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ON THREEFOLD CANONICAL THRESHOLDS

JHENG-JIE CHEN

ABSTRACT. We show that the set of threefold canonical thresholds sat-
isfies the ascending chain condition. Moreover, we derive that threefold
canonical thresholds in the interval (3, 1) consists of {3 + },>3 U {2 }.

1. INTRODUCTION

In higher dimensional birational geometry, it is a very natural and impor-
tant question to measure singularities of a given variety X or more generally,
to measure singularities of a given pair (X,.S) which consists of a variety
and an effective divisor S in X. For example, in minimal model program,
one hopes to find a good birational model by a sequence of divisorial con-
tractions and flips and also one hopes to understand the birational relations
between models. The termination of three-dimensional terminal flips can
be seen by introducing a measurement of complexity of singularities called
“difficulty” (see, for instance [Sho85, [KMMST7]). Since difficulty is a non-
negative integer and it is strictly decreasing after a flip, hence it follows that
termination of threefold flips.

Another example is the so-called Sarkisov Program, which try to link
two birational models such that each one is a Mori fiber space. In [Cor95]|,
Corti showed the existence of threefold Sarkisov program which connects
two birational Mori fiber spaces by finitely many Sarkisov links. The key
measurement is the Sarkisov degree (p, ¢, e), where canonical threshold ¢ =
ct(X,H) plays the more subtle and crucial role. Indeed, as noted in [Cor95,
p233-234] if the set of threefold canonical thresholds satisfies the ascending
chain condition (ACC), then it follows almost immediately that birational
Mori fiber spaces are connected by finitely many Sarkisov links. Hence
it is natural and very interesting to consider the following conjecture for
canonical thresholds, which is analogous to that of log canonical thresholds
and minimal log discrepancies (see [Kol92|, [Kol97], [MP04], [ProkO8] and
[Stepall] for example).

Conjecture 1.1. The set
T2 ={ct(X, 9)|dim X =n, S is integral and effective}
satisfies the ascending chain condition.

Notice that Hacon, M kernan and Xu showed that the set of log canonical
thresholds in any dimension satisfies the ACC in [HMX14]. In other words,
they proved the ACC for the set of 0-log canonical threshold. However, for
positive real number €, the ACC conjecture on e-log canonical thresholds
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remains open, even in dimension three. Note that Conjecture [L1] is the
same as the ACC conjecture on 1-log canonical thresholds when there is no
boundary divisor and S is an integral and effective divisor.

The purpose of this article is to show that Conjecture [T holds in dimen-
sion three.

Theorem 1.2. The set T3*" satisfies the ascending chain condition.

Furthermore, with more detailed studies, we show that the set 75" is
quite sparse in the interval (%, 1). More precisely, we have the following:

Theorem 1.3. Considering the threefold canonical thresholds in the interval
(3,1), we have

1 1 1 4
T3 N (5’ 1) = {5 + ﬁ}"z?’ U {g}-

We would like to remark that after the completion of this work, there
are some subsequent works along the same direction. For example, the
author and Han, Liu and Luo independently obtain that the accumulation
points of the set 75" consists of {1/k | kK > 2is an integer} U {0} and
also generalize Theorem to pairs (see [Chen22, Theorems 1 and 2] and
[HLL22, Theorems 1.7 and 1.8]). Moreover, Han, Liu and Luo show that the
ACC holds for minimal log discrepancies of terminal threefolds (see [HLL22),
Theorems 1.1 and 4.1}).

We now briefly explain the idea of the proofs of Theorems and [L3]
Suppose (X, S) is a pair and let 7 : X — X be a log resolution of (X, S).
We have

KX ~Q ™ Kx +ZaiEi7
7
and
T8 ~Q Sf( + ZmiEi,
7

where S¢ is the proper transform of S and ~q denotes the Q-linear equiv-
alence. The canonical threshold, denoted ct(X,.S) is defined as

Ct(X’ S) = Sup{>‘|(X, AS) is CaIlOIliCal} = mlln{%}

It is easy to see that the canonical threshold is independent of resolution.

By blowing up along a curve not contained in singular sets of S and X,
it is also easy to see that ct(X,S) < 1 by definition. Let ¢: X’ — X be
a Q-factorialization of X and S’ be the strict transform of S on X’. Since
qg: X' = X is a small morphism (see [Kaw88, Corollary 4.5]), ct(X,S) =
ct(X’,8"). By replacing X with X’ (resp. S with S’), we may assume X
is Q-factorial in this work. We say that a proper morphism o: Y — X
with connected fibers is a divisorial contraction if — Ky is o-ample and the
exceptional locus of ¢ is a prime divisor where both X, Y are normal varieties
with at worst terminal singularities. The following is a well-known fact (see
e.g. [Kaw88| Corollary 4.5] and [Cor95]).

Proposition 1.4. Given a pair (X,S) of a terminal threefold X and an
integral and effective Weil divisor S. There exists a divisorial contraction
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computing ct(X,S). More precisely, there exists a divisorial contraction
o0:Y = X with Ky = 0*"Kx +aF, 0*S = Sy + mE such that ct(X,S) =
where Sy denotes the strict transform of S on'Y. In this case, we say that
ct(X,S) is computed by o.

Note that if ¢ is a divisorial contraction to a curve, then a = 1 and hence
ct(X,S) € N: = {1},>1, which is clearly an ACC set. Suppose now that
ct(X,S) is computed by o for some divisorial contraction to a point P € X.
Let n € N be the index of P € X. That is, n is the smallest positive
integer such that nKx is Cartier at P. By abuse of notation, we write
Ky =0"Kx+ 5 FEand 0*S = S+ " E, where E is the exceptional divisor of
o and S is the proper transform of S. We call a the weighted discrepancy of
o and m the weighted multiplicity of S with respect to o. Now ct(X,S) = =.
It is then sufficient to study various constraints of weighted discrepancy a
and weighted multiplicities m.

We will use the classification of divisorial contractions to points, due to
Kawamata, Kawakita, Hayakawa and some others (cf. [Kaw96), [H99] [HOOL
Kwk01, Kwk02, [Kwk05]). As a consequence, it is known that weighted
discrepancy is bounded by 4 except some series of weighted blow ups.

Theorem 1.5. [KwkO01, Kwk05] Let 0 : Y — X > P be a divisorial con-
traction to a closed point P € X. If the weighted discrepancy a > 4, then
one of the following holds:

(1) P € X is a smooth point and o : Y — X is a weighted blow up;
(2) Pe X isacA,cA/n,cD orcD/2 point and o : Y — X is a weighted
blow up satisfying some extra conditions.

Note that if ¢ is a divisorial contraction to a point with weighted discrep-
ancy < 4, then ct(X,S) € 8y := {Z},<4m>1, which is clearly an ACC set.
Therefore, it is sufficient to consider the set of canonical thresholds that are
computed by divisorial contractions to points with weighted discrepancies
> 5. By the above classification, these divisorial contractions can be realized
as weighted blow ups, hence we will work on canonical thresholds computed
by weighted blow ups.

According to the types of the center P € X, we introduce

ct(X,S) is computed by 0 : Y - X 5 P
T35t = ¢ et(X,S)| with weighted discrepancy > 5 , N
over a point P of type x

where the type * could be sm, (resp. cA, cA/n, cD, cD/2) if P € X is a
smooth point (resp. singular point of type cA, cA/n, ¢D or ¢D/2).

The classification of divisorial contractions then implies the following de-
composition of sets:

can __ can can can can can
T3 =Ry U T35 UTsea U T3 0aim U Tsen U Tsep o T2

For each divisorial contraction o : Y — X > P with weighted discrepancy
> 5, not only there exists explicit description of singularities P € X (if P lies
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in the singular locus) but also ¢ is known to be a weighted blow up with cer-
tain weight w. Let a, m be its weighted discrepancy and weighted multiplic-
ity respectively. Consider now another weighted blow up ¢/ : Y/ - X 5 P
with another weight w’ such that the exceptional divisor E’ is a prime divi-
sor. Let a’, m' be its weighted discrepancy and weighted multiplicity respec-
tively. Since E’ corresponds to a valuation, then one has % > & =ct(X,S).
Suppose also that w’ = pw for some p > 0 (where the notion > is defined in
the last paragraph before Lemma 2.T]), then m’ > pm. Roughly speaking,
these two inequalities provide estimation of a given ct(X,S). With careful
choices of weight w’ and studies of each divisorial contractions to points, we
are able to conclude that 735" satisfies the ACC and its intersection with
the interval (3, 1) is contained in {3 + 1},>3, and hence the main theorems
follow.

The article is organized as follows. In section 2, we fix some notations.

We study the cases over smooth point, cA, cA/2, ¢D, ¢D/2 respectively in
section 3-7 respectively. The main theorem then follows from the studies of
these cases. In the last section 8, we list a few related questions that could
be interesting topics for further investigation.
Acknowledgement. The author was partially supported by NCTS and
MOST of Taiwan. He expresses his gratitude to Professor Jungkai Alfred
Chen for extensive help and invaluable discussion and suggestions. He would
like to thank Professor Atsushi Ito for the useful information of finiteness
properties of the semi-group Z%, (in [Khov]). He is grateful to the anony-
mous referees for very helpful comments, corrections and modifications.

2. NOTATIONS AND CONVENTIONS.

We always work over complex number C.

Let » > 2 and n be positive integers. Let ¢ be a primitive n-th root
of unity and G = (¢) be a finite cyclic group of order n acting on cr by
x; — Cliz; for all i where C" denotes the completion of C". The resulting
quotient space C” /@ is usually denoted by C"/ L(by,..0br).

On X = C”/%(bl, ...,by), one can consider weighted blow ups o, : J —
X with admissible weight w = %(k:l, ...y kr). The weight w is said to be
admissible if for all i, k; > 0 and k; = sb; (mod n) for some integer s.
Indeed, the construction of weighted blowup is transparent in term of toric
geometry. Let {e1,...e.} be the standard basis of R", and o be the non-
negative cone generated by these vectors. Let N be the free abelian group
generated by {e1,...e,} and 2 (by,...,b,) and M = Homy (N, Z) be its dual.
Then X = Spec C[¢¥ N M]. So w is admissible means that w € M. The
weighted blowup oy, : Y — X is the toric morphism obtained by subdivide
the cone o along the ray generated by w. For more details, please see [KM92),
Section 10] or [H99, §3].

Note that ) is covered by affine open subsets Uy, ..., U, where each

1 i-th

U, .= (fl, cee ,TT)/E(—]Q, vy My, —kir),
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where o, is described as

— _ — _k;
owly;: Ui 2 (T1,-++ , @) — (mlxil/n,...,x .

and the exceptional divisor £ of o, : Y — X is isomorphic to the weighted
projective space P(ky, k2, ..., , ky).

For any monomial m = x{'z% - - - 2, we define the weight of m to be

s .
ijk;
wim) =) o

j=1

Let h = . a4 iy, @2 2 - - 277 be a non-zero G-semi-invariant formal power
series (or polynomial) with variables xy,z9,...,z,. That is, there exists an
integer s such that s = 37, i;k; (mod n) for all (1'1', 2, -5 i) with coefficient
Qjyigi, 7 0. We say that the monomial m = z{'a% -- -zl appears in h,
denoted by m € h, if the coefficient a;,;,...;,, 7 0. Then we define

w(h) ;= min{ w(m) | m € h}.

Let h" denote the homogeneous part with minimal weight (with respect to
w). Then we can write

h = h" + terms of higher weights.

The extended Newton diagram I'*(h) is defined to be the convex hull in

R" of the set
{(il,ig, ...,ir) + ero ’ Aijq4g- iy 7é 0 }

It is known that a threefold terminal singularity P € X is an isolated
singularity which is a ¢DV cyclic quotient. That is, P € X is analytically
locally isomorphic to (¢ = 0) C C4/%(b1,b2,b3,b4), where ¢ is a semi-
invariant having isolated compound Du Val singularity at the origin and
C* denotes the completion of C*. Detailed classification can be found in
[Mori85, YPG] and [KM92], for example. Recall that n is the index of
P € X which is the smallest positive integer n with nKyx Cartier.

Let S be a Weil divisor on X, which is affine and assumed to have Q-
factorial singularity. It follows from [Kaw88| Corollary 5.2] that there exists
an integer 0 < ep < n such that S ~ e,Kx at P where ~ denotes the
linear equivalence (via canonical cover). As the local equation of Ky is
semi-invariant (see [YPGl p362] or [Mat02, Proposition-Definition 4-5-1}),
S is then analytically locally given by (f = 0) C 4 / %(bl, ba, b3, by) for some
semi-invariant formal power series f.

Fix the analytically local embedding of X into X and let Y be the proper
transform of X in ), then by abuse of the notation, we also call the induced
map o, : Y — X the weighted blow up with weight w. Let £ be the
exceptional divisor of o, : YV — X, which is isomorphic to P(ki,...,k;).
Then the exceptional set of the induced weighted blowup o @ Y — X is
given by E := Y N & which is isomorphic to (¢* = 0) C P(ki,..., k).
Suppose that E is a prime divisor, or equivalently the ideal (¢") is prime in
the graded ring C|x1, ..., z,;] where the weight of x; is a; for every i = 1,..., 7,
then E' gives rise to a valuation on Y.
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We consider now a pair (X,S) analytically locally embedded into X.
Suppose that the exceptional set E of the weighted blow up g, : Y — X
is a prime divisor. Then it is straightforward to check the following (cf.
[Mori85l, the proof of Theorem 2|, [YPG| p373] or [H99, §3])

Ky =0, Kx + 2E, Sy =o0,,S — mE,
n n

where

m

-1, o= w(f).

3|§

(2.1) =3

=1

The number a (resp. m) is called the weighted discrepancy (resp. weighted
multiplicity) with respect to w.

There are several cases that we need to consider analytically local em-
bedding (X > P) into C® defined by (p1 = @ = 0) C C°/1(by,ba, b3, ba, bs)
(resp. (X 3 P) ~ (C® 3 0)). In this situation, the previous discus-
sion can be carried over naturally. In particular, the exceptional divisor
E ~ (¢ = ¢y =0) C P(k1, ko, ks, ka,ks5) (resp. E =~ P(ky,ka,ks)). More-
over, the weighted discrepancy a and the weighted multiplicity m are com-
puted by

ST

3
(22) = =3 L —w(er) —wlpz) 1 (resp. Z g] - = w(f).
j=1 j=1
Recall that the canonical threshold ct(X,S) of (X,S) is computed by a
divisorial contraction o: Y — X by Proposition[[L4l As we explained in the
previous section, it is enough to consider the set of canonical threshold with
weighted multiplicities a > 5, which are computed by weighted blowups by
Theorem [[5l Therefore, we are naturally led to study various weighted blow
ups. We are particularly interested in comparing the weights computing
canonical threshold and its “approximations”.
We now compare two different weights when an analytically local em-
bedding of X into X is fixed. Given two weights w = %(k:l,...,kr) and
= %(k:i, ., kI.) where r > 2 is a positive integer, we say that

w' = pw if ki > pk; for all 4.

Lemma 2.1. Given a pair (X, S) such that S is an effective integral divisor
and the canonical threshold is computed by weighted blow up with weight w
under an analytically local embedding e : X — X. Let a,m be its weighted
discrepancy and weighted multiplicities respectively so that ct(X,S) = &

Suppose now that there is another weight w' such that the exceptional set
of the weighted blow up (under the same embedding e : X — X' ) is a prime
divisor. Let a',m’ be its weighted discrepancy and weighted multiplicities
respectively. Then

(2.3) m < |—m] <
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On the other hand, suppose furthermore that w' = pw for some real num-
ber u, then

(2.4) m' > [um] > pm

Proof. Let o, : Y' — X be the weighted blowup with weight w’. If its
exceptional set is a prime divisor, then it defines a valuation. By the defini-
tion of canonical threshold, we have = = ct(X, S) < ;. Therefore the first

inequality holds since m/ is an integer. The second inequality is straightfor-
ward. O

These two very elementary inequalities play pivotal roles in our argu-
ments. Therefore, we need to check the irreducibility of exceptional divisors,
which is equivalent to the irreducibility of defining equations.

The following lemma is useful.

Lemma 2.2. Let f be a polynomial in a graded polynomial ring Clx,y, z, u).
If f is of one of the following form (possibly after change of coordinates),
then f is irreducible.

(1) f=2yP4+yg1(y,z,u)+go(z,u) for some integer p > 1 with go(z,u) #

0.
(2) f = z(zq1(y,z,u) + go(y,u)) + 2P for some integer p > 1 with
go(y,u) # 0.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that f is reducible. Since f is linear in z,
we may write
f=(hz+ho)qg = ghiz + qho

for some hq, hg,q € Cly, z,u] and ¢ is non-constant.

In case (1), y? = ghy and ygi1(y, z,u) + go(z,u) = ghg. We may assume
that ¢ = y* for some 1 < k < p and hence y|go(2, u), which is a contradiction.

In case (2), 2P = ghp and zg1(y, z,u) + go(y,u) = ghy. We may assume
that ¢ = 2" for some 1 < k < p and hence z|go(z, ), which is a contradiction.

0

Theorem 2.3. [Kaw90, Theorem 5] Let (Y, Q) be a germ of terminal cyclic
quotient singularity C3/%(s, —s,1) with s <n and n,s are coprime positive
integers. If T: Z —'Y is a divisorial contraction with exceptional divisor E’
such that Q € T(E"), then T is uniquely determined by the weighted blow up
with weight %(s,n —s,1). In particular, 7(E') = Q.

The divisorial contraction 7 : Z — Y in Theorem 23] is called Kawamata
blow up.

3. CANONICAL THRESHOLDS IN 7527

First recall the following two results of Stepanov:

Proposition 3.1. [Stepall, Theorem 1.7] The set 3.sm Satisfies the as-
cending chain condition.

Proposition 3.2. [Stepalll, Theorem 3.6] Let S C C3 be a Brieskorn singu-
larity of the form x%4y’+2¢ = 0 with2 < a < b < c. Then ct(C3,5) = %—i—%
if ¢ > lem(a,b).
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Suppose that ct(X, S) € T3S, Kawakita [KwkO01] shows that the canon-
ical threshold ct(X, S) is computed by o,, : Y — X > P which is a weighted
blow up over a smooth point P of weight w = (1, a, ), where a, 8 are rel-
atively prime integers and 1 < a < 8. The weighted discrepancy is a + .
Let m be the weighted multiplicity of (X,S) with respect to oy, then we

have ct(X,S) = a—:f
Proposition 3.3. Keep the notations as above and suppose furthermore
that a« + St m and o > 1. The following statements hold.
(1) We have m > af and ct(X,S) = a—:f <ly %
(2) If m = af, then ct(X,S) = L + %

«

(3) m#ap+1.
Proof. Note that there are integers s,t with 0 < s < a and 0 <t < 8 and
at = Bs+ 1.
Let 5:=a — s and t := 8 —t. Then we also have
at = 85— 1.

Recall that Y is covered by three affine open subsets Uy, Us, Ug where Uy ~
C3 and

aa 1 na, 1
Us ~ (133/5(—1,1, —f) ~ (C?’/a(—s,s, 1) and
1

G010,

a1 .
Us ~ (133/5(—1, —a,1) ~C3/
Define

1 1 S 1 t 1
= —(§,s,1 = —=(t,1,t =— —(5,0,1 =— —(t,1,0).
V2 a(8787 )7 U3 /8(7 7_)7 w2 (Xw+04(87 ) )7w3 Bw—i_ﬂ(’ ) )
Then wy = (1, s,t), w3 = (1, 5,%). Let mgy, m3 be their weighted multiplicities
respectively. Recall that the further weighted blow up at the origin of U,
(resp. Us) with weight vy (resp. v3) is Kawamata blow up. Note that the
weighted discrepancies of o, are s +t and 5+t respectively. Notice also

that wy = gw and w3 > %w. Now it follows from the inequalities in Lemma

2.1l that

s+t 5+t s t
> > | — — .
La—i—BmJ + La+BmJ > my+mg 2 [—m] + [ﬁ”ﬂ
First suppose that m < a/f3. Since
S t s N 5 - ) 1
a B a a af af’
it follows that
t t
[+ [gm] > [omt gm] = [m— 5] =m.
On the other hand, since ;Igm + jﬁ;m = m, one has that
t s+t m—1 if 2m ¢ Z;
2 o 2 ) = Lo f
a+ a+f m 1fa+5m€Z.
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Notice that ged(a + §,s + t) = 1 are relatively prime. Hence O‘jigm Y/
if and only if o + B|m. We thus conclude the statement (1).
It remains to show (3). If m = af + 1, one can easily compute that

s t s t
— —-m|=[— 1 - 1] = 1.
[2m]+ [gm] = [2(a8 + D]+ [3(a8 + D] =af +
Since a + 3t m, then asigm ¢ 7, which leads to a contradiction. ]

Proposition 3.4. We have 7528 N (3,1) = {5 + 1}iss.

3,sm

Proof. For every integer t > 2, we consider the Brieskorn singularity =2 +
yt + 2¢ = 0 where c is an integer > lem(2,¢). It has canonical threshold
% + % by Proposition

On the other hand, suppose that ct(X,S) € T4, N (%, 1) is computed
by a weighted blow up with weight (1,a,3) with 1 < a < . Then by
Proposition B.3] % <ct(X,9) < é + % if @« > 1. It follows that o < 3.

Suppose first that a = 3, then § = 4,5. Hence ct(X,.S) could possibly
onlybe%:%—i—%or%:%—i—%.

Suppose now that a = 2. Since % = ct(X,9) > %, so we have m =
23,28 4+ 2 or 23 + 3 but not 25 + 1 by Proposition B3l Note that

B+2 1 1 pf+2 1 1 B+2 1 1

28 2 B 28+2 2 28+2 2843 2 48+6
Finally, let us assume that a = 1. We would like to compare the weight
(1,1, ) with the weight w; := (1,1, — 1). By the inequalities in Lemma
2.1 we have
g p—1
—m| > | ——m].
gl = [F=m) fs

Since % < % < 1, we have L%mj = m — 2. However, if m < 28, then

[%m] = m— 1, which is a contradiction to {3. Therefore, we have m = 23
or 28 + 1. So now

B+1 1 1 B+1 1 1
$X,8) =2 =2 = oret(X,S) = — = .
MX,8) =g =5 o TS =T =5t I
Therefore, we conclude that 73757, (3,1) € {2 +1};>3. This completes the
proof. O

4. CANONICAL THRESHOLDS IN T2%

In this section, we consider the canonical thresholds over cA points. In
viewing 11 and o, it is sufficient to consider divisorial contractions which
are weighted blowups with a > 5. Hence we will assume that a > 5 in this
section.

Let ct(X,S) € T2 be a canonical threshold realized by a divisorial
contraction o : Y — X. Theorem 1.2(i) in [Kwk05] shows that there exists
an analytical identification P € X ~ 0 € (¢ = 2y + g(z,u) = 0) in C*
where o denotes the origin of C*and o is a weighted blow up of weight
w = wt(z,y,z,u) = (r1,r2,a,1) satisfying the following:
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e w(g(z,u)) =11+ ro = ad where r1,r2,a,d are positive integers;
e 2% € g(z,u) and hence w(g(z,u)) = w(z?);
e ged(ry,a) = ged(rg,a) = 1.
We may assume d > 2 since otherwise P € X is nonsingular and is treated
in the previous section. Suppose that S is defined by the formal power series
f = 0 analytically and locally, then ct(X,S) = %, where m = w(f).

Lemma 4.1. Keep the notation as above. Suppose that there is another
weight w' = (r],rh,d’, 1) satisfying ri+ry = d'd anda’ < a. Leto’ : Y — X
be the weighted blow up with weight w'. Then the exceptional set E' of o' is
a prime divisor.

Proof. Tt is convenient to consider truncated weight v = (a,1) and v = (a’, 1)
on {z,u}. Note that w(p) = v(g) = ad. Since v > %/v, one has

Q| 8]

v'(g) > —u(g) = d'd,

and hence w'(p) = d'd.
Suppose that @’ < a. One has
" =y + 9" (2,u),
where gw,(z,u) is the w'-weighted homogeneous part of g(z,u). As z¢ €
g% (z,u), one has g¥'(z,u) # 0 and hence "' is irreducible by Lemma
2.21(1). The exceptional set E’ of o/, which is a hypersurface in P(r}, r5, a’, 1)
defined by ¢, is thus irreducible. O

By interchanging = and y if necessary, we may assume r1 < 9 and hence
ro > 1. We will employ the method developed in [Chenl5| to produce two
weights w,ws, complementary to each other in some sense, approximate
the weight computing canonical threshold. These two weights, together
with the inequalities in Lemma 2.1l provide very tight constraints to the
canonical threshold which allows us to determine them completely in the
interval (3, 1).

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that ct(X,S) = = is realized over a cA point
P € X. Suppose furthermore that a ¥+ m and min{ri,ro} = r > 1. Then

m > "2 and hence & < L 4+ L,
m 1 To

Proof. Following [Chenl5l Section 4, Case Ib], there exist positive integers
ai,az, sy, sy such that 1 4+ a;ry = sja, 1 + asre = sja with a1 + a2 = a.
Clearly, ged(a,a1) =1, a1 < a,a2 < a, sy < rg and s7 < ry.

We consider

* *
wy = (r1 — agd + 5,19 — 85,01, 1);

IThe idea of [Chenld] is to consider a nicely chosen weighted up over the singular
points of high Cartier index r; on Y. Then the so-called 2-ray game will lead to another
extraction which is a weighted blow up with different weight. This is how wi, w2 are
chosen. In fact, in the language of toric geometry, Y is obtained by a subdivision of a
cone along the vector w. Further weighted blow up (which we choose Kawamata blow up
in our case) corresponds to further subdivision along a vector. Explicit computation of
these vectors explicitly gives wi, wa.
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wy = (r1 — 87,72 — a1d + s7,az, 1).
Note that w; = %w and wy > %w. Let m; = w;(f) for i = 1,2.
By Lemma (1] and inequalities in Lemma 2] we see that

ml;

*
7“1—81

aj

—m| > mq >

Bn) 2 mn 2 [

Lol >me >
a 2

Since a1 + a2 = a, one has

) + (2] = {

Now the assumption a 1 m together with ged(a, aq) = 1 show that it is m—1.
Suppose on the contrary that m < *72. Note also that

ro — S5

m].

m—1 if &m ¢ 7Z;
m if%meZ.

rosia + r1s5a = 1o + a1riry + 11 + agrire = ad + arira.
It follows that

ry—S] ro — S5 ry — 8] ro — S5
>
] 1 T+1 = T1 T9 m]
d
:((2_7“2314-7"132 ]_[m_m_ o
172 172
which is a contradiction. O

We will need the following easy observation.

Lemma 4.3. Keep the notation as above. The following holds.
(1) If z oru € f, then ct(X,S) > 1.
(2) If P € X admits a weighted blow up of weight (s1,s2,1,1) such that
s1,82 > 2 and s1 + so = d, then ct(X,5) € (3,1).

Proof. If z (resp. u € f) then m = w(f) < w(z) = a (resp. m = w(f) =
w(u) = 1) and hence ct(X,S5) = = > 1.

Suppose that ct(X, S) € (3,1). Consider the weighted blow up of weight
w' = (s1,82,1,1) such that s1,s2 > 2. Let m’ := w/(f) be the weighted
multiplicity. Note also that weighted discrepancy @’ = 1 in this situation.
By Lemma [A.T] and definition of canonical threshold, one sees m' < 2 =
m < 2. Hence either z or u € f, a contradiction. O

Proposition 4.4. We have T35 N (3,1) € {5 + ; In>s-

Proof. Suppose that ct(X,S) = & € T3aq N (3,1) where a > 5 is the
weighted discrepancy where 757} is defined on page 3. Note that a t m.

Without loss of generality, we assume r; < ry. Suppose first that d > 4,
then we consider weighted blow up with weight w' = (d —2,2,1,1). One
reaches a contradiction by Lemma [£.3]

Suppose next that d = 3, we consider v’ = (1,2,1,1). From Lemma
41 and Lemma 2.1l the weighted blow up with weight w’ is a divisorial
contraction and thus ,

a

% <ct(X,9) <

<
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where o' (resp. m' := w'(f)) denotes the weighted discrepancy (resp.
weighted multiplicity) with respect to w’. As a’ = 1, one sees m' = 1.
Let m’ € f be a monomial with w'(m’) = m’ = 1. (1) of Lemma (3] im-
plies that either m" = z or m’ = y. Since w'(y) = 2, z = m’ € f. Hence
m = w(f) < w(z) = r;. By Proposition [£2] one has 3 = d > ry > ry.
Hence ct(X,S) = £ > 2 a contradiction.

Finally let d = 2. We consider w’ = (1,1,1,1) and denote by a’ (resp.
m’) the weighted discrepancy (resp. weighted multiplicity) with respect to
this w’. Above argument (in the case d = 3) yields ' = m’/ = 1 and either
x=m' € fory=w € f. In particular, m < max{ry,r2} = ro and hence
2 = d > r1 by Proposition

Suppose that 71 = 2. Proposition implies m = ry = ad — ry = 2a — 2
and so

a 1 1
t(X,S) = = — .
XS = T T
It remains to consider r; = 1 (and hence 7y = 2a — 1). Take w3 =

(1,2a — 3,a — 1,1). Thus by Lemma [£.I] and the inequalities in Lemma [2.1],

we have
a—1 2a — 3

| - m| > mg > [2a_1m1.

Since § < & < 1, it follows that [%2m] = m — 2. Also

(Qa—?) 1=[m— 2 1= m—1 ifm<2a-—1;
2a—1m = m 2a—1m Tl m—2 ifm=2a-1.
Hence m = 2a — 1 and notice that
a 1 1
t(X,S) = = - .
MUXS) =T T T 2
Therefore, 3‘:‘;‘2(7(%,1)@{%4-%%23- .

Next, we consider the ascending chain condition for canonical thresholds.
It is known that 735, satisfies the ACC (See [Stepall, Theorem 1.7]). In
fact, for each type of %, we will use the following similar argument which is
a generalization of that in [Stepalll Lemma 2.6]1. Suppose on the contrary
that 733" is not an ACC set. That is, there is an infinite increasing sequence
ct] < ¢ty < ctg < --- with each canonical threshold ctj € ’7§fin For each k,
let cty = ct(Xy, Si) where Py, € X is of (fixed) type * and Sy, is an effective
WEeil divisor defined by the equation fj analytically locally near Py € Xj.

Now, each canonical threshold ct(X, S); is computed by some divisorial
contraction oy, : Y — Xj. The classification of divisorial contraction asserts
that oy is a weighted blow up with weight wy over P, € Xj. Let a; denote
the weighted discrepancy of oy and my = npwg(fx) denote the weighted
multiplicity where ny is the index of P, € X}, defined in section 2.

2In the proof of [Stepall] Lemma 2.6], Stepanov cited a Russian article for first and
second finiteness properties of the semigroup Z%,. Please see [Khov, §3] for English
version. See also [HLL22] Appendix A] suggested by the referees.
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Assumption A. Fix a type x among cA,cA/n,cD or ¢D/2. For each
infinite increasing sequence {cty} in 34 we are able to find integers ¢ < j
and an auxiliary weight w;» such that:
(1) the weighted multiplicities satisfies w;(f;) < w;(f;)(see Remark E.6]);
(2) njw; = njwé;
(3) the weighted blow up Uj» : Y]Z — X, with weight w} over the point
P; € X; has prime exceptional divisor, denoted by E]Z Then in this
situation, Ky = 0;'-*[( x; + z—;EJZ, where a; is the weighted discrep-
ancy. !
Proposition 4.5. Fiz a type x among cA,cA/n,cD or ¢D/2. Suppose that
Assumption A holds. Then T35" satisfies the ascending chain condition.
Proof. Fix any increasing sequence {cty} in P and suppose that Assump-
tion A holds. Combining (1) with (2), we have the following:
niw;(f;) < nawi(f;) < njwj(f;).
Moreover by (3), EJZ defines a valuation on X; and computation on EJZ shows
that —%— > ct(X};,5;) = ct;. Then we have

njwt(f)
o= — > Y S
nawi(fi) = nywi(f;) T
which is the desired contradiction. ]

Remark 4.6. Once the types of points P; and P; are the same with index
n; = nj such that one of the following holds:
o n;, =1;
e n; > 1, and bjg = bjq for allq=1,....,4 (resp. ¢ =1,...,5) where for
k=1,j, P, € X, is defined by the equation gy = O/n—lk(bkl, bk2, bks, bra)
(resp. k1 = P2 = 0/ 5= (br1, brz, b, bra, bis ),

it make sense to consider the weight w; on X; and define the multiplicity
w;(f;) and compare the Newton diagrams T (f;) and TF(f;).

Proposition 4.7. The Assumption A holds for cA. Hence T3 satisfies
the ascending chain condition.

Proof. Fix an infinite increasing sequence ct; < cty < ctg < --- with each
cty, € T3ea. For each k, let cty = ct(Xg, Sk) where Py € X}, is defined by
o = 2y + gr(z,u) and Sy is defined by fj analytically and locally.

Note that each ct(X, Sk) is realized by the divisorial contraction oy, :
Y — Xj. Theorem 1.2(i) in [Kwk05] implies o is a weighted blow up of
weight wy, = wt(z,y, z,u) = (rg1, k2, ak, 1) satisfying the following:

o wi(gr(2,u)) = TRy + Th2 = apdy;
e 2% ¢ gp(2z,u) and hence wy(gr) = wyi,(2%);
e gcd (71, ax) = ged(rge, ag) = 1.

Passing to subsequence, we may assume both sequences {ay} and {dy} are
non-decreasing. It follows from [Stepalll Lemma 2.5] that we may assume
the sequence of Newton polytopes {I't(fx)} is non-increasing.
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We pick any ¢ < j. Then we consider (Xj;,5;) and (X, S;) and weights
w; = (ri1,ri2s ai, 1), w; = (r51,752,a4,1). We will consider the auxiliary
weight w§ = (ri1,a;dj — 71,04, 1). Clearly, w; < w; Also, since TV (f;) D
I*(f;), one has w;(fi) < w;(f;). Note that w;(f;) is well-defined since
P; € X; has index one.

It remains to check the last condition of the Assumption A. Take the
weighted blow up with weight wé» over X; > P;. By Lemma [4.] its excep-
tional set is a prime divisor and the weighted discrepancy is a;.

Therefore the Assumption A and hence the ACC holds by Proposition
4.0l ]

can
9. CANONICAL THRESHOLDS IN 3,cA/n

In this section, we consider the canonical thresholds over cA/n points. In
viewing 11 and 7o, it is sufficient to consider divisorial contractions which
are weighted blowups with a > 5. Hence we will assume that a > 5 in this
section.

To investigate the canonical threshold in 307‘2‘21 In let the canonical thresh-

old ct(X,S) be computed by a weighted blow up ¢ : ¥ — X over a
cA/n point P € X with weighted discrepancy a > 5. Theorem 1.2(i) in
[KwkO05] shows that there exists an analytical identification P € X ~ o €
(p: zy + g(2",u) = 0) in ((A:A‘/%(l,—l,b, 0) where o denotes the origin of
@4/%(1, —1,b,0) and o is a weighted blow up of weight w = wt(z,y, z,u) =
1

~(r1,72,a,n) satisfying the following:
e nw(p) =11 + ro = adn where r1,79,a,d,n are positive integers.

2 e g(2", u).
a=br; (modn)and 0 <b < n.
ged(b,n) = gcd(%,rl) = gcd(%,rg) =1 (See [Kwk05, Lemma
6.6]).

Note that the condition ged(b,n) = 1 follows from the classification of
three dimensional non-Gorenstein terminal singularities by [Mori85]. The
same proof as in Lemma [4.1] yields the following:

Lemma 5.1. Keep the notation as above. Suppose that there is another
weight w' = L(r},rh,d’,1) satisfying v +rh = d’dn, ' = br| (mod n), and
a <a. Let o' : Y' — X be the weighted blow up with weight w'. Then the
exceptional set E' of o' is a prime divisor.

Proof. 1t is convenient to consider truncated weight v = %(a, 1) and o' =
L(a’,1) on {z,u}. Note that w(p) = v(g) = ad. Since v/ = 2
v'(g) > %v(g) = d/d, and hence w'(p) = d'd.

Suppose that a’ < a. One has
P =y + g ("),

where gw/(z", u) is the w'-weighted homogeneous part of g(2",u). As 2% €
g% (2", u), one has ¢g*'(z",u) # 0 and hence ¢ is irreducible by Lemma
[221(1). The exceptional set E’ of ¢’ which is a hypersurface in P(r},75,a’,1)
defined by %’ is thus irreducible. This verifies the proof of Lemmal5.1l O
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Again, we will employ the method developed in [Chenl5| to produce two
weights w1, ws complementary to each other to approximate the weight com-
puting canonical threshold. The approach is basically the same however
more subtle than that in Proposition

Proposition 5.2. Keep the notation as above. Suppose that ct(X,S) = =
is realized over a cA/n point P € X. Suppose furthermore a + m. Then

rirg
mzdrﬁ'

Proof. We keep notations as above in this section and also follow the con-
struction as in [Chenl4l 3.5]. We put s; := “_—:rl and sg = %. Recall
that the integer s; is relatively prime to r;, ¢ = 1,2 and we have the following;:

a =bri+nsq;

1 =aqr + sisg;
a = —bre 4+ nsg;
1 = qore + s350.

for some integer 0 < s7 < r; and some integer g;.
In order to construct new weights w; and we below, we set

01 := —nq1 + bs], o := —nge — bs3,

where a—¢; (resp. 9;) will be the weighted discrepancy of the weighted blow
up with weight w; (resp. ws) when 6; > 0.
It follows that
oir1 +n =asj,
{ dora +m = ass,

and either 4; > 0 or d; > 0 by [Chenl4, Claims 1,2 in 3.5]. Indeed, for
i =1,2, we have

0iri +n = (—ng; + (—1)H1bs;k)ri +n=n(l—qr;)+ (—1)i+1bsfri

= sl (ns; + (—1)i+lbm) = as;.

Suppose that & = 0. Then ng; = (—1)"1bs. Since ged(b,n) = 1, there
exists an integer t with s¥ = tn and ¢; = (—1)""'¢tb. This implies 1 = ta
which contradicts to the assumption a > 5. If both §; < 0 and dy < 0, then
n = —0;r; +as; > r; for i = 1,2. Then 2n > r; + ro = adn > 5n which is
impossible.

Note that it follows from 0;7; = as; —n < as] < ar; that each ¢; < a for
each 1 =1, 2.

By exchanging x and y (resp. 71 and r9) if necessary, we assume that
01 > 0. Note that if 7y = 1, then s7 = 0,¢1 = 1 and 6; = —n < 0 which
contradicts to 61 > 0. Thus, r; > 1.

We set

1
wy = E(Tl — 81,79 — 61dn + s7,a — 01,n).

1
wg := —(s],01dn — s],01,n).
n
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_g* §1dn—s* . ..
Note that wy = %w and wy > %w. Lemma (.1 and inequalities in
Lemma 2.1 give

I 1.

Since b and n are coprime and a { m where m is an integral combination
of 71,79, a,n, one has that a f dym. One sees that

I

Suppose on the contrary that m < 2. Then it follows that

dn? *

-0 — 57 § d1dn — 3
i n Slm}; and {iijmgz(wm

™ a T9

m]>my > |

a—51

mj—i—L%mJ:m—l.

_ * _ * _ * _ *
(u,ﬂ + (MM > [Tl S 4 d1dn Slm-‘
71 T2 1 T2
r179 — 8T (adn r101dn riry — dn?
— T 172 1(7~17~2)+ 101 m] = 1 ilr2 m] = m,
which is a contradiction. O

Similar to Lemma [4.3] we have the following easy observation.

Lemma 5.3. Keep the notation as above. Then the following holds.
(1) If z orw € f, then ct(X,S) > 1.
(2) If P € X admits a weighted blow up of weight (s1,s2,1,n) such that
$1,82 > 2 and s1 + so = dn and 1 = s1b (mod n), then ct(X,S) &
(3:1).
Proof. If z (resp. u € f) then the weighted multiplicity satisfies m =
nw(f) < nw(z) = a (resp. m =nw(f) =nw(u) =1). Soct(X,S) = = > 1.
Suppose that ct(X,S) € (%, 1). Consider the weighted blow up of weight
w' = L(s1,9,1,1) such that s1,s, > 2 are two integers. Let m/ := nw'(f)
be the weighted multiplicity. Recall that weighted discrepancy o’ = 1 in this
situation. By Lemma [5.T] we have m’ < 7t = m < 2. This gives either

z or u € f, a contradiction. ]

Proposition 5.4. We have 7}":‘2‘2‘/” N(3,1) C {3+ 1}s.

Proof of Proposition[5.4 Suppose that ct(X,S5) = = (%,1) and a > 5.
Note that a {m.

1, ifn>2;
lor2, ifn=2.
Proof of the Claim. Suppose that b # +1 (mod n). Let b* < n be the
smallest positive integer such that bb* = 1 (mod n). Then the weight
%(b*,dn — b*,1,n) has the property that b* > 2 and dn — b* > 2. By
Lemma 53] ct(X,S) ¢ (3,1).

We thus may assume that b = 1, by symmetryﬁ, from now on. Suppose
now that either n > 3,d > 2 orn = 2,d > 3. We have dn —n > 3. We

Claim 5.5. b=+1 (mod n), d= {

3In the case b = n — 1, we are able to obtain the same results by exchanging x and y
(resp. 71 and 72) and thus interchanging the integers w*(x) and w*(y) for every weight
w* = w,w’, ws and w] in the argument of Claims (.5} (.6l £.7] and B.8
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consider the weight +(n+1,dn —n—1,1,n) and by Lemma[5.3, ct(X, S) ¢

(3,1). This verifies the claim. O

Claim 5.6. z € f (resp. x ory € f) ifdn > 2 (resp. ifn=2,d=1).

Proof of the Claim. Since b = 1, we consider the weight w' := %(1,dn —
1,1,n). The inequalities % < (X, S9) < % yield weighted multiplicity
m' :=nw'(f) =1. By (1) of Lemmab3 xz € fifdn—1> 1. If dn — 1 =1,
then either x or y € f. O

Claim 5.7. n = 2.

Proof of the Claim. Suppose that n > 3. We consider the weight w3 :=
%(n+3, 2n—3,3,n). The inequality% << mi?) yields weighted multiplicity
ms := nws(f) < 5. By Lemma 53] z,u € f, hence the only monomial m
with possibly nws(m) <5 is y. Therefore, y € f. Now both =,y € f, which

is a contradiction because f is semi-invariant under the weight w. O
Claim 5.8. d =1.

Proof of the Claim. Suppose now that d = 2. Then z € f by Claim
One has weighted multiplicity m := 2w(f) < 2w(x) = r1. We next consider
w} = 1(3,1,1,2). Denote by m} := 2w (f) the weighted multiplicity. Again,
by Lemma [5.], the inequalities 3 < ct(X,S) < mi,l hold and hence one has
mj =1. By (1) of Lemma B3] y € f. One sees that m = 2w(f) < 2w(y) =
ro. From Proposition 5.2, for all 7 = 1, 2,

T2 T2

— = —=—<m<r.

8 dn2 —
We have 1,79 < 8. Since adn = r1 + ro, one sees a < 4. This contradicts
to a > 5. This verifies the claim. O

We thus assume that n = 2,d = 1 from now on. We have either x € f or
y € f. By exchanging x and y (resp. r1 and r2) if necessary, we may assume
that ry < ry. Suppose that y € f. By Proposition 5.2, we have

fira = fira <m <71y
4 dn?2 —  — 7
which implies that r; < 4 and hence ro = 2a — r1 > r1. Note that x & f by
the assumption a > 5 and the same computationt].

Recall that a = bry = r; (mod 2). Since 11 + ro = adn, y € f and f
is semi-invariant, we see a = r; = ro = m (mod 2). We next consider the
weighted blow up of weight w,_o = %(m,rz —4,a — 2,2) and denote by
Ma—2 := 2wa—2(f) the weighted multiplicity.

Claim 5.9. m = rs.
Proof of the Claim. Sincey € f, one hasm = 2w(f) < 2w(y) = r2. Suppose
on the contrary that m < ry. Lemma 2.1l gives the inequalities

a—2 r9 — 4 4m
m|l=m-—|—]|.
72

m| > me_2>]

m- 2 = |

4Indeed, suppose = € f. By Proposition 5.2 we have oz = o2 <m < rq, which
implies 1 < r2 < 4 and thus adn = r1 +72 < 8. This contradicts to the assumption a > 5.
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In particular, |42 | > [22]. From the assumption ct(X,S) = £ € (1/2,1)

T2
and the condition m < 7y, we have L%”J = [#2] = 3 and hence m,_o =
m — 3. Now, y € f where f is semi-invariant. One has m, 9 = m — 3 =
2w(f) —3 = 2w(y) — 3 = ro — 3 (mod 2). On the other hand, mg_o =

2wa—2(f) = 2wa—2(y) = r2 —4 (mod 2). This leads to a contradiction and

thus Claim is verified. O
Case 1. r; = 4. We have
12
Ty = Iz m <7y
Hence m = r9 = 2a — 4 and
a 1 1

R P s L L
Case 2. 71 = 3.
Since a is odd, then a is either 6t + 1,6¢ + 3 or 6¢ + 5.
Subcase 2.1 a =6t +1
Now w = $(3,12t — 1,6t + 1,2). We consider wy = 1(1,4t + 1,2t + 1,2).
From wy = %w, one sees the weighted multiplicity mq := 2w (f) > [%m] =
[%} = 4t. Since y € f and [ is semi-invariant, it follows that m; =
2w (f) and 4t+1 = 2w, (y) have the same parity. In particular, m; > 4t+1.
This leads to a contradiction that
6t—1 2t+1
6t+1  6t+1
Subcase 2.2 a =6t + 5
Now w = $(3,12t+7,6t+5,2). We consider wy = (2,8t +6,4t+4,2). One
(2(12§+7)1

4t + m > mq > 4t + 1.

sees Mo > [%m] = =8t + 5. Since y € f and f is semi-invariant,
my = 2we(f) and 8t + 6 = 2ws(y) have the same parity. In particular,
meo > 8t + 6. This leads a contradiction that

2 4t+4
6t+5 6t+5

8t + 6 — m > my > 8t + 6.

Subcase 2.3 a =6t + 3
Now m = 12t + 3 and hence

a 2t +1 1 1
t(X,S)=—=——-=-4+ ———.
S = L T T T am
Case 3. 11 = 2.
Then
a 1 1
X,8) = = - .
XS = 5= 3 5
Case 4. r; = 1.
Then
a 1 1
t(X,S) = == )
XS =51 T2 a2
This completes the proof of Proposition [5.41 O

As a generalization of Claim B.7, we have the following.
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Lemma 5.10. Suppose that ct(X, S) € 7}52‘2‘/” N <%, ﬁ) where k > 2 is a
positive integer. Then n < 3k.

Proof. Fix ct(X,S) = - € 3‘:‘22/”(7 (%, ﬁ) Suppose on the contrary that
n > 3k. Recall that ged(b,n) = 1 by the classification of three dimensional
non-Gorenstein singularities in [Mori85]. We are able to consider the weights
w = L(r1,r9,a,n) and wy = L(s), s}, 3,n) satisfying r1 +ro = adn, s +sh =
3dn, min{s}, s5} > n and a = br; (mod n) and 3 = bs| (mod n). Denote
by ms := nws(f) the weighted multiplicity. Note that exceptional set of the
weighted blow up of weight w3 is a prime divisor (cf. Lemma[5.]). It follows
that mia > ct(X,5) > 1. The condition

min{s}, sh} > n > 3k > mg

implies that there exists 2! € f with I < k— 1 such that m3 = nws(z!). This
implies in particular that,

ak —1) > al = nw(z) > nw(f) = m,
which is a contradiction to 15 > ct(X, S) = £. O

Proposition 5.11. The Assumption A holds for cA/n. Hence 7;‘:‘;‘2/” sat-
isfies the ascending chain condition.

Proof. Suppose that there is an infinite increasing sequence ct; < cty <
ctg < --- with each cty € 3??2/11' For each k, let ct, = ct(X}, Sk) such that
there exists an analytical identification P, € X ~ o € (xy+gr (2™, u) = 0)
in @4/n_1k(bk’ —bg, 1,0) where o, denotes the origin of C4/n_1k (bg, —bg, 1,0) and
Sk is defined by {fr = 0}/n_1k(bk’ —bg, 1,0) analytically locally near Py € Xj.
Now, each ct(Xg, Sk) is realized by a weighted blow up oy : Yy — Xj with
weight wy, = wt(x,y, z,u) = n—lk(rkl,rkg, ax,ny) satisfying the following:

o npwi(er) = arding = rg1 + rro where riq, g2, a, di, ng are positive
integers;

o 2B € gp (2 u);

o ap = biprrr (mod ny);

o ged(bg,ng) = gcd(“’“_:%,rkl) = gcd(%}frm,rm) =1land 0 <
by < ng.

By Lemma (.10 and passing to a subsequence, we may assume that for
all k, n;, = n and by, = b for some integers b and n. In particular, f; is semi-
invariant under the weight w; for all ¢ < j and hence w;(f;) is well-defined.

Passing to subsequence, we may assume both sequences {a} and {d}
are non-decreasing. By [Stepall] Lemma 2.5], one may assume the sequence
of Newton polytopes {I'"(f)} is non-increasing. We pick any i < j and
consider the auxiliary weight w} = %(Tu, a;djn—r;1,a4,1). Clearly, w; < w;
Also, since I'M(f;) D I'F(f;), one has w;(f;) < w;(f;).

By Lemma [B.1] the weighted blow up with weight w§ over X; > P; has
a prime exceptional divisor and has weighted discrepancy a;. Therefore the
Assumption A and hence the ACC holds by Proposition 0
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6. CANONICAL THRESHOLDS IN 730

In this section, we consider the canonical thresholds over ¢D points with
the weighted discrepancies > 5.

Proposition 6.1. We have T35 0 (5,1) = 0.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that there is a ct(X,S) = = € (%, 1) with
a > 5. We shall reach a contradiction. Note that a { m and o is classified
by case 1 and case 2. (cf. [Kwk05, Theorem 1.2]).
Case 1. Suppose o is a weighted blow up ¢ : ¥ — X with weight
w = wt(z,y,z,u) = (r+ 1,7,a,1) with center P € X by the analytical
identification:
(PeX)~oe (p:22+zq(z,u) + y*u + Myz2 + pz® + p(y, z,u) = 0) ¢ C*,
where o denotes the origin of C* and

e 2r + 1 = ad where d > 3 and a is odd;

e w(p) = w(y?u) = 2r + 1; furthermore, w(zq(z,u)) = 2r + 1 if

q(z,u) # 0;

o p(y,z,u) € (y,2,u)".

Claim 6.2. 2% € ¢.

Proof of the Claim. Suppose that 2¢ & . Then the origin of the U,-chart on
Y, denoted by P., is a point of index a > 5. By the classification of terminal
singularity, P, is either a terminal quotient point or a terminal cA/a point.
If P, is a cA/a point, then either a|r or a|r + 1 by the classification. If P, is
a terminal quotient point, then there exists an integer i or j with 2! € p®
or yzJ € ¢¥. In particular, r+ai = w(xz’) = 2r+1or r+1+aj = w(yz’!) =
2r 4+ 1. It follows that a|r or a|r + 1. Together with 2r + 1 = ad, one finds
that @ = 1, which contradicts to the assumption that ¢ > 5. Hence we have
verified the argument of Claim (See also [Chenl5, Case Ic]). O

Similar to Lemma [£.T] we have the following:

Lemma 6.3. Keep the notations as above. Suppose that there is another
weight w' = (r' + 1,7",d’,1) satisfying 2r' +1 = d'd and o/ < a. Let o’ :
Y — X be the weighted blow up with weight w'. Then the exceptional set
E' of 0’ is a prime divisor.
Proof. Note that if a’ = a then w = w’ and 0 = ¢/. We may assume that
a’ < a. As in Lemma [T} it is convenient to consider truncated weight
v = (a,1) and v' = (a/,1) on {z,u}. We have v/ > %v. Also, v'(27u”) =
%v(zjuk) if and only if k£ = 0.

For any m € ¢(z,u), w(zm) > 2r + 1 implies that w(m) > r and

2r' +1 ,
= o1’ >l

a/

/
'(m) > Lo(m) > L
v(m) > Logm) > &y

Hence w'(zq(z,u)) > 2r' + 1.

Next we consider m = y'z7uF € o.
For ¢ > 2, one has w'(m) > 2r' + 1 since w(m) > 2r 4+ 1. For ¢ = 1, we have
the following.
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Claim 6.4. Suppose m = yz/u¥ € ¢. Then w'(m) > 2’ +1. Also, w'(m) >
2r' +1if k> 1.
Proof of the Claim. For m = yziu® € ¢,
/ !/ /
/ e (kY > L C Ry s Y 1:2/1(T_T) o'
w'(m) T—i—v(zu)_r+av(zu)_r+a(r+) 7“++72T+1> r
Suppose now k > 1. If w(m) > 2r + 1, then

!/ !/
w' (m) = '+ 140 (Zuf1) > r'—i—l—i—a—v(zjuk*l) > r'—i—l—i—a—(r—i—l) > 2r'+1.
a a

Suppose on the contrary that w(m) = 2r + 1 and w'(m) = 2r' + 1. Then
aj +k = v(Z7uF) = r +1 and d'j + k = /(z7uF) = ' + 1. This gives

(a—d)j =r—1r"= (a—da)d/2. This is absurd since it is impossible
that 2aj = ad = 2r + 1 where a,j and r are integers. This completes the
argument of Claim O

For i = 0, w'(m) = v/(2/u”) > %/v(zjuk) > %(27“—}—1) = 2r'4+1. Therefore,
w' (@) =2 +1 and ¢ = y?u + nyz! + 2% for some constant n € C where
l=(r"+1)/d is an integer.

Note that 7 = 0 if a’ > 3. Indeed, it follows from a’ > 3 and the equation
a’d = 2r' +1 that o' { r'. In particular, w'(yz!) = ' +d'l # d'd = 2r' +1
since [ is an integer.

The exceptional set E of ¢’ is equal to

{(Pu+nyzt + 24 =0} c P(+' + 1,0 ,d’,1).

Then, by Lemma 22.(1), (¢*') is a prime ideal in the graded polynomial
ring Clz,y, z,u] and hence F’ is a prime divisor of Y’. We complete the
proof of Lemma O

Claim 6.5. d=3 and m <.

Proof of the Claim. Let s = %% and o’ : Y’ — X be the weighted blow up
of weight w' = (s+1,s,1,1). It follows from LemmalG.3] that the exceptional
set of ¢’ is a prime divisor. Note that ¢’ has weighted discrepancy o’ = 1.
By Lemma 211 one sees the weighted multiplicity m’ = w'(f) = 1 where
the Weil divisor S is given by f = 0.

Ifd > 5, then z € f or u € f, and hence m < a. We reach a contradiction
that 1 > ct(X,S) = =~ > 1.

If d =3, we have y € f. Som < w(y) =r. O

Now d = 3. We then consider the weighted blow up o;: Y7 — X (resp.
o2: Y1 — X) with weight w; = (3,3,2,1) (resp. wa = (r—2,7—3,a—2,1)).
The argument of Lemma also implies the following.

Claim 6.6. ¢Vt = 22 4 23,

Proof of the Claim. To see this, we set v = (a, 1
as above. As a > 5 > 2, one sees vy (z7uk) > Zy(
holds if and only if &k = 0.

For any 0 # m = 2/u* € ¢(z,u), we have wy(zm) > 6. Suppose not.
One sees wi(m) = 2j + k < 3. Together with aj + k = v(m) = w(m) > r =

) and v1 = (2,1) on {z,u}
ZJu”) and the last equality
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(3a—1)/2 > 7, we have j = 1 and so (2r+143k)/3 = a+k = w(

implies 4 > 14 3k > r > 7, which is impossible. Thus, wy(zq(z
It is clear that w1 (y?u) = w1 (y2?) =7 > 6 = wi( ) = wy (2
Next we consider m = 3 2z7uf € ¢.

For ¢ > 2, one has wi(m) > 7 since w(m) > 2r + 1.

For:=1,

m) > r. Th1s
u

yu)) >
)-

} 2 . 2
wi(m) =3 + v (Zuf) >3+ Ev(z]uk) >3+ a(r—}— 1) >3+d=6.

For i = 0, wi(m) = v1 (z7uk) > 20(27uk) > 2(2r + 1) = 6. Thus, wi(p) =6
and we have verified Claim O

It is easy to see that x2 + 22 is irreducible hence the exceptional set of
o1 is a prime divisor. By Lemma [6.3] the exceptional set of o9 is a prime
divisor (see also [Chenl5, Case Ic]).

Recall that 2r + 1 = 3a and hence
r—3

r

— 3 d —
w w  an w w.
1= 1 2 -

It follows from the inequalities in Lemma 2.1 that

a2 J>m2>fT3m1 T6

2
— > >
LamJ_ml_[r+1m1 and | -

where my := wy(f) and mg := wa(f) are the weighted multiplicities. From
Claim and assumption a > 5, one sees 3m < r(r 4+ 1). Thus
r—3 3 r—3 3m
> = -
] ml+{ ml = mt r m| =[m r(r+1)
m

r+1 r r+1
However, a is odd and a { m, hence 27 is not an integer. This implies
that

1=m.

2m] 4122

m|=m—1,

which contradicts to tg.
Case 2. Suppose o is a weighted blow up with weight w = (r+1,r,a,1,r+2)
with center P € X by the analytical identification

2
p1: 2%+ yt +p(y, z,u) = 0; A5
0€<<p2:yu+zd+q(z,u)u+t:0 cC

where o denotes the origin of C5 such that
e 1+ 1 = ad where d > 2;
o w(pr) =2(r+1);
e w(py) =1+ 1; moreover, w(q(z,u)u) =r+1if ¢ # 0.

Let 01 : Y1 — X be the weighted blow up with weight wy = (d,d, 1,1,d).
By Lemma below, o1 is a divisorial contraction. Moreover, o7 has
weighted discrepancy 1. One has le > ct(X,S5) > 1 where my := w;(f).
Hence m; = 1.

By d > 2 wesee z € forué€ f. This implies m < a and thus ct(X, S) >
1, a contradiction.

Therefore, if ct(X,5) € T then ct(X, S) ¢ (1,1). We finish the proof
of Proposition O
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Lemma 6.7. Keep the notations as in case 2 above. Let o1 : Y7 — X be
the weighted blow up with weight wy = (d,d,1,1,d). Then the exceptional
set Fq of o1 is a prime divisor of Yi.

Proof. As in Lemma E.1] it is convenient to consider truncated weight v =
(a,1) and v1 = (1,1) on {z,u}. We have v' = lv and also v(z/uF) =
1o(27u) if and only if k = 0.

First we consider m = y’z/uF € p(y,z,u) in @1.
For ¢ > 2, one has w;(m) > 2d since w(m) > 2r + 2. For ¢ = 1,

; 1 ; 1 1
wi(m) = d + vy (Zuf) > d + Ev(z]uk) >d+ a(r +2)>d+ % = 2d.
For i = 0, wi(m) = vi(m) > Lo(m) > 1(2r 4 2) = 2d and equality holds if
and only if m = 229, Hence w1 (1) = 2d.
It is clear that wi(yu) =d+ 1 > d. Also for any m € ¢(z,u)u in @9,

a/

wi(m) = vy (m) > So(m) > é(r 1) —d.

Hence w1 (p2) = d. One sees that ¢}" = 22 + yt + A\22?, o' = 24 + ¢ for
some constants A, u. Note that A may be zero (for instance, see [Kwk05]
Example 8.2]). Then

Ey={z? +yt+ 12 =24+t =0} cP(d,d,1,1,d)
~ {2? — y2¢ 4+ X224 = 0} c P(d,d, 1,1).

Now, Lemma 221 (1) implies that (22 — yz? + A\22%) is a prime ideal of the
graded polynomial ring C[z,y, z,u]. Thus, E’ is a prime divisor of Y”. This
verifies the proof of Lemma d

To prove the ascending chain condition for 7527, we need the following

whose argument is similar to Lemma

Lemma 6.8. Keep the notations as in case 2 above. Suppose that there
is another weight w' = (r' + 1,7, d', 1,7 + 2) satisfying ' + 1 = d'd and
a <a. Let o' : Y' — X be the weighted blow up with weight w'. Then the
exceptional set of o’ is a prime divisor.

Proof. Note that if ¢’ = a then w = w’ and 0 = ¢/. We may assume that
a’ < a. As in Lemma AT} it is convenient to consider truncated weight
v = (a,1) and v/ = (d/,1) on {z,u}. We have v/ > %/v. Also, one sees
v (FuF) = %v(zjuk) if and only if k£ = 0.

First we consider m = yiz7u* € p(y, z,u) in .
For i > 2, one has w'(m) > 2r' + 2 since w(m) > 2r 4+ 2. For i = 1,

/ !/ /

w'(m) = 7'+ (2T uk) > r’+%v(zjuk) > r'+%(r+2) = 27“'—1—2—1—7; —
For i = 0, w'(m) > %v(m) > 21" 4+ 2. Hence w'(¢1) = 2r' + 2.

Also for any m € ¢(z,u)u in s,

,
> 2r'+1.
1 r 4

w'(m) > —ov(m) > —(r+1)=r"+1.

CH N
S |8
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One sees that cpzl“/ = 22 + yt + A2 + pyPu?, <p§”/ = yu + 2% for some con-
stants A, u. Note that A, u may be zero (for instance, see [Kwk05, Example
8.2]). Then

E = {2+ yt + 222+ p®u® = yu+ 22 =0} P + 1,0, d’, 1,7 +2).

Let U, = {y # 0},Uy := {u # 0} and U; := {t # 0} be three affine open
charts of P(r' + 1,7/,a’,1,7" + 2). Note that

N 1
EnUy={z® +t+ 2"+ p? =u+ 20 =0y c Cp .,/ (1,0, 1,2).
tladt Rt /’n

Since 2 + t + A2%¢ + uy?u? and u + 2¢ have linear term t and u, one sees
E'NUy, ~ (C%Z/%(l, a') which is a prime divisor. Next, one has

E'NU, ~{z® +yt+ 222 + 2 =y + 22 =0} c ¢

'T7y7z7t
= {2 +yt+ 22N+ p?) =y +27=0}cCl, .,
~ (o — 2% + 22\ + pu?) = 0} €3

x,z,t0)

which is a prime divisor by Lemma [2:2(1). Also, E' N U, is isomorphic to

N 1
{z? +y+ A2 4 pyPu? = yu + 2% = 0} C Ci’y’z’“/r’——m(r/ +1,7",d,1)
_{x2+ +()\+)2d_ +d_0}c@4 / (/+1 / /1)
= Y w)ze =yu + 2% = oy 7”+2T ,ral,
N 1
~ {—(332 + A+ ,u)z2d)u + 24 = 0} C C§7z7u/m(r/, a,1).

By Lemma Z2(2), (—(z% + (A + ©)2?))u + 2%) is a prime ideal of the poly-
nomial ring C[z, z,u]. The subset {—(2? + (A + p)z*)u + 24 =0} c C2 _,
is a prime divisor. Hence E' N U, is a prime divisor of U; as well.

Since the three open subsets E'NU,, E'NU, and E'NU; of E' are prime
divisors and E'NU, NU, NU; # 0 and EEN{y=u=t=0} =0, F' is a
prime divisor and this verifies Lemma O

can

Proposition 6.9. The Assumption A holds for cD. Hence TSop satisfies
the ascending chain condition.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that there is an infinite increasing sequence
ct < ctg < ctz < --- with each cty, € T34}, Note that each cty, = ct(Xg, Sk)
is realized by the divisorial contraction oy : Yy — Xj. Theorem 1.2(ii) in
[Kwk05)] indicates that Py € X} and oy are described in case 1 and case 2.
Case 1. Suppose Py € X}, is defined by the analytical identification

0 € (1 = 2% + mar(z,u) + y*u + My2? + 2 + pr(y, z,u = 0) C C*,
where o denotes the origin of C* and each oy, is a weighted blow up of weight
wy = wt(x,y, z,u) = (rp + 1,7k, ax, 1) satisfying the following:

e 2rp + 1 = apdy with di > 3;
o wi(pr) = wi(y?u) = 2ry + 1; furthermore, wy(rqy(z,u)) = 2rp + 1

o 2% € ) with wy(2%) = wy(¢p) by Claim
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Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the sequences {a}, {di}
are non-decreasing. It follows from [Stepalll Lemma 2.5] that we may
assume the sequence of Newton polytopes {I'"(f;)} is non-increasing.

We now pick some i < j such that a; < a;. Let sé» be an integer such that

2s§ +1 = a;d; and pick w§ = (sé +1, s;'», ai, 1). Clearly, w; < w; Also, since
IH(f;) 2 T (f;), one has w;(f;) < w;(fj). By Lemmal6.3] the Assumption
A holds.

Case 2. Suppose P, € X} is defined by the analytical identification

e Pkl x2+yt+pk(yazau) :07 @5
d c Ly
ot yu+ 2% 4 gz, u)u+ 1 =0,

where o denotes the origin of C® and each o}, is a weighted blow up of weight
wg, = wt(x,y, z,u,t) = (ry + 1,7k, ag, 1, + 2) satisfying the following:

o 1. + 1 = apdy with di > 1;

o wi(pr1) = 2(rg +1);

o wi(pr2) = 1K + 1; moreover, wi(qr(z,u)u) =1, + 1 if g # 0.

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the sequences {ay}, {d}
are non-decreasing. By [Stepall, Lemma 2.5], we may assume the sequence
of Newton polytopes {I'"(fx)} is non-increasing.

We pick some i < j such that a; < a;. Let sé» be the integer with
sé» + 1 = a;d; and take w;- = (s; +1, S?,ai, 1, sé» + 2). Clearly, w; < w;- and
w;(fi) < w;i(fj). By Lemmal6.8] the Assumption A holds and this completes
the proof of the proposition. O

can
7. CANONICAL THRESHOLDS IN 3,¢D/2

In this section, we consider the canonical thresholds over ¢D/2 points
with the weighted discrepancies > 5.

Proposition 7.1. We have ’7;:‘2‘%/2 N (%, 1) C {% + %}t218.

Proof. Suppose that there is a ct(X,S) = £ € (3,1) with a > 5. Note that
a{m and o is classified by two cases according to Theorem 1.2 in [Kwk05].
Case 1. Suppose o is a weighted blow up ¢ : ¥ — X with weight w =
%(r +2,7,a,2) with center P € X by the analytical identification:

P
0€ (¢ +a2q(2%u) +v?u+ Myz?* 1 +p(2%u) =0) C (C4/§(1, 1,1,0)

where o denotes the origin of C*/ 2(1,1,1,0) such that the following holds:
e r + 1 = ad where both a and r are odd;
e w(p) = w(y?u) = r + 1; furthermore, w(wzq(2?,u)) = r + 1 if ¢ # 0;
Claim 7.2. 22 ¢ p(22,u).

Proof of the Claim. Suppose that 22 ¢ p(22,u). Note that the exceptional
set B = {¢¥ = 0} C P(r + 2,7,a,2) is a prime divisor and y?u € ¢,
so u {1 ¢”. Now, both 22 ¢ ¢" and 2%¢ ¢ p(2%,u). There must exist an
integer i with xz° € ¢% or yz?*~! € " where « is an integer. In particular,
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r+2+ai = 2wxz) =2r +2o0r r+a2a — 1) = 2w(yz?*1) = 2r + 2.
Together with the equation r + 1 = ad, we see

alged(r,r+1)=1oralged(r+2,r+1)=1

which contradicts to the assumption a > 5. Hence we have verified the
argument of Claim (See also [Chenldl 3.1]). O

Similar to Lemma [£.1] we have the following:

Lemma 7.3. Keep the notations as above. Suppose that there is another
weight w' = (' +2,7',d',2) satisfying ' + 1 = d'd and o’ < a. Let
o Y — X be the weighted blow up with weight w'. Then the exceptional
dwisor E' of o' is a prime divisor.

Proof. Note that if a’ = a then w = w' and ¢ = ¢/. We may assume that
a’ < a. As in Lemma 1] it is convenient to consider truncated weight
v = 1(a,2) and v = 1(d’,2) on {z,u}. We have v/ > %lv. Also, one sees
v (FAuF) = %v(zjuk) if and only if k£ = 0.
For any m € g(2%,u), w(zzm) > r + 1 implies that v(zm) > % and
a/
v'(zm) > Ev(zm) >

Q\

>TI
3

Q|
N3

Hence w'(xzq(2%,u)) > 7' + 1.
Now for any m = z/u¥ € ¢, one has w'(m) > Zw(m) > ¢/ + 1. Finally,
r12

a
for m = y222~1 w(m) > r + 1 implies that v(22*~1) > 2. Hence

T
2
/ / / / / /
+1 r4+2 2r+41
"(m) = — 1201y T @ 2a-1y S T . .
w'(m) 2+v(z )_2+av(z )_2+r+1 5 > 5

Therefore, w'(¢) = /41 and ¢*" = y2u+22% or ' = y2u+Ayz2"1 422,

The exceptional set E’ is equal to

{p"" =0} CP(' +2,7,d,2) = Proj Clz,y, z,u],

where C[m,y, z,u| is a graded polynomial ring with wt(z,y,2,u) = (' +
2,7/, a’,2). From LemmaZ2 (1), (¢*') is a prime ideal of C[z, y, z,u]. Thus,
E'’ is a prime divisor and this verifies Lemma [7.3 O

Claim 74. d=2,y€ f and m <.

Proof of the Claim. Let s = d — 1 and ¢’ : Y/ — X be the weighted blow
up of weight %(5 +2,5,1,2). Tt follows from Lemma [3] that ¢’ has prime
exceptional divisor. By Lemma[2.1] one sees the weighted multiplicity m’ =
2w'(f) = 1 where the Weil divisor S is given by f = 0. If d > 3, then z € f,
and hence m < a. One has a contradiction that 1 > ct(X,S) = = > 1. If
d =2, we have y € f. Som = w(f) <w(y) =r. Claim [[4]is verified. [

We then consider weighted blow up with weight w,_o = %(r —2,r—4,a—
2,2). By Lemma [T.3] the weighted blow up with weight w,_2 has prime
exceptional divisor. Denote by mg_o := 2w,—2(f) the weighted multiplicity.
The argument of Claim [5.9] give the following.

Claim 7.5. m=r.
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Proof of the Claim. Suppose on the contrary. By Claim [[4, m < r. By
Lemma 2.1,

-2 -4 4
a m| > mg_9 > [T m| :m—L—mJ.
r

m- [ = |

In particular, [42| > [22]. From the assumption ct(X,S) = £ € (1/2,1)
and the condition m < 7, we have |#2| = [22] = 3 and hence mqy_s =
m — 3. Now, y € f by Claim [ 4l and f is semi-invariant. One sees m,_ o =
2wa—2(f) = 2we—2(y) = r—4 (mod 2). On the other hand, m,—2 =m—3 =
2w(f) —3=2w(y) —3 =r —3 (mod 2). This leads to a contradiction and

Claim is verified. O

Recall that r = ad — 1 = 2a — 1 by Claim [Z.4l It follows from Claim

that
a a a 1 1

t(X,)=—=-"=-——"=-+—-—.
XS = =y T a1 2 3@
Case 2. Suppose o is a weighted blow up with weight w = %(r—{—Q, ra,2,r+
4) with center P € X by the analytical identification:

2 2
p1 =1z +yt +p(z*,u) =0 . 1
o€ < 09 1= Yyu + »2d+1 + q(z27u)zu +t=0 n Ca&,y,z,u,t/Q(la 1,1,0, 1)7

where o denotes the origin of @gy@’u’t/%(l, 1,1,0,1) such that
e r + 2 =a(2d+ 1) where d is a positive integer;
o w(pr) =r+2;
_ 2 2 _ r+2

o w(py) = IH2; moreover, w(q(z?, u)zu) = 22 if q(2%,u) # 0.

We consider the weighted blow up with weight w' = %(Qd + 1,2d +
1,1,2,2d + 1). It has prime exceptional divisor by Lemma [T.6] (see also
[Chen14l 3.2]). One sees the weighted multiplicity m’ := 2w/(f) = 1 by
% > ct(X,S) > % In particular, z € f. This implies m < a and thus
ct(X,S) > 1, a contradiction. This completes the proof of Proposition
(.1l O

Lemma 7.6. Keep the notations as in case 2 above. Suppose that o' : Y’ —
X be the weighted blow up with weight w' = %(2d +1,2d+1,1,2,2d + 1).
Then the exceptional set of o' is a prime divisor of Y.

Proof. 1t is convenient to consider truncated weight v = %(a, 1) and o =
2(1,1) on {z,u}. We have v' = Lv and that v/(27uy) = Lv(2/0*) if and only
if k=0.

It follows immediately that for m € p(z2,u) in ¢ one has

1 1
w'(m) =0 (m) > ~v(m) > =(r +2) = 2d + 1,
a a
and for m € g(2%,u)zu in @2, one has
1 2 2d+1
wf(m) = o/ (m) > —o(m) >~ T2 = 20
a

Hence w'(p1) = 2d + 1 and w'(p2) = 2451, One sees that

(p111)’ _ 1’2 +yt+)\2’4d+2, (P12Ul _ 22d+1 +t,
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for some constant A\ € C. Note that A may be zero (for instance, see Example
8.2 in [Kwk05]). Therefore,

E = {a? +yt + X2 = 2240 Ly — 0} c P(2d +1,2d +1,1,2,2d + 1)
~ o =y M2 = 0) C P(2d + 1,2d + 1,1, 2)

It follows from Lemma @22l (1) that (2% —yz2@+1 + A\249+2) is a prime ideal of
the graded polynomial ring C[z, y, z, u| with wt(z,y, z,u) = (2d+1,2d+1,1).
Thus, F’ is a prime divisor of Y’ and we have verified Lemma O

We need the following.

Lemma 7.7. Keep the notations as in case 2 above. Suppose that there is
another weight w' = 3(r' +2,r',d/,2,r" + 4) satisfying r' +2 = d’(2d + 1)
and o' < a. Let o' : Y' — X be the weighted blow up with weight w'. Then
the exceptional divisor of o’ is a prime divisor.

Proof. The argument is similar to that of Lemma Note that if a’ = a
then w = w’ and o0 = ¢/. We may assume that ¢’ < a. As in Lemma [£.T],
it is convenient to consider truncated weight v = %(a, 1) and v’ = %(a/ ,1) on
{z,u}. We have v = %lv. Also, one sees v/ (z/uF) = %v(zjuk) if and only if
k=0.

It follows immediately that for m € p(z2,u) in ¢ one has

@|©\

w'(m) = o/(m) > Zo(m) > S (r42) =1+ 2,

S

and for m € q(2%,u)zu in @9, one has

!/ /
, , a a r+2 r+2
m)=v(m)>— > — = .
wl(m) = o/(m) > Cofm) > ©. T2 T
Hence w'(<p1):7"’+2and w'(p2) = 22. One sees that
<p1 = 22 + yt + N2 cp%”,:yu—l-sz"'l,

for some constant A € C. Note that A may be zero (for instance, see Example
8.2 in [Kwk05]). Therefore,

E = {2 + yt + N2 = yu 4+ 22 = 0} C P+ + 2,77, d), 2,77 + 4).

Let Uy, = {y # 0}, U, = {u # 0} and U; := {t # 0} be three affine open
charts of P(r' 4+ 2,7/,a’,2,7" 4+ 4). Note that

. 1 N 1
E'NUy = {a? +H4A 2 = a2 = 0} € Cr 0/ 5(2,01,2,4) 2 €7/ 5(2,0

which is a prime divisor. Next, we have
E'NU, ~ {2® +yt + M2 =y 1 220 — 0} c C2 yzt/ (1,1,1,0)
= {22 = 2 L A2 — gy 4 24— 0} c C yzt/ (1,1,1,0)

~ {a? = 2 AT =0y c €L/ §<1, 1,0).

I)’
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By Lemma [Z2(1), the subset {22 — 22471t 4 \z44+2 = 0} < C3 _, is a prime

x,z,t
divisor. So E' N U, is a prime divisor of U,. Finally, E' N U; is isomorphic
to

. 1
{2 +y+ X2 = gu+ 22 =0} €l L/ T 2rd.2)

~ {—(2® + AT+ 2 =0} c CF L/ (' +2,d,2).

r'+4
By Lemma 221(2), {—(2? + X\z*2)u + 2241 = 0} C Cizvu is a prime
divisor. Thus, E' N U; is a prime divisor of Us.

Since the three open subsets E' NU,, E'NU, and E'NU; of E’ are prime
divisors and E'NU, NU, NU; # 0 and E'N{y=u=t=0} =0, F' is a
prime divisor and this verifies Lemma [7.7] O

By Lemmas [7.3] and [Z.7], we observe the following.

Proposition 7.8. The Assumption A holds for cD/2. Hence 7?,:‘2]‘5/2 satis-
fies the ascending chain condition.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that there is an infinite increasing sequence
ctp < cty < ctg < --- with each cty € 3“3%/2. Note that each ct;, =

ct(Xg, Sk) is realized by the divisorial contraction oy, : Yy, — Xj. Theorem
1.2(ii) in [KwkO05] shows that P, € X} and oy are described in case 1 and
case 2.

Case 1. Suppose Py € X}, is defined by the analytical identification

a1
0 € (pr : P2 +a2qr(2?, w)+y ut+Apyz?* L 4pp(2?,u) = 0) in (C4/§(1, 1,1,0),

where o denotes the origin of @4/%(1, 1,1,0) and oy is a weighted blow up
with weight wy = wt(z,y, z,u) = %(rk + 2,7, ag, 2) satisfying the following:
e 1. + 1 = apdy where both ap and r; are odd;
o wi(pr) = wp(y?u) = 1 + 1; furthermore, wy,(z2qr(2%,u)) = rp + 1
o 224k ¢ pp(22,u) by Claim [7.21
Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that sequences {ay}, {dx} are
non-decreasing. By [Stepall, Lemma 2.5], we may assume the sequence of
Newton polytopes {I'"(fx)} is non-increasing.
We now pick some i < j such that a; < a;. Let sé be the integer with

s§+1 = a;d;j and let w§ = %(s§+2, s;-,ai, 2). Clearly, w; < w; Note that f;

is semi-invariant under the weight w;. In particular, w;(f;) is well-defined.
Also, since 'V (f;) 2 T (f;), one has w;(f;) < w;(fj). By Lemma [T3] the
Assumption A holds and thus the ACC follows.

Case 2. Suppose Py € X}, is defined by the analytical identification

2 2

oK1 =27+ yt + pr(2%,u) =0 . A5 1

o€ ( Pro = Yyu + Jo 2 qk(z27u)zu +t=0 in C , zut/ (1,1,1,0,1),
where o denotes the origin of @5/%(1, 1,1,0,1) and each oy is a weighted
blowup of weight wy = wt(x,y, z,u,t) = %(rk + 2,7k, ag, 2,1, + 4) satisfying
the following:
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o 7 + 2 = ap(2dx + 1) where dj, is a positive integer;
o wpkt) =r1x + 2

o w(pr2) = 52, moreover, w(qy (22, u)zu) = B2 if gy (22, u) # 0.

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that sequences {ay}, {dy} are
non-decreasing. By [Stepall, Lemma 2.5], we may assume the sequence of
Newton polytopes {I'"(fx)} is non-increasing.

We now pick some i < j such that a; < a;. Let S;» be the integer with

s§»+2 = a;d; and wé = %(324—2, s?, a;,2, s§+4). Clearly, w; = wé Note that

fj is semi-invariant under the weight w; and hence w;(f;) is well-defined.
Also, since I'M(f;) 2 T (f;), one has w;(f;) < w;(f;j). By Lemma [T, the
Assumption A holds and thus the ACC follows. 0

8. SUMMARY AND OPEN PROBLEMS

Recall that the set 73" of threefold canonical thresholds has a decompo-
sition in fo:

T5 = R U TS U TS U TS U T U TS5 o
where
Ny = { 4 | ¢ and n are positive integers with ¢ < 4}
n

is an ACC set. By [Stepalll Theorem 1.7], Propositions 4.7 5111 [6.9] [7.8]
and Theorem [[L5] we obtain Theorem Also, it is easy to verify that

1 1 1 4
ReN (5,1 S{5 + azs Uiz}

It follows from [Prok08, Example 3.11] that ctp(X,5) = 2 € Ry (3,1)
when P € X is of type cA; given by zy+ 27+ 22 +u® = 0 and S is the Weil
divisor y = 0. By Propositions B4l A4l (5.4 611 [T and Theorem [LE we
derive Theorem [L.3]

From our studies, it seems natural to consider the following problems.

Question 8.1. For every integer k > 2, is it possible to determine com-
pletely the set TE N (5, 727) 7

Recall that canonical threshold is involved in Sarkisov degree (u,c,e),
which is used to prove the termination of Sarkisov program. It is natural to
ask the following.

Question 8.2. Can we have an effective bound on “length of Sarkisov pro-
gram” in dimension three?

REFERENCES

[Chenl4] J. A. Chen, Factoring threefold divisorial contractions to points, Annali della
Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa. Classe di Scienze. Serie V 13 (2014), no. 2, 435-
463.

[Chenl5] J. A. Chen, Birational maps of 3-folds, Taiwanese J. Math. 19 (2015), no. 6,
1619-1642.

[CH11] J. A. Chen and C. D. Hacon, Factoring 3-fold flips and divisorial contractions to
curves. J. Reine Angew Math. 657 (2011), 173-197.



ON THREEFOLD CANONICAL THRESHOLDS 31

[Chen22] J-J. Chen, Accumulation points on 3-fold canonical thresholds, arXiv:
2202.06239.

[Cor95] A. Corti, Factoring birational maps of 3-folds after Sarkisov, J. Algebraic Geom.
4 (1995), 223-254.

[H99] T. Hayakawa, Blowing ups of 3-dimensional terminal singularities, Publ. Res. Inst.
Math. Sci. 35 (1999), no. 3, 515-570.

[HOO] T. Hayakawa, Blowing ups of 3-dimensional terminal singularities II, Publ. Res.
Inst. Math. Sci. 36 (2000), no. 3, 423-456.

[HMX14] C. D. Hacon, J. Mckernan and C. Y. Xu, ACC for log canonical thresholds, Ann.
of Math. (2) 180 (2014), no. 2, 523-571.

[HLL22] J. Han, J. Liu and Y. Luo, ACC for minimal log discrepancies of terminal three-
folds, arXiv: 2202.05287v2.

[Hos16] T. Hosgood, An introduction to varieties in weighted projective space. arXiv:
1604.02441v5.

[Kwk01] M. Kawakita, Divisorial contractions in dimension three which contract divisors
to smooth points, Invent. Math. 145 (2001), no. 1, 105-119.

[Kwk02] M. Kawakita, Divisorial contractions in dimension three which contract divisors
to compound A1 points, Compos. Math. 133 (2002), no. 1, 95-116.

[Kwk05] M. Kawakita, Threefold divisorial contractions to singularities of higher indices,
Duke Math. J. 130 (2005), no. 1, 57-126.

[Kaw88] Y. Kawamata, Crepant blowing-up of 3-dimensional canonical singularities and
its application to degenerations of surfaces. Ann. Math. (2) 127, no. 1, (1988), 93-163.

[Kaw96] Y. Kawamata, Divisorial contractions to 3-dimensional terminal quotient singu-
larities, Higher-dimensional complex varieties (Trento, 1994), 241-246, de Gruyter,
Berlin 1996.

[KMMS87] T. Kawamata, K. Matsuda and K. Matsuki, Introduction to the minimal model
problem, Algebraic geometry, Sendai, 1985, 283-360, Adv. Stud. Pure Math., 10,
North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1987.

[Khov] A.G. Khovanskii, Sums of finite sets, orbits of commutative semigroups and Hilbert
functions, (Russian. Russian summary) Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 29 (1995), no.
2, 36-50; translation in Funct. Anal. Appl. 29 (1995), no. 2, 102-112.

[Kol92] J. Kollar, et al., Flips and abundance for algebraic threefolds: Papers from the
Second Summer Seminar on Algebraic Geometry held at the University of Utah, Salt
Lake City, Utah, August 1991. Astérisque, no. 211. Société Mathématique de France,
Paris, 1992.

[Kol97] J. Kolldr, Singularities of pairs, Algebraic geometry-Santa Cruz 1995, Proc. Sym-
pos. Pure Math., vol. 62, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997. pp. 221-287.
[KM92] J. Kolldr and S. Mori, Classification of three-dimensional flips, J. Amer. Math.

Soc. 5 (1992), no. 3, 533-703.

[Mat02] K. Matsuki, Introduction to the Mori program, Universitext. Springer-Verlag,
New York, 2002.

[MP04] J. M°Kernan and Y. Prokhorov, Threefold thresholds, Manuscripta Math., 114
(2004), no. 3, 281-304.

[Mori85] S. Mori, 3-dimensional terminal singularities, Nagoya Math. J. 98 (1985), 43-66.

[Prok08] Y. Prokhorov, Gap conjecture for 3-dimensional canonical thresholds, J. Math.
Sci. Univ. Tokyo 15 (2008), no. 4, 449-459.

[Sho85] V. V. Shokurov, A nonvanishing theorem, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 49
(1985), no. 3, 635-651.

[Stepall] D. A. Stepanov, Smooth three-dimensional canonical thresholds, (Russian) Mat.
Zametki 90 (2011), no. 2, 285-299; translation in Math. Notes 90 (2011), no. 1-2,
265-278.

[YPG] M. Reid, Young person’s guide to canonical singularities. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.
46 (1987), 345-414.

Department of Mathematics, National Central University, Taoyuan City, 320, Taiwan
Email address: jhengjie@math.ncu.edu.tw



	1. introduction
	2. Notations and Conventions.
	3. canonical thresholds in T3, smcan 
	4. canonical thresholds in T3, cAcan
	5. canonical thresholds in T3, cA/ncan
	6. canonical thresholds in T3, cDcan
	7. canonical thresholds in T3, cD/2can
	8. Summary and open problems
	References

