1, we have Nef(X/Z) ∩ P ⊆ ϕ(Supp(R)).

Let Supp(R) =
⊔
j Cj be the coarest finite rational polyhedral subdivision such that ov is a

linear function on Cj for every geometric valuation v of X, as in Theorem 17.5(iii). Since Supp(R)
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contains a π-ample divisor, there exists an index k with Ck ∩ ϕ
−1(Amp(X/Z)) 6= ∅. By Lemma

18.1, the set Ck = ϕ−1(Nef(X/Z)) is convex, and ϕ(Ck) = P ∩Nef(X/Z), as desired.

We now show (ii). Let Wi be the linear span of Fi. To show Wi is a supporting hyperplane of
Nef(X/Z), it suffices to show Wi ∩Amp(X/Z) = ∅. However, since Fi is convex and contained in
Nef(X/Z), we see that Wi ∩ Amp(X/Z) 6= ∅ will imply Fi ∩ Amp(X/Z) 6= ∅, which is impossible
since Fi is a face of P ∩Nef(X/Z), so Fi ⊆ ∂Nef(X/Z).

This argument also tells us that

int(P ) ∩ ∂ Nef(X/Z) ⊇ int(P ) ∩ (F1 ∪ F2 ∪ · · · ∪ Fm).

Conversely, if x ∈ int(P )∩∂Nef(X/Z), it is in the boundary of P ∩Nef(X/Z), and thus is contained
in some Fi. Therefore we get the identity of sets.

Since (iii) follows immediately from (ii), it remains to show (iv). By the discussion above, upon
passing to a (finite) affine open covering of Z, we may assume that there exists a Q-Weil divisor
∆ ≥ 0 on X with KX +∆ Q-Cartier and (X,∆) klt, and our divisor D satisfies [D] = c[KX +∆]+w
for some c ∈ Q>0 and w ∈ Amp(X/Z). Therefore the Q-Cartier divisor A := c−1D −KX −∆ is
π-ample. We have that KX + ∆ + A = c−1D is π-nef, since [D] ∈ Nef(X/Z). By Corollary 17.8,
we see that KX + ∆ +A is π-semi-ample and hence so is D. �

With uniqueness we can prove the following result.

Lemma 18.4 (cf. [KM98, p. 85, Step 9]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of integral
Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero, such that X is normal and such that Z is excellent
and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Let W be a supporting hyperplane spanned by a face F as in
Theorem 18.2(ii). Then, the extremal ray R dual to W (Definition 4.21) has a good contraction
with target Y projective over Z.

Proof. By Theorem 18.2(i), it is clear that W has a basis consisting of rational members of
Nef(X/Z), and that there exists [D1] ∈WQ ∩A.

By Remark 4.20, there exists a rational member [D0] of W ∩Nef(X/Z) such that

R =
{
γ ∈ NE(X/Z)

∣∣ (D0 · γ) = 0
}
.

Since (Nef(X/Z) ·NE (X/Z)) ≥ 0, it is clear that

R =
{
γ ∈ NE (X/Z)

∣∣ (D1 + εD0 · γ) = 0
}

for all ε ∈ R>0, and we know that for ε rational and sufficiently small, D1 + εD0 is π-semi-ample,
by Theorem 18.2(iv).

Fix such an ε an fix an m ∈ Z>0 such that D2 := m(D1 +εD0) is integral and π-generated. Then
|D2| defines a morphism X → PZ(π∗OX(D2)), and we denote by f : X → Y the Stein factorization
of this morphism. Then Y is projective over Z, f is proper, f∗OX = OY , and D2 ∼ f∗A for some
Cartier divisor A on Y ample over Z.

Since (D2 · R) = 0, D2 is not π-ample, so f is not an isomorphism and thus there exists an
f -contracted curve C. Now (D2 · C) = 0, so [C] ∈ R and R = R≥0[C]. In particular, for each
Q-Cartier divisor E on Y , we have (f∗E · R) = 0.

Conversely, let D ∈ DivQ(X) be such that (D · R) = 0. Then D and D2 both induce a linear

functional on the real vector space U := N1(X/Z)R/R[C]. The image C of NE(X/Z) in U is a
compact cone and D2 maps C \ {0} to R>0. By local compactness, for sufficiently small σ ∈ Q>0,
D2 + σD maps C \ {0} to R>0 as well. Thus D3 := D2 + σD is π-nef,

R =
{
γ ∈ NE(X/Z)

∣∣ (D3 · γ) = 0
}
,

and [D3] ∈W since W is the subspace dual to R[C]. Decreasing σ, we may assume [D3] ∈ A, so D3

is π-semi-ample by Theorem 18.2(iv). By the same argument as that for D1+εD0, a multiple of D3

is π-generated and is pulled back from a contraction f ′ : X → Y ′ of R. However, by uniqueness of
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contraction (see the proof of Theorem 11.3), this implies that D3 ∼Q f∗E3 for some E3 ∈ DivQ(Y ).
Thus D ∼Q f∗(σ−1(E3 −A)), as desired. �

Part IV. The relative MMP with scaling for schemes and algebraic spaces

In this part, we establish the existence of flips and termination with scaling for schemes and
algebraic spaces using Theorem B. This completes the proof of Theorem A(0). We then give some
applications of these results by showing that Q-factorializations and terminalizations exist, which
for simplicity we prove only for schemes.

19. Birational contractions and Q-factoriality

We start by setting up the necessary preliminaries for birational contractions. See [Stacks,
Tag 0ED7] for the definition of universally catenary algebraic spaces.

Lemma 19.1 (Negativity Lemma; cf. [BMPSTWW, Lemma 2.16]). Let h : X → Y be a proper
birational morphism of integral normal quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme
S that are universally catenary or have dualizing complexes. Let B be a Weil divisor on X such
that [B] is the class of an invertible sheaf L . Assume that L −1 is h-nef and that h∗B is effective.
Then B is effective.

Proof. After replacing Y by an étale cover Y ′ → Y , we may reduce to the case of schemes. Note
that Y ′ is quasi-excellent by definition, and is moreover excellent either because Y is universally
catenary, or because Y ′ has a dualizing complex. Nefness of L −1 is preserved by Lemma 4.3(i).
The effectivity of B can be checked after flat base change.

When Y is a scheme and h is projective, this is [BMPSTWW, Lemma 2.16]. The general case
follows from Chow’s Lemma [EGAII, Théorème 5.6.1], since we may pass to an affine open cover
of Y and pullback along a birational morphism X ′ → X. �

We now characterize the types of contractions that are possible as outputs of Theorem 11.3.

Lemma 19.2 (cf. [KM98, Proposition 2.5]). Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of
integral quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S with X normal and Q-factorial.
Let R ⊆ NE(X/Z) be an extremal ray. Let f : X → Y be a contraction of R over Z.

Then, exactly one of the following holds.

(i) dimX > dimY .
(ii) f is birational, Ex(f) ⊆ X is a prime divisor.

(iii) f is birational, Ex(f) ⊆ X is of codimension ≥ 2; i.e., f is small (Definition 11.6).

Proof. It suffices to prove that if f is birational and Ex(f) ⊆ X contains a prime divisor E, then
Ex(f) = E. Fix n ∈ Z>0 such that [nE] is the Weil divisor class associated to an invertible sheaf.

Assume not. Then there exists a point ζ ∈ Y , not necessarily closed, such that

π−1(ζ) = Ex(f) ∩ π−1(ζ) ) E ∩ π−1(ζ).

By Zariski’s Main Theorem, each irreducible component of π−1(ζ) is positive-dimensional, and at
least one of such is not contained in E ∩ π−1(ζ). Therefore there exists a one-dimensional integral
closed subspace C of π−1(ζ) that is not contained in E ∩ π−1(ζ), so (nE · C) ≥ 0, where we use
Remark 4.11 to make sense of this intersection number.

Since π is projective, the class [C] defined using Lemma 4.5 is nonzero, and it belongs to NE (X/Y )
by Lemma 4.18. As noted in Definition 11.6, we have R = R≥0[C], thus nE is f -nef. Applying
Lemma 19.1 to the divisor B = −nE, we get a contradiction. �

Lemma 19.3 (cf. [KMM87, Lemma 5-1-5 and Proposition 5-1-6; KM98, Corollary 3.18]). In cases
(i) and (ii) in Lemma 19.2, if f is a good contraction then Y is Q-factorial.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0ED7
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Proof. In case (ii), the proof is identical to the proof of [KM98, Corollary 3.18].
In case (i), let Y ◦ be the regular locus of Y, which is open since Y is quasi-excellent, and its

complement is of codimension at least 2 since Y is normal. Let B be a prime divisor on Y . Then
B ∩ Y ◦ is a prime divisor on Y ◦ and is Cartier since Y ◦ is regular. Therefore f−1(B ∩ Y ◦) is an
effective Cartier divisor of f−1(Y ◦) and we let D be its closure in X. The class of D is the class

associated to a Q-invertible sheaf D̃ since X is Q-factorial. Take y ∈ Y ◦ not in B, and consider an
integral curve C ⊆ f−1(y). As in the proof of Lemma 19.2, C defines a class [C] ∈ N1(X/Y )R and

R = R≥0[C]. Since D ∩ f−1(Y ◦) = f−1(B ∩ Y ◦), (D̃ · C) = 0. Thus (D̃ · R) = 0 and D̃ ∼Q f∗E
for some E ∈ PicQ(Y ) as f is a good contraction.

Take m ∈ Z>0 such that mE is integral and mD̃ ∼ f∗(mE). Then there exists a global section
s of OX(f∗(mE)) with div(s) = mD. Since f∗OX = OY , we have a well-defined global section
f∗(s) of OY (mE) with f−1div(f∗(s)) = mD. Thus by construction div(f∗(s)) ∩ Y

◦ = mB ∩ Y ◦

and div(f∗(s)) = mB since the complement of Y ◦ is of codimension at least 2. Thus mB ∼ mE is
Cartier and B is Q-Cartier. �

20. Existence of flips

In this section, we show that flips exist. To do so, we first define flips.

Definition 20.1 (cf. [KMM87, p. 335]). Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of
integral quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal
and that Z admits a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using

ω•
X = π!ω•

Z .
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and that (X,∆) is klt. Let

f : X → Y be a small birational contraction over Z (Definition 11.6) such that −(KX + ∆) is
f -ample. A flip of f is a proper birational morphism f+ : X+ → Y with the following properties.

(i) X+ is normal (and integral).
(ii) The morphism f+ is a small contraction.

(iii) KX+ + ∆+ is Q-Cartier and f+-ample where ∆+ is the strict transform of ∆.

Note that since Ex(f+) ⊆ X+ is of codimension ≥ 2, the strict transform operation D 7→ D+

induces an isomophism WDivk(X) ∼= WDivk(X+) (k = Z,Q or R) that preserves principal divisors
and maps KX to a canonical divisor of X+. Moreover, f∗OX(D) = f+∗ OX+(D+) for all D ∈ Div(X).
See for example [CL13, Lemma 4(3)].

A birational map h : X 99K X ′ of algebraic spaces over Z is called a flip of the pair (X,∆) if h
is isomorphic to the birational map (f+)−1 ◦ f : X 99K X+ for some f,X+ as above.

We can now show flips exist. The case for complex quasi-projective varieties is [BCHM10, Corol-
lary 1.4.1] (cf. [CL13, Theorem 5]). When X is of finite type over an algebraically closed field of
characteristic zero, the three-dimensional case is proved in [Sho96, Log Flip Theorem 6.13] and the
general case follows from [VP, Theorem 2.6].

Theorem 20.2. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent
Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a
dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that (X,∆) is klt. Let f : X → Y be a small contraction

over Z such that −(KX + ∆) is f -ample. Then the following hold.

(i) A flip of f is unique up to unique isomophism.
(ii) If Z is of equal characteristic zero, then the quasi-coherent OY -algebra

A :=

∞⊕

m=0

f∗OX
(
⌊m(KX + ∆)⌋

)

is of finite type and Proj(A) is a flip of f .
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Proof. It is clear that if f+ : X+ → Y is a flip, then X+ ∼= Proj(A) (see the proof of [KM98, Lemma
6.2]). Thus it suffices to show (ii). Since f is birational, ∆ is f -big, thus Theorem 17.4 applies to
show A is of finite type. Thus X+ := Proj(A) is locally projective, in particular proper, over Y ,

and X+ is normal and birational to Y since X is. The proof of the properties (ii) and (iii) as in
Definition 20.1 is the same as the proof of [KMM87, Proposition 5-1-11(2)]. �

Lemma 20.3. Notations and assumptions in Theorem 20.2. Assume further that f is a good
contraction of some extremal ray R ⊆ NE(X/Z).

Let X+ be a flip of f . Then the following hold.

(i) X+ is Q-factorial if X is.
(ii) If D ∈ PicQ(X) is π-nef and satisfies (D · R) = 0, then D ∼Q f∗E for some E ∈ PicQ(Y )

nef over Z.
(iii) D 7→ D+ induces an isomorphism N1(X/Z)R ∼= N1(X+/Z)R.

Proof. Let D be a Q-invertible sheaf on X. Since R is a ray, there exists a ∈ Q such that
(
D + a(KX + ∆) · R

)
= 0.

Since f is a good contraction, D + a(KX + ∆) ∼Q f∗E for some E ∈ PicQ(Y ). Thus

D+ + a(KX+ + ∆+) ∼Q f+∗E. (25)

Since KX+ + ∆+ is Q-Cartier (Definition 20.1(iii)), we see that D+ is Q-Cartier. Since every
Q-Weil divisor on X+ is of the form D+ for some Q-Weil divisor D on X, we see that X+ is
Q-factorial if X is.

If D ∈ PicQ(X) is π-nef and satisfies (D · R) = 0, then a = 0, and D ∼Q f∗E for some
E ∈ PicQ(Y ). For each (Y → Z)-contracted curve C, there exists a π-contracted curve C ′ such
that C ′ maps finite surjectively to C. We know (D · C ′) ≥ 0, thus (E · C) ≥ 0 and E is nef over Z
since C was arbitrary.

Now [D+] = [f+∗E] is nef over Z. If [D] = 0 ∈ N1(X/Z)R, then we get [(−D)+] = −[D+]
nef over Z as well, so [D+] = 0. This shows that D 7→ D+ induces a linear map N1(X/Z)R →
N1(X+/Z)R, which is automatically surjective. If [D+] = 0 ∈ N1(X+/Z)R, from the equation
(25) and the fact KX+ + ∆+ ample over Y we see that a = 0, so by the same argument we get
[E] = 0 ∈ N1(Y/Z)R and thus [D] = [f∗E] = 0 ∈ N1(X/Z)R. Thus the linear map N1(X/Z)R →
N1(X+/Z)R is an isomorphism. �

Lemma 20.4 (cf. [KM98, Lemma 3.38]). Let Y be a quasi-excellent integral Noetherian algebraic
space over a scheme S. Let X and X ′ be algebraic spaces projective over Y that are integral,
normal, and birational to Y . Suppose that Y admits a dualizing complex ω•

Y . Denote by KX and
K ′
X canonical divisors on X and X ′ defined using the exceptional pullbacks of ω•

Y .
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX +∆ is Q-Cartier. Let ∆′ ≥ 0 be the birational

transform of ∆ on X ′ and assume that KX′ + ∆′ is Q-Cartier. Assume that the following hold.

(i) −(KX + ∆) is nef over Y .
(ii) KX′ + ∆′ is nef over Y .

Then for all divisors E over Y , a(E,X ′,∆′) ≤ a(E,X,∆), and if at least one of KX + ∆ and
KX′ + ∆′ is not numerically trivial over Y , then strict inequality holds for at least one such E.

Proof. Consider a commutative diagram

W X ′

X Y

g′

g
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where g, g′ are birational and W is integral and normal. We write

KW ∼Q g∗(KX + ∆) +
∑

F

a(F,X,∆)F

and

KW ∼Q g′
∗
(KX′ + ∆′) +

∑

F

a(F,X ′,∆′)F

as usual, so

g′
∗
(KX′ + ∆′)− g∗(KX + ∆) ∼Q

∑

F

(
a(F,X ′,∆′)− a(F,X,∆)

)
F.

By our assumptions (i) and (ii), g′∗(KX′ + ∆′)− g∗(KX + ∆) is nef. On the other hand, since ∆′

is the birational transform of ∆, B := −
∑

F (a(F,X ′,∆′)− a(F,X,∆))F is exceptional over Y .
Therefore Lemma 19.1 applies and shows that B is effective, i.e., a(F,X ′,∆′) ≤ a(F,X,∆) for all
F in the sum.

Now for each divisor E over Y , we may always find a diagram as above such that E occurs as a
prime divisor on W , so a(E,X ′,∆′) ≤ a(E,X,∆).

If at least one of KX+∆ and KX′ +∆′ is not numerically trivial over Y , then B is not numerically
trivial over Y so strict inequality must hold for some F . �

Corollary 20.5. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent
Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a
dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and that (X,∆) is klt (resp.

terminal). Let f : X → Y be a birational contraction over Z such that −(KX + ∆) is f -ample.
Then the followings hold.

(i) If KY + f∗∆ is Q-Cartier, then (Y, f∗∆) is klt (resp. terminal).
(ii) Assume that f is small and assume that a flip (X+,∆+) of f exists. Then (X+,∆+) is klt

(resp. terminal).

Proof. Immediate from definitions and Lemma 20.4. �

Corollary 20.6. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent
Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a
dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and that (X,∆) is klt (resp.

terminal). Let f : X → Y be a birational contraction over Z such that −(KX + ∆) is f -ample.
Then, the following hold.

(i) Assume that KY + f∗∆ is Q-Cartier. Then KY + f∗∆ is pseudoeffective over Z if and if
KX + ∆ is.

(ii) Assume that f is small and assume that a flip (X+,∆+) of f exists. Then KX+ + ∆+ is
pseudoeffective over Z if and if KX + ∆ is.

Proof. In either case we may replace Z by the Stein factorization of Y → Z. Furthermore, it is
clear that taking generic fiber of Z preserves assumptions and conclusions (see Definitions 5.5, 11.6,
20.1), so we may assume that Z is the spectrum of a field.

In case (i), by Lemma 20.4 or rather its proof, we have

KX + ∆ ∼Q f∗(KY + f∗∆) + E

where E is an effective exceptional Q-Cartier divisor.
Assume that KY + f∗∆ is pseudoeffective and let D be an ample R-Cartier divisor on X. We

want to show KX + ∆ +D big.



72 SHIJI LYU AND TAKUMI MURAYAMA

Let H be an ample divisor on X such that D− f∗f∗H ample. By Lemma 5.12, f∗H is big, thus
so is KY +f∗∆+f∗H. For a sufficiently divisible m ∈ Z>0 and C ∈ |m(KY +f∗∆+f∗H)|, we have

f∗C ∼ mf∗(KY + f∗∆ + f∗H) ∼ m(KX + ∆−E) +mf∗f∗H.

Therefore dim|m(KX +∆+f∗f∗H)| ≥ dim|m(KY +f∗∆+f∗H)|. This shows that KX +∆+f∗f∗H
is big, hence so is KX + ∆ +D.

Conversely, assume that KX + ∆ is pseudoeffective and let D be an ample R-Cartier divisor on
Y . We want to show KY + f∗∆ + D big. By perturbing the coefficients on D, we may assume D
is a Q-Cartier divisor. We have

f∗(KY + f∗∆ +D) ∼Q KX + ∆− E + f∗D

and thus

KY + f∗∆ +D ∼Q f∗(KX + ∆ + f∗D).

Since f∗D is big and KX +∆ is pseudoeffective, KX +∆+f∗D is big. By Lemma 5.12 we conclude.

Item (ii) follows immediately from Lemma 5.13. �

Corollary 20.7. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent
Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a
dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier. Let m ∈ Z>0 and

X := X1
f1
99K X2

f2
99K · · ·

fm−1

99K Xm

be a sequence of birational maps over Z such that each Xi is normal. Let ∆i be the birational
transform of ∆ on Xi and assume that KXi + ∆i is Q-Cartier for all i ≤ m.

Assume that for each i < m, either fi is a morphism and a contraction with −(KXi + ∆i) fi-
ample, or that fi is a flip of the pair (Xi,∆i); and assume that there exists an index i0 < m such
that fi0 is not an isomorphism. Then the composition X 99K Xm is not an isomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma 20.4, there exists a divisor E over Xi0 such that

a(E,Xi0 ,∆i0) > a(E,Xi0+1,∆i0+1).

This divisor defines a divisor over each Xi and we have

a(E,X,∆) ≥ a(E,Xi0 ,∆i0)

a(E,Xi0+1,∆i0+1) ≥ a(E,Xm,∆m)

by the same lemma. Thus a(E,X,∆) > a(E,Xm,∆m) and X 99K Xm is not an isomorphism. �

We check that contractions and flips behave well when we pass to an open subset of the base Z.
The assumption on Picard groups below is satisfied when, for example, X is integral, normal, and
Q-factorial.

Lemma 20.8. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent Noe-
therian algebraic spaces over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a dualizing
complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.

Let R ⊆ NE(X/Z) be an extremal ray and let f : X → Y be a contraction of R. Let W be an
open subspace of Z and denote by �W the base change of a Z-space or a Z-morphism � to W .

Assume that Pic(X)Q → Pic(XW )Q is surjective and that fW : XW → YW is not an isomor-

phism. Then fW is a contraction of an extremal ray RW ⊆ NE(XW /W ). Moreover, if f is a good
contraction of R, fW is also a good contraction of RW .
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Proof. Since fW : XW → YW is not an isomorphism, there exists a closed point z ∈ W such
that Ex(f) ⊂ X intersects the fiber f−1(z). In particular, RW := NE(XW /YW ) is nontrivial.
Since Pic(X)Q → Pic(XW )Q is surjective, N1(X/Z)R → N1(XW /W )R is also surjective, thus

the canonical map N1(XW /W )R → N1(X/Z)R is injective. By Lemma 4.18, RW is sent into
NE(X/Y ), which equals to R as noticed in Definition 11.6. Thus RW is a ray, and it is clear that
fW is the contraction of RW .

Now assume that f is a good contraction and let LW be an element in Pic(XW )Q. If we can

write LW = f∗(K W ) ∈ Pic(XW )Q for some K W ∈ Pic(YW )Q, then (LW · RW ) = 0 by the

definition of RW . Thus it suffices to show the converse.
Since Pic(X)Q → Pic(XW )Q is surjective, there exists L ∈ Pic(X)Q such that L|XW

= LW .

Now, if (LW · RW ) = 0, then (L · R) = 0 since R is a ray, and thus there exists K ∈ Pic(Y )Q
such that L = f∗K ∈ Pic(X)Q. Thus LW = f∗(K|YW ) ∈ Pic(XW )Q, as desired. �

We now prove two lemmas that are important to the proof of termination. The first one is about
the asymptotic order of vanishing (Definition 9.2).

Lemma 20.9. Let πi : Xi → Z (i = 1, 2) be two proper morphisms of Noetherian schemes, such
that X1 and X2 are integral and normal and Z is affine. Let g : X1 99K X2 be a birational map over
Z that is an isomorphism in codimension 1.

Let v be a geometric valuation on X1 (Definition 9.1). Then v induces canonically a geometric
valuation g∗v on X2, and for each R-Weil divisor D on X1 with |D|R 6= ∅, we have |g∗D|R 6= ∅
and ov(D) = og∗v(g∗D).

Proof. By definition, v is given by a prime divisor Γ in a scheme Y birational and proper over X1.
By taking a resolution of the composition Y → X1 99K X2 we find g∗v.

It is clear that for each effective R-Weil divisor E on X1, we have v(E) = g∗v(g∗E). If D is
an R-Weil divisor on X1 with |D|R 6= ∅, g∗ induces a bijection |D|R → |g∗D|R, thus by definition
ov(D) = og∗v(g∗D). �

The second is about a sufficient condition for a birational map to be a morphism.

Lemma 20.10 (cf. [CL13, Lemma 6]). Let πi : Xi → Z for i ∈ {1, 2} be two proper morphisms of
excellent Noetherian schemes, such that X1 and X2 are integral and normal. Let g : X1 99K X2 be
a birational map over Z that is an isomorphism in codimension 1.

Assume that there exists a π1-ample effective Q-Cartier divisor A on X1 such that the birational
transform B := g∗A is Q-Cartier and π2-nef. Then g−1 is a morphism.

Proof. By taking the normalization of the fiber product X1 ×Z X2, there exists an integral normal
scheme W with proper birational morphisms hi : W → Xi for i ∈ {1, 2} such that g = h2 ◦ h

−1
1 as

rational maps. Since B = g∗A and since g is an isomorphism in codimension 1, the h1-exceptional
divisors are exactly the h2-exceptional divisors and we can write h∗2B + E = h∗1A+ F where E,F
are h1-exceptional divisors. Since B is π2-nef, h∗2B is h1-nef and thus so is F −E = h∗2B−h

∗
1A. By

Lemma 19.1 we see E−F is effective, and by the same reason F −E is effective. Thus h∗2B = h∗1A.
Since A is π1-ample, we see that every h2-contracted curve on W must be h1-contracted. By

Lemma 11.2, we see that every fiber of h2 is mapped to a point under h1, so there exists a continuous
map of topological spaces u : X2 → X1 compatible with h1 and h2. Since OXi = hi∗OW , this
continuous map upgrades to a morphism of schemes and is the inverse of g as a rational map. �

21. Existence and termination of the relative MMP with scaling

In this section, following [CL13], we prove the termination of MMP under suitable assumptions.

Definition 21.1 (cf. [CL13, Definition 6.1]). Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism
of integral quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S.
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Suppose that X is normal and that Z admits a dualizing complex ω•
Z . Denote by KX a canonical

divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z .
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and such that (X,∆) is klt.

For a Q-invertible sheaf D on X, the π-nef threshold of the pair (X,∆) with respect to D is

λ(X/Z,∆,D) := inf{t ∈ R≥0 |KX + ∆ + tD is π-nef} ∈ R≥0 ∪ {∞}.

We now introduce a concept for the scaling divisor similar to that in [CL13]. Note that in item
(iii) we need to pass to an open covering of the base, since we do not assume Z affine. Even if Z
was affine, we still need to pass to an open covering since we do not have a global Bertini theorem.

Definition 21.2. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent
Noetherian algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal
and that Z admits a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using

ω•
X = π!ω•

Z .
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and such that (X,∆) is klt.

We say a Q-invertible sheaf A on X is a good scaling divisor for the pair (X,∆), if the following
conditions hold.

(i) A is π-big.
(ii) KX + ∆ +A is π-nef.

(iii) There exists an étale covering Z =
⋃
a Va and Q-Weil divisors Aa ∈ |A|π−1(Va)|Q such that

(π−1(Va),∆|π−1(Va) +Aa) is klt.

It is clear that base change to an open subset of the base preserves this property.

The following lemma tells us that it is always possible to find a good scaling divisor.

Lemma 21.3. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of integral quasi-excellent Noe-
therian algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S. Suppose that X is normal
and that Z admits a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined using

ω•
X = π!ω•

Z.
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and such that (X,∆) is

klt. Let A be a π-ample Q-Cartier divisor on X such that KX + ∆ + A is π-nef. Then A is a
good scaling divisor for the pair (X,∆). Moreover, if Z is a scheme, then the cover in (iii) can be
chosen to be an affine cover.

Proof. Items (i) and (ii) in Definition 21.2 are clear. (iii) follows from Corollary 10.4 after passing
to an étale cover by affine schemes. When Z is a scheme, we can instead choose an open cover by
affine schemes. �

We now prepare to prove the existence of the minimal model program with scaling. We start
with the following definition, which is a version of a condition stated in Theorem 18.2 for algebraic
spaces.

Definition 21.4. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of Noetherian algebraic
spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S, such that X is integral and normal and such
that Z is quasi-excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor on

X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z . We define A = A(X/Z) to be the set of classes u ∈ N1(X/Z)R that
satisfies the following condition:

There exists an étale covering Z =
⋃
a Va such that for each index a, there exists a

Q-Weil divisor ∆a ≥ 0 on π−1(Va) with Kπ−1(Va) + ∆a Q-Cartier and (π−1(Va),∆a)

klt, a positive real number ca, and a class wa ∈ Amp(π−1(Va)/Va) such that the
restriction of u to N1(π−1(Va)/Va) (Lemma 4.18) equals to ca[Kπ−1(Va) + ∆a] +wa.
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Lemma 21.5. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces
of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S, such that X is integral and normal and such that Z
is quasi-excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined

using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z .
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and such that (X,∆) is

klt. Assume that KX + ∆ is not π-nef, and let A be a good scaling divisor for the pair (X,∆). Let
λ ∈ [0, 1] ⊆ R. Then, the class u := [KX + ∆ + λA] belongs to the set A as in Definition 21.4, and
we can further require that the numbers ca = 1.

Proof. Passing to an affine étale covering of Z, we may assume that Z is an affine scheme, and that

A ≥ 0 and (X,∆ +A) is klt. (26)

Write A = H+E, where H is a π-ample Q-Cartier divisor and E ≥ 0. This is possible by Lemma
5.17. Choose ǫ ∈ Q>0 such that ǫ < λ and that (X,A + ∆ + ǫE) klt, which is possible by Lemma
6.9(iii), since log resolutions exist for excellent Q-schemes [Tem08, Theorem 2.3.6]; and we choose
δ ∈ R>0 such that λ− ǫ− δ ∈ Q>0 and that ǫH + δA is π-ample. Set ∆′ = ∆ + (λ− ǫ− δ)A+ ǫE
and H ′ = ǫH + δA. Then, by our choice (and Lemma 6.9(i)), H ′ is a π-ample R-divisor, ∆′ is an
effective Q-Weil divisor with KX + ∆′ Q-Cartier and (X,∆′) klt and we have

KX + ∆ + λA = KX + ∆ + ǫE + (λ− ǫ)A+ ǫH = KX + ∆′ +H ′,

as desired. �

Lemma 21.6 (cf. [KM98, §3.1; CL13, Lemma 8]). Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective mor-
phism of Noetherian algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S, such that X is
integral and normal and such that Z is quasi-excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by

KX a canonical divisor on X defined using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z .
Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and such that (X,∆) is

klt. Assume that KX + ∆ is not π-nef, and let A be a good scaling divisor for the pair (X,∆). Let
λ = λ(X/Z,∆, A) be the π-nef threshold. Then, λ ∈ Q>0, and there exists an extremal ray R ⊆
NE(X/Z) with a good contraction with target projective over Z, and satisfies (KX +∆+λA) ·R = 0
and (KX + ∆) ·R \ {0} < 0.

Proof. By Lemma 21.5, u := [KX + ∆ + λA] belongs to the set A as in Definition 21.4. By the
definition of λ, u ∈ ∂ Nef(X/Z), so we can apply the Cone Theorem 11.8 (or Theorem 18.2(i)(ii)
in the scheme case) to conclude that there exist finitely many rational supporting hyperplanes
W1, . . . ,Wm of Nef(X/Z) cutting out closed half-spaces W+

1 , . . . ,W
+
m such that, for some small

open rational polytope P containing u, P ∩Nef(X/Z) = P ∩ (W+
1 ∪ . . .∪W

+
m). Since the spaces Wi

are rational, it is now clear that λ ∈ Q by the definition, and λ ∈ Q>0 since KX + ∆ is not π-nef.
Finally, we show the existence of a desired ray R. Shrinking P if necessary, we may assume

u ∈ Wi for all i. Since u − σ[A] 6∈ Nef(X/Z) for all σ ∈ (0, λ) by the definition of λ, we see that
−[A] 6∈W+

i for some i. We may thus take R to be the extremal ray dual to Wi, see Definition 4.19.

Then R is an extremal ray and (KX + ∆ + λA) ·R = 0 since u ∈Wi. Since −[A] 6∈W+
i , A ·R > 0,

so (KX +∆) ·R < 0. The fact R has a good contraction with projective target follows from Lemma
18.4. �

We can now prove the existence of the relative minimal model program with scaling. By Lemma
21.3, this implies the existence part of Theorem A(0).

Theorem 21.7. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of Noetherian algebraic spaces
of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S, such that X is integral and normal and such that Z
is quasi-excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX a canonical divisor on X defined

using ω•
X = π!ω•

Z .
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Suppose X is Q-factorial and let ∆ be a Q-divisor such that (X,∆) is klt. Let A be a good scaling
divisor for (X,∆). Then, the relative minimal model program with scaling of A over Z exists.

Proof. First, find a ray R as in Lemma 21.6, and let h : X → Y be a good contraction of R.
If dimY < dimX, we do nothing further and say that the minimal model program of (X,∆)

over Z with the scaling of A terminates with a Mori fibration.
Otherwise f is birational. By Lemma 19.2, Ex(h) ⊆ X is either a prime divisor, in which case we

let X ′ = Y , or is of codimension ≥ 2, in which case we let X ′ be a flip of h, which exists (Theorem
20.2(ii)).

Denote by h′ and π′ the maps from X ′ to Y and Z respectively. Let KX′ be the birational
transform of KX on X ′, which is a canonical divisor of X ′; let ∆′ and A′ be the birational transforms
of ∆ and A respectively.

We note that Y is projective over Z, hence so is X ′; X ′ is integral and normal, see Definitions
11.6 and 20.1; X ′ is Q-factorial, see Lemmas 19.3 and 20.3. The pair (X ′,∆′) is klt by Corollary
20.5.

We now verify that λA′ is a good scaling divisor for the pair (X ′,∆′). Since A is π-big, so is λA,
and we see that λA′ is π′-big from Lemma 5.12. We know that KX + ∆ + λA ∼Q h∗E for some
effective Q-Cartier divisor E on Y , so KX′ + ∆′ + λA′ ∼Q h′∗E and therefore KX′ + ∆′ + λA′ is
π′-nef.

It remains to verify (iii) in Definition 21.2. Notice that birational transform preserves Q-linear
equivalence, thus after passing to an étale covering of Z, we may assume A ≥ 0 and (X,∆ + A)
klt, and thus (X,∆ + λA) is klt. By construction, KX + ∆ + λA is h-numerically trivial, and
KX′ + ∆′ + λA′ is h′-numerically trivial. By Lemma 20.4, a(E,X ′,∆′ + λA′) ≤ a(E,X,∆ + λA)
for all divisors E over Y and thus (X ′,∆′ + λA′) is klt, as desired.

Therefore, the new datum (X ′,∆′, λA′) satisfies the same assumptions as the datum (X,∆, A),
except that it is now possible (and desirable) that KX′ + ∆′ is π′-nef, in which case we say that the
minimal model program of (X,∆) over Z with the scaling of A terminates with a minimal model.
Otherwise, we start over with (X ′,∆′, λA′). If, after finitely many steps, we arrive at the situation
dimX > dimY (resp. KX′ + ∆′ is π′-nef), we say the minimal model program of (X,∆) over Z
with the scaling of A terminates with a Mori fibration (resp. a minimal model).

Otherwise, we will get an infinite sequence

(X1,∆1, λ1A1)
f1
99K · · ·

fi−1

99K (Xi,∆i, λiAi)
fi
99K (Xi+1,∆i+1, λi+1Ai+1)

fi+1

99K · · ·

where X1 = X, ∆i and Ai are the birational transforms of ∆, A respectively, (Xi,∆i, λi−1Ai)
satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 21.6, λi = λi−1.λ(Xi/Z,∆i, λi−1Ai) ≤ λi−1, and fi is either a
birational contraction or a flip corresponding to a ray as in Lemma 21.6.

Since the number dim
(
N1(Xi/Z)R

)
decreases for a (good) contraction fi (Definition 11.6) and

remains unchanged for a flip fi (Lemma 20.3(iii)), we see that all but finitely many fi are flips. �

We now prove that a sequence of flips always terminates with additional bigness conditions. By
Lemma 21.3, this completes the proof of Theorem A(0).

Theorem 21.8 (cf. [CL13, Theorem 6]). Let π1 : X1 → Z be a projective morphism of Noetherian
algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S, such that X1 is integral, normal, and
Q-factorial, and such that Z is quasi-excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z. Denote by KX1
a

canonical divisor on X1 defined using ω•
X1

= π!ω•
Z.

Let ∆1 be an effective Q-divisor on X1 such that (X1,∆1) is klt. Let A1 be a good scaling divisor
for the pair (X1,∆1), and let λ1 = λ(X1,∆1, A1). Assume that cKX1

+ ∆1 is π1-big for some
rational number c ∈ (−∞, 1]. Then, any sequence

(X1,∆1, λ1A1)
f1
99K · · ·

fi−1

99K (Xi,∆i, λiAi)
fi
99K (Xi+1,∆i+1, λi+1Ai+1)

fi+1

99K · · ·
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of flips of the Minimal Model Program with scaling of A1 terminates.

Proof. If the sequence of flips does not terminate, we can find an étale affine W → Z such that,
denoting by Ui the base change Xi ×Z W , the birational map fi|Ui

: Ui 99K Ui+1 is not an
isomorphism (thus a flip of a suitable contraction, see Lemma 20.8) for infinitely many i. By
Lemma 21.5, [KX1

+ ∆1 + λ1A1] belongs to the set A(X1/Z) as in Definition 21.4, and we may
require the numbers ca = 1. Therefore, after possibly shrinking W , we may assume that there
exists a R-divisor ∆′

1 ≥ 0 and a π|U1
-ample R-divisor H ′

1 on U1 such that (U1,∆
′
1) is klt and

[KU1
+∆1U1

+λ1A1U1
] = [KX1

+∆′
1+H ′

1] ∈ N
1(U1/V )R. Since KU1

+∆1U1
+λ1A1U1

is a Q-divisor
by Lemma 21.6, we may assume that ∆′

1 and H ′
1 are Q-divisors.

We may find Q-divisors D1
1, · · · ,D

m
1 on U1 such that the convex hull P1 of {[D1

1 ], · · · , [Dm
1 ]} is

a rational polytope containing [KU1
+ ∆1|U1

+ λ1A1|U1
] in its interior and is contained in A, and

that Da
1 −KU1

−∆′
1 is ample for all indices a. Let R1 := R(U1/V ;KU1

+ ∆1|U1
,D1

1 , · · · ,D
m
1 ). By

Theorem 17.3, R1 is finitely generated over H0(W,OW ).
Write gi = fi|Ui

◦ · · · ◦ f1|U1
: U1 99K Ui+1 (i ≥ 0), Da

i+1 = gi∗D
a
1 and Ri = R(Ui+1/V ;KUi +

∆i|Ui
,D1

i , · · · ,D
m
i ). Then each gi induces an isomorphismR1

∼= Ri+1, so each Ri is finitely generated

over H0(W,OW ). Put Vi = R(KUi + ∆i|Ui
) +

∑
aRD

a
i , so we have a commutative diagram

V1 · · · Vi Vi+1 · · ·

N1(U1/W )R · · · N1(Ui/W )R N1(Ui+1/W )R · · ·

f1∗

ϕ1

fi−1,∗

ϕi

fi∗

ϕi+1

fi+1,∗

f1∗ fi−1,∗ fi∗ fi+1,∗

in which ϕi are the canonical maps as in Lemma 18.1, and fj by abuse of notation means fj|Uj
.

Notice that by Lemma 20.3, the horizontal arrows are all isomorphisms of real vector spaces.
Let Qi be the convex hull of {[KUi + ∆i|Ui

], [D1
i ], · · · , [Dm

i ]}. Then by construction, Q1 contains
[KU1

+∆1|U1
+λA1|U1

] in its interior for all positive λ ≤ λ1, thus Qi contains [KUi +∆i|Ui
+λiAi|Ui

] ∈
Nef(Ui/W ) in its interior. Therefore Qi ∩Amp(Ui/W ) 6= ∅, so Supp(Ri) ∩Amp(Ui/W ) 6= ∅.

Let Supp(R1) = ⊔pC
p
1 be the coarsest subdivision into rational polyhedral cones such that ov

is linear on each Cp1 , see Theorem 17.5(iii). Write Cpi+1 = gi∗C
p
1 , we see from Lemma 20.9 that

Supp(Ri) = ⊔pC
p
i is the coarsest subdivision into rational polyhedral cones such that ov is linear on

each Cpi . Now since Supp(Ri)∩Amp(Ui/W ) 6= ∅, by Lemma 18.1 we see that for each i there exists

a pi such that ϕ−1
i (Nef(Xi/Z)) ∩ Supp(Ri) = Cpii . Since there exists only finitely many indices p,

there exists an i and infinitely many j > i ≥ 1 such that pj = pi. We pick a j such that there exists
k ∈ Z, i ≤ k < j with fk|Uk

not an isomorphism.
Since pi = pj, there exists a π-ample Q-Cartier divisor Hi on Ui and a π-nef Q-Cartier divisor

Hj on Uj such that Hj is the birational transform of Hi. By Lemma 20.10, the rational map

fj−1|Uj−1
◦ · · · ◦ fi|Ui

: Ui 99K Uj is a morphism. By symmetry, we have that f−1
i|Ui
◦ · · · ◦ f−1

j−1|Uj−1
:

Uj 99K Ui is a morphism as well. By [CL13, Lemma 7], they are isomorphisms inverse to each other.
However, fj−1|Uj−1

◦ · · · ◦ fi|Ui
is a composition of several isomorphisms and at least one flip, so it

cannot be an isomorphism by Corollary 20.7, a contradiction. �

Corollary 21.9 (cf. [CL13, Corollary 4]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of Noetherian
algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S, such that X is integral, normal and
Q-factorial and such that Z is quasi-excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX1
a

canonical divisor on X1 defined using ω•
X1

= π!ω•
Z.

Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and such that (X,∆) is
klt. Let A be a good scaling divisor for the pair (X,∆). Assume that cKX + ∆ is π-big for some
rational number c ∈ (−∞, 1]. Then, the following hold.
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(i) If KX + ∆ is π-pseudoeffective then any process of the Minimal Model Program of the pair
(X,∆) over Z with the scaling of A terminates with a minimal model.

(ii) If KX + ∆ is not π-pseudoeffective, then any process of the Minimal Model Program of the
pair (X,∆) over Z with the scaling of A terminates with a Mori fibration.

Proof. At the end of the proof of Theorem 21.7, we have noticed that if the process does not
terminate, we will have an infinite sequence of flips. Our assumption and Theorem 21.8 ensures
that such an infinite sequence cannot exist, so the process terminates.

Since whether or not KX +∆ is π-pseudoeffective will not change in the process (Corollary 20.6),
we see that if the process terminates and KX + ∆ is π-pseudoeffective (resp. not π-pseudoeffective)
then the process terminates with a minimal model (resp. Mori fibration), as desired. �

Corollary 21.10 (cf. [CL13, Corollary 5]). Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of Noetherian
algebraic spaces of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S, such that X is integral, normal and
Q-factorial and such that Z is quasi-excellent and has a dualizing complex ω•

Z . Denote by KX1
a

canonical divisor on X1 defined using ω•
X1

= π!ω•
Z.

Let ∆ ≥ 0 be a Q-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and such that (X,∆) is klt.
Let A be a good scaling divisor for the pair (X,∆). If KX + ∆ is not π-pseudoeffective, then any
process of the Minimal Model Program of the pair (X,∆) over Z with the scaling of A terminates
with a Mori fibration.

Proof. Reasoning as in the proof of Corollary 21.9, it suffices to show any sequence of flips

(X1,∆1, λ1A1)
f1
99K · · ·

fi−1

99K (Xi,∆i, λiAi)
fi
99K (Xi+1,∆i+1, λi+1Ai+1)

fi+1

99K · · ·

as in the proof of Theorem 21.7 terminates, and as in the proof of Theorem 21.8, we may replace
Z by any étale affine whose image in Z intersects π(X). By Condition (iii) in Definition 21.2, we
may thus assume that there exists A′ ∈ |A|Q such that (X,∆ + A′) is klt. Let A′

i ∈ |Ai|Q be the
birational transform of A′ on Xi.

Let µ ∈ Q>0 be such that KX + ∆ +µA not π-pseudoeffective. We know from Lemma 5.13 that
KXi + ∆i + µAi is not pseudoeffective over Z for each i, so λi > µ. The divisor KXi + ∆i + µA′

i is
Q-linearly equivalent to the combination (1− r)(KXi + ∆i) + r(KXi + ∆i + λiAi) where r = ri :=
µ
λi
∈ (0, 1). Thus the sequence of flips of concern is also a sequence of flips for the pair (X,∆+µA′)

with the scaling of (1− µ)A, in symbols
(
X1,∆1 + µA′

1,
λ1 − µ

1− µ
(1− µ)A1

)
f1
99K · · ·

fi−1

99K · · ·

(
Xi,∆i + µA′

i,
λi − µ

1− µ
(1− µ)Ai

)
fi
99K · · · .

Such a sequence terminates by Theorem 21.8 (with c = 0), as ∆ + µA′ is π-big. �

22. Existence of Q-factorializations and terminalizations for schemes

In this section, we show that Q-factorializations and terminalizations exist for klt pairs. For
simplicity, we restrict to the case of schemes.

Theorem 22.1. Let X be an integral normal Noetherian scheme that has a dualizing complex ω•
X

with associated canonical divisor KX . Let ∆ an effective R-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆
is R-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt.

Assume that X is an excellent scheme of equal characteristic zero. Let g : Y → X be a projective
log resolution, and let E be a set of g-exceptional prime divisors with negative discrepancy with
respect to (X,∆). Then, there exists a projective birational morphism h : Z → X with Z Q-factorial,
such that the h-exceptional prime divisors are exactly the birational transforms of divisors in the
set E.
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Proof. By [Kol13, Proposition 2.21], there exists an effective Q-Weil divisor ∆′ on X such that the
support of ∆ and ∆′ are the same, that KX + ∆′ is Q-Cartier and (X,∆′) is klt, and that each
divisor in E has negative discrepancy with respect to the pair (X,∆′). We may thus replace ∆ by
∆′ and assume our ∆ is a Q-divisor such that KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier.

Write

KY + ∆Y ∼Q g∗(KX + ∆) + Γ

where

∆Y =
∑

E⊂Y,a(E,X,∆)≤0

−a(E,X,∆)E.

and

Γ =
∑

E⊂Y,a(E,X,∆)>0

a(E,X,∆)E.

Since (X,∆) is klt, the coefficients of ∆Y are less than 1, so (Y,∆Y ) is klt by [Kol13, Corollary
2.13].

Let F be the sum of the g-exceptional prime divisors not in E , so F is an effective Cartier divisor
on Y since Y is regular. Let ǫ ∈ Q>0 be sufficiently small such that (Y,∆Y + ǫF ) is klt, see Lemma
6.9(iii).

There exists a g-ample Cartier divisor A on Y , and Y is Q-factorial since it is regular, so we
may run the MMP for the pair (Y,∆Y + ǫF ) over X with the scaling of A, see Theorem 21.7
and Lemma 21.3. Since g is birational, ∆Y is g-big and KY + ∆Y + ǫF is g-pseudoeffective, so
the MMP terminates with a minimal model h : (Z,ϕ∗(∆Y + ǫF )) → X where ϕ : Y 99K Z is a
composition of divisorial contractions and flips, see Corollary 21.9(i). Note that h is projective and
Z is Q-factorial, as noted in the proof of Theorem 21.7.

Since the rational map ϕ−1 : Z 99K Y does not contract any divisor, we see that h-exceptional
divisors are birational transforms of g-exceptional divisors, and

KZ + ϕ∗(∆Y + ǫF ) ∼Q h∗(KX + ∆) + ϕ∗(Γ + ǫF ).

As h is a minimal model, we see ϕ∗(Γ + ǫF ) is h-nef. By Lemma 19.1, we have ϕ∗(Γ + ǫF ) = 0. By
the definition of F , this means that all g-exceptional prime divisors not in E are contracted by ϕ.

It now suffices to show that no divisor in E is contracted by ϕ. Assume not. Then there is a
step ψj : Yj → Yj+1 of the MMP that is a divisorial contraction, and the divisor Ej contracted is
the birational transform of some E ∈ E . Denote by ϕj : Y 99K Yj the rational map coming from

the previous steps of the MMP. Then ϕ−1
j does not contract any divisor, and

KYj + (ϕj)∗(∆j + ǫF ) ∼Q h∗j (KX + ∆) + (ϕj)∗(Γ + ǫF ),

where hj is the map from the X-scheme Yj to X. Since ψj is a step of the MMP, we know that
−
(
KYj + (ϕj)∗(∆j + ǫF )

)
is ψj-ample, so −(ϕj)∗(Γ + ǫF ) is ψj-ample. Since Yj is Q-factorial,

−(ϕj)∗(Γ + ǫF ) + σEj is Q-Cartier and ψj-ample for sufficiently small σ ∈ Q>0. Lemma 19.1
applies and we see (ϕj)∗(Γ + ǫF ) − σEj is effective, so Ej is a component of (ϕj)∗(Γ + ǫF ), thus
E ∈ E is a component of Γ + ǫF , contraction. �

Definition 22.2. Let X be an integral normal Noetherian scheme. A Q-factorialization of X is an
integral Q-factorial Noetherian scheme Y together with a proper birational morphism g : Y → X
such that no prime divisor on Y is g-exceptional.

Corollary 22.3. Let X be an integral normal Noetherian scheme that has a dualizing complex ω•
X

with associated canonical divisor KX . Let ∆ an effective R-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆
is R-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt. Assume that X is an excellent scheme of equal characteristic zero.
Then, there exists a projective Q-factorialization h : Z → X.
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Proof. Let g : Y → X be a log resolution constructed by blowing up regular centers, which exists
by [Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6], so g is projective. Now take E to be the empty set in Theorem 22.1.
The resulting h : Z → X has no exceptional divisors, and Z is Q-factorial, as desired. �

Definition 22.4. Let X be an integral normal Noetherian scheme that has a dualizing complex
ω•
X with associated canonical divisor KX . Let ∆ be an effective Q-Weil divisor on X such that
KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt.

A terminalization of the pair (X,∆) is a terminal pair (Y,∆Y ) together with a proper birational
morphism g : Y → X such that g∗∆Y = ∆ and that g∗(KX + ∆) ∼Q KY + ∆Y . The condition is
equivalent to saying that a(E,X,∆) ≤ 0 for all prime divisors E ⊂ Y , and that the pair

(
Y,
∑

E⊂Y

−a(E,X,∆)E

)

is terminal.

Lemma 22.5. Let X be an integral normal Noetherian scheme that has a dualizing complex ω•
X

with associated canonical divisor KX . Let ∆ an effective R-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆
is R-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt. For an integral normal scheme Y proper birational over X, we set

∆Y =
∑

E⊂Y,a(E,X,∆)≤0

−a(E,X,∆)E.

Assume that X is an excellent scheme of equal characteristic zero. Then there exists a log
resolution g : Y → X constructed by blowing up regular centers such that components of ∆Y are
disjoint. Moreover, for any such resolution, the following hold:

(i) (Y,∆Y ) is terminal.
(ii) For every proper birational map Y ′ → X and every prime Weil divisor E′ on Y ′, if

a(E′,X,∆) < 0, then E′ is not contracted by the rational map Y ′
99K Y .

Proof. Let g0 : Y0 → X be a log resolution constructed by blowing up regular centers, which
exists by [Tem18, Theorem 1.1.6]. All coefficients of ∆Y0 are less than 1 since (X,∆) is klt, so
δ0 := 1−max{coefficients of ∆Y0} > 0.

If t ≥ 2 components E1, . . . , Et with coefficients a1, . . . , at meet and no other component of ∆Y0

meet with Z := E1∩· · ·∩Et, we consider the blow up Y1 = BlZY0. Note that Z is a regular scheme
of equidimension (dimY0 − t) and may have several connected components.

The preimage of each connected component C of Z in Y1 is a prime divisor EC , and

a(EC ,X,∆) ≤ a(EC , Y0,∆Y0) = 1− t+
∑

ai ≤ 1− tδ0 ≤ 1− δ0

where the equlity follows from [KM98, Lemma 2.29]. Along EC , at most t − 1 of the birational
transforms of Ei meet, and thus at most t components of ∆Y1 meet; if that happens, the sum of
their coefficients is at most a(EC ,X,∆)+

∑
ai−mini ai ≤ 1− t+

∑
ai+(t−1)(1−δ0) =

∑
ai− tδ0.

It is now clear that after finitely many such blow ups we get the desired Y .
Now, the coefficients of ∆Y are less than 1 since (X,∆) is klt, and the components of ∆Y are

disjoint. By [Kol13, Corollary 2.11], (Y,∆Y ) is terminal. To show (ii), we may assume that Y ′ is
given by a proper birational map h : Y ′ → Y . Write

KY + ∆Y ∼R g∗(KX + ∆) + Γ

where the components of Γ are exactly the exceptional divisors of g that is not a component of ∆Y .
Then Γ is effective by the definition of ∆Y . Since Y is regular, every component of Γ is Cartier,
and we have

h∗(KY + ∆Y ) ∼R (h ◦ g)∗(KX + ∆) + h∗Γ,

therefore a(E′, Y,∆Y ) ≤ a(E′,X,∆) < 0. Since (Y,∆Y ) is terminal, E′ must not be h-exceptional,
as desired. �
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Corollary 22.6. Let X be an integral normal noetherian scheme that has a dualizing complex, ∆
an effective R-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is R-Cartier and (X,∆) is klt.

Assume that X is an excellent Q-scheme. Then there exists a projective terminalization h : Z →
X with Z Q-factorial.

Proof. Let g : Y → X and ∆Y be as in Lemma 22.5, and take E to be the set of components of
∆Y in Theorem 22.1. The exceptional prime divisors of the resulting map h : Z → X are exactly
the birational transforms of the components of ∆Y . Thus we have KZ + ϕ∗∆Y ∼R h∗(KX + ∆),
and it suffices to show (Z,ϕ∗∆Y ) terminal.

For every proper birational map Y ′ → Z and prime divisor E′ on Y ′, the R-linear equivalence
above gives a(E′, Z, ϕ∗∆Y ) = a(E′,X,∆). If a(E′, Z, ϕ∗∆Y ) < 0, then a(E′,X,∆) < 0, so by
Lemma 22.5(ii), E′ is not contracted by the rational map Y ′

99K Y , and its birational transform is
thus a component of ∆Y since it has negative discrepancy. Thus E′ is not exceptional over Z, and
(Z,ϕ∗∆Y ) is terminal. �

Part V. Extensions to other categories

In this part, we extend the relative minimal model program to projective morphisms of alge-
braic spaces, formal schemes, complex analytic spaces, Berkovich analytic spaces, rigid analytic
spaces, and adic spaces. We work both in equal characteristic zero and in positive/mixed charac-
teristic, where in the latter context we will assume dim(X) ≤ 3. We will also assume the existence
of dualizing complexes. To do so, we first collect some preliminaries for each of these different
categories.

23. Quasi-excellence and dualizing complexes

In this section, we review the notions of quasi-excellence and dualizing complexes that are anal-
ogous to those for schemes in §2.

23.1. Formal schemes. We use the definition of formal schemes and Noetherian formal schemes
from [EGAInew, Définition 10.4.2]. Quasi-excellence is defined as follows.

Definition 23.1 [Tem08, §3.1; Tem12, §2.4.3]. Let X be a locally Noetherian formal scheme. We
say that X is quasi-excellent if for every morphism Spf(A) → X of finite type, the ring A is
quasi-excellent.

Remark 23.2. The definition above is from [Tem12], and is equivalent to the original definition in
[Tem08] by a theorem of Gabber [KS21, Theorem 5.1]. See [Tem08, Remark 3.1.1] and [Tem12,
§2.4.3].

We use the notion of c-dualizing complexes from [ATJLL99]. Compare the notion of t-dualizing
complexes from [ATJLL99, Definition 2.5.1]. This latter notion coincides with the notion of dual-
izing complexes from [Yek98, Definition 5.2] (see [ATJLL99, Remark (3) on p. 25]).

Definition 23.3 [ATJLL99, Definition 2.5.1]. Let X be a Noetherian formal scheme. A complex
ω•
X on X is a c-dualizing complex if the following conditions are satisfied.

(i) ω•
X is an object of D+

c (X).
(ii) The natural morphism OX → RHom(ω•

X , ω
•
X) is an isomorphism.

(iii) There is an integer b such that for every coherent torsion sheaf M and for every i > b, we
have hiRHom(M , ω•

X) = 0.

There is a notion of relative analytification for formal schemes and corresponding GAGA results
[EGAIII1, §5; SGA2new, Exposé IX], which we will refer to by formal GAGA. Exceptional pullbacks
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in the sense of Grothendieck duality exist, preserve dualizing complexes, and are compatible with
formal GAGA in the following sense.

Remark 23.4. Let f : X → Y be a pseudo-proper morphism of Noetherian formal schemes in the
sense of [ATJLL99, 1.2.2]. Consider the functor f ♯ constructed in [ATJLL99, Theorem 2(b)].

(i) If ω•
Y is a c-dualizing complex on Y , then ω•

X := f ♯ω•
Y is a c-dualizing complex on X by

[ATJLL99, Proposition 2.5.11].
(ii) If f is proper in the sense of [EGAIII1, (3.4.1)], and if locally on Y the morphism f is

the completion of a morphism of schemes, then f ♯ is compatible with formal GAGA by
[ATJLL99, Corollaries 3.3.8 and 6.1.7(a)].

23.2. Semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces. We use the definition of complex
analytic spaces from [GR84, 1.1.5]. We start with the definition of a semianalytic subset of a
complex analytic space.

Definition 23.5 [Loj64, §1, I; Fri67, p. 120]. Let X be a complex analytic space, and let a ∈ X
be a point. Denote by Sa the minimal class of germs at a of subsets of X such that the following
hold:

(i) Sa is stable under finite unions.
(ii) Sa is stable under complements.

(iii) Sa contains all germs of the form {x ∈ X |f(x) < 0}a, where f(x) is a real analytic function
in a neighborhood of a.

A subset X ⊆ X is semianalytic if, for every x ∈ X, the local germ of X at x is an element of Sx.

We can now define semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces in the sense of [AT19].

Definition 23.6 [AT19, §§B.2–B.3]. A semianalytic germ of a complex analytic space is a pair
(X ,X) consisting of a complex analytic space X and a semianalytic subset X ⊆ X . We call X the
support of (X ,X) and X a representative of (X ,X). We sometimes use the shorter notation X for
the germ (X ,X). The structure sheaf on X is

OX := (OX )|X = i−1OX ,

where i : X →֒ X is the embedding.
A morphism φ : (X ,X) → (Y, Y ) of semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces consists of

a neighborhood X ′ of X and an analytic map f : X ′ → Y taking X to Y . We say that f is a
representative of φ.

We define proper morphisms and closed embeddings of semianalytic germs as follows.

Definition 23.7 [AT19, §B.5]. Let φ : (X ,X) → (Y, Y ) be a morphism of semianalytic germs of
complex analytic spaces.

(i) We say that φ is without boundary if there exists a representative f : X ′ → Y of φ that
satisfies X = f−1(Y ).

(ii) We say that φ is an open immersion (resp. a closed immersion) if φ is without boundary
and there exists a representative f : X ′ → Y of φ that is an open immersion (resp. a closed
embedding).

(iii) We say that φ is proper (resp. projective) if there exists a representative f : X ′ → Y of φ that
is proper (resp. projective) and satisfies X = f−1(Y ). Note that proper (resp. projective)
morphisms are without boundary by definition.

We can then define affinoid semianalytic germs as follows.

Definition 23.8 [AT19, §B.6 and §6.2.4]. Let (X ,X) be a semianalytic germ of a complex analytic
space. We say that X is affinoid if it admits a closed immersion into a germ of the form (Cn,D),
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where D is a closed polydisc. A covering X =
⋃
iXi of X by affinoids is admissible if it admits a

finite refinement.

We define dualizing complexes on semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces.

Definition 23.9 (cf. [RR70, p. 89]). Let (X ,X) be a semianalytic germ of a complex analytic
space. A dualizing complex on X is an object ω•

X in D+
c (X) such that the following hold:

(i) For every x ∈ X, there exists n(x) ∈ Z such that ExtiOX,x
(C, ω•

X,x) = 0 for all i > n(x).

(ii) The natural morphism

id −→ RHomOX

(
RHomOX

(−, ω•
X), ω•

X

)

of δ-functors on Dc(X) is an isomorphism.

Remark 23.10. By [RR70, §5] (see also [BS76, Chapter VII, Theorem 2.6]), every complex analytic
space has a dualizing complex. This dualizing complex lies in Db

c(X) if X is finite-dimensional
[RR70, p. 89; BS76, Theorem 2.6(iii)]. Since both conditions in Definition 23.9 can be checked
at the level of stalks, if (X ,X) is a semianalytic germ of a complex analytic space, then setting
ω•
X = i−1ω•

X gives a dualizing complex on X, where i : X →֒ X is the embedding.

Convention 23.11. For semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces, we will always use the
dualizing complex ω•

X constructed using [RR70, §5].

23.3. Non-Archimedean analytic spaces. Let k be a complete non-Archimedean field. We use
the definition of rigid k-analytic spaces from [BGR84, Definition 9.3.1/4] (in which case we assume
that k is non-trivially valued) and the definition of k-analytic spaces from [Ber93, §1] (in which
case we allow trivial valuations on k). We sometimes refer to the k-analytic spaces from [Ber93] as
Berkovich spaces. We use the definition of adic spaces from [Hub94, Definition on p. 521].

Instead of defining dualizing complexes on rigid k-analytic and Berkovich spaces in a similar
fashion to complex analytic spaces (Definition 23.9), we adopt a definition that is more easily
comparable to the scheme-theoretic notion of a weakly pointwise dualizing complex from [Con00, p.
120]. Below, XG denotes the ringed site where the Grothendieck topology is the G-topology in the
sense of [BGR84, Definition 9.3.1/4; Ber93, p. 25].

Definition 23.12. Let X be one of the following:

(a) A rigid k-analytic space, where k is a complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field.
(b) A k-analytic space, where k is a complete non-Archimedean field.

A dualizing complex on X is an object ω•
X in D+

c (XG) such that for every x ∈ X, the object ω•
X,x

in D+
c (OXG,x) is a dualizing complex in the sense of Definition 2.3 (see also [Con00, p. 118 and

Lemma 3.1.4]). In either setting, the stalks OXG,x are Noetherian [BGR84, Proposition 7.3.2/7;
Ber93, Theorem 2.1.4], and hence we can ask whether ω•

X,x is a dualizing complex.

Convention 23.13. If X is a good k-analytic space in the sense of [Ber93, Remark 1.2.16], then
we drop the subscript G in XG, since in this case there is a good notion of a structure sheaf
OX on X such that the categories of coherent OX -modules and coherent OXG

-modules coincide
[Ber93, Proposition 1.3.4(ii)]. Note that affinoid k-analytic spaces and all k-analytic spaces that
are proper over affinoid k-analytic spaces are good by [Ber90, §3.1; Ber93, §1.5].

For adic spaces, we adopt a different definition. We do not work with all adic spaces X and stalks
OX,x, and instead work only with Jacobson adic spaces and the points in the Jacobson–Gelfand

spectrum of X, a notion first defined in [Lou].

Definition 23.14 [Lou, Definitions 3.1 and 3.2]. A strongly Noetherian complete Tate ring A is a
Jacobson–Tate ring if it satisfies the following properties:

(i) Every residue field of A is a complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field.
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(ii) For every A-algebra B topologically of finite type over A, the induced map Spec(B) →
Spec(A) respects maximal ideals.

We say that X is a Jacobson adic space if it is locally of the form Spa(A,A+), where A is a
Jacobson–Tate ring. The Jacobson–Gelfand spectrum of X is the subset

JG(X) ⊆ X

of all rank 1 points x ∈ X for which there exists an affinoid open neighborhood U = Spa(A,A+) of
x ∈ X such that supp(x) ⊆ A is a maximal ideal.

We now define dualizing complexes on adic spaces locally of weakly finite type (see [Hub96, Def-
inition 1.2.1(i)]) over a complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field k, which are Jacobson
by [Lou, Proposition 3.3(1)] (see the proof of [Man23, Lemma 2.2]). Since we will eventually focus
on adic spaces locally of weakly finite type over a complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean
field k, we restrict to this case for simplicity.

Definition 23.15. Let X be an adic space locally of weakly finite type over a complete non-
trivially valued non-Archimedean field k. A dualizing complex on X is an object ω•

X in D+
c (X)

such that for every x ∈ JG(X), the object ω•
X,x in D+

c (OX,x) is a dualizing complex in the sense of

Definition 2.3 (see also [Con00, p. 118 and Lemma 3.1.4]). Note that the stalks OX,x are Noetherian
by [Con15, Proposition 15.1.1] (although in this case, Noetherianity follows from the rigid case
[BGR84, Proposition 7.3.2/7] using [Hub932, Corollary 4.5] and [Hub94, Proof of Proposition 4.3],
as in the proof of Theorem 24.8(i) below).

24. Grothendieck duality, dualizing complexes, and GAGA

To check that dualizing complexes are compatible with exceptional pullbacks under the relative
GAGA correspondence for semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces from [AT19, Appendix
C], for rigid analytic spaces from [Köp74], for Berkovich spaces from [Poi10], and for adic spaces
from [Hub07], we need versions of [AT19, Theorem C.1.1], [Köp74, Folgerung 6.6, Folgerung 6.7,
and Theorem 6.8] (see also [Con06, Example 3.2.6]), [Poi10, Théorème A.1], and [Hub07, Corollary
6.4] for bounded derived categories.

Convention 24.1. We denote the analytification functor in each setting by (−) 7→ (−)an, and
similarly for sheaves and complexes. For objects in the essential image of this functor, we denote
by (−)al the corresponding algebraic object, and call this process algebraization.

24.1. Equivalences of categories of coherent sheaves yield equivalences of bounded de-

rived categories. We start with the following result deducing equivalences of bounded derived cat-
egories from equivalences of (weak) Serre subcategories of categories of modules. The statements (i)
and (iii) below are versions of the first half of the proof of [Lim, Theorem 3.7], but we write down the
proof for completeness. The result in [Lim] gives the stronger conclusion that D−

AX
(X)→ D−

AY
(Y )

is an equivalence of categories under stronger hypotheses. See also [PY16, Lemma 5.12] for a version
of this result for ∞-categories.

Theorem 24.2. Let h : (Y,OY ) → (X,OX ) be a flat morphism of ringed sites. Fix weak Serre
subcategories AY in Mod(Y ) and AX in Mod(X). Suppose the pullback functor h∗ : Mod(X) →
Mod(Y ) restricts to a functor

h∗ : AX −→ AY , (27)

and consider the associated derived functors

h∗ : D∗
AX

(X) −→ D∗
AY

(Y ) (28)

where ∗ ∈ {b,+}.
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(i) Suppose the natural morphisms

ExtnOX
(F ,G ) −→ ExtnOY

(h∗F , h∗G ) (29)

are isomorphisms for all objects F ,G in AX and for all n ∈ Z. Then, the natural morphisms

RHomOX
(F ,G ) −→ RHomOY

(h∗F , h∗G ) (30)

are isomorphisms for all objects F ,G in D∗
AX

(X).

(ii) Suppose the natural morphisms

h∗ ExtnOX
(F ,G ) −→ ExtnOY

(h∗F , h∗G ) (31)

are isomorphisms for all objects F ,G in AX and for all n ∈ Z. Then, the natural morphisms

h∗ RHomOX
(F ,G ) −→ RHomOY

(h∗F , h∗G )

are isomorphisms for all objects F ,G in D∗
AX

(X).

(iii) Suppose (27) is an equivalence of categories, and that the natural morphisms (29) are iso-
morphisms for all objects F ,G in AX and for all n ∈ Z. Then, (28) is an equivalence of
categories.

(iv) If (27) induces isomorphisms on cohomology modules, then (28) induces isomorphisms on
RΓ and on hypercohomology modules. In this case, if the natural morphisms (31) are
isomorphisms, then the natural morphisms in (i) and (ii) are all isomorphisms.

Proof. We note that h∗ sends bounded objects in DAX
(X) to bounded (resp. bounded-below)

objects in DAY
(Y ) since h is flat, and hence h∗ commutes with cohomology.

For (i), we first assume that G is concentrated in one degree. If F is concentrated in one degree,
then the isomorphism follows from the isomorphism (29).

We now show (30) is an isomorphism for general F when G is concentrated in one degree. First
suppose ∗ = b, and let n be the smallest degree where hn(F ) 6= 0. Consider the exact triangle

hn(F )[−n] −→ F −→ τ≥n+1F
+1
−−→ .

We then have the commutative diagram

RHomOX
(τ≥n+1F ,G ) RHomOX

(F ,G ) RHomOX
(hn(F )[−n],G )

RHomOY
(h∗τ≥n+1F , h∗G ) RHomOY

(h∗F , h∗G ) RHomOY
(h∗hn(F )[−n], h∗G )

∼

+1

∼

+1

where the left and right vertical arrows are quasi-isomorphisms by the inductive hypothesis. By
[BBDG18, Proposition 1.1.11], we see the middle vertical arrow is a quasi-isomorphism. This shows
(30) is an isomorphism when G is concentrated in one degree and ∗ = b. When ∗ = +, the argument
above shows that

RHomOX
(τ≤nF ,G )

∼
−→ RHomOY

(h∗τ≤nF , h∗G )

is an isomorphism for all n, and hence (30) is an isomorphism when G is concentrated in one degree
and ∗ = +.

To show (30) is an isomorphism for general F and general G when ∗ = b, we repeat the same
argument inducing on the length of G . The case when G is concentrated in one degree was shown
above. If n is the smallest degree where hn(G ) 6= 0, the exact triangle

hn(G )[−n] −→ G −→ τ≥n+1G
+1
−−→
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yields the commutative diagram

RHomOX
(F ,hn(G )[−n]) RHomOX

(F ,G ) RHomOX
(F , τ≥n+1G )

RHomOY
(h∗F , h∗hn(G )[−n]) RHomOY

(h∗F ,G ) RHomOY
(h∗F , h∗τ≥n+1G )

∼

+1

∼

+1

where the left and vertical arrows are quasi-isomorphisms by the inductive hypothesis. By [BBDG18,
Proposition 1.1.11], we see the middle vertical arrow is a quasi-isomorphism. This shows (30) is an
isomorphism for all F when G is bounded. Now for ∗ = +, we know that

RHomOX
(F , τ≤nG )

∼
−→ RHomOY

(h∗F , h∗τ≤nG )

is an isomorphism for all n, and hence (30) is an isomorphism for all F and G that are bounded-
below.

For (ii), we can repeat the same argument as in (i) replacing RHom with RHom .

For (iii), since the functor (28) is fully faithful by (i), it suffices to show the functor (28) is
essentially surjective. We start with the case ∗ = b. Fix an object G in Db

AY
(Y ). We proceed by

induction on the length of G . If G is concentrated in one degree, this follows from the equivalence
(27). For general G , let n be the smallest degree where hn(G ) 6= 0, and consider the exact triangle

(τ≥n+1G )[−1] −→ hn(G )[−n] −→ G
+1
−−→ .

By (27) and the inductive hypothesis, there exist objects F ,F ′ in AX such that

h∗F ≃ (τ≥n+1G )[−1] and h∗F ′ ≃ hn(G )[−n].

By (i), we know that the morphism (τ≥n+1G )[−1] → hn(G )[−n] is the pullback of a morphism
ϕ : F → F ′ in Db

AX
(X). It follows that G ≃ h∗ Cone(F → F ′) since h is flat.

Next, we consider the case when ∗ = +. Write

G ≃ hocolim
n

τ≤nG .

Since (28) is an equivalence for ∗ = b, every τ≤nG is of the form h∗Fn for Fn in Db
AX

(X). Moreover,
the transition morphisms in the homotopy colimit come from compatible morphisms of the h∗Fn

using the faithful fullness of (28). We therefore see that

G ≃ hocolim
n

h∗Fn ≃ h
∗ hocolim

n
Fn

where the second quasi-isomorphism holds since h is flat. Since hocolimn Fn is an object in D+
AX

(X),

we are done with the proof of (iii).

It remains to show (iv). Let F be an object in Db
AX

(X). We induce on the length of F . If F is
concentrated in one degree, this follows from the assumption that h preserves cohomology modules.
In general, let n be the smallest degree where hn(F ) 6= 0, and consider the exact triangle

hn(F )[−n] −→ F −→ τ≥n+1F
+1
−−→ .

We then have the commutative diagram

RΓ
(
X,hn(F )[−n]

)
RΓ(X,F ) RΓ(X, τ≥n+1F )

RΓ
(
Y, h∗hn(F )[−n]

)
RΓ(Y, h∗F ) RΓ(Y, h∗τ≥n+1F )

∼

+1

∼

+1

where the left and right vertical arrows are quasi-isomorphism by the inductive hypothesis. By
[BBDG18, Proposition 1.1.11], we see the middle vertical arrow is a quasi-isomorphism. The “in
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particular” statement in (iv) now follows by applying H0. The case when F is an object in D+
AX

(X)

also follows since (iv) holds for τ≤nF for all n. �

24.2. Dualizing complexes and relative GAGA for semianalytic germs of complex ana-

lytic spaces. We first deduce the relative GAGA theorem for bounded derived categories of semi-
analytic germs of complex analytic spaces from the statement for categories of coherent sheaves in
[AT19].

Theorem 24.3 (cf. [AT19, Theorem C.1.1]). Let (Z, Z) be an affinoid semianalytic germ of a
complex analytic space with ring of global analytic functions A. Let X be a projective scheme over
Spec(A). Then, the pullback functor

h∗ : D∗
c(X) −→ D∗

c(Xan) (32)

is an equivalence of categories that induces isomorphisms on RΓ, hypercohomology modules, RHom,
and RHom for ∗ ∈ {b,+}.

Proof. We verify the hypotheses in Theorem 24.2(iii) and 24.2(iv) for the relative analytification
morphism h : Xan → X from [AT19, Appendix C] when AXan = Coh(Xan) and AX = Coh(X). By
[AT19, Theorem C.1.1], we have an equivalence of categories

h∗ : Coh(X)
∼
−→ Coh(Xan)

that induces isomorphisms on cohomology modules. Since h : Xan → X is flat [AT19, p. 421], the
natural morphisms

h∗ ExtnOX
(F ,G ) −→ ExtnOXan

(F an,G an)

are isomorphisms for all objects F ,G in Coh(X) by [EGAIII1, Proposition 12.3.5]. We therefore
see that (32) is an equivalence by Theorem 24.2(iii). This equivalence induces isomorphisms on
RΓ, hypercohomology modules, RHom, and RHom by Theorem 24.2(iv). �

We can now show that dualizing complexes are compatible with GAGA. Below, the notation
ω•
− where the subscript is a semianalytic germ of a complex analytic space denotes the dualizing

complex constructed in [RR70] (see Remark 23.10).

Theorem 24.4. Let (Z, Z) be an affinoid semianalytic germ of a complex analytic space with ring
of global analytic functions A.

(i) Let ω•
A denote the object in Db

c(Spec(A)) corresponding to ω•
Z under the equivalence in

Theorem 24.3. Then, ω•
A is a dualizing complex on Spec(A).

(ii) Let f : Y → X be a morphism of schemes projective over Spec(A). We then have the
following commutative diagram of functors:

D+
c (Xan) D+

c (Y an)

D+
c (X) D+

c (Y )

RHomOY an (Lf
an∗ RHomOXan (−,ω

•
Xan ),ω•

Y an )

f !

h∗∼ h∗∼ (33)

(iii) Let f : Y → X be a morphism of schemes projective over Spec(A). We have (f !ω•
X)an ∼=

ω•
Y an , and the analytification of the Grothendieck trace Rf∗ω

•
Y → ω•

X is the relative trace
from [RRV71].

Proof. For (i), we first note that Spec(A) is Noetherian of finite Krull dimension [Fri67, Théorème I,
9; AT19, Lemma B.6.1(i)]. Thus, it suffices to show that ω•

A is locally a dualizing complex at every
x ∈ Spec(A) by [Har66, Chapter V, Proposition 8.2] (see also [Con00, p. 120]). Moreover, it suffices
to show that ω•

A is locally a dualizing complex at every closed point x ∈ Spec(A) by [Har66, Chapter
V, Corollary 2.3]. But this follows from the conditions in Definition 23.9 together with the fact
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that h is flat [AT19, Lemma B.6.1(iv)] and induces a bijection on closed points [AT19, Lemma
B.6.1(iii)], since finite injective dimension can be tested with modules of the form ExtiOX,x

(C,−)

[Stacks, Tag 0AVJ], and both the formation of Ext and RHom commute with h∗ by Theorem 24.3.
Note here that while the condition in Definition 23.9(ii) is a statement about functors on Dc(X),
it suffices to check that the morphism is an isomorphism when plugging in OX (resp. OXan) by
[Har66, Chapter V, Proposition 2.1] (resp. [RR70, Proposition 1]).

For (ii), we apply Grothendieck duality for proper morphisms of complex analytic spaces [RRV71,
p. 261] to a representative f : X ′ → Z of π such that f is proper and f−1(Z) = X, and then restrict
to Z using the proper base change theorem from topology [Ive86, Chapter VII, Corollary 1.5] to
obtain the isomorphism

Rfan∗ RHomOY an

(
F

•,RHomOY an

(
Lfan∗ RHomOXan (G •, ω•

Xan), ω•
Y an

))

∼
−→ RHomOXan (Rfan∗ F

•,G •),

which is natural in objects F • and G • in Dc(Y
an) and D+

c (Xan), respectively. In particular, this
isomorphism holds for F • is in D+

c (Y an). Taking H0, and applying the equivalence of categories
h∗ from Theorem 24.3, we see that the top functor in (33) is a right adjoint of Rf∗, which preserves
D+

c by [PY16, Theorem 5.20]. Finally, we obtain the diagram (33) since right adjoints are unique.

We now show (iii). By (ii), it suffices to note that

RHomOY an

(
Lfan∗RHomOXan (ω•

Xan , ω•
Xan), ω•

Y an

)
∼= RHomOY an

(
Lfan∗OXan , ω•

Y an

)

∼= RHomOY an

(
OY an , ω•

Y an

)

∼= ω•
Y an .

The last statement about trace now follows since in both settings, the trace is the counit morphism
for the adjunction from (ii), where in the scheme case we are using [Har66, Appendix, Théorème
2; Ver69, Theorem 1; Nee96, Proposition 6.3; Lip09, Theorem 4.1.1]. �

24.3. Dualizing complexes and relative GAGA for non-Archimedean analytic spaces.

We first deduce the relative GAGA theorem for bounded derived categories of rigid analytic spaces,
Berkovich spaces, and adic from the statements for categories of coherent sheaves in [Köp74; Poi10;
Hub07] (see also [Con06; Hal23]). Stronger results for Berkovich spaces are shown in [PY16, Theo-
rem 7.1 and Corollary 7.5].

Theorem 24.5 (cf. [Köp74, Folgerung 6.6, Folgerung 6.7, and Theorem 6.8; Poi10, Théorème
A.1; Hub07, Corollary 6.4]). Let Z be one of the following:

(a) An affinoid rigid k-analytic space, where k is a complete non-trivially valued non-Archime-
dean field.

(b) An affinoid k-analytic space, where k is a complete non-Archimedean field.
(c) An affinoid analytic adic space such that one of the following conditions holds:

• OZ(Z) has a Noetherian ring of definition.
• There exists a complete Tate ring D topologically of finite type over a complete non-
trivially valued non-Archimedean field k and an element f ∈ D such that OZ(Z) is
topologically of finite type over Df .3

Let R be the ring of global functions on Z, and let X be a proper scheme over Spec(R). Then, the
pullback functor

h∗ : D∗
c(X) −→ D∗

c(Xan) (34)

is an equivalence of categories that induces isomorphisms on RΓ, hypercohomology modules, RHom,
and RHom for ∗ ∈ {b,+}.

3See [Hub07, p. 976] for the definition of Df .

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AVJ
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Proof. We verify the hypotheses in Theorem 24.2(iii) and 24.2(iv) for the relative analytification
morphism h : Xan → X from [Köp74, Definition 1.4] (see also [Con06, Example 2.2.11]), [Ber93,
§2.6], and [Hub07, §6] when AXan = Coh(Xan) and AX = Coh(X).

By [Köp74, Folgerung 6.6, Folgerung 6.7, and Theorem 6.8] (see also [Con06, Example 3.2.6]),
[Poi10, Théorème A.1], and [Hub07, Corollary 6.4], respectively, we have an equivalence of categories

h∗ : Coh(X)
∼
−→ Coh(Xan) (35)

that induces isomorphisms on cohomology modules (see also [Hal23, Example 9.4]). We note that
h∗ induces isomorphisms on Ext sheaves by [Köp74, Satz 3.9] in the rigid analytic case and by
[EGAIII1, Proposition 12.3.5] in the Berkovich and adic cases since h is flat [Ber93, Proposition
2.6.2; Hub07, Lemma 6.1]. We therefore see that (34) is an equivalence by Theorem 24.2(iii).
Finally, (34) induces isomorphisms on RΓ, hypercohomology modules, RHom, and RHom by
Theorem 24.2(iv). �

We can now show that dualizing complexes are compatible with GAGA. We start with the
rigid analytic and Berkovich cases. For the definition of irreducible components, dimension, and
equidimensionality, see [CM98, p. 14; Con99, p. 496] and [Ber90, p. 34; Ber93, p. 23; Duc09, p. 1455],
respectively. For the definition of smoothness, see [BLR95, Definition 2.1] and [Ber93, Definition
3.5.1], respectively. In the Berkovich setting, since Xan and Z are good, smoothness is equivalent
to “quasi-smooth and boundaryless” as defined in [Duc18, Definition 5.2.4] (see [Duc18, Corollary
5.4.8]). Note that smoothness in the Berkovich setting is not known to be G-local on the target
without goodness assumptions, whereas “quasi-smooth and boundaryless” is always G-local on the
target [CT21, Remark 4.1].

Theorem 24.6. Let Z be one of the following:

(a) An affinoid rigid k-analytic space, where k is a complete non-trivially valued non-Archime-
dean field.

(b) An affinoid Berkovich k-analytic space, where k is a complete non-Archimedean field.

Let A be the ring of global functions on Z. Let π : X → Spec(A) be a finite type morphism of
schemes.

(i) Let K be an object in D+
c (X). Then, K is a dualizing complex on X if and only if K an

is a dualizing complex on Xan.
(ii) Suppose π is separated, and let ω•

Z be a dualizing complex on Z. Then, (π!ω•al
Z )an is a

dualizing complex on Xan.
(iii) Suppose π is separated. If Xan is smooth of equal dimension d over k, then the sheaf

ωXan/k[d] of top differential forms shifted by d is a dualizing complex on Xan for which
there exists a dualizing complex ω•

Z on Z such that

ωXan/k[d] ∼= (π!ω•al
Z )an.

Proof. For (i), we note that by [Har66, Chapter V, Corollary 2.3; Con00, p. 120], K is a dualizing
complex on X if and only if Kx is a dualizing complex on OX,x for every x ∈ X.

Next, we note that in each context, Xan → X satisfies the following set-theoretic properties:

(a) Xan → X is a bijection onto the set of points of X with residue fields of finite degree over
k by [Con06, Example 2.2.11].

(b) Xan → X is a surjection that induces a bijection

(Xan)0 :=
{
x ∈ Xan

∣∣ [H (x) : k] <∞
} ∼
−→

{
x ∈ X

∣∣ [k(x) : k] <∞
}

=: X0

by [Ber93, Proposition 2.6.2 and Lemma 2.6.3].

Combined with the previous paragraph, it therefore suffices to prove that for every point x̃ ∈ Xan

with image x = h(x̃) ∈ X, we have K an
x̃ is a dualizing complex on OXan,x̃ if and only if Kx is a
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dualizing complex on OX,x. This equivalence holds by [AF92, Theorem 5.1] since OX,x → OXan,x̃

is a regular ring map [Duc09, Théorème 3.3] (which also applies to rigid k-analytic spaces using
[Ber93, Theorem 1.6.1]).

Next, (ii) follows from (i) since π!ω•al
Z is a dualizing complex on X by Lemma 2.7.

Finally, we show (iii). Since Z is affinoid, there exists a surjection

k{r−1T}−→−→ A,

where in the rigid analytic case, we can assume r = (1, 1, . . . , 1). Let i : Spec(A) →֒ Spec(k{r−1T})
be the associated closed immersion with associated closed immersion ian : Z →֒ D of rigid k-analytic
spaces or k-analytic spaces. We can replace π by i ◦ π to assume that Z = D, since π!i! ∼= (i ◦ π)!

by [Har66, Chapter VII, Corollary 3.4(a)], and hence if ω•
D works for i ◦π, then (i!ω•al

D )an works for
π.

We now prove (iii) assuming Z is a polydisc with ring of analytic functions A = k{r−1T}. By
[Har66, p. 144], we have

π!ωk{r−1T}/k[n] = π∗ωk{r−1T}/k[n]⊗OX
ωX/k{r−1T}[d− n].

Applying (−)an, we obtain
(
π!ωk{r−1T}/k[n]

)an
=
(
(π∗ωk{r−1T}/k)an ⊗OXan ω

an
X/k{r−1T}

)
[d]

since sheaves of differentials are compatible with analytification [Ber93, Proposition 3.3.11]. The
right-hand side is isomorphic to ωXan/k[d] by taking determinants in [Ber93, Corollary 3.5.10]. Thus,
by (i) and (ii), we can take ω•

Z = (ωk{r−1T}/k[n])an, where ωk{r−1T}/k[n] is a dualizing complex by
[Har66, Chapter V, Example 2.2 and Theorem 3.1]. �

Remark 24.7. Theorem 24.6 implies that the formation of dualizing complexes and Grothendieck
duality are compatible with GAGA and existing results for Grothendieck duality on rigid analytic
spaces over an affinoid rigid analytic space Z. With as in Theorem 24.6(a), Van der Put [vdP92,
Main Theorem 5.1] (see also [Bey97, Theorem 5.1.1 and 5.1.2; AL, Theorem 5.5.1]) showed that
if Y is a rigid analytic space that is smooth and proper over Z, then the sheaf ωY/Z satisfies the
statement of Serre duality. If Y is the analytification of a scheme X that is proper over k (which
is necessarily smooth by [Ber93, Proposition 3.5.8]), then Van der Put’s results are compatible
with GAGA by Theorem 24.6(iii). The compatibility of the trace morphism follows by the same
argument using adjunction as in the proof of Theorem 24.4(iii).

For adic spaces, as mentioned in the paragraph before Definition 23.15, we will eventually restrict
to the class of adic spaces locally of weakly finite type (see [Hub96, Definition 1.2.1(i)]) over a
complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field k. We will do the same here for simplicity.

In private communication, Peter Scholze informed us that in forthcoming work, Clausen and
Scholze prove Grothendieck duality for adic spaces using condensed mathematics and the same
proof as in their lecture notes on complex geometry [CS22] (see also [CS19, Lecture XI]). For
adic spaces locally of weakly finite type over a field, the exact statement we will need by Clausen
and Scholze (which is a special case of their results) is the following: Let f : Y → X be a proper
morphism between adic spaces that are separated and locally of weakly finite type over a complete
non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field k. Then, the functor Rf∗ preserves D+

c , and there exists
a functor

f ! : D+
c (X) −→ D+

c (Y )

such that (f ◦ g)! ∼= g! ◦ f !, and such that f ! is the right adjoint to the functor

Rf∗ : D+
c (Y ) −→ D+

c (X).

Using the Grothendieck duality theorem of Clausen and Scholze, we can show the following:
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Theorem 24.8. Let Z be an affinoid analytic adic space such that A := OZ(Z) is topologically of
finite type over a complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field k. Let π : X → Spec(A) be
a finite type morphism of schemes.

(i) Let K be an object in D+
c (X). Then, K is a dualizing complex on X if and only if K an

is a dualizing complex on Xan.
(ii) Let f : Y → X be a morphism of schemes proper over Spec(A). We then have the following

commutative diagram of functors:

D+
c (Xan) D+

c (Y an)

D+
c (X) D+

c (Y )

fan!

f !

h∗∼ h∗∼ (36)

In particular, fan! sends dualizing complexes to dualizing complexes. Here, fan! is the
exceptional pullback functor constructed as in [CS22].

(iii) Let f : Y → X =: Spec(A) be a proper morphism of schemes. The analytification of the Gro-
thendieck trace Rf∗f

! → id of functors D+
c (X) → D+

c (X) is the relative trace constructed
as in [CS22].

(iv) Suppose π is separated. If Xan is smooth of equal dimension d over Spa(k, k◦), then the
sheaf ωXan/k[d] of top differential forms shifted by d is a dualizing complex on Xan for which
there exists a dualizing complex ω•

Z on Z such that

ωXan/k[d] ∼= (π!ω•al
Z )an ∼= πan!(ω•al

Z )an.

The assumption that X = Spec(A) in (ii) and (iii) stem from the fact that Theorem 24.5 does not
show that analytification commutes with the formation of derived pushfowards when X 6= Spec(A).

Before we prove Theorem 24.8, we prove the following lemma, which will be used later on to
prove that singularities of pairs are compatible with GAGA (Lemma 25.8).

Lemma 24.9. Let X be an affinoid analytic adic space such that A := OX(X) is topologically of
finite type over a complete non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field k. Let f : Y → Spec(A) be a
finite type morphism of schemes. Then, for every affine open subset Spec(B) ⊆ Y and every point
x ∈ JG(Spec(B)an) = JG(Spa(Ban, Ban+)) with image m = supp(x) ∈ Spec(B), the map

Bm −→ OSpa(Ban ,Ban+),x (37)

is flat with geometrically regular fibers.

Proof. Set y and n to be the images of x and m in Spa(A,A+) and Spec(A), respectively. Note that
n is maximal in Spec(A) since A→ B is of finite type [EGAInew, Corollaire 6.4.6] and since both A
and B are Jacobson by [Lou, Propositions 3.3(1) and 3.3(3)]. We have the commutative diagram

OSpa(A,A+),x OSpa(A,A+),y ⊗An
Bm Bm

OSpa(A,A+),y An

(38)

where the square is co-Cartesian. Note that the composition along the top row is the map (37).
Since n is maximal in A, we know that y ∈ Spa(A,A+) ⊆ Spa(A,A◦) corresponds to a rigid point
in Sp(A) and that the stalk OSpa(A,A+),y is isomorphic to OSp(A)G,y by [Hub932, Corollary 4.5] and
[Hub94, Proof of Proposition 4.3]. Thus, An → OSpa(A,A+),y is flat with geometrically regular fibers
by [Duc09, Théorème 3.3] (which also applies to rigid k-analytic spaces using [Ber93, Theorem
1.6.1]). Next, since An → Bm is essentially of finite type, the left vertical arrow in the diagram
above is also flat with geometrically regular fibers [Mur22, Lemma 3.3(v)] (cf. [EGAIV2, Proposition
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6.8.2]). Moreover, OSpa(Ban,Ban+),x is a localization of OSpa(A,A+),y ⊗An
Bm at a prime ideal since

Xan = X×Y Y
an in the category of locally ringed spaces by definition [Hub07, p. 999], and then by

using the description of the stalks of the structure sheaf in fiber products of locally ringed spaces
in [Gil11, Proposition 1]. Thus, the composition along the top row in the commutative diagram
(38) is also flat with geometrically regular fibers. �

We now prove Theorem 24.8.

Proof of Theorem 24.8. We first note that our GAGA result in Theorem 24.5 applies by setting
D = A and f = 1 in the second bullet point of Theorem 24.5(c).

For (i), it suffices to consider the case when X is affine, in which case X = Spec(B) for a ring
B of finite type over A, and Xan = Spa(Ban, Ban+) for Ban a complete ring topologically of finite
type over A. We have that K is a dualizing complex on X if and only if Kx is a dualizing complex
for every x ∈ X by [Har66, Chapter V, Corollary 2.3; Con00, p. 120]. Since (37) is flat with
geometrically regular fibers by Lemma 24.9, this holds if and only if K an

x is a dualizing complex
for all x ∈ JG(X) by [AF92, Theorem 5.1], which is the condition in Definition 23.15. In this last
equivalence, we use the fact that supp: JG(X)→ MaxSpec(A) is a bijection by [Lou, Proposition
3.3(3)].

For (ii), it suffices to note that both fan! and h∗ ◦ f ! ◦h∗−1 are right adjoints for Rfan∗ using the
equivalence of categories h∗ from Theorem 24.3 and the uniqueness of right adjoints. Here, we are
using the results of Clausen and Scholze mentioned above [CS19; CS22] on the adic side and using
[Har66, Appendix, Théorème 2; Ver69, Theorem 1; Nee96, Proposition 6.3; Lip09, Theorem 4.1.1]
on the scheme side.

For (iii), it suffices to note that the trace is the counit morphism for the adjunction from (ii).
For (iv), we can repeat the proof of Theorem 24.6(iii), since X and the rigid analytic space rk(X)

associated to X have the same categories of sheaves of modules [Hub94, Proposition 4.5(i)]. Note
that X is smooth over k if and only if rk(X) is smooth over k by [Hub96, Proposition 1.7.11(ii)].
The last isomorphism holds by (ii). �

25. Setup for the relative MMP with scaling

We now give our setup for the relative MMP with scaling in categories other than schemes and
algebraic spaces. We have made an effort to make definitions consistent with those in the literature.

25.1. Categories of spaces. We will work in the following categories of spaces. We have included
(0) to simplify our discussion in the rest of this section, although the necessary preliminaries are
already covered in Part I.

Setup 25.1 (cf. [AT19, §6.2.1]). A category of spaces is one of the following categories.

(0) The category of quasi-excellent Noetherian algebraic spaces over a scheme S admitting
dualizing complexes.

(I) The category of quasi-excellent Noetherian formal schemes admitting c-dualizing complexes.
(II) The category of semianalytic germs X = (X ,X) of complex analytic spaces.

(III) The category of k-analytic spaces, where k is a complete non-Archimedean field.
(III′) The category of rigid k-analytic spaces, where k is a complete non-trivially valued non-

Archimedean field.
(IV) The category of adic spaces locally of weakly finite type over k, where k is a complete

non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field.

We denote any such category by Sp. A space is an object in Sp.
A category of Q-spaces is a space as above, except in (0) and (I) we assume that the formal

schemes are over Spec(Q), and in (III), (III′), and (IV), we assume that the field k is of characteristic
zero. We denote any such category by SpQ. A Q-space is an object in SpQ.
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In each category, there are good notions of affinoid subdomains, admissible affinoid coverings,
regularity, and smooth morphisms [AT19, §6.2]. For (IV) (which are not covered in [AT19]), see
[Hub94, Definition on p. 521] for the definition of affinoids and see [Hub96, Definition 1.6.5(i)] for
the definition of smooth morphisms. An adic space locally of weakly finite type over a complete
non-trivially valued non-Archimedean field k is regular if X can be covered by affinoid adic spaces
of the form Spa(A,A+) such that A is regular (cf. [Man23, Definition 2.3]).

There is a relative GAGA theorem for proper schemes over Spec(OU (U)) when U is affinoid,
which induces equivalences on categories of coherent sheaves and isomorphisms on cohomology
modules (see [AT19, §6.3] and [Hub07, §6]). For spaces X and schemes X0 that these GAGA
theorems apply to, we use the notions of analytification and algebraization as in Convention 24.1.

25.1.1. Ampleness. We have good notions of relative ampleness for the categories (I), (II), and
(III′). We have adopted definitions for Berkovich and adic spaces that allow us to apply the relative
GAGA theorem in this setting. These ample invertible sheaves correspond to ample invertible
sheaves under the GAGA correspondence (see [Con06, Remark 3.1.3] for (III′)).

Definition 25.2. Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism in Sp in the sense of [EGAIII1, (3.4.1)],
[BS76, p. 91] (with the adjustment to germs as in [AT19, §B.5]; see Definition 23.7(iii)), [BGR84,
Definition 9.6.2/2], [Ber93, Example 1.5.3(iii)], and [Hub96, Definition 1.3.2], respectively. Let L

be an invertible sheaf on X. We say that L is π-ample in each setting of Setup 25.1 if the following
hold:

(I) For every affine open Spf(A) ⊆ Z, if I is the ideal of definition of A, then L restricts to a
relatively ample invertible sheaf on X ×Z Spec(A/I) (see [EGAIII1, Théorème 5.4.5]).

(II) There exists a proper representative X → Z of π such that π−1(Z) = X, together with an
invertible sheaf on X restricting to L on X that is π-ample in the sense of [BS76, p. 141].

(III′) The invertible sheaf L is ample relative to Z in the sense of [Con06, Definition 3.2.2].

If there exists a π-ample invertible sheaf on X, we say that π is projective.
For (III) and (IV), we call π : X → Z projective if π is proper and there exists an invertible

sheaf L on X such that for every affinoid subdomain V ⊆ Z, the restriction of π to π−1(V ) is the
analytification of a projective morphism over Spec(V ) with L = (O(1))an. In this case, we refer
to L as a π-ample invertible sheaf.

A k-invertible sheaf for k ∈ {Q,R} is π-ample if it is a nonzero k>0-linear combination of
π-ample invertible sheaves.

25.1.2. Nefness. We can define nefness using GAGA.

Definition 25.3. Let π : X → Z be a proper morphism in Sp.

(i) A closed subspace Y ⊆ X is π-contracted if π(Y ) is a zero-dimensional (closed) subspace of
Z. A π-contracted curve is a π-contracted closed subspace that is integral and of dimension
one.

(ii) Suppose that every π-contracted curve C ⊆ X is the analytification of a scheme Cal over
{z}al. Let D ∈ Pick(X) for k ∈ {Z,Q,R}. We say that D is π-nef if, for every π-contracted
curve C ⊆ X, we have degCal(Dal) ≥ 0.

We note that Definition 25.3 is consistent with that for schemes and algebraic spaces, since
nefness for schemes and algebraic spaces can be checked at closed points when the base is (for
example) Noetherian (Lemma 4.5). Definition 25.3 is also consistent with the complex analytic
case defined in [Nak87, Definition 1.7] because the GAGA correspondence preserves cohomology
modules [AT19, Theorem C.1.1]. Finally, Definition 25.3 is consistent with the notions of degree
and intersection theory on rigid analytic spaces of dimension ≤ 2 from [Uen87, §5(a); Mit11, §§A.4–
A.5] because in the GAGA correspondence preserves cohomology modules [Köp74, 1. GAGA-Satz
4.7].
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Remark 25.4. The condition in Definition 25.3(ii) on π-contracted curves holds for (I) and (IV)
when π is projective. In the categories (II), (III), and (III′), every π-contracted curves is the
analytification of a scheme Cal over {z}al. See [nfdc23] for (II), see [dJ95, Proposition 3.2 and
Remark 3.3; Duc, Théorème 3.7.2] for (III), and see [FM86, Théorème 2] for (III′).

25.1.3. Bigness and pseudoeffectivity. For k ∈ {Q,R} and projective morphisms in Sp, we define
relatively big and relatively pseudoeffective k-invertible sheaves as follows:

Definition 25.5. Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism in Sp. Let D ∈ Pick(X) for k ∈
{Z,Q,R}. We say that D is π-big (resp. π-pseudoeffective) if, for every affinoid subdomian U ⊆ Z,
the restriction D|π−1(U) is the relative analytification of a π-big (resp. π-pseudoeffective) k-invertible

sheaf on (π−1(U))al in the sense of Definition 5.5.

In case (II), this definition matches the definition in [Fuj, Definition 2.46] by Corollary 5.9 as
long as the source space is normal.

25.1.4. Divisors and Q-factoriality. Let X be an irreducible normal space (see [Con99, Lemma
1.2.1] for (I), [GR84, p. 8 and §9.1.2] for (II), [Ber93, §2.2; Duc09, p. 1455] for (III), [BGR84, p.
300; CM98, Definition on p. 12; Con99, Definition 2.2.2] for (III′), and [Man23, Definitions 2.3 and
2.11] for (IV)).

Weil divisors are defined as formal sums of integral closed subspaces of codimension 1 that
are locally finite, i.e., they become finite sums after restriction to every affinoid subdomain. See
[Cai, Definition 4.10] for (III) and [Bos83, p. 8] for (III′).

For Cartier divisors, we adopt the following definitions. For (II), Cartier divisors are defined
as a special type of Weil divisor, following [Nak87, p. 555]. For (I), (III), (III′), and (IV), we
use the definition of Cartier divisors on G-ringed spaces from [Gub98, Definition 2.2] (see also
[Cai, Definition 3.6]). Note that for (IV), the necessary results for the sheaf MX of meromorphic
functions on adic spaces proved in [MR23, §2.14] hold for all adic spaces that are both taut over
Spa(k, k◦) [Hub96, Definition 0.4.7(ii)] and strongly Noetherian [Hub94, p. 524] (note that all
(partially) proper morphisms are taut [Hub96, Definition 0.4.2 and p. 18], and hence tautness holds
for the morphisms we will consider in the sequel). In each of these cases, we have a cycle map

cyc : Div(X) −→WDiv(X).

This follows from definition of Weil and Cartier divisors for (II). For (III′), see [Bos83, pp. 8–10].
For (I), (III), (III′), and (IV) see [Gub98, 2.5], which gives another version of the construction for
(III′). In the other categories, the construction in [Gub98] also works since inclusions of affinoid
subdomains induce flat maps on rings of sections by [Tem12, Lemma 2.4.6], [Ber90, Proposition
2.2.4(ii)], and [Hub931, Proposition 3.3.8(i)], respectively.

Finally, linear equivalence is defined using the exact sequence (3) (which holds for all locally
ringed spaces) in cases (I), (II), (III), and (IV). In case (III′), we use [Bos83, Proposition 3.1] to
pass from Cartier divisors to invertible sheaves.

Remark 25.6. For formal schemes (I), an example of Smith [Smi17, pp. 59–60] shows that the cycle
map may not be injective, even if X is a formal scheme that is rig-smooth over a field in the
sense of [BLR95, Definition 3.1]. This will affect our definition of Q-factoriality below. See also
[Spe73, Corollary on p. 17], which describes the kernel of the map Div(X)→ Div(X) when X is the
formal completion of a regular scheme over a field along a connected closed subscheme.

We now define k-Weil and k-Cartier divisors and the corresponding notion of Q-factoriality.
We note that we work relatively over a base Z in order to be compatible with GAGA. See also
[Nak87, Definition 4.13] for the complex analytic case.
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Definition 25.7. Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism in Sp, where X is irreducible and
normal. Let k ∈ {Q,R}, and define k-Weil divisors and k-Cartier divisors as in Definition 3.1. We
say that X is k-factorial over Z if for every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z, the map

cyck : Divk

(
π−1(U)al

)
−→WDivk

(
π−1(U)al

)

is surjective. A k-Weil divisor on X is k-Cartier if it lies in the image of cyck over each U .

We note that regular rigid analytic spaces over a field k are Q-factorial over Sp(k) (in fact, cyc
is an isomorphism) by [Mit11, Theorem A.9].

25.1.5. Canonical divisors and singularities of pairs. We can define canonical sheaves and divisors
in the same way as in Definition 6.1 using the notion of dualizing complexes from §23. We define
singularities of Q-pairs as in Definition 6.5, where we note that the requisite trace morphisms
f∗ωY → ωX between canonical sheaves exist by analytifying the corresponding Grothendieck trace
morphisms on schemes. Since we are working with Q-pairs, however, instead of working with Q-
linear equivalences as in Definition 6.1, we can work with isomorphisms of coherent sheaves as in
[Kol13, (2.4.1)], which is easier to work with under the GAGA correspondence.

In case (I), the trace morphism from [ATJLL99] is the analytification of the trace morphism in
the scheme case by Remark 23.4(ii). In cases (II) and (IV), the trace morphisms from [RRV71]
and [CS22] are the analytifications of the trace morphism in the scheme case by Theorems 24.4(iii)
and 24.8(iii), respectively. In cases (III) and (III′), we note that one can define discrepancies using
isomorphisms of the form in [Kol13, (2.4.1)].

Moreover, in cases (II), (III), (III′), and (IV), the canonical divisors KX and canonical sheaves
ωX have concrete descriptions as sheaves of top differential forms after restricting to the smooth
locus of X by Theorems 24.4(iii), 24.6(iii), and 24.8(iv).

To reduce to the scheme setting, we prove the following:

Lemma 25.8. Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism in Sp, where if we are not in SpQ, we
additionally assume that dim(X) ≤ 3. Let ∆ be an R-Weil divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is klt.
Then, for every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z, we have that (π−1(U)al,∆al

|π−1(U)al
) is klt.

Proof. Replacing Z by an affinoid subdomain U , we may assume that U = Z. Note that OU (U)
is excellent by [Fri67, Théorème I, 9; Mat73, Theorem 2.7; AT19, Lemma B.6.1(i)] in the complex-
analytic case and [Kie69, Theorem 3.3; Con00, §1.1; Duc09, Théorème 2.13] in the non-Archimedean
case. Fix a proper log resolution f : Y → Xal of (Xal,∆al), which exists by [Tem08, Theorem 2.3.6]
in equal characteristic zero, and by [Lip78, Theorem on p. 151; CP19, Theorem 1.1; CJS20, Corollary
1.5; BMPSTWW, Proposition 2.14] in arbitrary characteristic if dim(X) ≤ 3. Then, Xan is normal
and fan : Y an → X is a log resolution of (X,∆) by [AT19, Proposition 6.3.6] except in case (IV),
where we apply Lemma 24.9 together with [Mat89, Theorem 23.7(ii)] instead. The claim about
klt singularities holds since (after reducing to the case of Q-coefficients using [Kol13, Proposition
2.21]) the expression

KY an + (fan)−1
∗ ∆ ∼Q fan∗(KX + ∆) +

∑

f -exceptional E

a(E,X,∆)E

(or more canonically, the sheaf-theoretic version of this Q-linear equivalence in [Kol13, (2.4.2)]) also
holds after algebraization. �

Remark 25.9. Lemma 25.8 holds for other singularities of pairs, since we showed that the discrep-
ancies are well-behaved under algebraization.
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26. The relative MMP with scaling (Proofs of Theorems A, Ap, and B)

26.1. Conventions. We now set our conventions for the relative minimal model program with
scaling. We adopt the conventions from [Kol212; VP] where one contracts extremal faces instead
of extremal rays.

We will fix the following notation.

(†) Let π : X → Z be a projective morphism of normal spaces in Sp, such that Z is irreducible.
Let D be an R-invertible sheaf on X, and let H be an R-invertible sheaf on X such that
D + rXH is π-ample for some rX ∈ R>0.

Definition 26.1 [Kol212, Definition 1; VP, §2]. Fix notation as in (†). By decreasing the constant
rX in (†) to a real number r ≥ 0, we arrive at either one of the following situations:

(i) r > 0 is a real number such that D + rH is π-nef but not π-ample, and D + (r + ε)H is
π-ample for all ε > 0.

(ii) r = 0, in which case D is π-nef.

For such r, we define φr : X → Y to be the morphism (if it exists) that contracts all π-contracted
curves C ⊆ X such that (D + rH) · C = 0. We then assume we have a diagram

X Xr

Y

Z

fr

π

φr

πr

ψr

where ψr is birational with exceptional and assuming Dr = (f r)∗D and Hr = (f r)∗H are R-
Cartier, the divisor Dr+(r−ε)Hr on Xr is πr-ample for sufficiently small ε > 0. The rational map
f r : X 99K Xr is the first step of the relative D-MMP with scaling of H. We then replace X by
Xr and decrease the coefficient (r − ε) in Dr + (r − ε)Hr to obtain the next step of the π-relative
D-MMP with scaling of H.

To discuss the outputs of the relative D-MMP, we index these steps continuously, following
[VP, §2]. For each r ∈ R>0, the r-th output of the π-relative D-MMP with scaling of H (if it
exists), denoted by f r : X 99K Xr, will mean the composite

X 99K Xr1 99K · · · 99K Xrn (39)

for real numbers r1 > · · · > rn ≥ r, where each ri is such that

• Dri−1 + riH
ri−1 is π-nef, but not π-ample;

• Dri−1 + (ri + ε)Hri−1 is π-ample for all ε > 0; and
• Drn + (r − ε)Hrn is π-ample for sufficiently small ε > 0.

Each birational map in (39) is the composition of steps in the π-relative D-MMP with scaling of
H as described above.

Remark 26.2. Compared to the conventions in [BCHM10, Remark 3.10.10] and in the proof of
Theorem 21.7, the steps of this version of the relative minimal model program are uniquely deter-
mined by the starting data, and correspond to compositions of steps in Theorem 21.7. This will
be useful in extending our results to other categories as was done for algebraic spaces in [VP]. See
[Kol212, Warning 1.8] and [VP, pp. 2–3] for more discussion.

We have the following uniqueness result for the outputs of the relative D-MMP with scaling.
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Lemma 26.3 [VP, Lemma 2.1]. Let Sp be as in (0) of Setup 25.1. Suppose the hypotheses in (†) are
satisfied. The r-th output of the π-relative D-MMP with scaling of H, if it exists, is characterized
by the following properties:

(i) f r : X 99K Xr is a birational contraction to an integral normal algebraic space proper over
Z.

(ii) f r∗ (D + (r − ε)H) is ample over Z for sufficiently small ε > 0.
(iii) f r only contracts Weil divisors E for which the restriction (D + rH)|E is not big over Z.

26.2. Gluing. We now prove a variation of [VP, Theorem 2.2] that shows that the steps of the
relative D-MMP with scaling are compatible with certain base changes V → Z. Compared to
[VP, Theorem 2.2], we have weakened the quasi-finiteness assumption to the assumption that the
morphism V → Z is quasi-finite in the sense of [SGA1new, p. 2] over all closed points. Note that
the definition of quasi-finiteness in [SGA1new] does not include finite type assumptions. This is
necessary to work with transition morphisms between rings of sections of affinoid subdomains in
Theorem 26.5 below. For simplicity, we assume that Z is a scheme.

Theorem 26.4. Let Sp be as in (0) of Setup 25.1. Suppose the hypotheses in (†) are satisfied,
and suppose that Z is a scheme. Let V be a quasi-excellent normal scheme and let V → Z be a
universally open morphism that is quasi-finite over all closed points in Z. If Xr exists, then (XV )r

exists and (XV )r ∼= (Xr ×Z V )ν, where (−)ν denotes normalization.

Proof. We assume that f r : X 99K Xr exists. Consider the normalized base change

XV := (X ×Z V )ν
fr

99K (Xr ×Y V )ν ,

which fits into the following commutative diagram:

XV (Xr ×Z V )ν

X Xr

frV

pV prV

fr

We claim that f rV satisfies the properties in Lemma 26.3.
We first show (i). By construction, (Xr ×Z V )ν is normal, and is proper over V . Now suppose

that the birational inverse (f rV )−1 contracts a Weil divisor E. Since Xr is proper over Z, we see that
prV is quasi-finite over all closed points in Xr, and similarly for pV . Thus, prV (E) is a Weil divisor in
Xr whose birational transform in X is of codimension ≥ 2. This contradicts the assumption that
f r is a birational contraction. Thus, f rV is a birational contraction as well.

Next, we show (ii). We know that f r∗ (D + (r − ε)H) is ample over Z. Since prV is quasi-finite
over all closed points in Xr, we see that the pullback pr∗V f

r
∗ (D + (r − ε)H) is ample over Z (here

we use that ampleness can be detected over closed points by combining [Stacks, Tag 0D36] and
[Kee03, Proposition 2.7]). Since both XV and (Xr ×Z V )ν are normal schemes, we have

pr∗V f
r
∗ (D + (r − ε)H) = (f rV )∗

(
DV + (r − ε)HV

)

since they agree in codimension 1.
Finally, we show (iii). Suppose f rV contracts a Weil divisor E. Since pV is quasi-finite all closed

points in Xr, we see that pV (E) is a divisor in X that is contracted by f r. Thus, (D+ rH)|pV (E) is
not big. This implies (DV +rHV )|pV (E) is not big, since V → Z maps generic points to generic points
[EGAInew, Propositions 3.9.3(i) and 3.9.5(ii)], and volumes are compatible with field extensions by
flat base change [EGAIII1, Proposition 1.4.15]. �

We can now glue steps of the relative D-MMP together. See [VP, Corollary 2.3] for the corre-
sponding gluing statement for steps of the MMP for algebraic spaces.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0D36
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Theorem 26.5. Let Sp be as in (I), (II), (III), (III′), or (IV) of Setup 25.1. Suppose the hypotheses
in (†) are satisfied. Let Z =

⋃
a Va be an affinoid covering, and define Xa = X ×Z Va, πa = π|Xa

,
Da = D|Xa

, and Ha = H|Xa
. Suppose that for each a we know the existence of the r-th output of

the πa-relative Da-MMP with scaling of Ha. Then, the r-th output of the π-relative D-MMP with
scaling of H exists.

Proof. It suffices to show that for every affinoid subdomain W ⊆ Va ∩ Vb, the restrictions of the
r-th output of the πa-relative D-MMP with scaling coincides with that of the πb-relative D-MMP
with scaling.

Let Aa = OVa(Va), Ab = OVb(Vb), and B = OW (W ). It suffices to show that the corresponding
steps of the relative D-MMP with scaling over the schemes Spec(Aa) and Spec(Ab) under the
GAGA correspondences in [AT19, §6.3] and [Hub07, §6] coincide with that on Spec(B), since
all objects involved are projective over Z. By Theorem 26.4, it suffices to show that the maps
Spec(B) → Spec(Aa) and Spec(B) → Spec(Ab) are universally open and quasi-finite over closed
points. The fact that they are universally open follows from the fact that they are flat, as shown
in [AT19, Lemma 6.2.8] and [Hub931, Proposition 3.3.8(i)]. It therefore suffices to show that if
W ⊆ V is an inclusion of affinoid subdomains in Z, then the map Spec(OW (W )) → Spec(OV (V ))
is quasi-finite over closed points. For (I), this follows by definition of the structure sheaf on Spf.
For (II) and (III′), we consider the commutative diagram

W V

Spec
(
OW (W )

)
Spec

(
OV (V )

)
hW hV

of (G-)ringed spaces, where the vertical arrows are the analytification morphisms from GAGA as
in [AT19, §6.3]. Then, hW and hV induce bijections on closed points by [AT19, Lemma B.6.1(iii)]
for (II) and by combining [BGR84, Corollary 6.1.2/3] and [Ber93, Lemma 2.6.3] for (III′). For (II)
and (III′), we therefore see that the bottom horizontal arrow is finite-to-one over closed points by
counting points in fibers. The same argument works for (IV) as long as we replace W and V with
their Jacobson–Gelfand spectra JG(W ) and JG(V ) respectively in the top row above, in which case
the vertical arrows induce bijections on closed points by [Lou, Proposition 3.3(2)].

For (III), we can repeat the same argument as above after passing to a complete non-trivially
valued non-Archimedean field extension k ⊆ Kr such that W ⊗̂kKr and V ⊗̂kKr are strictly Kr-
affinoid (such a Kr exists as in the proof of [Ber90, Proposition 2.2.4]). This is because the
morphisms W ⊗̂kKr →W and V ⊗̂kKr → V are faithfully flat by [Ber93, Lemma 2.1.2] and because
the normality conditions in (†) are preserved by the fact that the extension k ⊆ Kr is analytically
separable in the sense of [Duc09, Définition 1.6] by [Duc18, Proposition 2.6.7(3)]. �

26.3. Proof of Theorems A and Ap . We can now prove Theorems A and Ap .

Proof of Theorems A and Ap. We first replace π : X → Z by its Stein factorization to assume that
Z is normal. Note that Stein factorizations exist for algebraic spaces by [Stacks, Tag 0A1B], for
semianalytic germs of complex analytic spaces by applying [GR84, 10.6.1] to a representative for π,
for Berkovich spaces by [Ber90, Proposition 3.3.7], for rigid analytic spaces by [BGR84, Proposition
9.6.3/5], and for adic spaces locally of weakly finite type over a field by [Man23, Theorem 3.9]. For
Theorem A (resp. Ap), case (0) (resp. case (0) for schemes quasi-projective over an excellent domain
admitting a dualizing complex) was shown in Theorems 21.7 and 21.8 (resp. in [Tan18, Theorem
4.5; BMPSTWW, Theorem G]). It therefore suffices to show Theorem A (resp. Ap) in the other cases.
Let A be a Q-invertible sheaf as in the statement of Theorem A (resp. Ap), and let Z =

⋃
a Va be an

affinoid covering. Note that each OVa(Va) is excellent either by assumption or by [Fri67, Théorème I,

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A1B
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9; Mat73, Theorem 2.7; AT19, Lemma B.6.1(i)] in the complex-analytic case and [Kie69, Theorem
3.3; Con00, §1.1; Duc09, Théorème 2.13] in the non-Archimedean case.

For Theorem A, we can use Lemma 21.3 to show that after possibly shrinking the Va, we have
divisors Aa ∈ |A|π−1(Va)| such that (Xa,∆|Xa

+Aa) is klt. The Aa are therefore good scaling divisors
in the sense of Definition 21.2. We want to apply Theorem 26.5 for D = KX + ∆, H = A, and the
affinoid covering Z =

⋃
a Va. By GAGA and Theorems 21.7 and 21.8, each step of the πa-relative

(KX + ∆)a-MMP with scaling of Aa exists (note that because of the difference in conventions, the
steps of the relative MMP in Definition 26.1 are compositions of steps in Theorem 21.7; see Remark
26.2). In order to apply these theorems, we note that the positivity conditions on A and KX+∆+A
are preserved under algebraization, as well as the klt condition on (Xa,∆|Xa

+ Aa) (see Lemma
25.8). By Theorem 26.5, we can glue these relative MMP steps to obtain global MMP steps over
Z. By construction, we see that this relative MMP terminates over each Va in the way described
(see Corollaries 21.9 and 21.10).

For Theorem Ap , we apply GAGA together with [Tan18, Theorem 4.5] (see also [BMPSTWW, Re-
mark 2.41]) when dim(X) = 2, and when dim(X) = 3, we apply GAGA together with [BMPSTWW,
Theorem G] in case (a), [Kaw94; Kaw99, §3; TY23, Theorem 5.10] in case (b), and [Kol212, Theo-
rem 9] in case (c) over each Va to say that each step of the πa-relative (KX +∆)a-MMP with scaling
of Aa exists (with the difference in conventions as in the previous paragraph) and terminates. Note
that in case (a), the assumptions on the residue characteristics of local rings of Z imply that the
residue characteristics Spec(OZ(Z)) do not lie in {2, 3, 5} using the bijections used in the second
paragraph of the proof of Theorem 26.5. The rest of the argument now proceeds as in the previous
paragraph. �

26.4. Proof of Theorem B. Finally, we prove Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. As before, we have already shown case (0) in Theorem 17.4. It therefore
suffices to show Theorem B in the other cases.

The positivity conditions on the Ai and ciKX + ∆i are preserved under algebraization over
every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z, as well as the klt condition on (X,∆i) (see Lemma 25.8). Since
GAGA preserves cohomology groups [EGAIII1, Proposition 5.1.2; AT19, Theorem C.1.1; Poi10,
Théorème A.1(i); Köp74, Folgerung 6.6; Hub07, Corollary 6.4] (see also [Con06, Example 3.2.6;
Hal23, Example 9.4]), we can apply Theorem 17.4 over Spec(OU (U)) to deduce Theorem B. Note
that each OU (U) is excellent as shown at the end of the first paragraph in the proof of Theorems
A and Ap . �

Part VI. Additional results in other categories

In this part, we apply our gluing method (Theorem 26.4) to prove a version of the relative
minimal model program with scaling that does not require shrinking the base space Z. We use as
input the existing results in [Fuj; DHP] instead of our own results on the relative minimal model
program that we showed earlier on in the paper. We then reformulate the Basepoint-free theorem
(Theorem 11.1) and the Contraction theorem (Theorem 11.3) so that they apply to contexts where
dualizing complexes may not exist.

27. The relative MMP with scaling
for complex analytic spaces without shrinking

In this section, we use our result on gluing (Theorem 26.4) to show that the relative minimal
model program with scaling established by Fujino [Fuj, Theorem 1.7] and Das–Hacon–Păun [DHP,
Theorem 1.4] can be performed without shrinking the base space at each step, as long as the scaling
divisor C has stronger positivity properties to enable gluing. We note, however, that if Z does not
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admit a finite cover by affinoid subdomains, then there may not be a sequence of flips and divisorial
contractions that is globally finite that yields the pair (Xm,∆m).

The following result uses the results on the relative minimal model program proved in [Fuj]
instead of our results for schemes proved in Parts I–IV.

Theorem 27.1. Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective morphism of semianalytic germs of
complex analytic spaces, where X and Z are integral and X is normal. Suppose X is Q-factorial
over every affinoid subdomain in Z, and let ∆ be an π-big R-divisor such that (X,∆) is klt. Let C
be an effective R-divisor on X such that (X,∆ + C) is klt and KX + ∆ + rC is π-ample for some
r ∈ R>0. Then, the relative minimal model program with scaling of C over Z exists. Moreover, we
have the following properties.

(1) The relative minimal model program with scaling of C over Z terminates after a finite
sequence of flips and divisorial contractions over every affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z starting
from (π−1(U),∆|π−1(U)).

(2) The relative minimal model program with scaling of C over Z yields a commutative diagram

(X,∆) (Xm,∆m)

Z

π πm

where X 99K Xm is a meromorphic map in the sense of Remmert. Over every affi-
noid subdomain U ⊆ Z, the morphism π−1

m (U) → U is either a minimal model over
U (when (KX + ∆)|π−1(U) is π|π−1(U)-pseudoeffective) or a Mori fibration over U (when
(KX + ∆)|π−1(U) is not π|π−1(U)-pseudoeffective).

Proof. By applying Stein factorization [GR84, 10.6.1] to a representative for π, we may assume
that Z is normal. Over each affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z, the necessary steps of the relative minimal
model program with scaling in C exist and terminate in the situations listed above by applying
[Fuj, Theorem 1.7] to a representative U of the germ U = (U , U). Note that the shrinking present
in [Fuj] amounts to replacing U by a possibly smaller complex analytic space that still contains U
(Noetherianity of Γ(U,OU ) holds by [Fri67, Théorème I, 9]). Finally, applying Theorem 26.4 to the
algebraizations of these steps over an affinoid covering of Z, we see that there exists a partially
defined map (X,∆) 99K (Xm,∆m) that is meromorphic in the sense of Remmert [Rem57, Def. 15]
(see also [Pet94, Definition 1.7]). Over each affinoid subdomain U ⊆ Z, this meromorphic map
restricts to a finite sequence of flips and divisorial contractions, and the morphism π−1

m (U)→ U is
a minimal model or a Mori fibration. �

28. Basepoint-free and Contraction theorems without dualizing complexes

In this section, we formulate versions of the Basepoint-free theorem (Theorem 11.1) and the
Contraction theorem (Theorem 11.3) that do not assume that X and Z have dualizing complexes.
Instead, we put conditions on singularities of pairs and the positivity of Cartier divisors after base
change to completions at points in Z.

Below, the assumption that the formal fibers of Z are geometrically normal imply that X ⊗OZ,z

ÔZ,z is normal for every z ∈ Z by [EGAIV2, Corollaire 6.5.4 and Proposition 6.8.2]. The rings ÔZ,z
admit dualizing complexes by [Har66, (4) on p. 299].

Theorem 28.1 (Basepoint-free theorem; cf. Theorem 11.1). Let π : X → Z be a proper surjective
morphism of integral Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S. Suppose
that X is normal and that the formal fibers of Z are geometrically normal.



THE RELATIVE MINIMAL MODEL PROGRAM IN EQUAL CHARACTERISTIC ZERO 101

Let ∆ be an effective R-Weil divisor on X. For each z ∈ Z, consider the Cartesian diagram

X̂z X

Ẑz Z

π̂z π

where Ẑz := Spec(ÔZ,z), denote by ∆̂z the pullback of ∆ to X̂z, and choose a canonical divisor KX̂z

that is compatible with a dualizing complex on Ẑz. Suppose that for every closed point z ∈ Z, the
R-Weil divisor KX̂z

+ ∆̂z is R-Cartier.

Let H ∈ Pic(X) be π-nef. Suppose the pair (X̂z , ∆̂z) is weakly log terminal (resp. klt) for every

closed point z ∈ Z and that there exists some az ∈ Z>0 such that azĤz − (KX̂z
+ ∆̂z) is π̂z-ample

(resp. π̂z-big and π̂z-nef) for every closed point z ∈ Z, where Ĥz is the pullback of H to X̂z. Then,
there exists m0 ∈ Z>0 such that mH is π-generated for all m ≥ m0.

Proof. After replacing Z by the image of X, we may assume that π is surjective. Note the as-
sumptions on the formal fibers of Z are not affected by [EGAIV2, Théorème 7.4.4]. We make the
following claim:

Claim 28.1.1. For every prime number p, the Cartier divisor pnH is π-generated for n≫ 0.

Showing Claim 28.1.1 would imply the theorem, since then the monoid of natural numbersm ∈ N

such that mH is π-generated would contain all sufficiently large integers by [RA05, Theorem 1.0.1].
Since for all n, n′ ∈ N such that n′ ≥ n, we have the inclusion

Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pn

′
H) −→ OX(pn

′
H)
))

⊆ Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pnH) −→ OX(pnH)

))
,

the Noetherianity of Z implies there exist some n0 such that these inclusions stabilize for all
n′ ≥ n ≥ n0.

We claim that

Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pn0H) −→ OX(pn0H)

))
= ∅.

Suppose not, in which case there exists a closed point z ∈ Z in this support by [EGAInew, (2.1.2)].

We can then apply Theorem 11.1 to the base change (X̂z , ∆̂z) to see there exists n ∈ N such that

z /∈ Supp
(

coker
(
π∗π∗OX(pnH) −→ OX(pnH)

))
.

This contradicts the assumption that the chain of inclusions of supports stabilized for all n ≥ n0. �

For the Contraction theorem, we have the following:

Theorem 28.2 (Contraction theorem; cf. Theorem 11.3). Let π : X → Z be a projective surjective
morphism of integral Noetherian schemes of equal characteristic zero over a scheme S. Suppose
that X is normal and that the formal fibers of Z are geometrically normal.

Let ∆ be an effective R-Weil divisor on X. For each z ∈ Z, consider the Cartesian diagram

X̂z X

Ẑz Z

π̂z π

where Ẑz := Spec(ÔZ,z), denote by ∆̂z the pullback of ∆ to X̂z, and choose a canonical divisor KX̂z

that is compatible with a dualizing complex on Ẑz.
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Suppose that for every closed point z ∈ Z, the R-Weil divisor KX̂z
+ ∆̂z is R-Cartier and that

(X̂z , ∆̂z) is weakly log terminal. Let H ∈ Pic(X) be π-nef such that for every z ∈ Z, we have

F :=
(
Ĥ⊥
z ∩ NE(X̂z/Ẑz)

)
− {0} ⊆

{
β ∈ N1(X̂z/Ẑz)

∣∣∣
(
KX̂z

+ ∆̂z

)
· β < 0

}

where Ĥz is the pullback of H to X̂z and Ĥ⊥
z := {β ∈ N1(X̂z/Ẑz) | (Ĥz ·β) = 0}. Then, there exists

a projective surjective morphism ϕ : X → Y to an integral normal Noetherian scheme projective
over Z making the diagram

X Y

Z

ϕ

π σ

commute and satisfying the following properties:

(i) For every integral one-dimensional subspace C ⊆ X such that π(C) is a point, we have the
property that ϕ(C) is a point if and only if (H · C) = 0, i.e., if and only if [C] ∈ F .

(ii) OY → ϕ∗OX is an isomorphism.
(iii) H = ϕ∗A for some σ-ample A ∈ Pic(Y ).

Moreover, ϕ is characterized by the properties (i) and (ii).

Proof. By the fact that relative ampleness can be detected over closed points [Kee03, Propositin
2.7], we can apply Kleiman’s criterion (Proposition 4.17) to say for each z ∈ Z, there exists a a ∈ N

such that azĤz − (KX̂ + ∆̂z) is π̂z-ample. Here, we use the fact that relative ampleness can be
detected over closed points to say that the curves contracted by the morphism π̂z map to curves
contracted by the morphism π (the completion map OZ,z → ÔZ,z induces an isomorphism of residue
fields). Thus, by the Basepoint-free theorem (Theorem 28.1), we know that mH is π-generated for
m≫ 0. The rest of the proof now proceeds as in the proof of Theorem 11.3. �

References

[AB10] D. Arinkin and R. Bezrukavnikov. “Perverse coherent sheaves.” Mosc. Math. J. 10.1 (2010), pp. 3–29.
doi: 10.17323/1609-4514-2010-10-1-3-29. mr: 2668828. 10

[ADHL15] I. Arzhantsev, U. Derenthal, J. Hausen, and A. Laface. Cox rings. Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math., Vol.
144. Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2015. doi: 10.1017/CBO9781139175852. mr: 3307753. 36,
44, 59, 61

[AF92] L. L. Avramov and H.-B. Foxby. “Locally Gorenstein homomorphisms.” Amer. J. Math. 114.5 (1992),
pp. 1007–1047. doi: 10.2307/2374888. mr: 1183530. 90, 92

[AHV77] J. M. Aroca, H. Hironaka, and J. L. Vicente. Desingularization theorems. Memorias Mat. Inst. Jorge
Juan, Vol. 30. Madrid: Consejo Sup. Inv. Cient., 1977. mr: 480502. 2

[AKMW02] D. Abramovich, K. Karu, K. Matsuki, and J. W lodarczyk. “Torification and factorization of birational
maps.” J. Amer. Math. Soc. 15.3 (2002), pp. 531–572. doi: 10.1090/S0894-0347-02-00396-X. mr:
1896232. 2

[AL] T. Abe and C. Lazda. “Proper pushforwards on analytic adic spaces.” Aug. 20, 2022. arXiv:2009.

05433v2 [math.AG]. 90
[AT19] D. Abramovich and M. Temkin. “Functorial factorization of birational maps for qe schemes in char-

acteristic 0.” Algebra Number Theory 13.2 (2019), pp. 379–424. doi: 10.2140/ant.2019.13.379. mr:
3927050. 2, 4, 9, 82, 84, 87, 88, 92, 93, 95, 98, 99
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