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EXISTENCE OF MINIMAL MODELS FOR THREEFOLD
GENERALIZED PAIRS IN POSITIVE CHARACTERISTIC

TIANLE YANG, ZELIN YE, AND ZHIYAO ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Let K be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 5. We show the
existence of minimal models for pseudo-effective NQC lc generalized pairs in dimension
three over K. As a consequence, we prove the termination of flips for pseudo-effective
threefold NQC lc generalized pairs over K. This provides a new proof on the termination
of flips for pseudo-effective pairs over K without using the non-vanishing theorems. A
key ingredient of our proof is the ACC for lc thresholds in dimension < 3 and the global
ACC in dimension < 2 for generalized pairs over K.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, we work, without further notice, over an algebraically closed
field K of characteristic p > 5.

Over any algebraically closed field of characteristic 0, [BCHM10] proved the existence
of kIt flips, thereby establishing the existence of the minimal model program over any
algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. Following this groundbreaking work, there
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have been significant developments in minimal model program theory over the past two
decades. In particular, much work has been dedicated to improving or varying the cor-
responding results in [BCHM10]. These improvements and variations usually focus on
three main directions: relaxing the restriction of singularities (e.g., from klt singularities
to lc singularities, cf. [Bir12, HX13, HH20]), considering new structures (e.g., generalized
pairs, cf. [BZ16, HL23], foliations, cf. [CS20, CS21, CHLX23]), and changing the base
field (e.g., positive characteristic, cf. [Birl6, HX14, HNT20, HW22], mixed characteristic,
cf. [BMPSTWW23]).

It is interesting to ask whether these generalizations can be combined with each other,
e.g., by considering multi-directional variations instead of one-directional variations. For
example, [HL.23] considered the minimal model program for generalized pairs with lc
singularities, while [HNT20] considered the minimal model program for lc pairs over fields
of characteristic p > 5. In this paper, we consider the following variation: the minimal
model program for (klt) generalized pairs over an algebraically closed field of positive
characteristic, or, more precisely, of characteristic p > 5.

There has already been some progress on the minimal model program for klt gener-
alized pairs over fields of positive characteristic [BF23, BS23, FW23]. In particular, the
existence of the minimal model program is known in dimension < 3. However, many
fundamental theorems of the minimal model program for generalized pairs over fields of
positive characteristic remain unknown in dimension < 3, particularly the existence of
minimal models.

The goal of this paper is to systematically study the minimal model program for (NQC)
klt generalized pairs in dimension 3 over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p > 5. The first main theorem of our paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1 (Termination of pseudo-effective flips). Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC lc
generalized pair over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 5 such that Kx +
B+My is pseudo-effective/U. Then any sequence of (Kx+ B+Mx)-flips/U terminates.

Note that when M = 0, Theorem 1.1 becomes the termination of flips for pseudo-
effective lc pairs, which was proven in [Xu24] and essentially relies on the non-vanishing
theorem for lc pairs in dimension 3. Theorem 1.1 provides a new proof of the termination
of pseudo-effective flips for lc pairs in dimension < 3 that does not rely on any vanishing
theorems.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 1.2 (Existence of log minimal models). Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC'lc gener-
alized pair over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 5 such that Kx+B+My
is pseudo-effective/U. Then:
(1) (X,B,M)/U has a log minimal model (see Definition 2.8).
(2) If X is Q-factorial klt, then we may run o (Kx + B+ Mx)-MMP/U and obtain
a minimal model of (X, B,M)/U.

Remark 1.3. Follow the ideas in [HNT20], we believe that one could try to prove the
le-MMP with scaling terminates and then get a log minimal model by running an MMP
in the lc case. But we will leave it to the readers.

A key ingredient of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the ACC for lc thresholds for generalized
pairs in dimension < 3.
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Theorem 1.4 (ACC for lc thresholds). Let T' C [0,400) be a DCC set. Then there
exists an ACC set " depending only on T' satisfying the following: Let (X, B,M)/U be
an lc generalized pair of dimension < 3 over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p>5,D >0 an R-divisor on X, and N a nef/U b-divisor on X satisfying the following.
Assume that

(1) the coefficients of B and D belong to T,

(2) M => m;M; and N = > n;N;, where each M;, N; is a nef/U b-Cartier b-divisor

and m;,n; € I', and

(8) D + Nx is R-Cartier.

Then
let(X, B,M; D,N) :=sup{t > 0| (X,B+tD,M +tN) is lc}

belongs to I".

Another key ingredient of our proof is the existence of Shokurov-type polytopes:

Theorem 1.5. Let (X, B =" ,b;B;, M =37 mMy)/U be an lc generalized pair of
dimension < 3 over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 5, where B; are the
irreducible components of B, my, > 0 for each k, and My, is a nef/U b-Cartier b-divisor
for any k. Let vy := (b1, ..., by, my,...,my,) € R™™,

Assume that Kx + B + My is nef/U. Then there exists an open subset Vo > vy of
the rational envelope of vy in R™™"  such that for any (b),...,0,,m\,...,m)) € Vj,

Kx + 300, 0585 + 3y mp My x is nef/U and (X, Y52, Vi By, D p_y my M) s le.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We follow the standard notations and definitions as in [BCHM10, KM98]. We will
freely use the fact that log resolution exists for threefolds of an algebraically closed field
[CP18, CP19, Cut09].

2.1. Sets.

Definition 2.1. Let I" C [0, +00) be a set. We define I'y := ({d_ v | 7 € T}U{0})N[0, 1]
and define D(T') := {Z=12 | m € N*,v € T, }. We say that I satisfies the descending
chain condition (DCC) if any decreasing sequence in I" stabilizes. We say that I" satisfies
the ascending chain condition (ACC) if any non-decreasing sequence in I" stabilizes.

2.2. b-divisors and generalized pairs. We refer the reader to [HL23, Definition 2.4]
for the definition and notation of b-divisors.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a normal quasi-projective variety of dimension < 3. S a
prime divisor on X with normalization S, and D a b-divisor on X which descends on
a birational model of X. We defined the restricted b-divisor D|s on S in the following
way. Let h : X’ — X be a log resolution of (X, S) such that D descends to X’ and let
S :=h;'S. We let D|g := Dx/|g.
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Definition 2.3. A generalized pair (X, B,M)/U consists of a projective morphism X —
U from a normal quasi-projective variety to a quasi-projective variety, an R-divisor B > 0
on X, and a nef/U b-divisor M on X, such that Kx + B + My is R-Cartier. We say
that (X, B,M)/U is NQC if M is NQC/U, i.e. M = > m;M; where each m; > 0 and
each M; is a nef/U b-Cartier b-divisor. If U is not important then we may drop U. If
U = {pt} then we may drop U and say that (X, B, M) is projective.

For any prime divisor F over X and projective birational morphism f : Y — X such
that F is on Y with Ky + By + My = f*(Kx + B + Mx), we define

a(E,X,B,M) :=1—multg By

as the log discrepancy of E with respect to (X, B, M). We say that (X, B, M) is klt (resp.
le) if a(F, X, B,M) > 0 (resp. > 0) for any prime divisor E over X. We say that F is
an nklt place of (X, B,M) if a(E, X, B,M) < 0.

An nklt center of (X, B,M) is the center of an nklt place of (X, B,M) on X. The nklt
locus of (X, B,M), denoted by Nklt(X, B, M), is the union of all nklt centers associated
with a reduced subscheme structure. If (X, B, M) is lc, nklt places (resp. nklt centers)
are also called lc places (resp. lc centers). We say that (X, B,M) is dit if (X, B,M) is Ic,
and for any lc center W of (X, B, M) with generic point 1, M descends to a neighborhood
of W and (X, B) is log smooth near 7.

Lemma 2.4. Let (X, B,M)/U be an lc generalized pair and A an ample/U R-divisor on
X. Assume that there exists a kit generalized pair (X, By, Mg)/U. Then there exists a kit
pair (X, A) such that

ANR,UB‘FMX‘FA-

Proof. Let 0 < € < 1 be a real number such that A" := A+ ¢(B +Mx) — e(By + My x)
is ample/U. Possibly replacing A with A’ and replacing (X, B, M) with (X, (1 —€)B +
€By, (1 — €)M + eMy), we may assume that (X, B, M) is klt.

By [BMPSTWW23, Theorem 2.13] there exists a log resolution g : W — X be a log
resolution of (X, Supp B) such that M descends to X and there exists a g-anti-ample
g-exceptional divisor £ > 0 on W. We write

Let 0 < € < 1 be a real number such that | By + eE| = 0. Then g*A — eFE is ample/U,
so My + g*A — eE is ample/U. Thus there exists Hy € |My + g*A — eE|g such that
(W, Aw := Bw + eE + Hy) is sub-klt. A := g, Ay satisfies our requirements. O

Lemma 2.5. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial lc generalized pair such that X is klt, and
let (X, B,M) --» (X', B', M) be a sequence of steps of a (Kx + B+Mx)-MMP/U. Then
X" is Q-factorial klt. Moreover, if (X, B,M)/U is dlt, then (X', B', M) /U is Q-factorial
dlt.

Proof. We may assume that ¢ : X --» X’ is a single step of a (Kx + B + My )-MMP/U.

First we show that X’ is Q-factorial klt. Then X --+ X' is a step of a (Kx + B +
Mx + A)-MMP/U for some ample/U R-divisor A. By Lemma 2.4, there exists a klt pair
(X, A) such that A ~py B4+Mx + A, so X --» X' is a step of a (Kx +A)-MMP/U. If
X --» X’ is a divisorial contraction then the Q-factoriality follows from [Bir16, Lemma
7.2]. If X --» X' is a flip with flipping contraction X — T and flipped contraction
X" — T, then X’ is the log minimal model of (X, A) over T" ([Birl6, Page 196, Line -2]),
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so X' is Q-factorial. Moreover, let A" be the image of A on X', then (X', A’) is klt. Thus
X' is Q-factorial klt.

Next we show that (X', B', M) is dlt. Let W’ be an lc place of (X', B, M) with generic
point 7 and let E be a nklt place of (X', B', M) such that centery, £ = W’. Then

0=a(E,X',B',M) > a(E,X,B,M) >0,

hence a(E, X, B,M) = 0 and a(E, X', B',M) = a(E, X, B,M). Thus ¢! is an isomor-
phism near n’. Let W := centery E and let 1 be the generic point of W. Then W is an lc
center of (X, B,M), so (X, B) is log smooth near n and M descends over a neighborhood
of 1. Since ¢! is an isomorphism near 7/, (X', B’) is log smooth near ' and M descends
over a neighborhood of 7. Therefore, (X', B, M) is dlt. O

Lemma 2.6. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial dit generalized pair and S an irreducible
component of | B|. Then S is normal.

Proof. By definition, (X, B) is Q-factorial dlt, so the lemma follows from [Bir16, Lemma
5.2] O

Definition 2.7. Let (X, B,M)/U be a generalized pair. Let D > 0 be an R-divisor and
N a nef/U b-divisor such that D + Nx is R-Cartier. We define

let(X, B,M; D,N) :=sup{t >0 | (X,B+tD,M+tN) is lc}
to be the lc threshold of (D, N) with respect to (X, B, M).
2.3. Models of generalized pair.

Definition 2.8. Let (X, B,M)/U and (X', B',M)/U be two lc generalized pairs associ-
ated with a birational map/U ¢ : X --» X'. We say that (X', B, M) /U is a log birational
model of (X, B,M) if B’ = ¢, B + Exc(¢™!).

Assume that (X', B', M) /U is a log birational model of (X, B,M) and Kx:+ B+ Mjx
is nef/U. We say that (X', B',M)/U is a weak lc model (resp. minimal model) of
(X, B,M)/U in the sense of Birkar-Shokurov, or a bs-weak lc model (resp. bs-minimal
model) of (X,B,M)/U, if a(E,X,B,M) < a(E, X', B'M) (resp. a(E,X,B,M) <
a(E, X', B',M)) for any prime divisor £ on X that is exceptional/X’. In addition, if
X --» X’ does not extract any divisor, then we say that (X', B, M)/U is a weak lc model
(resp. minimal model) of (X, B,M)/U.

We say that (X', B, M) /U is a log minimal model of (X, B,M)/U if (X', B', M)/U is
a bs-minimal model of (X, B,M)/U and (X', B', M)/U is Q-factorial dlt.

3. ADJUNCTION FORMULA FOR GENERALIZED PAIRS

Lemma 3.1. Let (X,B,M)/U be an lc generalized pair of dimension < 3, S an irre-
ducible component of | B, and S the normalization of S. Assume that B = S—FZTzl b; B,
and M = > rMy, where B; are the irreducible components of B, and each My,
is a nef/U b-Cartier b-divisor. Let MY := Myl|s for each i and let M° = M]|s.
Then there exist prime diwvisors Ty,...,T;,Cy,...,C, on S, positive integers wy, ..., Wy,

Il Bl R St x>

numbers U,,... b 7, ...,7, we have the following. Let B' == S + .7 V.B; and

'y Ymo y'no j:l]]

M’ =57 riMy. Assume that Kx + B’ + MY is R-Cartier. Then:
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(1)
Ks+ By + M% = (Kx + B +MY)|s,
where M'® .= M’|5, and
— 137" dib 4> ek
BE—ZT"_Z Z JY5 Zkfl ; kCZ-.

w;

In particular, zf b;» and 1}, belong to a DCC set, then the coefficients of By belong
to a DCC set.
(2) If (X, B',M') is lc, then (S, B, M'®) is lc.

Proof. By [FW23, Remark 2.5] we have (2), so we only need to prove (1). We only need
to determine the coefficient of V' in By for any irreducible component V' of Bg. Fix such
a component V' and let W be its image in X. Determining multy By is a local problem
near the generic point of W, so by replacing X with SpecOx 1, we may assume that X
is a normal excellent scheme of dimension 2, dim S = 1, and V is a closed point.

Since (X, B, M) is lc, (X, S) is numerically lc (cf. [KM98, Notation 4.1]). If (X, S) is
not numerically plt near V, then B = S near V and M descends to X near a neighborhood
of V, and multy Bg = 1. Thus multy Bg = 1 and we are done. Therefore, we may assume
that (X, 5) is numerically plt near V', hence X is numerically klt near the generic point
of V. Thus X is Q-factorial klt near V. Possibly shrinking X to a neighborhood of V,
we may assume that X is Q-factorial.

By [Koll3, 3.35], there exists a positive integer w = wy, such that for any Weil divisor

D on X, wD is Cartier near V. We have Bj|g := %V near a neighborhood of V' for some
non-negative integers d;.

Let f: X' — X be a log resolution of (X, B) such that M}, descends to X’ for each i.
By the negativity lemma,

My x =My x + Ej

for some Q-divisors Ej, > 0. Since My, x+ is Cartier and wMj, x is Cartier near V, wEj
is Cartier over a neighborhood of V. Let S’ := f;lg and let fg:S" — S be the induced
birational morphism, then

M x|s = (fe(Myx + E))ls = (f$)«(MR ¢ + Eilsr) = My g + (f5)+ Els,
Let eg := wmulty ((fs)«Fx|s), then e, € N. By [Birl6, Proposition 4.2],

—1
Ks+ wTv — (Kx +9)|s
near V. Thus

multy B Zb/—] + Z'r’;%

(1) follows. O

Lemma 3.2. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial dit generalized pair of dimension < 3
and let S be a component of | B|. Let (S, Bs, M®)/U be the generalized pair induced by
adjunction
Kg+ Bs + M5 = (Kx + B + My)|s.
Then:
(1) (S, Bg,M¥) is dlt.
(2) For any lc center V. .C S of (X, B,M), V is an lc center of (S, Bs, M?).
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Proof. By Lemma 2.6, S is normal. Let h : X’ — X be a log resolution of (X, B) such
that M descends to X', Kx: + B’ + My := h*(Kx + B+ My), and S’ := h!S. Let

KS/ + BS/ + Mg/ = (KX/ + B, + MX’)|S’
where Bg := (B'—5')|s, and let hg : 8" — S’ be the induced birational morphism. Then
Kg + By + M, = hi(Ks + Bs + M3).

For any lc place Eg of (S, Bs, M?), centergs Eg is a stratum of Bg!, hence a stratum
of B=!. Let F be an lc place of (X, B,M) such that centeryx: E = centerg Es. Since
(X, B,M) is dlt, (X, B) is log smooth near the generic point of centerx E and M descends
over a neighborhood of the generic point of centerx E. Thus (S, Bg) is log smooth near
the generic point of centery E = centerg Fg and M?® descends over e neighorhood of the
generic point of centerg Eg. Therefore, (S, Bg, M?) is dlt.

For any lc center V of (X, B, M), possibly shrinking X to a neighborhood of V| we
have that (X, B) is log smooth, V' is a stratum of |B], and M descends to X. Thus
(S, Bs) is log smooth, V is a stratum of | Bg| V, and M® to S. In particular, V is an lc
center of (S, Bg, M¥). O

3.1. Special termination.

Proposition 3.3. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC' dlt generalized pair of dimen-
sion 3. Then for any sequence of (Kx + B + Mx)-flips/U, after finitely many flips, the
flipping locus does not intersect the strict transform of Supp|B].

Proof. The proof almost follows from the same lines of the proof of [FW23, Proposition
2.16] which proves the case when B is a Q-divisor and M is a Q-b-divisor. For the reader’s
convenience, we provide a full proof here.

Step 1. We step up the MMP and deal with dimension 0 lc centers in this step. Let

(X,B,M) = (Xo,Bo,M) -=> <X17Bl,M) -= (XQ,BQ,M) it S (X“BZ,M) - ...

be an infinite sequence of (Kx + B + My )-flips/U. By Lemma 2.5, (X;, B;, M) is Q-
factorial dlt for any 7. Possibly truncating the MMP, we may assume that no lc center
is contracted by this MMP. In particular, the MMP is an isomorphism near the generic
point of any lc center, and in particular, is an isomorphism near any dimension 0 lc center.

Step 2. We deal with dimension 1 lc centers in this step. Let C be a lc center of (X, B, M)
such that dimC' = 1. Since (X, B,M) is dlt, there are two irreducible components S, T
of | B] such that C' is a component of SNT. For each i, let S;, T; be the strict transforms
of S, T on X;, and let C; be the image of C' on X;. By Lemma 2.6, S;, T; are normal. Let
(Si, Bs,, M®) /U be the generalized pair induced by adjunction

Since the MMP is an isomorphism near the generic point of S; of each ¢, the b-divisor
M does not depend on i and we may denote it by M?.

By Lemma 3.2, (S;, Bs,, M®) /U is dlt and C; is an lc center of (S;, Bs,, M¥). Since S; is
a surface, (S;, Bg,) is numerically dlt, hence S; is numerically klt. Thus S; is Q-factorial,
so (S;, Bs,, M®) /U is Q-factorial dlt. By Lemma 2.6, C; is normal. Let (C;, Bg,, M%) /U
be the generalized pair induced by adjunction

KC¢ + BCi + Mgﬁ = (KS'L =+ BSi + Mgz)

C;-
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Since the MMP is an isomorphism near the generic point of C; of each ¢, the b-divisor
MY does not depend on i and we may denote it by M. Since C; are curves, C; = C for
any %, hence MCZ, = Mgﬁ,+1 for any 1.
Since a(D, X;, B;, M) < a(D, X;11, Bi+1, M) for each i and any prime divisor D over
X, by adjunction,
Be, = Be

for each i. Here we identify B¢, and Bc,,, as R-divisors on C'. By Lemma 3.1, there
exists a DCC set I' depending only on By and M such that the coefficients of B¢, and
Bg, ., belong to I'. Therefore, by truncating the MMP, we have B¢, = B, , for any i.
Therefore,

i+1

i+1

Ke, + Be, + M¢. = Ke,,, + Be

i4+1

+ M¢

i+1
for any ¢. Thus the MMP is an isomorphism near C'.
Step 3. We deal with dimension 2 lc centers in this step and conclude the proof.

Let S be an irreducible component of | B|. For each i, let X; — T; + X;.1 be each
step of the MMP and let E;, F; be the exceptional locus of X; — T}, X;11 — T;.

Suppose that S; contains a component of F;_; and let D; be such a component. Since
Bs, > 0, a(D;, S, Bs,, M®) < a(D;, S;, Bs,, M®) < 1. If there exists an lc center of
(So, Bs,, M?¥) which contains centerg, D;, then there exists a component Ty of | By] such
that D; is contained in SyN7y. This contradicts Step 2. Thus centerg, D; is not contained
in Nklt(Sy, Bs,, M?). Since S is a surface, there are finitely may prime divisors over S
whose centers on Sy are not contained in Nklt(Sp, Bg,, M®) and with log discrepancies
< 1 with respect to Nklt(Sy, Bs,, M®). Thus, by identify D; with its image on X; for any
J, there are only finitely different many choices of D;. Since the coefficient of D; in Bg,
belongs to a DCC set, possibly truncating the MMP, we may assume for any D; and any
J, the coefficient of D; in Bg; is a constant. Therefore, possibly truncating the MMP, we
may assume that the S; does not contain any component of F; ;.

Finally, suppose that S; intersects F; in finitely many points. Then S; is anti-ample/T;_;
and then S;_; is ample/T;_;. Therefore, at least one component of E; ; is contained in
S;_1, hence the induced morphism S;_; — S; contracts at least a curve, so p(.S;) < p(S;i—1).
This can only happen only finitely many times. Thus possibly truncating the MMP, S;
does not intersect F; in finitely many points.

In summary, S; does not intersect F;, so the MMP is an isomorphism near S; and we
are done. ([l

3.2. Existence of dlt modification.

Lemma 3.4. Let (X,B,M) be an NQC lc generalized pair of dimension < 3. Let
Si, ..., S, be prime divisors that are exceptional/ X such that a(S;, X, B,M) < 1 for each
1. Then there exists a projective birational morphism f 1Y — X satisfying the following:

(1) Si,...,S, are divisors on Y,

(2) for any f-exceptional prime divisor E, either E = S; for some i or a(E;, X, B,M) =
0.

(3) (Y, By ,M) is Q-factorial dlt, where Ky + By + My = f*(Kx + B + Mx).

Proof. Tt essentially follows from the same lines of the proof of [BF23, Proposition 2.9]
which proves the case when B is a Q-divisor and M is a Q-b-divisor. For the reader’s
convenience, we provide a full proof here.
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Let g : W — X be a log resolution such that M descends to W, and let Ey, ..., E, be all
g-exceptional prime divisors, where E; = S; for any 1 < i < r. Let a; := a(E;, X, B,M)
for any ¢ and let

KW +BW +MW = g*(KX +B+Mx) +ZG’JEJ
J>r
Then (W, Bw, M) is dIt and KW + BW + MW ~R,X Zj>n ajEj.

We run a (Kw + Bw + My )-MMP/X. By special termination (Proposition 3.3), this
MMP terminates near the image of |By | = U, E;. Since the (Kw + Bw + My )-
MMP/X is also a (>_,., a;F;)-MMP/X, this MMP terminates with a minimal model
(Y, By, M) /X of (W, By, M)/ X, and any divisor contracted by this MMP is E; for some
¢ > n such that a; > 0. On the other hand, let E;y be the image of E; on Y for each i,
then >, a;E;y is nef/X, so by the negativity lemma, >, a;FE;y = 0, hence

>n
Ky + By + My = f*(Kx + B + My),

and for any ¢ > n such that a; > 0, E; is contracted by this MMP. Therefore, the divisors
extracted by the induced birational morphism f : Y — X are exactly Fy, ..., E, and the
E; such that ¢ > r and a; = 0. Since (W, By, M) is Q-factorial dlt, so is (Y, By, M). The
lemma follows. U

Definition-Lemma 3.5. Let (X, B,M) be an lc generalized pair. A Q-factorial dlt
modification of (X, B,M) is a birational morphism f :Y — X such that

(1) For any f-exceptional prime divisor F, a(E, X, B,M) = 0.
(2) (Y, By,M) is Q-factorial dlt, where Ky + By + My := f*(Kx + B+ My).

We say that (Y, By, M) is a dlt model of (X, B, M). By Lemma 3.4, for NQC lc generalized
pairs of dimension < 3, dlt models exist.

Lemma 3.6. Let (X, B,M) be an NQC' lc generalized pair of dimension <3, D >0 an
R-divisor on X, and N a nef/ X b-divisor on X such that D + Nx is R-Cartier. Assume
that

(i) (X,B+ D,M+ N) is lc,
1) (X, B+ (14+¢€)D, M+ (1+ €)N) s not lc for any € > 0, and
(i) ( y
(iii) for any prime divisor P on X such that multp(B + D) = 1, multp D = 0.

Then for any real number t € (0,1), there are two projective birational morphisms h :
X' — X, g:Y — X' satisfying the following.
(1) h is a Q-factorial dit modification of (X, B+ tD, M + tIN).
(2) Any h-exceptional prime divisor P is an lc place of (X, B,M). In particular,
multp(D 4+ Nx) =0 and a(P, X, B+ sD,M + sN) = 0 for any real number s.
(3) g extracts a unique prime divisor E. In particular, —E is ample/ X’ .
(4) a(E,X,B+D,M+N) =0 and o(FE, X, B,M) > 0.
(5) Let F' be the reduced (h o g)-exceptional divisor and By, Dy the strict transforms
of B,D on'Y respectively. Then (Y, By +tDy + F,M + tN) is Q-factorial dlt.

Proof. By condition (ii), there exists a prime divisor Py over X such that a(Py, B+D, M+
N)=0and a(FPy,B+ (1+¢€)D,M+ (14 ¢)N) < 0 for any € > 0. By condition (iii), Fp is
exceptional /X . By Lemma 3.4, there exists a Q-factorial dlt modification f: W — X of
(X, B+ D,M+ N) such that Py is on W. Let By, Dy be the strict transforms of B and
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D on W respectively, Fi, ..., F, be the prime f-exceptional divisors, and Fyy =Y . | F;
the reduced f-exceptional divisor. Let a; := a(F;, X, B +tD,M + tN). Then

Kw + Bw + Dw + Fw + My + Ny = f"(Kx + B+ D + My + Ny).
Moreover, (W, By + tDw + Fy, M 4 tN) is dlt, and we have

Kw + Bw +tDw + Fw + My + tNw ~gr x Z%‘Fi-

i=1
We run a (Kw + Bw + tDw + Fw + My + tNy)-MMP/X. By special termination
(Proposition 3.3), this MMP terminates near the images of Fy,. Since this MMP is also a
(-, a;F;)-MMP/ X, this MMP terminates with a minimal model (X', B'+tD’+ F', M+
tN) /X of (W, By +tDyw+Fy, M+tN) /X, where B’, D', F" are the images of By, Dy, Fyy
on X' respectively. Let F;y be the image of F; on W for each 4, then ) a;F; w is nef/X.
By the negativity lemma, F; is contracted by the MMP if a; > 0. Moreover, since the
MMP is a (1, a;F;)-MMP, the MMP only contracts divisors that are contained in Fyy.
Therefore, the divisors contracted by this MMP are exactly the F; such that a; > 0. In
particular, (X', B'+tD’'+ F',M + tN) is a dlt model of (X, B+tD, M + tN), and P, is
contracted by this MMP. We let h : X’ — X be the induced morphism. Then (1) holds.
Since the induced birational map W --+ X’ contracts at least one divisor, W --» X’
is not the identity morphism. We let g : Y --+ X’ be the last step of this MMP. Since X’

is Q-factorial and
Kx'+ B +tD'"+ F' + My + tNx ~g x 0,

g is a divisorial contraction of a divisor E.

We show that ¢ and h satisfy our requirement. We have already shown (1), and (5)
follows from our construction. (3) follows from our construction and the negativity lemma.
For any h-exceptional prime divisor P, we have

a(P,X,B+tD,M+tN)=0=a(P,X,B+D,M+N)

as P is also extracted by f. This implies (2). Finally, since F is extracted by f, a(E, X, B+
D, M + N) = 0. Let By, Dy, Fy be the images of By, Dy, Fyy on Y respectively. Since
gis a (Ky + By +tDy + Fy + My + tNy )-negative contraction, by (2), we have

a(E, X, B+tD, M+tN) = a(E, X', B'+tD'+F', M+tN) > a(E,Y, By +tDy+Fy, M+tN) > 0.

This implies (4) and we are done. O

4. ACC FOR LC THRESHOLDS

Notation 4.1. Let I' C R be a set. Let X — U be a projective morphism from a normal
quasi-projective variety to a quasi-projective variety. For any R-divisor D on X, we write
D e T if the coefficients of D belong to I'. For any NQC/U b-divisor M on X, we write
M € Nef(U,T') if M = Y m;M,;, where each M; is a nef/U b-Cartier b-divisor and each
m; € T. If, in addition, M; #y 0 for any i, then we may write M € Nef(U,T). If
U = {pt} then we may drop U and use Nef(T') and Nef’(I") respectively.

Conjecture 4.2. Let d be a positive integer and I' C [0,4+00) a DCC set. Then
{let(X, B,M; D,N) | dim X =d,B,D € I', M,N € Nef(X,I')}
satisfies the ACC.
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Conjecture 4.3. Let d be a positive integer and T' C [0,4+00) a DCC set. Then there
exists a finite set 'y C I' depending only on d and U satisfying the following. Assume that
(1) (X, B,M) is a projective lc generalized pair of dimension d,
(2) BeT and M € Nef’(I), and
(8) Kx + B+ My =0.
Then B € Ty and M € Nef(Ty).

4.1. ACC for lc thresholds on surfaces.
Lemma 4.4. Conjecture 4.2 holds when d = 2.

Proof. We may assume that 1 € I'. Assume the lemma does not hold, then there exists
a sequence (X;, B;, M;; D;,N;) such that dim X; = 2, B;,D; € I', M,N € Nef(X,I'),
and t; := let(X;, B;, My; D;, N;) is strictly increasing. In particular, we may assume that
t; > 0 for each 1.
Suppose that for infinitely many 4, there exist an lc place E; of (X;, A; := B;+t;D;, P; :=
M; + t;N;) on X; such that
for any € > 0. Then FE; is a component of B;+t;D;, multg, D; > 0, and multg, (B;+t;D;) =
1, which is not possible as I satisfies the DCC and t; is strictly increasing. Thus possibly
passing to a subsequence, we may assume that no such E; exists.
By Lemma 3.6, there are two projective birational morphisms h; : X! — X; and
gi » Y; — X], such that
e h; is a Q-factorial dlt modification of (X;, A;, P;),
e any h;-exceptional prime divisor P; is an lc place of (X;, B;, M;),
e g; extracts a unique prime divisor E; such that —F; is ample/ X/,
° a<Ei7 XZ', B; + tle, M, + thz> =0 and CL(Ei, Xi7 BZ', Ml) > 0, and
e (Y;, By,,M) is Q-factorial dlt, where By, is the strict transform of B; on Y; plus
the reduced (h; o g;)-exceptional divisor. By Lemma 2.6, F; is normal.
Let D, Dy, be the strict transforms of D; on X/, Y; respectively, and let B! be the strict
transform of B; on X/ plus the reduced h;-exceptional divisor. By our construction,

and Dy, + Nyy, = g7(D; + Ny x) + b;Ej; for some b; > 0. Therefore, (Dy, + N;y,)

ample.
Let x; := centerx, Fj; and let

Kg + Be,(t) + Mi(t)g, -= (Ky, + By, + Dy, + My, +tNiy))|g,

for any real number ¢. Then

E; is

Kpg, + Bg,(t;) + M;(t;))g, =0
and
K, + Bg,(0) + M;(0),
is anti-ample. Since Bg,(0) + M;(0)g, is pseudo-effective, E; = PL. Therefore,
2 = deg(Bg, (t:) + Mi(t)g,)-
By Lemma 3.1, the coefficients of B, (t;) belong to a DCC set. Thus possibly passing to
a subsequence, the coefficients of B, (t;) belong to a finite set, and N;y;|r, = 0. Thus
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Dy, |g, # 0. Since t; is strictly increasing, by Lemma 3.1 again, the coefficients of Bg,(t;)
belong to a finite set, a contradiction. O

4.2. Global ACC for surface.
Lemma 4.5. Conjecture 4.3 holds when d = 2.

Proof. We may assume that 1 € I'. Suppose that the conjecture does not hold, then there
exists a sequence (X;, B; := > b;;B;;,M; := > m;;M, ;) as in the assumptions, such
that b; ;,m; ; € T', either b;; is strictly increasing or m;; is strictly increasing, B;; are
distinct prime divisors for any fixed ¢, and M; ; # O for any ¢, j. By Definition-Lemma 3.5,
possibly replacing (X, B;, M;) with a dlt model, we may assume that X; is Q-factorial
klt.

Step 1. We prove the theorem when there exists a contraction X; — Z; such that Z; is
a curve, B;; is horizontal/Z; if b;; is strictly increasing, and M, ; x, is ample/Z; if b; ; is
not strictly increasing.

Let F; be a general fiber of X; — Z;. Then

0= (Kx, + Bi+M;x,) - I; = deg KF, + Zbi,j(Bz‘,j - F) + Zmi,j(Mi,Xi - Fi),

and B, ; - F;, M, x;- F; € N. So there exists a finite set I'g C I depending only on I', such
that b, ; € I'g when B, ;- F; > 0, and m; ; € I'g when M, x;- F; > 0. By our assumption, if
b;1 is strictly increasing, then B;; is horizontal/Z;, so B;; - F; > 0, a contradiction; and
if b; 1 is not strictly increasing, then m;; is strictly increasing and M, ; x, is ample/Z;, so
M, x, - F; = D; - F; > 0, a contradiction.

Step 2. We prove the theorem when (X, B;, M;) is not klt for infinitely many 4, and
reduce to the case when (X;, B;, M;) is Q-factorial klt and p(X;) = 1 for any 1.

Since M;; # 0, M, ; x, # 0 for any ¢,5. Let D; := B, if b;; is strictly increasing
and let D; := M, x, if b;; is not strictly increasing. Then Kx, + B; + M, — €D, is not
pseudo-effective, so we may run a (Kx, + B; + M; —eD,)-MMP for some 0 < € < 1, which
terminates with a Mori fiber space X — Z; as X; is a surface. Let Bj, B; ; and D; be the
images of B;, B; ; and D; on X/ for any i, j, then (X!, B/, M;) is Q-factorial lc, X/ is klt,
and Ky + B+ M, x; = 0. By Step 1, possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume
that Z; is a point of each 7. Thus p(X;) = 1 for each i. Moreover, (X}, B] — €B;,, M;)
is Q-factorial dlt if b, ; is strictly increasing, and (X|, B/, M; — eM, ;) is Q-factorial dlt if
b; 1 is not strictly increasing.

Assume that | B;| # 0 for any . Let S; be an irreducible component of | B ], then S; is
normal as (X;, B; —eB; |, M;) or (X], Bj, M; — eM; ) are Q-factorial dlt. If b;; is strictly
increasing, then since p(X;) = 1, B, - S; > 0, and we get a contradiction to Lemma
3.1 by considering adjunction to S;. If b;; is not strictly increasing, then m;; is strictly
increasing. Since since p(X;) = 1 and M;; # 0, M; 1 x; is ample, so M;; x; - S; > 0,
and we get a contradiction to Lemma 3.1 again by considering adjunction to S;. Thus
possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that | B;| = 0 for any .

Assume that (X, Bl, M,) is not klt for any i. Let E; be an lc place of (X, B/, M;), then
E; is exceptional / X;. Let f; : X, — X, be the extraction of E;, and B;, Bi,j the strict
transforms of B, BZfJ. on X;. Let D; := Bi,l if b; 1 is strictly increasing and let D, = M, , x,
if b;1 is not strictly increasing. Since | B;| # 0, (X, B —eB; ;, M;) or (X}, B;, M; —eM; ;)

is Q-factorial dlt, we have that (Xj, B; — eB; ;, M;) or (X}, B, M; — €M, ;) is Q-factorial
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klt. Therefore, D;|g, #Z 0. We get a contradiction to Lemma 3.1 again by considering
adjunction to F;.

Therefore, possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that (X!, B;, M) is kit for
any i. Possibly replacing (X;, B;, M;) with (X}, B, M;), we may assume that (X;, B;, M;)
is Q-factorial kIt and p(X;) = 1 for any 1.

Step 3. Let a; := mld(X;) be the minimal log discrepancy of X;. In this step we prove
the case when lim;_, o a; # 0.

Suppose that either lim; , ., a; # 0. Possibly passing to a subsequence we may assume
that a := lim;_, |, a; is well-defined and a > 0. By [Ale94, 0.4(1)] implies that X; belongs
to a bounded family. In particular, there exists a positive integer N, and very ample
divisors A; on X;, such that —Ky, - A; < N for any ¢. Possibly passing to a subsequence
we may assume that M := — K, - A; is a constant positive integer. Therefore,

M = big(Big - A) + D mi(Mijx, - Ay).

Since B; ; - A; and M,  x, - A; are positive integers, b; ; and m; ; belong to a finite set. A
contradiction.

Step 4. In this step we prove the case when there are two prime divisors F;, C; on X,
such that lim; ,, . multg, B; = lim; o multe, B; = 1.

We let e; := multg, B;, ¢; := multe, B;, and B; := B; — ;E; — ¢;C;. Since p(X;) =1,
E; = 1;C; for some p; > 0. Possibly passing to a subsequence and switching F;, C;, we
may assume that p; < 1 for each i. We let

By Lemma 4.4, possibly passing to a subsequence, we have that the coefficients of B;
belong to a DCC set, (X;, B/, M,) is lc but not klt, X; is Q-factorial klt, and Ky, + B/ +
M, x, = 0. This Contradicts Step 2.

Step 5. Let E; be a prime divisor over X; such that a(E;, X;, B;, M;) = mld(X;, B;, M,).
In this step we reduce to the case when E; is on X;. Since a(E;, X;, B;, M;) < mld(Xj;),
so possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that e; is strictly decreasing, e; < 1

for each 4, and lim;_, . ¢; = 0. By Lemma 3.4, there exists an extraction f; : X; — X; of
Ei~ Let

where e; := 1 —a(FE;, X;, B;, M;), and let 0 < €} < ¢; be a real number such lim;_, o (e; —
ei) = 0. Since
Kx,+ Bi+eE; + M, 5, =0,

Ky, + Bi+ e B+ M, x, is not pseudo-effective, so we may run a (K, + B+ el E; +M, x,)-
MMP. Let h; : X; — X! be the first step of this MMP. Note that since X 1s a surface, h;
is either a Mori fiber space or a divisorial contraction. Since F; is ample/ X!, by Step 1,
h; is not a Mori fiber space. Thus h; is a divisorial contraction of a prime divisor F;. We
have that p(X!) = 1. Let B, E/ be the image of B;, E; on X/ for each i.

By Step 3, possibly passing to a subsequence, there exists a prime divisor C; over
X! such that a(C;, X}) is strictly decreasing and lim;_, o a(C;, X]) = 0. In particu-
lar possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that C; is exceptional/X! and
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a(Cy, X!, Bl + ¢;El, M) is strictly decreasing. Let ¢; := 1 — a(Cy, X!, B, + ¢;E}, M;) and
let g; : X — X! be the extraction of C;. We have

Ky, +B-+eE<+cZC-+Mw :gi(KX/+B’+eE’+MZX,)

where Bz, E; are the strict transforms of B!, E! on X

We run a (—C;)-MMP and let ¢; : X; — X! be the first step of this MMP. Note that
since )/(\'Z is a surface, ¢; is either a MOI‘I fiber space or a divisorial contraction. Since C;
is ample / !, by Step 1, ¢; i is not a Mori fiber space, so it is a divisorial contraction. Let
é' E/ C! be the i images of BZ, E;, C; on X' respectively.

In particular, ,o(X) = 1. By Step 4, E; is contracted by ¢;. Then ()?Z', B!+ ¢;CI,M;)

is Q-factorial klt and R
Kg + B+ ¢Ci + M, x; = 0.
By Lemma 4.4, possibly passing to a subsequence, ()/(\'Z’ , EZ’ + CI,M;) is le. Thus
Kg + Bi+€/Ei+ Ci+ M, g = ¢](Kg, + B/ + C] + M x)
for some e < 1. Therefore,
(Kg, +Bi+ E;+Ci+ M, ¢) - E; <0.
By Lemma 4.4 again, possibly passing to a subsequence, (X!, B, + E!,M,) is lc for any i.
Thus P -
Kg + Bi+ Ei+cCi+M, . = gi(Kg + B+ El + M, 5/)
for some ¢, < 1. Therefore,
(Kg, +Bi+Ei+C;+ M, 5) - C; <0.
Since p()?l) =2 and C}, E; are negative extremal rays in NE(X;),
~(Kg, + Bi+ B+ Ci + M, )
is nef. Thus L
(1 =)0 = (0)-(=(Kg, + Bi+ Ei + Ci+ M, 3 )
is pseudo-effective. This is not possible. O

4.3. ACC on threefolds.
Proposition 4.6. Conjecture 4.2 holds when d = 3.

Proof. We may assume that 1 € I'. Assume the lemma does not hold, then there exists
a sequence (X;, B;, M;; D;,N;) such that dim X; = 3, B;,D; € I', M|N € Nef(X,T),
and t; := lct(X;, By, My; D;, N;) is strictly increasing. In particular, we may assume that
t; > 0 for each 1.

Suppose that for infinitely many ¢, there exist an lc place E; of (X;, A; := B;+t;D;, P; :=
M, + t;N;) on X; such that

a(Ei, Xy, B + (ti + €) Dy, M + (t; + €)N;) <0

for any € > 0. Then FE; is a component of B;+t;D;, multg, D; > 0, and multg, (B;+t;D;) =
1, which is not possible as I satisfies the DCC and ¢; is strictly increasing. Thus possibly
passing to a subsequence, we may assume that no such E; exists.

By Lemma 3.6, there are two projective birational morphisms h; : X! — X, and
gi » Y; — X], such that
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e h; is a Q-factorial dlt modification of (X;, A;, P;),

e any h;-exceptional prime divisor P; is an lc place of (X;, B;, M;),

e g; extracts a unique prime divisor E; such that —F; is ample/ X/,

° a<Ei7 XZ', B; + tle, M, + thl> =0 and a(Ei, Xi7 BZ', MZ) > 0, and

e (Y;, By,,M) is Q-factorial dlt, where By, is the strict transform of B; on Y; plus
the reduced (h; o g;)-exceptional divisor. By Lemma 2.6, E; is normal.

Let D, Dy, be the strict transforms of D; on X/, Y; respectively, and let B! be the strict
transform of B; on X/ plus the reduced h;-exceptional divisor. By our construction,

and Dy, + Ny, = g7 (D} + Nz‘,xg) + b, E; for some b; > 0. Therefore, (Dy, + N;y;)
ample.
Let x; := centerx, E;, F; a general fiber of E; — 17,

Kg, + Bg,(t) + Mi(t)g, := (Ky, + By, + tDy, + My, + tN, y.) |,
for any real number ¢, and
Kp, + Br,(t) + M (1)r, = (K, + Bp,(t) + Mi(t)5,)
for any real number ¢, where M*i(¢) := M;(t)|r,. Then
Kg, + B, (t) + MY (t)p, =

E; is

F;

and

is anti-ample. Since dim F; < 2, by Lemma 4.5, Bg,(t;) € Ty and M;(t;) € Nef’(I'y) for
some finite set Iy depending only on I'. By Lemma 3.1(1), Kp, + Bp,(t) + M (t)r, = 0
for any i, which is not possible as Kx, + Br,(0) + M (0)f, is anti-ample. O

Remark 4.7. We essentially get the above results by computing the intersection number
of F; with the divisor, which works in the surface case, not by applying the adjunction
formula. It’s worth investigating deeply on the adjunctions for general fibers of a fibration
(or a Mori fiber space) in char p. We believe that one can get more general results following
the ideas in [PW22].

5. EXISTENCE OF SHOKUROV-TYPE POLYTOPE

Proposition 5.1. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial lc generalized pair of dimension < 3
such that X is klt. Then any (Kx + B + Mx)-negative extremal ray R/U is spanned by
a rational curve C such that

0<—(Kx+B+My)- -C<6.

Proof. Let R be a (Kx + B+Mx )-negative extremal ray/U. Then Risa (Kx+B+Mx +
A)-negative extremal ray for some ample/U R-divisor A. By Lemma 2.4, Ris a (Kx+A)-
negative extremal ray /U for some klt pair (X, A) such that Kx+A ~py Kx+B+Mx+A.
The proposition follows from [HNT20, Theorem 1.3(4)]. d
Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let B(v) := Y_i", v;B; and M(v) := 7" ;M for any v :=
(U1, .+, Umin) € R™ By the existence of log resolutions, there exists an open subset
U1 3 vy in the rational polytope of vy, such that for any v € Uy, (X, B(v), M(v)) is lc.
We let ¢ := dim U; and let vy, ..., v.41 be vectors in U; N Q™ such that vy is contained
in the convex hull U; spanned by wvyq,...,v.;;. Then there exist positive real numbers
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ai,...,0.4+1 such that Zfﬂl a;v; = vy and ) +1 a; = 1. We let I be a positive integer
such that I(Kx + B(v;) + M(v;)x) is Cartier for each i. Let ap := minj<;<.1{a;}.
Consider the set

D= {3 i |3 € [-61,+00) N Z} 1 (0, +00).
We have 7o := inf{y € I'} > 0. We let U be the interior of the set

’UEUQ}.

We show that U satisfies our requirement. By our construction, (X, B(v), M(v)) is lc
for any v € U, so we only need to show that Kx + > " v;B; + Ezmt:H v;M; x is nef/Z
for any v = (vy,...,Upn4n) € U. We let R be an extremal ray in NE(X/U). There are

three cases.

Case 1. (Kx + B+ Mcx) - R = 0. In this case, by [HLS19, Lemma 5.3], (Kx + B(v) +
M(v)x) - R =0 for any v € Uy, so (Kx + B(v) + M(v)x) - R =0 for any v € U.

Case 2. (Kx+B(v;)+M(v;)x)-R > 0 for any 7. In this case, (Kx+B(v)+M(v)x)-R >0
for any v € Uy, so so (Kx + B(v) + M(v)x)- R > 0 for any v € U.

Case 3. (Kx+B+Mx)-R > 0and (Kx+B(v;)+M(v;))-R < 0 for some j. In this case,
by Proposition 5.1, R is spanned by a curve C' such that (Kx + B(v;)+M(v;)x)-C > —6
for any . Thus

1
61vg + Yov
{6]+70< 0T 7 )

I(KX + B(’UZ) + M('Uz)X) -C e [—6], +OO) N Z,
SO
I(Kx +B+My) -Cel.
Then for any v € U, there exists v' € U, such that (61 4 vo)v = 6/vy + Yv'. We have
I(Kx + B() + M(v)x) - C
__ T
61 + v
Yo 6/
- (=6I) +
61 + o ( ) 61 4 v
so [(Kx + B(v) + M(v)x) - R > 0. The theorem follows. O

](KX+B(v')+M('v')X)C+ I(Kx+B(vo)+M(’Uo)X)C

61 4+ v

'70:()7

6. EXISTENCE OF MINIMAL MODELS, TERMINAL CASE

Definition 6.1 (Difficulty). Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC terminal generalized
pair with B = )" b,B; and M = > 11;M;, where B; are the irreducible components of B
and each M; is a nef/U b-Cartier b-divisor. Let b := max{b;,0} and let

Sy = {Z n;b; + ijuj‘ni,mj € Zzo} N [b, +00).
For any & € Sy, we define
de(X,B,M) := #{FE | E is exceptional/ X, a(E, X, B,M) < 2 — &}.
The difficulty of (X, B, M) is defined as

d(X,B,M) := > de(X,B,M).
EESY
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Lemma 6.2. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC' terminal generalized pair. Then
0 < d(X,B,M) < +oo.

Proof. We follow the proof of [CT23, lemma 2.22]. It still holds in postive characteristic.
For convenience, we provide a full proof.

For € > 1, de(X, B,M) = 0 since (X, B,M) is terminal. Since the set S, N[0, 1) is
finite, we only need to show that d¢(X, B, M) < oo for any fixed £. Since d¢(X, B,M) <
dy(X, B,M) for any £ € [0,1), we only need to show that dy(X, B,M) < co. Let f :
X" — X be a log resolution of (X, B) such that M descends to X', and let

We may write B’ = (B')" — (B’)~ for where (B')* > 0,(B’)” >0, and (B")" A (B')” =
0. Possibly blowing-up more, we may assume that Supp(B’)" is non-singular. Since
(X, B,M) is terminal, B'" = f!B. Thus for any prime divisor F' that is exceptional /X
we have

a(F, X, B,M) = a(F, X', B',M') = a(F, X', B') > 2 — b
by [KMO98, Corollary 2.31(3)]. Therefore,
dy(X, B,M) < #{FE | E is exceptional /X, F is on X'} < 4o0.
U

Lemma 6.3. Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC generalized pair such that B = ). b;B; and
M = Ej p;M;, where B; are the irreducible components of B, each M; is a nef/U b-
Cartier b-divisor, and each p; > 0. Assume that X is smooth at the generic point of a

codimension k > 2 closed subvariety V of X and let E be the irreducible component of
the blow-up of V' which dominates V. Then

CL(E,X,B,M) =k— anbl — ijuj
i J

for some non-negative integers n; and m;.
Proof. Let h: X’ — X be the blow-up of V. Then
a(E, X,B,M) =qa(FE,X,B) —multg(f"Mx — Mx/).

By [KM98, Lemma 2.29], a(E, X, B) = k — ) . n;b; for some non-negative integers n,.
By the negativity lemma, f*M;x — M; x» > 0 for each j. Since M; x is Cartier near
the generic point of V', m; := multg(f*M, x — M, x/) is a non-negative integer and the
lemma follows. 0

Theorem 6.4. Let (X, B,M)/U be a 3-dimensional Q-factorial NQC terminal general-
ized pair. Then any sequence of (Kx + B + Mx )-flips/U terminates.

Proof. Let
(X’B’M) = (Xl?Bl?M) -2 (X27327M) -2 (X3aB37M) A4 (XMBMM) - ..

be a sequence of (K x4+ B+Mx)-flips/U and let f; : X; — W; be the flipping contractions.
Since log discrepancies does not decrease under the MMP and X --» X, does not contract
any divisor for any i, (X;, B;, M) is terminal for each i. We prove by induction on the
number of components of B;.
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Step 1. First suppose By = 0. Since X, is terminal, it is smooth along the generic
point of a flipped curve C;y,. Let 1,41 be the generic point of C;;q. Let E;;; be the
exceptional divisor obtained by blowing up X;;; at 1,41, then by Lemma 6.3,

a(Biy1, Xi, M) < a(Bipr, Xip1, M) =2 — ijuj

J

for some non-negative integers m;. Therefore, d(X;, M;) > d(X;+1, M;+1). Since d(Xy, M)
~+00, the flips can’t be infinite.

Step 2. Now suppose the flip terminates when the number of components of B; < s —1
for some positive integer s. If the number of components of B; = s, then we may write
B, = 22:1 bi By, where By, are the irreducible components of B;, and let b := maxy, by.

We define
D1 = Z Bl,k-

by=b

and let D; be the image of Dy on X; for each 1.

First we reduce to the case when D; does not contain any flipped curve of X; — W,;_;.
Suppose that D; contains a flipped curve C;. Since X; is terminal, it is smooth along
the generic point of a flipped curve C;. Let n; be the generic point of C;. Let E; be the
exceptional divisor obtained by blowing up X; at n;, then by Lemma 6.3, then

a(Ei, Xi1, Bi-1, M) < a(E;, Xi, B, M) =2 — an‘bi - ij#j

for some non-negative integer n;, ut;, and when b, = b, we have n, > 0. Therefore,

Z—anb,—ijuj§2—anbk§2—b

b =b

So d(Xiy1, Biy1, M) > d(X;, B;, M). Thus possibly after truncating, we may assume that
no D; does not contain any flipped curve of X; — W,_;.

Next we reduce to the case when D; does not contain any flipping curve of X; — W,.
Let v; : DY — D; be the normalization of D; and ¢; : DY — WY, ¢ : DY, — W/ the
induced contractions. Let g; : Dy --» Dy, be the induced birational map, then since no
flipped curve of X;,; — W; is contained in D;,, g; does not extract any divisor, so g; is a
contraction. We let ¢; : D — DY be the minimal resolution of D} and let ¢; : D} — DY
be the induced contraction and let

pi = p(DYJU) — #{FE | E is a g;-exceptional prime divisor}.

Then p; is non-increasing and p; > 0 by [AHK07, Lemma 1.6] (note that [AHKO07] works
over C but the same lines of the proof of [AHK07, Lemma 1.6] works over an algebraically
closed field of any characteristic). Thus possibly truncating the MMP, we may assume
that p; is a constant. Thus g; does not contract any divisor. However, any flipping curve
of X; — W, that is contained in D; is contract by g;. Therefore, D; does not contain any
flipping curve of X; — Wi.

Hence, D;-C > 0 for every flipping curve C' C X;. Therefore, any (Kx,+B;+M,; x,)-flip
is also a (Kx, + (B; — bD;) + M, x,)-flip, but B; — bD; contains at most s — 1 irreducible
components, and we are done by induction on s. O
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7. EXISTENCE OF LOG MINIMAL MODEL

Lemma 7.1. Let (X, B,M)/U be an lc generalized pair of dimension <3, f W — X
a log resolution of (X, B) such that M descends to W, and By = f,'B + Exc(f). Let
(X', B",M)/U be a log minimal model of (W, By,M)/U. Then (X', B',M)/U is also a
log minimal model of (X, B,M)/U.

Proof. By definition, we only need to show that

(1) for any prime divisor D on X that is exceptional/ X’ we have a(D, X, B,M) <
a(D, X', B';M), and
(2) (X', B'M)/U is a log birational model of (X, B,M)/U.
First we prove (1). For any prime divisor D on X that is exceptional/X’, centery D is
a divisor, so a(D, W, By, M) < a(D, X', B’ M). Since (X, B,M) is lc, a(D, X, B,M) <
a(D, W, By, M). This implies (1).

Now we prove (2). For any prime divisor D on X’ that is exceptional/X, if D is
exceptional /W, then since (X', B', M)/U is a log birational model of (W, By, M)/U,
multp B = 1. If D is not exceptional /W, then Dy, := centery D is a divisor and D is
exceptional /X, so multp B’ = multp,, By = 1. This implies (2). d

Lemma 7.2. Let (X, B,M)/U be an lc generalized pair of dimension < 3, (X', B', M)/U
a bs-weak lc model of (X,B,M)/U, and g : W — X and h : W — X' two birational
morphisms. Then

g*(Kx+B+Mx) :h*(KX/+B/+MX/)+F
for some F > 0 that is exceptional/ X" .

Proof. By the definition of bs-weak lc models, g,F" > 0. By the negativity lemma, F' > 0.
If F is not exceptional/ X’, then we let D be a component of F' that is not exceptional/X.
If D is not exceptional/ X, then a(D, X, B;M) = a(D, X', B', M) so D is not a component
of F', a contradiction. If D is exceptional/ X, then multp B’ = 1. Since F' > 0,

0<a(D,X,B,M) <a(D,X' B M) =0,
so D is not a component of F', a contradiction. O

Lemma 7.3. Let (X, B,M)/U be an lc generalized pair of dimension < 3. Assume that
(X, B,M)/U admits a bs-weak lc model. Then (X, B,M)/U admits a log minimal model.

Proof. Let (X', B',M)/U be a bs-weak lc model of (X,B,M)/U. Let g : W — X and
h : W — X’ be a common log resolution such that M descends to W. Let By :=
9. B + Exc(g). Then

Kw + Bw +My = g"(Kx + B4+ My) + F}
for some F; > 0 that is exceptional/X. By Lemma 7.2,
J(Kx +B+Mx)=h(Kx + B +Mx)+ F,
for some Fy > 0 that is exceptional/X. Thus
Kw + By + My = h*(Kx + B '+ Mx/) + Fy + F;

Since F} is exceptional/X, for any component D of F; that is not exceptional/X’,
multp B* = 1, so multp By > 1, which is not possible. Thus F} is exceptional/X’,
so Fy + I, is exceptional/X’. We let Bj, > By be the unique R-divisor such that
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Supp(By, — Bw) C Supp(Fi + F»), and for any irreducible component D of F; + Fb,
multp Bjy, = 1. Then (W, Bj;,) is log smooth and

Kw + By, + My ~g x» F >0

where Supp F' = Supp(F; + F3). We run a (Kw + Bjy, + My )-MMP /X', which is an F-
MMP. By Proposition 3.3, the MMP terminates near | By, |. In particular, this MMP ter-
minates near Supp F', so this MMP terminates with a log minimal model (X", B”, M) /X’
of (W, Bjy,, M)/X". Let F" be the image of F' on X", then Kx»+B"+Mx» ~g x+ F" > 0,
so F" is nef/ X'. By the negativity lemma, F” = 0. Let f : X” — X’ be the induced bira-
tional morphism, then Kx»+B"+Mx» = f*(Kx+B'+Mx/). Therefore, Kx»+B"+Mxn
is nef/U, so (X", B”,M)/U is a log minimal model of (W, By, M).

Since F” = 0, any irreducible component of By, — By is exceptional/X"”. Since
Bjy, > Bw, (X",B",M)/U is a log minimal model of (W, By, M). By Lemma 7.1,
(X", B",M)/U is a log minimal model of (X, B,M)/U. O

Definition 7.4 (Weak Zariski decomposition). Let X — U be a projective morphism
from a normal quasi-projective variety to a quasi-projective variety and let D be an R-
Cartier R-divisor on X. We say that D admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U (resp.
an NQC weak Zariski decomposition/U) if there exists a projective birational morphism

f W — X such that

f*D=P+N,
where P is nef/U (resp. NQC/U) an N > 0. (f, P,N) is called a weak Zariski decompo-
sition/U (resp. an NQC weak Zariski decomposition/U) of (X, B,M)/U.

Definition-Lemma 7.5 (MMP using weak Zariski decomposition). Let (X, B,M)/U be
a projective (Q-factorial lc generalized pair of dimension 3 such that X is klt,

Kyx+B+Mxy=P+N
for some nef/U R-divisor P and N > 0, and Supp N C |B]. Let
p = sup{t € [0,1]|P + ¢N is nef/U}.

Then either p = 1, or there exists an extremal ray /U R such that (Kx+B+My)-R <0
and (P +uN)-R=0.

Moreover, let ¢ : (X, B,M) --» (X', B’, M) be a divisorial contraction/U or flip/U,
such that it is step of a (Kx + B+Mx)-MMP /U which contracts R. Then (X', B', M) /U
is le, X’ is Q-factorial klt, and we may write

Ky +B +My =P + N’

for some nef/U R-divisor P* and N’ > 0, and Supp N’ C Supp|B’|. We may replace
(X,B,M) and P, N with (X', B', M) and P’, N’ respectively and repeat this process.
Such process will be called a (Kx + B+ Mx )-MMP/U using weak Zariski decomposition
(P,N).

Proof. First we prove the existence of such R. We may assume that p < 1. Replacing P
with P + uN we may assume g = 0 and N # 0. Then for every ¢ > 0, P + ¢ N is not
nef/U. In particular, for every € > 0, there exists a (Kx + B + My )-negative extremal
ray/U R such that (P +€¢N)- R <0, but (P+€eN)-R =0 for some 0 < e < €.
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Suppose that the lemma does not hold. Then we can find a strictly decreasing sequence
{€&;};=° such that lim; ,, o ¢ = 0 and (P+¢;N)-R; = 0 for some (Kx + B+ My )-negative
extremal ray /U R;. By Proposition 5.1, each R; is generated by a curve C; such that

0< _(KX+B+M)()'CZ' <6.
We may assume that €; < 1. Since Supp N C |B], there exists § > 0 such that (Kx +
B+ My —dN)-C; <0 for each i, B—dN >0, and Supp(B — dN) = Supp B. We have
Kx+B+Mx —-0N=P+(1-§)N.

We reduce to the case when N - () is a constant for any i. Let 7 be a positive real
number such that for any irreducible component S of N,

B>B—-0N+7175>B—-dN—-7152>0.
By Proposition 5.1, for any ¢ and any irreducible component S of N, if S - R; > 0, then
0<—(Kx+B+Mx—6N)-C;<—(Kx+B+Mx—-6N—-75)-C; <6
so0<S-C; < g,andifS~Rl-<O, then
0<—(Kx+B+Mx—-6N)-C;<—(Kx+B+Mx—6N+715)-C; <6,
s00<=5-C; < g. Let I be a positive integer such that IS is Cartier for any irreducible

component S of N, then S-C; € (—& g) N %Z. Therefore, passing to a subsequence, we

T

may assume that S - C; is a constant for any irreducible component S of N, hence N - C;
is a constant. Therefore,

lim P-C;= lim —¢N-C; =0,

i——+00 i——+00

so possibly passing to a subsequence, P - C; is strictly decreasing, hence
(Kx+B+Mxy)-C;=(P+N)-C;

is strictly decreasing.

There exist positive real numbers ay, . .., a; and lc generalized pairs (X, B;, M), such
that each B; is a Q-divisor, each M, is a Q-b-divisor, Zle a; =1, Zle a;B;jB, and
Zle ajM; = M. Let N be a positive integer such that N(Kx, + B; + M; x) is Cartier
for each ¢. Then for any ¢, j, by Proposition 5.1,

1
(KXj + Bj + Mj)() . Cz € NZQ [—6, +OO),

SO
k

(KX +B+Mx) . CZ c P = {Zajyj
j=1

N~; € [—6, +oo)} N[-6,0),

where I' is a DCC set. This is not possible as (Kx + B + My) - C; is strictly decreasing.

We are left to prove the moreover part. Since MMP does not decrease discrepancies,
(X', B’ M) is le. By Lemma 2.5, X’ is Q-factorial klt. Since ¢ is (P + puV)-trivial,
¢«(P 4+ uN) is nef/U. We may let P' := ¢ (P + uN) and N’ := (1 — pu)¢.N. O

Proposition 7.6. Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC lc generalized pair of dimension 3 such
that Kx + B + Mx admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U. Then (X, B,M)/U has a
log minimal model.
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Proof. Step 1. In this step we introduce an invariant (X, B, M, f, N).

Let 20 be the set of NQC lc generalized pairs (X, B, M)/U of dimension 3 such that
Kx + B+ My admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U but (X, B,M)/U does not have a
log minimal model. It suffices to prove 20 is empty. For any (X, B,M)/U € 20 with weak
Zariski decomposition (f, P, N), we let (X, B,M, f, N) be the number of components of
f«N that are not contained in | B].

Step 2. In this step we reduce to the case when (X, B,M, f, N) is minimal, Supp N C
|B|, f =idx, and (X, B) is log smooth, and M descends to X.

Assume that 0(X, B,M, f, N) is minimal, i.e. for any (X', B’, M')/U" € 20 with weak
Zariski decomposition (f’, P', N'), we have (X, B,M, f', N') > 0(X, B,M, f, N). Possi-
bly replacing f, we may assume that f: W — X is a log resolution of (X, B+ f,N) and
M descends to W. We let By := f, !B + Exc(f). Then

Ky + By +My = f"(Kx+B+My)+F=P+ (N+F)

for some F' > 0 that is exceptional/X. Then (idy, P, N+F) is a weak Zariski decomposition/U
of (W,Bw,M)/U. Since F is exceptional/X and Supp By contains Exc(f), we have
0(X,B,M, f,N) > (W, By, M,idy, N + F). Since (X, B,M)/U does not have a log
minimal model, by Lemma 7.1, (W, By, M)/U does not have a log minimal model.
Therefore, possibly replacing (X, B, M) with (W, By, M), we may assume that f = idy,
(W, By) is log smooth, and M descends to X. In particular, (X, B, M) is Q-factorial dlt.

Step 3. In this step we deal with the case when (X, B,M, f, N) = 0.

Suppose that 6(X, B,M, f, N) = 0, then Supp N C |B]|. By Definition-Lemma 7.5,
we may run a (Kx + B + Myx)-MMP/U using weak Zariski decomposition (P, N). By
Proposition 3.3, the MMP terminates near a neighborhood of the image of Supp|B].
Since Supp N C |B]J, then MMP terminates near the image of Supp N. This is not
possible, because for any sequence of steps of (Ky + B + Mx)-MMP/U using weak
Zariski decomposition (P, N), then image of N intersects the extremal ray in the MMP
negatively. Thus the MMP terminates, which contradicts that X € 20.

Step 4. From now on we suppose 6(X, B,M, f, N) > 0. In this step we construct an
auxiliary generalized pair (X, A, M)/U which admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U.
Then we may define

o =min{t > 0|[ (B +tN)='| # | B]}.

We may write (B + aN)=! := B + C where C > 0 and SuppC C Supp N, then
0(X,B,M, f,N) is the number of components of C and C' A |B|] = 0. We may write
aN = A+ C, where A > 0 and Supp A C |B]. Since (X, B) is log smooth and M
descends to X, (X,A := B+ C,M)/U is l¢, and (idx, P, N + C) is a weak Zariski
decomposition of (X, A, M)/U. By our construction,

0(X,B,M, f,N) > 0(X,A,M, f,N +C).
Thus by the minimality of §(X, B, M, f, N), there exists a log minimal model (Y, Ay, M) /U
of (X, A, M).

Let g: V — X and h : V — Y be a common resolution, P' := h*(Ky + Ay + My),
and

N/ = g*<KX +A+Mx) - h*(Ky—FAy —|—My)
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Then N' > 0, so (g, P’, N') is a weak Zariski decomposition/U of Kx+A+Mx. Moreover,
since

g (P+N+C)=P +N',
g*(N+C)—N' = P'—g*P is anti-nef/Y. Since N’ is exceptional /Y, h.(¢*(N+C)—N') >
0, so by the negativity lemma, ¢*(N 4+ C') — N’ > 0. Therefore, Supp N’ C Supp ¢*N.

Step 5. In this step we show that C' is exceptional /Y.
We have

(1+a)g"(Kx+ B+ My) =g"(Kx + B+ Mx) +ag"P + ag"N

=g (Kx +B+Mx)+ag"P+g"(A+0C)

= (P'+ag*P)+ (N + g*A).
Let P" := =(P'+ ag*P) and N” := =(N' + g*A). Then so (g, P",N") is a weak
Zariski decomposition/U of Ky + B + My. Since Supp N” = Supp(N’' + g*A) C
Supp ¢g*N, we have Supp ¢.N” C Supp N. By the minimality of (X, B,M, f, N), we
have (X, B,M, f,N) = 0(X,B,M, g, N"). Therefore, every component of C is con-
tained in Supp g.N”. Since N’ is exceptional/Y, N’ = N’ + g*A, and no component
of C' is contained in Supp A, C' is exceptional/Y. In particular, (Y, Ay, M)/U is a log
birational model of (X, B,M)/U.
Step 6. Let G := g*C AN, C:=¢*C — G, and N’ := N’ — G. In this step we show that
C' is not exceptional/X.

Assume C' is exceptional over X. By our construction,

N —-C=N—-g'C'=g"(Kx +B+Myx) - P
is antl nef/X Since C' is exceptional/X, g,(N’ — g*C') > 0. By the negativity lemma,
—C>0,s0 C =0. Thus
g (Kx + B +My) — h*(Ky + Ay + My) = N’ >0,
so (Y, Ay,M)/U is a weak lc model of (X, B,M)/U. By Lemma 7.3, (X, B,M)/U has a

log minimal model, a contradiction.

Step 7. In this step we conclude the proof. By Step 6, C is not exceptional/ X. Let
B > 0 be the smallest real number such that SN — ¢,C > 0 and let A := 8¢*N —C'. Then
there exists a component D of ¢,C' such that D ¢ Supp g.A. Thus

(14+8)9"(Kx + B+Mx) =g¢"(Kx + B+My)+ 89*P + 8g*N
= g"(Kx +B+My) +Bg"P+ A+ C
= (P' + Bg*P) + (N + A).

Let P" := 1Jrﬁ(P/ + Bg*P) and let N"” = Jlrﬁ(]\?’ + A). Then g.N” > 0 and N" is
anti-nef/ X, so by the negativity lemma, N”/ > 0. Thus (g, P"”,N") is a weak Zariski
decomposition/U of Kx + B + My and Supp g.N” C Supp N. Since ¢.C < C, D is
not a component of ¢, N’, so D is not a component of g, N””. Thus 0(X,B,M, f,N) >

0(X, B,M, g, N"), which contradicts the minimality of (X, B, M, f, N). O

Lemma 7.7. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC' terminal generalized pair of dimen-
sion < 3 and Kx + B + My is pseudo-effective. Then (X, B,M)/U has a log minimal
model.
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Proof. Let B’ be an R-divisor on X such that B > B" > 0, Kx + B’ + My is pseudo-
effective/U, and for any B’ > B” > 0 such that B” # B', Kx + B” + My is not
pseudo-effective/U. We run a (Kx + B'+ Mx)-MMP /U

(X, B/,M) = (Xl,BhM) -——> (XQ,BQ,M) i g (XZ,BZ,M) - ..

)

If this MMP terminates, then (X, B’,M)/U has a minimal model, hence Ky + B’ +
My admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U, so Kx + B + My admits a weak Zariski
decomposition/U, and the lemma follows from Proposition 7.6. Thus we may assume that
this MMP does not terminate. By Theorem 6.4, (X;, B;, M) is not terminal for i > 0.
Since (X, B,M) is terminal, there exists an integer n > 2 such that (X, B,, M) is not
terminal and (X,,_1, B,_1, M) is terminal, and the induced birational map f : X,,_; --»
X, is a divisorial contraction of a component D,,_; of B,_1. Therefore,

["(Kx, +B,+Mx,) =Kx, , + By_1 +Mx,_, —aD,_

for some a > 0. Since Ky, + B, + M, is pseudo-effective/U, Kx, , + Bn,-1 +Mx, , —
aD,,_; is pseudo-effective/U, so Kx, , + B,—1+Myx, , —tD,_; is pseudo-effective/U for
any ¢ € [0, al.

Let D be the strict transform of D, _; on X. Since the induced birational map X --»
X,_1 is a sequence of steps of a (Kx + B' —tD + My )-MMP/U for some 0 < t < a,
Kx + B' —tD 4+ My is pseudo-effective/U for some 0 < ¢ < a. This contradicts our
choice of B'. O

Theorem 7.8. Let (X, B,M)/U be a projective NQC' kit generalized pair of dimension
<3 and Kx + B + My is pseudo-effective. Then (X, B, M) has a log minimal model.

Proof. Since (X, B, M) is klt, there are only finitely many prime divisors over X whose log
discrepancies with respect to (X, B, M) are < 1. By Lemma 3.4, there exists a birational
morphism f : W — X such that (W, By, M) is Q-factorial terminal, where

By Lemma 7.7, (W, By, M) /U has a log minimal model. Thus Ky + By + My, admits a
weak Zariski decomposition/U, so K x + B+ Mx admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U.
By Proposition 7.6, (X, B,M)/U has a log minimal model. O

8. TERMINATION OF PSEUDO-EFFECTIVE FLIPS

The goal of this section is to prove the termination of flips for generalized pairs when
the generalized log canonical R-divisor Kx + B + My is relatively pseudo-effective:

Theorem 8.1 (=Theorem 1.1). Let (X,B,M)/U be an NQC lc generalized pair of
dimension 3 such that Kx + B + My is pseudo-effective/U. Then any sequence of
(Kx + B+ Mx)-flips/U terminates.

To prove Theorem 8.1, we need to prove the following weaker version first:

Theorem 8.2. Let (X, B,M)/U be a Q-factorial NQC' lc generalized pair of dimension
3 such that X is kit and that Kx + B + My is pseudo-effective/U. Then any sequence of
(Kx + B+ Mx)-flips/U terminates.
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Lemma 8.3. Let (X1, B1,M) be an NQC lc generalized pair of dimension 3 and let

T T2 T3

(X, B,M) - - - - - ~ (X3, By, M) - — == - = - (X3, By, M) - "> ...

R o R 05
Z

1 Z2

be a sequence of flips/U. Assume that either X is Q-factorial klt, or Theorem 8.2 holds.
Then there exists a commutative diagram

(H’Byl’M)ii7&177>(}/273Y27M)777&277>(}/373Y37M) =
lhl lhg lhg
R GT R 9;
1 2

where, for each i > 1, the map p; = Y; --» Yiy1 is a (Ky, + By, + My,)-MMP/Z; and
(Y;, By,, M) is a dit model of (X;, B;; M). In particular, the induced sequence

<Y1’BY1’M) -2 <Y27BY27M) -2 <Y2uBY27M> -
is a sequence of steps of a (Ky, + By, + My, )-MMP/U.

Proof. By Definition-Lemma 3.5, there exists a Q-factorial dlt modification hy : (Y7, By,, M) —
(X1, B1,M). Suppose that we have already constructed Q-factorial dlt modifications
hi : (Yi, By;, M) — (X;, B;,M) for i < n and p; for any ¢ < n — 1 which satisfy our
requirements. It suffices to construct hyy1 : (Yot1, By, ., M) = (X141, Bny1, M) and p,.

Since 6, is a (Kx, + B, + My, )-flipping contraction/U, Kx, + B, + My, is anti-
ample/Z,, so there exist an ample/Z, R-divisor H, on X,, such that Kx,k + B, + H, +
My, ~rz, 0 and (X, B, + H,,M) is lc. Let Hy, := h} H,.

If Theorem 8.2 holds, then we run a (Ky, + By, + My, )-MMP/Z, which terminates
with a log minimal model (Y, 41, By, ,, M)/Z, of (Y,, By, , M)/Z, with induced birational
map Y, --+ Y,.;. Since X,, --» X, is the ample model/Z, of Kx, + B, + My,
there exists an induced birational morphism h,.; : Y,.1 — X,11. By the negativity
lemma, Kyn+1 + Byn+1 -+ Myn+1 = hZ(KXn -+ Bn + MXn), SO hn+1 : (Yn+1,BYn+1,M) —
(Xnt1, Bor1, M) is a Q-factorial dlt modification. We may repeat this process and the
lemma follows. In the following we may assume that X; is Q-factorial klt. By Lemma
2.5, X, is Q-factorial dlt.

Let 0 < t < 1 be a real number such that 0, is (Kx, + (1 —t)(B, + My, ))-negative
and Bg/n > 0, where

Ky, + By, + (1 =t)My, = h;,(Kx, + (1 —t)(B, + Mx,)).

Then

for some s > 0, so
S S
Kyn + Bg/n + (1 — t)MYn + §HY" =7, é(KYn + Byn + Myn)

Since X, is klt, (X, (1 —t)B,, (1 —t)M) is klt, so (Y, By, , (1 —t)M) is klt. Since Hy, is
big/Z, and nef/Z,, there exists E,, > 0 and ample/Z,, R-divisors A, ,, on Y, such that
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$Hy, = Aym + =E,. Thus for m > 0, (Y, By, + =E,, (1 —t)M) is klt. Fix m > 0,
then by Lemma 2.4, there exists a klt pair (Y, A,) such that

A, ~gz, By + %En + (1= )My, + App = By + (1 — )My, + gHyn.
By [HNT20, Theorem 6.11], we may run a (Ky, + Ay, )-MMP/Z, with scaling of Hy,
which terminates. This MMP is also a (Ky, + By, + My, )-MMP/Z,, with scaling of
Hy,, and we let (Y, 41, By, ,, M)/Z, be the output of this MMP with induced birational
map Y, --+ Y,.;. Since X,, --» X, is the ample model/Z, of Kx, + B, + My,
there exists an induced birational morphism h,; : Y,11 — X,y1. By the negativity
lemma, Kyn+1 + Byn+1 + Myn+1 = hZ(KXn + Bn + MXn), SO hn+1 : (Yn+1,BYn+1,M) —
(Xnt1, Bar1, M) is a Q-factorial dlt modification. We may repeat this process and the
lemma follows. O

Theorem 8.4. Let (X, B,M)/U be an NQC' lc generalized pair of dimension 3. Assume
that either X is Q-factorial klt, or Theorem 8.2 holds. Then for any sequence of (Kx +
B + Mx)-flips/U

(X7 B7M) = (XlaBl7M) - (X27BZ7M) it A et 4 (XlaBlaM) -——> ...
the flipping locus does not intersect Nklt(X;, B;, M) for any i > 0.

Y

Proof. By Lemma 8.3, there exists a commutative diagram

(Y1, By, M) = = =% — = = (Y3, By, M) = = =% = = = (Y3, By,, M) - ™
lhl lhg lhg
(X;,Bi,M) - - == - - >~ (X3, By,M) - - - = - — > (X3,B5, M) - = >
N oF k\ oF
1 Z2
such that
(Y1, By, M) ==» (Y2, Byy, M) ==» - -+ ==> (Y}, By, M) -=» ..,

is a sequence of steps of a (Ky, + By, + My, )-MMP, each (Y;, By,, M) is Q-factorial dlt,
and each h; : (Y;, By,, M) — (X;, B;, M) is a Q-factorial dlt modification of (X;, B;, M).
By Proposition 3.3, possibly truncating the sequence, we may assume that the (Ky, +
By, + My, )-MMP is an isomorphism near |B;|. Let Dx, = Kx, + B, + Mx,, Dy, =
Ky, + By, + My,, Vx, = Nklt(X;, B;, M), and V4, = Nklt(Y;, By,, M). In the following, we
shall show that 7; is an isomorphism near Vyx, for any 7, which will conclude the proof.

Suppose that 7 is not an isomorphism near Vx,. Then there exists z € Exc(6;) N Vyx,
and a curve v C Exc(6;) such that © € v and Dy, -y < 0. Then for any 0 < H ~g z, Dx,,
H-~v<0,s0x €~y CSuppH. Thus z € (\Supp H = B(X;/Z;, Dx,) = B(X;/Z;, Dx,).
Since Vy, = h;*(Vx,) and

BO/I/ZZ’DY) (Y/Zlv h': ) = h;1<B<XZ/Zlv DXi))’

we have Vy. N B(Y;/Z;, Dy,) # 0.
Let p: W — Y, and ¢ : W — Y41 be a common resolution and let y; € Vy, N
B(Y;/Z;, Dy,) be a closed point. Since p; is an isomorphism near Vy,, y;11 = p;(y;) is
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well-defined, and p~'(V;) = ¢~ '(V,,,). Then we have p*Dy, = ¢*Dy,,, + E for some

E > 0 that is exceptional/Y; ;. For any 0 < G;41 ~gr z, Dy,,,, we let

+17
Gi =p(¢"Giy1 + E) ~r z Dy,
then p*G; = ¢*G,41 + E. Since y; € Vy, N Supp G,
p(y:) € p ' (Vay) N Suppp*Gs = ¢ (Vv,,) N Supp(¢*Gigi + E).

Suppose that p~*(y;) C Supp E. Then there exists a prime divisor F' over X; such that
centery, I’ = y; and centery, ' C Supp E. Thus

a(F,Y;, By, M) = a(F, Yi;1, By,.,, M) — multy E < a(F,Y;,1, By,.,, M)

+17 +17

which is not possible as p; is an isomorphism near y;. Therefore,

p (i) N (a7 (Vyiy) N Supp(q*Gigr)) # 0,

S0 Yiy1 € Vyi,, NSupp Giy1. Thus yipq € Wy, N B(Yiy1/Z;, Dy,, ). This is not possible

as Dy,,, is semi-ample/U and B(Y;11/Z;, Dy,,,) = 0. U

Lemma 8.5. Let Ty C [0,+00) be a finite set such that 1 € Ty. Let (X, B,M)/U be a
Q-factorial lc generalized pair of dimension 3 such that X is klt and let

(X,B,M) =: (Xl,Bl,M) -= (XQ,BQ,M) -——> ... (XZ,BZ,M) = ...

be an infinite sequence of (Kx + B + Mx)-flips/U. Let D be an R-divisor on X and N
a b-divisor on X, such that X; --» X;11 is also a (D; + Ny, )-flip, where D; is the image
of D; on X;.
Assume that B, D € I'g and N € Nef(U,T'y). Then there exists a Q-factorial lc gener-
alized pair (Y, By, M) /U of dimension 3 and R-divisor Dy on'Y satisfying the following.
(1) Y is klt,
(2) There exists an infinite sequence of (Ky + By + My )-flips/U

(K BYaM) = (H)BYNM) - (E)BY27M) .. (Y;7BY17M) =

(3) Y; --» Yiy1 is also a (Dy, + Ny,)-flip, where Dy, is the image of Dy on'Y;.
(4) By, Dy € T.
(5) let(Y, By, M; Dy, IN) > lct(X, B, M; D, N).

Proof. Step 1. Let t; := lct(X;, B;, M; D;,N) for each 7. Then the sequence of (Kx +
B + Mx )-flips/U is also a sequence of (Kx + B +t;D + Mx + t;Nx)-flips/U for any i.
Since (X, B;+t;D;, M+t,N) is lc, (X, Bj+t;D;, M+1t;N) is lc for any j > i. Therefore,
t; > t; for any j > ¢. Thus possibly truncating the MMP, by Theorem 1.4, we may assume
that t := t; is a constant. By Theorem 8.4, possibly truncating more, we may assume
that

for any 1.

Step 2. In this step we construct Y, By, Dy and show that they satisfy (1),(4) and (5).
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Let P := M + tN. By Lemma 8.3, there exists a commutative diagram

(YlvAYNP) ____________ ><YN2,AYN2,P)————>~..
- -
(X1, By +tD, M +tN) - - -~ - - ~ (Xo, By +tDy, M+ tN) - = . ..

\/

where, for each ¢ > 1, the map Y; --» Yj; is a (Ky, + Ay, + Py, )-MMP/Z; and
(Y., AyNi,P) is a dlt model of (X, B; + tD;, M + tN). Moreover, N; = 1. In particular,
the sequence (Ya;, Ay, ,P) comes from a (Ky, + Ay, + Py, )-MMP/U

Possibly truncating the MMP, we may assume that p; is a flip for any 1.

For each i > 1, write B; = ), b;xGix and D; = >, d; xG,; i, where each G, is either
an irreducible component of B; or an irreducible component of D;. Then B; + tD; =
Y w(big +1td;)Gij and b; +td; i, € [0, 1] by construction. Set

By, = Z bi,k(hf@');lGi,k’ Dy, = Z di,k<hi)*_1Gi,k-

k:bi,k+tdi,k<1 k:bi,k+tdi,k<1
Then By, , Dy, € I'o for any 7. By Definition-Lemma 3.5,

Ayy, = (h)7' ((Bi D)) + (ha) . (B +tDy)™") + E;
= BYNi + tDYNi + LAYNiJ7

where E; = Exc(h;). For different ¢ and j, B;, D; are strict transforms of B;, D, relatively,
hence By, , Dy, are the strict transforms of ByNj , DyNj relatively. We let By, , Dy, be the
birational transforms of By, , Dy, on Y, for any r. It is clear that this definition does
not depend on the choice of i asY; and Y; are isomorphism in codimension 1 for any 4, j.

For any 7, (Y,, Ay,,P) is Q-factorial dlt, hence (Y;, Ay' = By, + tDy,, P) is klt. Thus
Y is klt, and

lct(Y,, By,, M; Dy, ,N) > t = let(X, B, M; D, N).

Step 3. In this step we show that

Exc(u,) N Supp|Ay, | =10

for all r.
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Consider the commutative diagram

PN; PN;+1
(YNN AYNi7P) - (YNi+17 AYNi+17 P) - ; T T T o= (YNi+17 AYNZ-Jr1 ) P)
lhi lhi“
(Xi, Bi +tDj, M4+tN) = — — — — — — — - A > (Xi41, Biy1 + tDi 1, M + tN)

Z

Let Uy, := X;\ Exc(6;), Uy, := h; '(Ux,) C Yn,, and T; = 0;(Ux,). Since Nklt(X;, B; +
tDZ,M + tN) C UXN Nklt(YNﬂ AYNZJP) = SUppLAYNZJ C UNz" 7Ti|UXZ~ : UXz’ — 7TZ‘(UX1.)
is an isomorphism and hence (K, + B; +tD; + Mx, + tNx,)|v,. is trivially semi-ample
over T;. Then (Ky, + Ay, +Py, )|vy. = (hiluy )" (Kx, + B; +tD; + Mx, +tNx,) vy )
is also semi-ample over T;. Z o ' '

Suppose we have known that (Ky, + Ay, + Py, )|y, is semi-ample over T; for some open
subset U, such that the induced map Uy, --+ U, is an isomorphism, and Supp|Ay, | C U,
for N; < r < N;y1. Since Exc(p,) is covered by (Ky, + Ay, + Py, )-negative curves,
U, N Exc(p,) = 0, hence p, is an isomorphism over U,. Thus Supp|Ay. | N Exc(uy,) = 0.

Set Uyt1 = pr(Uy), then (Ky, , ,+Ay, ,+Py, ,)|v,,, is semi-ample/T; and Supp|Ay,,, | C
U,+1. By induction,

Exc(pr) N Supp|Ay, | =0

for all r. Therefore, the (Ky, + Ay, + My, )-MMP in Step 2 is also a (Ky, + By, +tDy, +
My, + tNy,)-MMP as |Ay. | - R = 0 for any extremal ray R that is contracted by p,..
Step 4. In this step we show that p, : Y, --» Y, is also a (Ky, + By, + My, )-MMP and
a (Dyr + Nyr)-ﬂip.

Suppose N; <1 < Nii1. By construction of Dy, , hi(D;+Nx,) = Dy, + F}, + Ny, +
F Jl\/fw where mult Fi, AyNi =1and F ]’\/,Z is h;-exceptional. Then we can write

hi(Di; + Nx,) = Dy, + Ny, + Fy,, Supp Fu, C Supp|Ay,, |.
Since X; --» X;41 is a (D; + Ny, )-flip/Z;,
Kx,+ B; +tD; + My, +tNx, =gz (t + a;)(D; + Nx,)
for some «; > 0. Then
Ky, + Agi + |Ayy, | +Pyy =rz (t+ ) (Dyy + Ny, + Fy,)
and then
Ky, + A7 + [Ay, | + Py, =gz, (t + ;) (Dy, + Ny, + ),
where F). is the strict transform of Fly, on Y,. In particular, we have
Ky, + A7 + [Ay, | + Py, =gz (t + @;)(Dy, + Ny, + ).

By Step 3 we know Exc(u,) N Supp|Ay, | = 0 and then |Ay, | =gz F, =g,z 0. Hence
we get

Ky, + By, +tDy, + My, +tNy, =gz (t + a;)(Dy, + Ny,).
Then

1
Dy + Ny. =p 7
Y, Y, =R,Z. T

(Ky, + By, +tDy. + My, + tNy.)



30 TIANLE YANG, ZELIN YE, AND ZHIYAO ZHANG

and
Qg
Ky, + By, + My, =gr z: T (Ky, + By, +tDy, + My, +tNy,).
The proof is complete by letting (Y, By, M) := (Y7, By,, M) and Dy := Dy,. O

Proof of Theorem 8.2. Let
(X,B,M) =. (Xl,Bl,M) i d (XQ,BQ,M) - ... (XZ,BZ,M) - ...

be a sequence of (Kx+ B+Mx)-flips/U. By Theorem 7.8, X/U admits a weak Zariski de-
composition. So (X, B,M)/U has a weak Zariski decomposition since B is effective and M
is nef/U. By Proposition 7.6, (X, B,M)/U has a log minimal model (Xyin, Bmin, M)/U.
Let p: W — X and ¢ : W — X;i;n be a common resolution. By Lemma 7.2,

p'(Kx + B+Mx) = ¢"(Kx

for some E > 0. Let

+ Bmin + MXmin) + E

min

N := Kx,,, + Bmin + Mx

then N is a nef/U b-divisor. By Theorem 1.5, N is an NQC/U b-divisor. Let D := p,E,
then

min’

D+ Nx =Kx + B+ Mgy.

In particular, D + Ny is R-Cartier, and X; --» X;,; is a (D; + Ny, )-flip, where D; is the
image of D on X;.

Let Ty C [0,400) be a set such that B, D € T'y and M € Nef(U,T'y). By Lemma 8.5, if
this sequence of flips does not terminate, then we may inductively construct a sequence
of generalized pairs (X*, BY, M)/U and R-divisors D’, such that B?, D' € Ty, and

let (X, B M, D' N) > 1et(X?, B, M, D, N)
for each ¢. This contradicts Theorem 1.4. U
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that there exists an infinite sequence
(X,B,M) =: (X1,B1;,M) --» (X5, By, M) --» .. . (X}, B;, M) --» ...
of (Kx + B+ My)-flips/U. By Lemma 8.3, there exists a commutative diagram

(K’Byl’M)i - -2 >(}/273Y27M)7 -2 >(}/Z’)7BY37]-VI)763
lhl lhg lhg
R % R 03
1 2

where, for each ¢ > 1, the map p; : Y; --» Y41 is a (Ky;, + By, + My,)-MMP/Z; and
(Y;, By,, M) is a dlt model of (X;, B;, M). Thus

(Y'hBYUM) -2 (}/27BY27M) A (YvMBYmM) AR

is an infinite sequence of (Ky, + By, + My, )-MMP/U. Since Y; is Q-factorial klt, this
contradicts Theorem 8.2. t
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. (2) It follows from Theorem 1.1.

(1) Let (X', B',M) be a dlt model of (X, B, M). By (2) and Lemma 2.5, (X', B', M) /U
has a log minimal model. Thus Kx: + B’ + My admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U,
so Kx + B + My admits a weak Zariski decomposition/U. (1) follows from Proposition
7.6. O
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