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GENERALIZED NONVANISHING CONJECTURE AND IITAKA

CONJECTURE

CHI-KANG CHANG

Abstract. In this article, we will prove the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture holds
for threefolds with either κ > 0 or q > 0. As a result, we can prove the Iitaka conjecture
Cn,m holds for n = 7 if the source space has non-negative Kodaira dimension, if the
general fibre has positive Kodaira dimension, or if the base space is not threefold with
κ = q = 0. In particular, C−

n,m
holds if n ≤ 7.

1. Introduction

Given an algebraic fibre space f : X → Y between (smooth) projective varieties over a
field with characteristic 0, a important question in birational geometry is how to compare
birational invariants of X , Y , and the general fibre F of f . One of the most important
birational invariants is the Kodaira dimension, denoted by κ(X), which is the Iitaka
dimension of the canonical divisor. About the Kodaira dimension, a well-known classical
conjecture, named the Iitaka Conjecture, is formulated as follows:

Conjecture 1.1 (Iitaka Conjecture). Let f : X → Y be an algebraic fibre space between
smooth projective varieties, and F be a very general fibre of f .

(1) (Cn,m) If dimX = n and dimY = m, then we have

κ(X) ≥ κ(F ) + κ(Y );

(2) (C−
n,m) If dimX = n, dim Y = m, and κ(X) ≥ 0, then we have

κ(X) ≥ κ(F ) + κ(Y ).

Obviously, C−
n,m is a weaker version of Cn,m. Although the general case of Cn,m remains

unresolved, many special cases have been proven:

• dim Y ≤ 2 ([K82], [C18]);
• dimX ≤ 6 ([B09]);
• Y is of general type ([F17, Theorem 1.7], [V83, Corollary IV]);
• F is of general type ([F20, Corollary 4.3.5]);
• F has a good minimal model ([K85], [H20]). In particular, if dimF ≤ 3 ([K92]);
• Y has maximal Albanese dimension ([CP17], [HPS18]);
• f is a smooth fibration, and F is either a curve or of general type ([PS22]).
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Note that the case Y has maximal Albanese dimension recovered the case dim Y = 1,
as every smooth projective curve with non-negative Kodaira dimension has maximal Al-
banese dimension (cf. [F20, Section 4.5.1]).
Moreover, there is another classical conjecture, which is called Ueno Conjecture K. This

conjecture is closely related to the Iitaka conjecture, as Birkar mentioned in [B09]. The
statement is expressed as follows:

Conjecture 1.2 (Ueno Conjecture K). Let X be a smooth projective variety with κ(X) =
0, and α : X → A be the Albanese map of X. Then we have:

(1) α is surjective;
(2) κ(F ) = 0 for the general fibre F of f ;
(3) There is an étale cover A′ → A such that X ×A A′ is birational to F ×A′ over A.

The first part of Ueno Conjecture K is proved by Kawamata in [K81, Theorem 1].
Moreover, Kawamata proved α is an algebraic fibre space. Also, the work of [CP17] and
[HPS18] implies the second part of the Ueno conjecture is true.
On the other hand, in Birkar’s proof of the Iitaka Conjecture for dimX ≤ 6, one of

the key ingredients is the canonical bundle formula proved by Fujino and Mori in [FM00,
Theorem 4.5]. According to this formula, for an algebraic fibre space f : X → Y such
that the general fibre has Kodaira dimension 0, there is a good ”birational modification”
f ′ : X ′ → Y ′ of f such that the moduli Q-divisor of f ′ is nef, and the discriminant
Q-divisor of f ′ is effective and klt.
Recently, two interesting conjectures have been introduced by Lazić and Peternell in

[LP20], which are called the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture and the Generalized
Abundance Conjecture. These conjectures are closely related to the generalized pair and
the canonical bundle formula for algebraic fibre spaces:

Conjecture 1.3 (Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture). Let (X,∆) be a klt pair of a
normal projective variety X such that KX + ∆ is pseudo-effective. Let L be a nef Q-
divisor on X. Then for every rational number t ≥ 0, the numerical class of the divisor
KX + ∆ + tL belongs to the effective cone, that is, there exists an effective Q-Cartier
divisor D such that KX +∆+ tL ≡ D.

Conjecture 1.4 (Generalized Abundance Conjecture). Let (X,∆) be a klt pair of a
normal projective variety X such that KX +∆ is pseudo-effective. Let L be a nef Cartier
divisor on X such that KX +∆+ L is nef. Then there is a semiample Q-Cartier divisor
divisor M satisfying KX +∆+ L ≡ M .

In [LP20, Corollary C and D], Lazić and Peternell proved these 2 conjectures when
either dimX ≤ 2, or dimX = 3 with ν(KX +∆) ≥ 1. For varieties of higher dimensions,
Chaudhuri, in [C23], proved that the Generalized Abundance Conjecture holds if either
the nef dimension (see Definition 2.6) n(KX +∆ + L) ≤ 2, or n(KX +∆ + L) = 3 with
κ(KX +∆) > 0. In this article, we will prove some other special cases of the Generalized
Nonvanishing Conjecture. Here we will use the following notations:
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• The Generalized Nonvanishing conjecture in dimension d with κ(X,KX +∆) = k,
q(X) = q, and nef divisor L with nef dimension n by Nd,k,q,n;

• The Generalized Nonvanishing conjecture in dimension d with κ(X,KX +∆) = k

and q(X) = q by Nd,k,q (that is, the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture for nef
divisor of arbitrary nef dimension);

We will prove the following special cases of the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture:

Theorem 1.5. We have the following:

(1) Nd,k,q,1 is true if k ≥ 0;
(2) Nd,k,q,2 is true if k ≥ 0 and d ≤ 5;
(3) N3,k,q,3 is true if q > 0;
(4) Nd,0,q,n is true if n = d and q ≥ d− 2.

The following corollary immediately follows from [LP20, Corollary D] and Theorem 1.5:

Corollary 1.6. N3,k,q,n is true unless k = 0, q = 0, and n = 3. In particular, N3,k,q is
true if either k > 0 or q > 0.

Using the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture, we can prove the following result con-
cerning algebraic fiber spaces with general fibers having Kodaira dimension zero, through
small modifications to the proof in [B09]:

Theorem 1.7. Let f : X → Y be an algebraic fibre space between smooth projective
varieties with general fibre F . Assume κ(F ) = 0 and Nd,k,q holds for d = dimY , k = κ(Y ),
and q = q(Y ), then we have κ(X) ≥ κ(Y ).

In particular, Cn,3 holds if κ(F ) = 0 and either κ(Y ) ≥ 1, or κ(Y ) = 0 but q(Y ) > 0.
As a corollary, we have the following:

Theorem 1.8. Let f : X → Y be an algebraic fibre space between smooth projective
varieties, and F be a general fibre of f . Let n = dimX and m = dimY . If n ≤ 7, then
Cn,m holds unless n = 7, m = 3, κ(F ) = κ(Y ) = 0, and q(X) = q(F ) = q(Y ) = q̃(Y ) = 0
(here q̃ is the augmented irregularity, see Definition 5.2). In particular, C−

n,m holds if
n ≤ 7.

The structure of this article is as follows: Section 2 is the preliminary section. In Sec-
tion 3, we will explore the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture for nef divisors L with
small nef dimension, by using the nef reduction map of L. Following that, in Section 4, we
will discuss the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture for nef divisors L with maximal nef
dimension, employing the Albanese map and the Generalized Abundance in lower dimen-
sions. Theorem 1.5 immediately follows from the results in these two sections. Finally, in
Section 5, we will prove Theorem 1.7 and use it to prove Theorem 1.8.
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2. Preliminaries

In this article, we work over C. An algebraic fibre spece is a surjective projective mor-
phism f : X → Y with connected fibre. Over fields with characteristic 0, this condition is
equivalent to f∗OX = OY . A Q-divisor D is called Q-Cartier if there is a positive integer
m such that mD is a Cartier divisor. A variety X is called Q-factorial if every divisor
on X is Q-Cartier. A log resolution of a pair (X,∆) of normal projective variety is a
resolution of singularity π : X ′ → X such that π−1(SingX ∪ Supp∆) is a simple normal
crossing divisor. A pair (X,∆) is called smooth if X is smooth, and Supp∆ is simple
normal crossing. Also, through this article we will use the following definitions:

Definition 2.1. Let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor. We say D is Q-effective (resp. numer-
ically Q-effective, numerically semiample) if there is a positive integer m such that mD

is linear equivalent to an effective divisor (resp. numerically equivalent to an effective
divisor, numerically equivalent to a base point free divisor)

In the following of this section, we will give a brief review of the definition and basic
properties of Kodaira dimension, numerical dimension, nef reduction, nef dimension, and
abundant divisors. Further details on these topics can be found in [A04], [BCE+02],
[BP04], [Laz04], [N04], and [T01].

Definition 2.2. Let X be a projective variety, and D be a Q-effective Q-Cartier Q-
divisor on X. The Iitaka dimension of D, denoted by κ(X,D) (or by κ(D) if there is no
ambiguity), is defined by:

κ(X,D) := sup{dim Im(φ|mD|)|m ∈ Z>0}.

Here, φ|mD| is the rational map X 99K PN defined by x → [s0(x), ..., sN(x)], where {si} is
a basis of H0(X, ⌊mD⌋). If D is not Q-effective, then H0(X, ⌊mD⌋) is always empty, so
we define κ(D) = −∞.

If κ(X,D) ≥ 0, then there is another equivalent definition of the Iitaka dimension:

Proposition 2.3. (cf.[U75]):

κ(X,D) := sup{k ∈ N| lim sup
m→∞

dimH0(X, ⌊mD⌋)

mk
> 0}.
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Definition 2.4. (Kodaira dimension) Let X be a smooth projective variety. The Kodaira
dimension of X, denoted κ(X), is defined as the Iitaka dimension of KX . If X is not
smooth, then we define κ(X) be the Kodaira dimension of a resolution of singularity of
X. This definition is independent to the choice of resolution.

Definition 2.5. Let X be a projective variety, and D be a pseudo-effective Q-Cartier
divisor on X. The numerical dimension of D, denoted by ν(X,D) (or by ν(D) if there is
no ambiguity), is defined by:

ν(X,D) := sup{k ∈ N| lim sup
m→∞

dimH0(X, ⌊mD + A⌋)

mk
> 0},

Where A is a fixed ample Cartier divisor on X. If D is not pseudoeffective, then we set
ν(D) = −∞.

By definition, it is obviously that ν(X,D) ≥ κ(X,D) for any Q-Cartier Q-divisor D.
Also, if D is nef, then we have (cf. [N04, Proposition V.2.7(6)]):

ν(X,D) = sup{k ∈ n|Dk 6≡ 0}.

Next, we will introduce the notion of nef reduction and nef dimension, which is proved
by Tsuji and Bauer et. al. in [T01] and [BCE+02].

Theorem 2.6. Let X be a normal projective variety, and L be a Q-Cartier divisor on
X. Then there exists an almost holomorphic dominant rational map f : X → Y with
connected fibres, called the nef reduction of L, such that:

(1) L is numerically trivial on all compact fibres F of f with dimF = dimX−dimY .
(2) For every very general point x ∈ X and every irreducible curve C on X passing

through x and not contracted by f , we have L.C > 0. In other words, there exists
a subset Z ⊂ X, which is a union of at most countably infinitely many proper
closed subsets of X, such that if C is a curve on X with L.C = 0, then either
f(C) is a point or C ⊂ Z.

The map f is unique up to the birational equivalence of Y . The nef dimension of L,
denoted by n(X,L) (or n(L) if there is no ambiguity), is defined by n(L) := dimY .

Here we recall some important properties of nef dimension.

Proposition 2.7. Let X be a normal projective variety and L be a nef Q-Cartier divisor
on X. Then:

(1) (cf. [BCE+02, Proposition 2.8]) κ(L) ≤ ν(L) ≤ n(L);
(2) (cf. [BP04, Proposition 2.1]) Let f : Y → X be a surjective morphism between

normal projective varieties, then we have n(f ∗L) = n(L).

In the second case of above, it is easy to check that if π : X 99K Z is a nef reduction
map of L, then π ◦ f : Y 99K Z is a nef reduction map of f ∗L.
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Definition 2.8. Let X be a normal projective variety and L be a pseudo-effective Q-
Cartier divisor on X. We say L is abundant (or good) if the equality κ(L) = ν(L)
holds.

By [A04, Remark 2.3], if L is nef and abundant, then κ(L) = ν(L) = n(L). Moreover,
if L is semiample, then the nef reduction map coincides with the semiample fibration of
L, and hence L is abundant. In general, studying nef divisors that are not abundant
is very difficult. However, for smooth projective surfaces, Ambro provides the following
classification of nef divisors and those with maximal nef dimension:

Theorem 2.9. (cf. [A04, Theorem 0.3]) Let X be a smooth projective surface, and L be
a nef divisor with n(L) = 2, then one of the following holds:

(1) D itself is big ;
(2) D is not big, but KX + tD is big for all t > 2;
(3) there is a birational morphism µ : X → Y between smooth projective surfaces

such that sD ≡ µ∗(−KY ) for some positive rational number 0 < s ≤ 2, and D is
algebraically equivalent to an effective Q-divisor De.

This classification is very helpful for studying nef divisors with n(L) = 2 on higher
dimensional varieties by using the nef reduction map of L.

3. The Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture for divisors with small nef

dimension

In this section, we will discuss the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture for nef divisors
with small nef dimensions. To begin, by [BCE+02, Proposition 2.11], a nef divisor L on a
smooth projective variety X with n(L) = 1 is numerically semiample. We aim to extend
this result to varieties with rational singularities by applying the birational descent trick
for nef divisors in [LP20, Section 2 and Section 3].

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a normal projective variety with rational singularities, and L be
a nef Q-Cartier divisor on X. If n(L) ≤ 1, then L is numerically semiample.

Proof. By replacing L with mL for some positive integer m, we may assume L is Cartier.
Let φ : X ′ → X be a resolution of singularities of X . By [LP20, Lemma 2.14], if φ∗L is
numerically semiample, then L is also numerically semiample. Since n(φ∗L) = n(L), it
suffices to prove this lemma under the assumption X is smooth.
Now, if n(L) = 0 then L ≡ 0, and hence the result is trivial. If n(L) = 1, let f : X 99K Y

be a nef reduction map of L with general fiber F such that Y is smooth. Then we have
L|F ≡ 0. Let π0 : X0 → X be a resolution of indeterminacy of f with X0 smooth, and
let f0 : X0 → Y be the induced map. Since the nef reduction is almost holomorphic, F is
still a general fiber of f0. Now, for any birational morphism µ : Y ′ → Y from a smooth
projective varieties, there is a diagram
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X ′ X̃ X0 X

Y ′ Y

π′′ π′

f ′ f0

π0

µ

such that π′′, π′ and µ are birational, X̃ is the normalization of the main component
of X0 ×Y Y ′, and X ′ is a resolution of singularities of X̃ . By [LP20, Lemma 3.1] for
good choice of Y ′, there is a Q-divisor D′ on Y ′ such that f ′∗D′ ≡ π′∗π∗

0L (in our case,
since dim Y = 1, Y ′ = Y and µ is the identity map). Let f ′′ := f ′ ◦ π′′ : X ′ → Y ′ and
π′′ := π′′ ◦ π′ : X ′ → X0, we still have f ′′∗D′ ≡ π′′∗π′∗π∗

0L. Therefore, by [LP20, Lemma
2.14], to show L is numerically semiample, it suffices to show that D′ is numerically
semiample. Note that dim(Y ′) = n(L) = 1. Thus, any numerically non-trivial nef divisor
on Y ′ is ample. Hence D′ is ample and we are done. �

By [KM98, Thoerem 5.22], if (X,∆) is a klt pair, then X has rational singularities.
Therefore, Lemma 3.1 implies Nd,k,q,1 is true if k ≥ 0. Employing a similar approach to
the above proof, along with Ambro’s classification of nef divisors on smooth projective
surfaces with maximal nef dimension ([A04, Theorem 0.3]), and Hashizume’s theorem for
a generalization of the Iitaka Conjecture under the assumption that general fibers have
an abundant canonical divisor ([H20, Theorem 1.4]), we can prove Nd,k,q,2 is true if d ≤ 5:

Lemma 3.2. Let (X,∆) be a klt pair of normal projective variety. Let L be a nef Q-
Cartier divisor on X with n(L) ≤ 2 and f : X 99K Y be a nef reduction map of L

with general fiber F . Assume dimF ≤ 3. Let ∆F be the Q-divisor on F defined by
(KX + ∆)|F = KF + ∆F . Suppose that κ(F,KF + ∆F ) ≥ 0, then KX + ∆ + tL is
numerically Q-effective for t ≫ 0. In particular, if κ(KX +∆) ≥ 0, then for every t ≥ 0
KX +∆+ tL numerically Q-effective.

Proof. This statement is trivial if n(L) = 0, so we may assume n(L) ≥ 1. As in the proof
of Lemma 3.1, we may assume L is Cartier and there is a diagram

X ′ X

Y ′

π

f ′

such thatX ′ is and Y ′ are smooth, π is birational, f ′ is an algebraic fiber space with general
fibers whose general fibers F ′ is birational to F , and there is a Q-divisor D′ on Y ′ such that
f ′∗D′ ≡ π∗L. Moreover, by replacing X ′ with a log resolution of Exc(π)∪ π−1(Supp(∆)),
we may assume Supp(∆′) ∪ Exc(π) is simple normal crossing, where ∆′ be the proper
transform of ∆ on X ′.
Note that D′ is nef with n(D′) = n(L) = n(π∗L) ≤ 2. Now, we write

KX′ +∆′ + E− = π∗(KX +∆) + E+,
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where both E+, E− are effective π-exceptional Q-divisors such that SuppE+ and SuppE−

has no common components. Note that (X ′,∆′+E−) is klt since ∆′+E− has snc support
and every coefficient of ∆′ + E− is less than 1 (because we had assume (X,∆) is klt).
Moreover, since dimF ≤ 3 and

(KX′ +∆′ + E−)|F ′ = (π∗(KX +∆) + E+)|F ′ = π∗(KF +∆F ) + E+|F ′

has non-negative Kodaira dimension, (KX′+∆′+E−)|F ′ is abundant. Therefore, by [H20,
Theorem 1.4], for any Q-effective Q-Cartier divisor M on Y ′, we have

κ(X ′, KX′+∆′+E−−f ′∗KY ′+f ′∗M) ≥ κ(F ′, (KX′+∆′+E−)|F ′))+κ(Y ′,M) ≥ κ(Y ′,M).

Now, we consider the question case by case on n(L) = dimY ′. In the case n(L) = 1,
Y ′ is a curve, and hence D′ is ample. This shows that for t ≫ 0

κ(X ′, KX′ +∆′ + E− − f ′∗KY ′ + f ′∗(KY ′ + tD′)) ≥ κ(Y ′, KY ′ + tD′) = 1.

Therefore, KX′ + ∆′ + E− + tπ∗L is numerically equivalent to the Q-effective divisor
KX′ +∆′ + E− − f ′∗KY ′ + f ′∗(KY ′ + tD′). Note that we have

KX′ +∆′ + E− + tπ∗L+ E1 = π∗(KX +∆+ tL) + E2

for some π-exceptional effective Q-divisors E1 and E2. This implies π∗(KX+∆+tL)+E2+
L′
0 is effective for some numerically trivial Q-Cartier Q-divisor L′

0. By [KM98, Theorem
5.22], both X and X ′ has rational singularities, hence there exists a numerically trivial Q-
Cartier Q-divisor L0 on X such that π∗L0 = L′

0. This means π∗(KX+∆+ tL+L0)+E2 is
effective, which impliesKX+∆+tL+L0 is effective, henceKX+∆+tL ≡ KX+∆+tL+L0

is numerically Q-effective.
In the case n(L) = 2, since Y ′ is smooth and dimY ′ = n(D′) = 2, by [A04, Theorem

0.3], there are three possible cases:

(1) D′ itself is big (hence KY ′ + tD′ is big for t ≫ 0);
(2) D′ is not big, but KY ′ + tD′ is big for all t > 2;
(3) there is a birational morphism µ : Y ′ → Y0 between smooth projective surfaces

such that sD′ ≡ µ∗(−KY0
) for some positive rational number s, and D′ is alge-

braically equivalent (hence numerically equivalent) to an effective Q-divisor De.

Now, in the first two cases, KY ′ + tD′ is big for t ≫ 0, hence we have

κ(X ′, KX′ +∆′ + E− − f ′∗KY ′ + f ′∗(KY ′ + tD′)) ≥ κ(Y ′, KY ′ + tD′) = 2.

Therefore, KX′ + ∆′ + E− + tπ∗L is numerically equivalent to the Q-effective divisor
KX′ +∆′ +E− − f ′∗KY ′ + f ′∗(KY ′ + tD′) = KX′ +∆′ +E− + tf ′∗D′. Hence by the same
argument above, KX +∆+ tL is numerically Q-effective.
In the last case, we have KY ′ + (−π∗KY0

) = G is effective because Y0 is smooth.
Moreover, we have

G+ (t− s)De = KY ′ + (−π∗KY0
) + (t− s)De ≡ KY ′ + tD′.
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Note that M := G + (t− s)De = KY ′ is effective if t ≫ 0. Thus, by [H20, Theorem 1.4]
again, we have

κ(X ′, KX′ +∆′ + E− − f ′∗KY ′ + f ′∗M) ≥ κ(Y ′,M) ≥ 0.

Since f ′∗M ≡ f ′∗(KY ′ + tD′) ≡ f ′∗KY ′ + tπ∗L, KX′ + ∆′ + E− + tπ∗L is numerically
equivalent to the effective Q-divisor KX′ +∆′ +E− − f ′∗KY ′ + f ′∗M , hence by the same
argument of above, KX +∆+ tL is numerically Q-effective.
For the last statement, if t = 0 then the statement is trivial. If t > 0, then pick

s ≫ t > 0, we have

KX +∆+ tL =
t

s
((
s

t
− 1)(KX +∆) +KX +∆+ sL).

Since KX +∆ is Q-effective and KX +∆+ sL is numerically Q-effective for t ≫ 0, hence
we are done. �

The following corollary is directly follows from Lemma 3.2.

Corollary 3.3. Let (X,∆) be a klt pair of normal projective variety such that KX + ∆
is pseudoeffective, and L be a nef Cartier divisor on X.

(1) If dim = 3 and 0 ≤ n(L) ≤ 2, then for every t ≥ 0, KX + ∆ + L is numerically
Q-effective;

(2) If dim = 4 and 1 ≤ n(L) ≤ 2, then for t ≫ 0, KX + ∆ + tL is numerically
Q-effective;

(3) If dim = 4, 1 ≤ n(L) ≤ 2, and κ(KX +∆) ≥ 0, then for every t ≥ 0, KX +∆+ tL

is numerically Q-effective;
(4) If dim = 5 and n(L) = 2, then for t ≫ 0, KX +∆+ tL is numerically Q-effective;
(5) If dim = 5,n(L) = 2, and κ(KX +∆) ≥ 0, then for every t ≥ 0, KX +∆+ tL is

numerically Q-effective.

Remark 3.4. Our proof of Lemma 3.2 differs from the proof in [C23], although both rely
on the nef reduction. The difference is as the following: the proof in [C23] use the nef
reduction of KX +B + L, which implies (KX +B)|F ≡ 0 ≡ L|F if F is a general fibre of
the nef reduction. Hence it can be shown that a good birational modification of the nef
reduction concerning KX + B + L is a klt-trivial fibration. Therefore, by employing the
theory of klt-trivial fibrations and Zariski decomposition, one can deduce KX +B + L is
numerically semiample.
However, in our proof KX+B+L may not be nef, and we are using the nef reduction of

L, which means we cannot control the restriction of KX +B on the general fibre F . Also,
although by [LP20, Theorem 4.1], one can take a birational modification π : X 99K X ′ to
make KX′ +π∗∆+ tπ∗L be nef for t ≫ 0, in this case, we cannot control the nef dimension
of KX′ + π∗∆+ tπ∗L.
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4. The Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture for nef divisors with

maximal nef dimension via the Albanese map

In this section, we will prove the Generalized Nonvanishing Conjecture holds for nef
divisor with maximal nef dimension if the relative dimension of the Albanese map is at
most 2 over its image. This holds, in particular, when dimX = 3 with q > 0. Before
we start the proof, we give several lemmas proved by standard methods in the minimal
model program.

Lemma 4.1. Let (X,∆) be a klt pair of normal projective variety, f : X ′ → X be a log
resolution of (X,∆), and ∆′ be the proper transform of ∆ on X ′. Write

KX′ +∆′ + E− = f ∗(KX +∆) + E+

for some f -exceptional effective Q-divisors E+, E− such that SuppE+ and SuppE− has no
common components. Let L be a Q-Cartier divisor on X. Suppose KX′ +∆′ +E− + f ∗L

is Q-effective (resp. numerically Q-effective), then KX + ∆ + L is Q-effective (resp.
numerically Q-effective). In particular, since (X ′,∆′ + E−) is a smooth klt pair with
κ(KX′ + ∆′ + E−) = κ(KX + ∆), to prove Nd,k,q,n, it suffices to show Nd,k,q,n holds for
smooth pair (X,∆).

Proof. We have
KX′ +∆′ + E− + f ∗L = f ∗(KX +∆+ L) + E+.

If KX′ +∆′ +E− + f ∗L = f ∗(KX +∆+L) +E+ is Q-effective, then KX +∆+L is also
Q-effective since E+ is f -exceptional. If KX′ +∆′ +E− + f ∗L is numerically Q-effective,
there exists a numerically trivial Q-divisor L′

0 on X ′ such that f ∗(KX +∆+L)+E++L′
0

is an effective Q-Cartier divisor. Again, since both X and X ′ have rational singularities,
there exists a numerically trivial Q-divisor on L0 on X such that f ∗L0 = L′

0. Thus,
f ∗(KX + ∆ + L + L0) + E+ = f ∗(KX + ∆ + L) + E+ + L′

0 has non-negative Kodaira
dimension, and so does KX + ∆ + L + L0. Hence KX + ∆ + L ≡ KX + ∆ + L + L0 is
numerically Q-effective. �

Lemma 4.2. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial klt pair, R be a (KX +∆)-negative extremal ray
of X, such that the contraction for R is not of fiber type. Assume (KX + ∆)-flip exists.
Let π : X 99K Y be the corresponding divisorial contraction or (KX + ∆)-flip. Let L be
a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X such that L.R ≤ 0, and t is a non-negative rational number,
then we have

κ(KX +∆+ tL) = κ(KY + π∗∆+ tπ∗L).

In particular, if KY + π∗∆+ tπ∗L is big, then so does KX +∆+ tL.

Proof. Note that (Y, π∗∆) is also klt Q-factorial. If π is a flip then X and Y are isomorphic
in codimension 2, hence the equality is trivial. Therefore, we may assume π is a divisorial
contraction. In this case, we can write π∗π∗L+EL = L for some π-excpetional Q-divisor
EL. Since L.R ≤ 0, EL is effective by the negativity lemma. Let ∆ = ∆1 + ∆2 such
that both ∆1,∆2 are effective, Supp∆1 and Supp∆2 have no common component, every
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component of ∆1 is not contracted by π, and ∆2 is π-exceptional. Then ∆1 is the proper
transform of π∗∆ on X , and we have

KX +∆+ tL = KX +∆1 + tL+∆2

= π∗(KX + π∗∆) + E + tL+∆2

= π∗(KY + π∗∆+ tπ∗L) + (E + tEL +∆2)

for some π-exceptional Q-divisor E. Note that E itself may not be effective, but we have
(E+tEL+∆2).R = (KX+∆+tL).R < 0. Since ∆2 is also π-exceptional, by the negativity
lemma again we conclude that tEL + E +∆2 is effective. Hence the equality

κ(KX +∆+ tL) = κ(KY + π∗∆+ tπ∗L)

holds. �

Corollary 4.3. Let (X,∆) be a 2-dimensional klt pair such that κ(KX +∆) ≥ 0, and L

be a nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X with n(L) = 2, then KX +∆+ tL is big for t ≫ 0.

Proof. First, we consider the special case that there is no (KX + ∆)-negative extremal
face R of X with L.R = 0. In this case, we have KX + ∆ + tL is nef for t ≫ 0 with
n(KX+∆+ tL) = 2, so by [LP20, Corollary C], KX+∆+ tL ≡ M for some semiample Q-
divisor M with n(M) = 2. Since the nef dimension of a semiample Q-divisor is equivalent
to the Kodaira dimension, which implies M is big, hence so does KX +∆+ tL.
In general, we will construct a L-trivial (KX +∆)-MMP X → Y . More precisely, let R

be a (KX+∆)-negative extremal ray with L.R = 0, and π1 : X → X1 be the corresponding
contraction. Note that π∗

1(π1)∗L ≡ L and hence (π1)∗L is nef with n((π1)∗L) = n(L) = 2
(here (π1)∗L is Q-Cartier since 2-dimensional klt pair is always Q-factorial). If there is
no (KX1

+ (π1)∗∆)-negative extremal ray R1 with (π1)∗L.R1 = 0, then we let Y = X1,
otherwise, we let R1 be a such extremal ray and π2 : X1 → X2 be the corresponding
contraction. Then we consider the same process on X2 again. Inductively, we obtained a
sequence

X = X0
π1−→ X1

π2−→ X2
π3−→ ...

πn−→ Xn = Y

such that there is no (KXn
+(φn)∗∆)-negative extremal ray Rn with (φn)∗L.Rn = 0 (here

we define φk := πk ◦ πk−1 ◦ ... ◦ π1 : X → Xk), which implies KXn
+ (φn)∗∆+ t(φn)∗L is

big. By Lemma 4.2, we conclude KXn−1
+ (φn−1)∗∆+ t(φn−1)∗L is also big. Inductively,

since each πi is a (KXi−1
+ (φi−1)∗∆)-negative extremal contraction such that (φi−1)∗L is

πi-trivial, by applying Lemma 4.2 on each πi inductively, we conclude that KX +∆+ tL

is big. �

Now we can prove the following proposition:

Proposition 4.4. Let (X,∆) be klt pair of a normal projective variety such that KX+∆ is
pseudoeffecitve and q(X) > 0. Let α : X → A(X) be the Albanese map and F be a general
fibre of α. If dimF ≤ 2, then for any nef Q-Cartier divisor L with maximal nef dimension,
there is a numerically trivial Q-Cartier divisor D on A such that κ(KX+∆+tL+α∗D) ≥ 0
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for t ≫ 0. In particular, if κ(KX+∆) ≥ 0, then for every t ≥ 0, KX+∆+tL is numerically
Q-effective.

Proof. Let f : X ′ → (X,∆) be a log resolution of (X,∆), and write KX′ + ∆′ + E− =
f ∗(KX + ∆) + E+ as before (here ∆′ is the proper transform of ∆ on X ′). Let α′ :
X ′ → A(X ′) be the Albanese map of X ′. Since X has rational singularities, by [BS95,
Lemma 2.4.1] we have A(X ′) = A(X) and α′ = α ◦ f . Assume our result holds for
(X ′,∆′ + E−) and f ∗L, that is, κ(KX′ + ∆′ + E− + tf ∗L + α′∗D) ≥ 0 for t ≫ 0. Since
KX′ + ∆′ + E− + tf ∗L + α′∗D = KX′ + ∆′ + E− + f ∗(tL + α∗D), then by Lemma 4.1,
KX +∆+ tL+α∗D also has non-negative Kodaira dimension. Therefore, we can replace
(X,∆) and L by (X ′,∆′ + E−) and f ∗L, hence we may assume (X,∆) is smooth.
Let F be a general non-empty fiber of α. By the generic smoothness, we may assume

every connected component of F is smooth and irreducible. Also, by [BC15, Theorem
4.1], it suffices to show that KF +∆F +tLF is relatively big for t ≫ 0, where ∆F is defined
by (KX + ∆)|F = KF + ∆F , and LF := L|F . Note that if κ(KX + ∆) ≥ 1, then α may
not be surjective and possibly has disconnected fibers, but [BC15, Theorem 4.1] does not
require the morphism to be surjective or has connected fibers.
Since we assume L is of maximal nef dimension, LF is also of maximal nef dimension on

F , hence there is at least an irreducible component of F , say Z, satisfying that dimZ =
dimF and LZ := L|Z is still of maximal nef dimension. Also, we have KF |Z = KZ

since Z is a smooth connected component of F . Defining ∆Z := ∆F |Z , then we have
KZ +∆Z + tLZ = (KF +∆F + tLF )|Z .
Now, if dimZ = 0, then α is a generically finite morphism over its image, and hence

any divisors are always relatively big. If dimZ = 1, then Z is a smooth projective curve.
Therefore, we have KZ + tLZ , and hence KZ + ∆Z + tLZ is ample for t ≫ 0, which
implies KF +∆F + tLF is big. If dimZ = 2, then Z is a smooth projective surface with
κ(KZ +∆Z) ≥ 0 since KX +∆ is pseudoeffecitve. Thus, by Corollary 4.3, KZ +∆Z + tLZ

is big for t ≫ 0, which also implies the bigness of KX +∆F + tLF . Hence we proved the
bigness of KF +∆F + tLF . �

Corollary 4.5. Let (X,∆) be a klt pair of normal projective variety such that KX + ∆
is pseudo-effective, and L be a nef divisor on X such that n(L) = dimX. Assume one of
the following conditions holds:

(1) dimX ≤ 3 and q(X) > 0;
(2) κ(KX +∆) = 0 and dimX − q(X) ≤ 2.

Then for every t ≥ 0, KX +∆+ tL is numerically Q-effective:

Proof. The first case immediately follows from Proposition 4.4 by the usual Nonvanishing
Theorem in dimension 3. For the second case, we only need to show the Albanese map is
surjective (If X is smooth and ∆ = 0, it is well-known that α is an algebraic fibre space
by [K81]). Let α : X → A(X) be the Albanese morphism, A0 be the normalization of
Imα, and X → A′ be the Stein factorization of X → A0 (this is a morphism since X is
normal). By [CP17, Theorem 4.22] and the last remark in [HPS18, Section 1], we can
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prove the inequality in [HPS18, Theorem 1.1] holds when X replaced by a klt pair (X,∆)
(see Remark 4.6). This implies κ(A′) ≤ 0. On the other hand, A′ has maximal Albanese
dimension, which implies κ(A′) ≥ 0. Hence κ(A′) = 0 and the image of A′ in A, which
is just Imα, is an abelian subvariety of A. By the universal property of Albanese, we
conclude that A′ = Imα = A(X) and hence α is an algebraic fibre space over A(X), in
particular, α is surjective. �

Remark 4.6. As mentioned in [HPS18], by using [CP17, Theorem 4.22], it is easy to
show the inequality in [HPS18, Theorem 1.1] holds for klt pairs by making a very little
modification of the proof of the last part of [HPS18, Lemma 5.1]. For the convenience of
readers, we provide the details here: Let (X,∆) → Y be an algebraic fibre space between
normal projective varieties with general fibre F such that (X,∆) is a klt pair of with
κ(KX + ∆) = 0 and Y has maximal Albanese dimension. Let π : X ′ → X be a log
resolution of (X,∆), write KX′ +∆′ = π∗(KX +∆) + E+ − E− (where ∆′ is the proper
transform of ∆ on X ′). Replace (X,∆) with (X ′,∆′+E−), and replace F by F ′ (here F ′

is the general fibre of X ′ → Y ), we have (X ′,∆′ + E−) is klt, the equality

κ(X ′, KX′ +∆′ + E−) = κ(X ′, π∗(KX +∆) + E+) = κ(X,KX +∆)

holds, and the inequality

κ(F ′, (KX′ +∆′ + E−)|F ′) = κ(F ′, (π∗(KX +∆) + E+)|F ′)

≥ κ(F ′, (π∗(KX +∆))|F ′) = κ(F, (KX +∆)|F )

also holds. Thus, if the inequality in [HPS18, Theorem 1.1] holds for (X ′,∆′ +E−) → Y ,
then so does (X,∆) → Y , hence we may assume the pair (X,∆) is smooth.
Let Y0 := Im(Y → A(Y )) and Y → Y ′ be the Stein factorization of Y → Y0. Since

Y → Y0 is generically finite, we have Y → Y ′ is birational, Y ′ is normal, X → Y ′ is an
algebraic fibre space, and Y ′ → A(Y ) is finite over its image (which is just Y0). By [K81,
Theorem 13], there is an étale covering Y ′′ → Y ′ such that Y ′′ ∼= Z ×K, where Z is of
general type with κ(Z) = κ(Y ′) = κ(Y ) and K is an abelian variety. Let X ′′ := X×Y ′ Y ′′,
since Y ′′ → Y ′ is étale, so does the induced may g : X ′′ → X . Hence X ′′ is smooth since
X is. Let ∆′′ := g∗(∆), then we have KX′′ +∆′′ = g∗(KX +∆) and (X ′′,∆′′) is klt since
g is étale. Consider the morphism h : (X ′′,∆′′) → Z induced by X ′′ → Y ′′ = K ×Z, and
let G be a general fibre of h. Then we have the induced morphism G → K, which has
general fibre F . Since (G,∆′′|G) is klt, by [CP17, Theorem 4.22], we have

κ(G, (KX′′ +∆′′)|G) = κ(G,KG +∆′′|G) ≥ κ(F, (KX′′ +∆′′)|F ) = κ(F, (KX +∆)|F ).

Since Z is of general type, by [F17, Theorem 1.7] (or [C04, Section 4]), we have

κ(X ′′, KX′′ +∆′′) ≥ κ(G, (KX′′ +∆′′)|G) + dimZ ≥ κ(F, (KX +∆)|F ) + dimZ.

Since κ(X ′′, KX′′ + ∆′′) = κ(X,KX + ∆) and dimZ = κ(Y ′) = κ(Y ), the proof is
completed.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The four cases in Theorem 1.5 immediately follow from Corollary
3.3 and Corollary 4.5. �
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5. Application on Iitaka Conjecture

At first, we prove Theorem 1.7. The argument of our proof almost follows the idea of
Birkar’s proof in [B09, Theorem 1.3], with a little modification by using the Generalized
Nonvanishing Conjecture.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Since this statement is trivial if κ(Y ) = −∞, we may assume
κ(Y ) ≥ 0. By [FM00, Theorem 4.5], there is a commutative diagram

X ′ X

Y ′ Y

π

f ′ f

µ

such that X ′ and Y ′ are smooth, π and µ are birational morphism, and f ′ is an algebraic
fibre space with SNC branch. Let p > 1 be a positive integer such that f ′

∗OX′(pKX′) 6=
0, then there exists an effective Q-divisor B and a nef Q-divisor L on Y ′ satisfies the
followings:

(1) pKX′ = pf ′∗(KY ′ +B + L) +R for some Q-divisor R on X ′.
(2) If we write R = R+ − R− with R+, R− both effective and without common com-

ponents, then R− is both π-exceptional and f ′-exceptional.

Since we assume Nd,k,q holds for d = dimY = dimY ′, k = κ(Y ) = κ(Y ′), and q = q(Y ) =
q(Y ′), for any non-negative rational number j, KY ′ + jL lies in the effective cone Eff(Y ′).
In particular, since B is effective, for any j ≥ 0, there is an effective Q-divisor Dj such
that Dj ≡ KY ′ +B + jL =: Lj .

Let i, j ≫ 0 be sufficiently divisible integers, and M := π∗f
′∗(Dj − Lj) ≡ 0. Since R−

is π-exceptional, there exist some effective π-exceptional divisors E+, E− such that

iπ∗(jpKX + pM) + E+ − E− = i(jpKX′ + jR− + pf ′∗(Dj − Lj)).

Thus, we have

H0(i(jpKX + pM)) = H0(iπ∗(jpKX + pM))

= H0(iπ∗(jpKX + pM) + E+)

≥ H0(iπ∗(jpKX + pM) + E+ − E−)

= H0(i(jpKX′ + jR− + pf ′∗(Dj − Lj)))

Moreover, we have

jpKX′ + jR− + pf ′∗(Dj − Lj) = jpf ′∗(KY ′ +B + L) + jR+ + pf ′∗(Dj − Lj)

= jpf ′∗(KY ′ +B + L) + jR+ + pf ′∗(Dj −KY ′ − B − jL)

= (j − 1)pf ′∗(KY ′ +B) + jR+ + pf ′∗(Dj)

≥ (j − 1)pf ′∗(KY ′).
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Here, the first equality follows from the canonical bundle formula of Fujino-Mori, the
second equality follows from the definition of Lj , and the last inequality holds because all
of B,R−, and Dj are effective. By this inequality, for any sufficiently divisible positive
integer i, we have

H0(i(jpKX′ + jR− + pf ′∗(Dj − Lj))) ≥ H0((j − 1)pf ′∗(KY ′)) = H0((j − 1)pKY ′).

By [CPT11, Theorem 3.1], we have

H0(ijpKX) ≥ H0(ijpKX+ipM) ≥ H0(i(jpKX′+jR−+pf ′∗(Dj−Lj))) ≥ H0(i(j−1)pKY ′).

This implies

κ(X) = κ(X, jpKX) ≥ κ(Y, (j − 1)pKY ) = κ(Y ),

which completes the proof. �

Remark 5.1. The above proof also shows that even if we only have KY + B + jL is
numerically Q-effective for some fixed j ∈ Q>1, the result of the theorem still holds.

Next, before we prove Theorem 1.8, we give the definition of the augmented irregularity:

Definition 5.2. Let X be a normal projective variety, the augmented irregularity of X,
denoted by q̃(X), is defined by

q̃(X) := max{q(X ′)| X ′ → X is quasi étale }.

Now, we have prepared all the ingredients for proving Theorem 1.8.

Proof of theorem 1.8. We may assume κ(F ) ≥ 0 and κ(Y ) ≥ 0 (otherwise, this statement
is trivial). By [C18] and [K82] (or [CP17] and [HPS18]), Cn,m holds if m ≤ 2. By [K85],
Cn,m holds if F has a good minimal model. In particular, by [Lai11, Theorems 4.4 and
4.5], [K81, Theorem 1], and the existence of good minimal model in dimension 3, Cn,m

holds if either dimF − κ(F ) ≤ 3, or in the case κ(F ) = 0 and dimF − q(F ) ≤ 3. This
implies Cn,m holds if either n−m ≤ 3, or n−m = 4 but eithre κ(F ) ≥ 1 or κ(F ) = 0 with
q(F ) ≥ 1. Therefore, when n ≤ 7, Cn,m is confirmed except for the case n = 7, m = 3,
and κ(F ) = q(F ) = 0.
Now, by Corollary 1.6 and Theorem 1.7, if either κ(Y ) > 0 or q(Y ) > 0, then we have

κ(X) ≥ κ(Y ), hence we are done. If κ(Y ) = q(Y ) = 0 but q̃(Y ) > 0, then there exists
a quasi-étale covering Y ′ → Y (hence étale by the Nagata-Zariski purity theorem and
the smoothness of Y ) with q(Y ′) = q̃(Y ) > 0. Let X ′ := X ×Y Y ′, then X ′ → X is also
étale (hence X ′ is smooth), and the morphism X ′ → Y ′ induced by the base change is an
algebraic fiber space between smooth projective varieties with general fiber F . Since the
Kodaira dimension is invariant under étale covering, by Theorem 1.7 again, we have the
inequality

κ(X) = κ(X ′) ≥ κ(F ) + κ(Y ′) = κ(F ) + κ(Y ).

Finally, if q(F ) = q(Y ) = q̃(Y ) = 0, then by [F05, Theorem 1.6], q(X) = 0. This
completes the proof. �
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Remark 5.3. If Nd,k,q,n is true, then we can show KX+∆+tL is numerically Q-effective for
klt pair (X,∆) with dimX = d, κ(KX +∆) = k, n(L) = n, and q̃(X) = q in the following
way: By Lemma 4.1, we may assume (X,∆) is smooth. Let π : (X ′,∆′) → (X,∆)
be a quasi-étale covering (which is étale by the Nagata-Zariski purity theorem and the
smoothness of X) with q(X ′) = q̃(X). Then (X ′,∆′) is klt with KX′ +∆′ = π∗(KX +∆),
hence κ(KX′+∆′) = κ(KX+∆). By our assumption, KX′ +∆′+tπ∗L = π∗(KX+∆+tL)
is numerically equivalent to an effective divisor D. Now, follows the argument in [WZ21,
Corllary 4.2], since KX+∆+tL = 1

deg π
π∗(KX′+∆′+tπ∗L) is weak numerically equivalent

1
deg π

π∗D, by the smoothness of X , they are numerically equivalent. Hence we have

KX +∆+ tL =
1

deg π
π∗(KX′ +∆′ + tπ∗L) ≡

1

deg π
π∗D ≥ 0.

Remark 5.4. For the case κ(Y ) = q(Y ) = 0 but q̃(Y ) > 0 in the above proof, since for
smooth projective varieties, the augmented irregularity is also a birational invariant, one
can use Remark 5.3 to show the Generalize Nonvanishing Conjecture holds for threefold
with q̃ > 0, and apply Theorem 1.7 to get our result.

Remark 5.5. The remaining unknown case of C7,m satisfies the following conditions:

(1) m = 3;
(2) κ(F ) = κ(Y ) = q(X) = q(F ) = q̃(Y ) = 0;
(3) In the decomposition pKX′ = pf ′∗(KY ′+B+L)+R in the Fujino-Mori’s canonical

bundle formula, κ(Y ′, KY ′ +B) = ν(Y ′, KY ′ +B) = 0 and n(L) = 3.

If one can prove κ(X ′) ≥ 0 under the above assumptions, then the proof of C7,m is
completed.
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