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ON THE LOG ABUNDANCE FOR COMPACT KÄHLER

3-FOLDS

OMPROKASH DAS AND WENHAO OU

Abstract. In this article we show that if (X,∆) is a log canonical compact
Kähler 3-fold such that KX+∆ is nef and the numerical dimension ν(KX+
∆) 6= 2, then KX +∆ is semi-ample.
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Part 1. Introduction

1. Introduction

The Minimal Model Program is one of the fundamental tools for birational
classification of algebraic varieties. For a smooth projective variety X , it
predicts that after finitely many elementary birational contractions we can
find a variety X ′ with mild singularities such that it is birational to X and
satisfies exactly one of the following two properties:

(1) KX′ is nef,
(2) there is a fibration g : X ′ → Z such that dimZ < dimX ′ and the

general fibers of g are (log) Fano varieties.

Observe that KX′ being nef is a numerical property, so it doesn’t reveal much
geometric information about X ′. The Abundance Conjecture says that when
KX′ is nef, it is in fact semi-ample, i.e. there is a m ∈ N such that line bundle
bundle OX′(mKX′) is generated by its global sections. This leads to a fibration
of X ′ whose general fibers are (log) Calabi-Yau varieties. So one can hope to
classify X ′ by studying these fibers.
For complex projective varietes, the abundance conjecture was proved in di-
mension 3 by Miyaoka and Kawamata [Miy87, Miy88b, Miy88a], [Kaw92a].
The more general case of the log abundance was settled in [KMM94] for 3-
dimensional complex projective varieties.
Between 2015 and 2016, Campana, Peternell and Höring established the fun-
damental results of the minimal model program for Kähler 3-folds in [HP15,
HP16, CHP16]. More specifically, in [CHP16] they showed that if X is a
compact Kähler 3-fold with terminal singularities and KX is nef, then KX

semi-ample. Building upon their results, in this article we prove the following
case of the log abundance conjeture.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X,∆) be a compact Kähler 3-fold log canonical pair. As-
sume that KX +∆ is nef. Then the following hold:

(1) (Non-Vanishing) There is a sufficiently divisible positive integer m ∈ N

such that H0(X,OX(m(KX +∆))) 6= {0}.
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(2) If the Kodaira dimension κ(X,KX + ∆) > 0, then KX + ∆ is semi-
ample.

(3) If the numerical dimension ν(X,KX +∆) = 0, 1 or 3, then KX +∆ is
semi-ample.

Our strategy is similar to the proof of the log abundance theorem for pro-
jective 3-folds as presented in [Kol92] and [KMM94]. Note that the proofs in
[Kol92, KMM94] make rigorous use of the log minimal model program for var-
ious reduction steps. Unfortunately, the log MMP for compact Kähler 3-folds
is not established in full generality in [HP15, HP16, CHP16]. More specifically,
if (X,∆) is a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-dimensional klt pair such that X
is uniruled and KX + ∆ is pseudo-effective, then the cone theorem and the
existence of log minimal model for (X,∆) is not established in the papers of
Campana, Peternell and Höring. This is one of first obstacles we overcome in
this article. Of course our proof of these results are inspired from and quite
similar to those in [HP15, HP16, CHP16]. There are numerous other technical
difficulties we encounter while trying to follow the strategy as in [Kol92] and
[KMM94], many of these have to do with the fact that we work with varieties
which are not necessarily projective.

Remark 1.2. Note that in our main Theorem 1.1 above we excluded the case
ν(KX +∆) = 2. For projective varieties this case is established in [Kaw92a],
[Kol92] and [KMM94, KMM04]. When X is a compact Kähler 3-fold with
Q-factorial terminal singularities and KX is nef and ν(KX) = 2, it is claimed
in [CHP16, Theorem 8.2, page 1013] that KX is semi-ample. However, we
were not able to follow the proof in [CHP16, Theorem 8.2]. The issue arises
in the ‘Step 1’ of the proof of [CHP16, Theorem 8.2] on page 1016, where a
result of Kawamata, namely [Kaw88, Theorem 9.6] is incorrectly applied.
We note that the authors of [CHP16] recently informed us that there is a more
direct proof of [CHP16, Theorem 8.2] for the following cases (see [CHP21]):
(i) the algebraic dimension a(X) ≥ 1, and (ii) X is covered by a family of
curves. So the only remaining case is when a(X) = 0 and there are no subva-
rieties through very general points of X . In this case X is conjectured to be
bimeromorphic to a quotient of a torus.
It appears possible that the original proof of Kawamata in [Kaw92a] could still
lead to a proof in the Kähler case. One of the main tools in Kawamata’s origi-
nal proof (and also the one in [Kol92, Chapter 14]) is the use of Orbifold Chern
classes on klt 3-folds and an analog of the Bogomolov-Miyaoka-Yau (BMY)
inequality for these Chern classes, see [Kaw92a, Lemma 2.7] and [Kol92, The-
orem 10.13]. The proof of this new BMY inequality uses ample divisors in
an essential way, namely, cutting down the dimension of the ambient variety
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to reduce all the computations to a surface. Obviously such a trick does not
work for compact Kähler spaces. At the moment we do not know whether
this inequality can be proved more directly by some analytic methods on a
compact Kähler 3-fold with klt singularities.

Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Burt Totaro, Christopher
Hacon, Andreas Höring and Frédéric Campana for many fruitful conversations.
We would also like to thank the referee for carefully reading the manuscript,
pointing out numerous typos and suggesting various improvements.

2. Preliminaries

An analytic variety or simply a variety is a reduced and irreducible complex
space. A morphism f : X → Y between two complex spaces is a holomorphic
map between complex spaces. An open set U ⊆ X of a complex space X is
called Zariski open if the complement X\U is a closed analytic subset ofX , i.e.
there is a sheaf of ideals I ⊆ OX such thatX\U = Supp(OX/I ). Let Z ⊆ X
be a closed analytic subset of X . We say that an open set U ⊆ X contains the
general points of an irreducible analytic subset Z ⊆ X if ∅ 6= U ∩ Z contains
a Zariski open subset of Z. Let f : X → Y be a morphism between two
irreducible complex spaces and P is a property. We say that the general fibers
of f satisfy P if the set Z := {y ∈ Y : Xy = f−1(y) does not satisfy P} ⊆ Y
is contained in a proper closed analytic subset of Y or equivalently, there is a
Zariski open dense subset U ⊆ Y such that all the fibers of f over U satisfy
P. Similarly, we say that the very general fibers of f satisfy P, if the set Z is
contained in an at most countable union of proper closed analytic subsets of Y .

A proper morphism f : X → Y between two irreducible complex spaces is
called generically finite if there exists a Zariski open dense subset V ⊆ Y such
that f |f−1(V ) : f

−1(V ) → V is a finite morphism. Let f : X → Y be a proper
morphism from a normal variety X and D is a prime Weil divisor on X . We
say that D is horizontal over Y if f(D) = Y , otherwise D is called vertical
over Y . For any R-Cartier divisor ∆ on X , we can uniquely decompose ∆
into horizontal and vertical parts over Y as: ∆ = ∆hor + ∆ver, where ∆hor

corresponds to the horizontal part of ∆ over Y and ∆ver corresponds to the
vertical part.

Let f : X → Y be a morphism of normal varieties and D is a Q-Cartier
Q-divisor on X . We will write D ∼Q,f 0 or D ∼Q,Y 0 to mean that there is a
Q-Cartier divisor L on Y such that D ∼Q f

∗L.
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Canonical Divisor. Let X be a normal analytic variety. Then the canon-
ical sheaf ωX is defined as ωX := (∧dimXΩ1

X)
∗∗. Note that, in general ωX does

not correspond to an Weil divisor on X . However, for simplicity and to keep
notations as similar as possible to the projective MMP, we will abuse notation
in this article and will denote the canonical sheaf by the standard divisorial
notation KX . We will often write OX(KX) to mean ωX . We note that this
notational abuse does not create any complication in this article, except one
case, see the proof of Claim 9.9. This is the only place where we had to recog-
nize that KX is truly not represented by an Weil divisor and thus we can not
push it forward by a morphism as a cycle.

An R-divisor D on X is called a boundary (resp. pure boundary, resp.
sub-boundary, resp. pure sub-boundary) if the coefficients of D belong to the
interval [0, 1] (resp. [0, 1), resp. (−∞, 1]), resp. (−∞, 1)).

Let X be a normal variety and ∆ a Q-divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is
Q-Cartier. We say that the pair (X,∆) has terminal (resp. canonical, resp.
klt, resp. plt, resp. lc) singularities if ∆ is effective and the pair satisfies the
defintion as in [Kol13, Defintion 2.8]. Moreover, if ∆ is not necessarily effective,
then we will refer the corresponding singularities as sub-terminal (resp. sub-
canonical, resp. sub-klt, resp. sub-plt, resp. sub-lc). We say that (X,∆) has
dlt singularities if ∆ is effective and the pair satisfy the defintion as in [Kol13,
Def. 2.8].

In the following we collect some important technical definitions. For a more
detailed discussion, we encourage the reader to look at [HP16, HP15, CHP16]
and the references therein.

Definition 2.1. (i) An analytic variety X is called Kähler if there exists
a closed positive (1, 1)-form ω ∈ A1,1

R (X) such that the following holds:
for every point x ∈ X there exists an open neighborhood x ∈ U and
a closed embedding ιU : U → V into an open set V ⊆ CN , and a
strictly plurisubharmonic C∞ function f : V → R such that ω|U∩Xsm

=

(i∂∂̄f)|U∩Xsm
. Here Xsm is the smooth locus of X .

(ii) A compact analytic variety X is said to belong to Fujiki’s class C if
one of the following equivalent conditions are satisfied:
(a) X is a meromorphic image of a compact Kähler variety Y , i.e.,

there exists a dominant meromorphic map f : Y 99K X from a
compact Kähler variety Y (see [Fuj79, 4.3, page 34]).

(b) X is a holomorphic image of compact Kähler manifold, i.e., there
is a surjective morphism f : Y → X from a compact Kähler
manifold Y (see [Fuj79, Lemma 4.6]).
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(c) X is bimeromorphic to a compact Kähler manifold (see [Var89,
Theorem 3.2, page 51]).

(iii) On a normal compact analytic variety X we replace the use of Néron-
Severi group NS(X)R by H1,1

BC(X), the Bott-Chern cohomology of real
closed (1, 1)-forms with local potentials or equivalently, the closed bi-
degree (1, 1)-currents with local potentials. See [HP16, Definition 3.1
and 3.6] for more details. More specifically, we define

N1(X) := H1,1
BC(X).

(iv) If X is in Fujiki’s class C and has rational singularities, then from
[HP16, Eqn. (3)] we know that N1(X) = H1,1

BC(X) ⊆ H2(X,R). In
particular, the intersection product can be defined in N1(X) via the
cup product of H2(X,R).

(v) Let X be a normal compact analytic variety contained in Fujiki’s class
C. We define N1(X) to be the vector space of real closed currents of
bi-dimension (1, 1) modulo the following equivalence relation: T1 ≡ T2
if and only is

T1(η) = T2(η)

for all real closed (1, 1)-form with local potentials.
(vi) We define NA(X) ⊆ N1(X) to be the closed cone generated by the

classes of positive closed currents. The Mori cone NE(X) ⊆ NA(X) is
defined as the closure of the cone of currents of integration TC , where
C ⊆ X is an irreducible curve.

(vii) Let X be a normal compact analytic variety and u ∈ H1,1
BC(X). Then u

is called pseudo-effective if it can be represented by a bi-degree (1, 1)-
current T ∈ D1,1(X) which is locally of the form ∂∂̄f for some psh
function f . It is called nef if it can be represented by a form α with
local potentials such that for some Kähler form ω on X and for every
ǫ > 0, there exists a C∞ function fǫ ∈ A0(X) such that α + i∂∂̄fǫ ≥
−ǫω.

(viii) The nef coneNef(X) ⊆ N1(X) is the cone generated by nef cohomology
classes. Let K be the open cone in N1(X) generated by the classes
of Kähler forms. By [Dem92, Proposition 6.1.(iii)] (also see [HP16,
Remark 3.12]) it follows that the nef cone Nef(X) is the closure of K,
i.e. Nef(X) = K.

(ix) We say that a normal variety X is Q-factorial if for every prime Weil
divisor D ⊆ X , there is a positive integer k > 0 such that kD is a
Cartier divisor, and for the canonical sheaf ωX := ∧dimXΩ1

X , there is
a positive integer m > 0 such that (ω⊗m

X )∗∗ is a line bundle. It is
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well known that if X is a Q-factorial 3-fold and X 99K X ′ is a flip or
divisorial contraction, then X ′ is also Q-factorial.

(x) A Q-Cartier divisor D is called Q-effective if mD is a Cartier divisor
and the linear system |mD| is not empty for some m ∈ N.

(xi) Let f : X → Y be a projective fibration between two normal Kähler
varieties. Then f is called a KX-Mori fiber space if the following con-
ditions are satisfied:
(a) X and Y are Q-factorial varieties andX has terminal singularities,
(b) −KX is f -ample, and
(c) the relative Picard number ρ(X/Y ) = 1.

(xii) Let (X,B) be a log canonical pair and f : X → Y a contraction of
a (KX + B)-negative extremal ray R of NA(X). Then we say that
f : X → Y is a (KX + B)-divisorial contraction (resp. (KX + B)-
flipping contraction) if f is bimeromorphic and codimX Ex(f) = 1
(resp. bimeromorphic and codimX Ex(f) ≥ 2).

The following are some easy but useful results which will be used throughout
the paper.

Lemma 2.2 (Negativity Lemma). [Wan21, Lemma 1.3] Let f : X → Y be
a proper bimeromorphic morphism between two normal analytic varieties. Let
B be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X such that −B is f -nef. Then B is effective
if and only if f∗B is effective.

Lemma 2.3. Let f : X → Y be a finite surjective morphism between two
normal varieties. Let D ≥ 0 be an effective integral Weil divisor on Y .
Then f ∗D is a well defined effective integral Weil divisor on X such that
Supp(f ∗D) = f−1(SuppD).

Proof. First we explain how to take pullback of a Weil divisor under a finite
map. Since f is a finite surjective proper morphism and X and Y are both
normal, there exists a dense Zariski open set V contained in the smooth locus
of Y such that f−1(V ) is also contained in the smooth locus of X , and that
codimY (Y \V ) ≥ 2 and codimX(X\f−1(V )) ≥ 2. Then by restricting D to V
we see that the irreducible components of D|V are in bijection with that of D.
Since V is smooth, D|V is a Cartier divisor on V . Since codimX(X\f−1(V )) ≥
2, f ∗(D|V ) extends to a unique divisor on X which we define to be the f ∗D.
By construction, we have Supp(f ∗D) = f−1(SuppD). �

Lemma 2.4. Let f : X → Y be a finite surjective morphism between two
normal varieties. Let B =

∑
biBi be a Q-divisor on Y such that

∑
Bi contains
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the branch locus of f (here we allow bi = 0). Let (f ∗
∑
Bi)red =

∑
Dij, where

f(Dij) = Bi for all j and i. Let eij be the branching order of f around general
points of Dij. Then we have the following ramification formula

(2.1) f ∗(KY +B) = KX +
∑

i,j

(1− (1− bi)eij)Dij .

Moreover, if we set B′ :=
∑

i,j(1− (1−bi)eij)Dij, then (X,B′) is sub-klt (resp.

sub-lc, resp. sub-lc) if and only if (Y,B) is sub-klt (resp. sub-lc, resp. sub-lc).

Proof. Since in the first part we are only interested about divisors, and X
and Y are normal, by removing some appropriate closed analytic subsets of
codimension at least 2 from X and Y , we may assume that X and Y are both
smooth. Then we have

(2.2) KX = f ∗KY +R,

where R is the ramification divisor.
Now observe that we have f ∗B =

∑
i,j bieijDij , and R =

∑
i,j(eij − 1)Dij.

Then (2.1) follows from (2.2).
The second part follows from [KM98, Proposition 5.20].

�

The following result is very useful in practice. The proof below is suggested
by Burt Totaro.

Lemma 2.5 (Galois Closure). Let f : X → Y to be a finite surjective mor-

phism between normal varieties. Then there exists a normal variety X̃, a finite
morphism f̃ : X̃ → Y and a finite group G acting on X̃ such that f̃ factorizes

through f and Y ∼= X̃/G.

Proof. Let Z ⊆ Y be the branch locus of f . Then Z is an analytic subset of
Y and g := f |f−1U : f−1U → U is a finite étale morphism, where U := Y \ Z.
In particular, g is a topological covering space. Let d be the degree of g and
V = f−1U . We fix a point v0 ∈ V . Then H := g∗π1(V, v0) is a subgroup

of π1(U, g(v0)) of index d. Now define H̃ := ∩γ∈π1(U,g(v0))γ
−1Hγ. Then H̃

is the largest normal subgroup of π1(U, g(v0)) contained in H and the index

[π1(U, g(v0)) : H̃ ] is finite. Let g̃ : Ṽ → U be the covering space corresponding

to H̃ . Then Ṽ is naturally an analytic space, and g̃ is the Galois closure of

g : V → U . Let G the group of deck transformations of g̃ : Ṽ → U . Then

Ṽ /G ∼= U . By [GR02, Theorem XII.5.4], g̃ : Ṽ → U extends to a unique

finite morphism f̃ : X̃ → Y of analytic varieties. Furthermore, from the
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proof of [GR02, Theorem XII.5.4], we see that G acts naturally on X̃ and

X̃/G ∼= Y . �

Lemma 2.6. Let f : X → Y be a proper surjective morphism between two
normal varieties and L is a line bundle on Y . Then L is semi-ample if and
only if f ∗L is semi-ample.

Proof. Clearly if L is semi-ample, then f ∗L is semi-ample. So assume that
f ∗

L is semi-ample. Replacing f ∗
L by a suitable multiple we may assume

that f ∗L is generated by global sections. By Stein factorization it is enough
to consider two cases: (i) f has connected fibers, i.e. f∗OX = OY , and (ii) f
is a finite morphism.
In the case (i) we have H0(Y,L ) ∼= H0(X, f ∗

L ) 6= {0}. Choose y ∈ Y
and x ∈ f−1(y). Since f ∗L is globally generated, there is a global section
s ∈ H0(X, f ∗L ) such that s does not vanish at x. Let t ∈ H0(Y,L ) be the
unique global section of L such that f ∗t = s. Then t does not vanish at y,
and hence L is globally generated.

In case (ii) f is a finite morphism. Replacing f by its Galois closure (see
Lemma 2.5) we may assume that f : X → Y is Galois with Galois group G.
Choose y ∈ Y and let s ∈ H0(X, f ∗L ) be a section such that s does not vanish
at any point of f−1(y). Let s1, s2, . . . , sd be the set of all Galois conjugates of
s. Then si does not vanish at any point of f−1(y) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Now
observe that ⊗d

i=1si is a G-invariant global section of f ∗L d. Therefore there
exists a section t ∈ H0(Y,L d) such that f ∗t = ⊗d

i=1si. Then clearly t does
not vanish at y ∈ Y , and hence L

d is globally generated. �

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a variety with Q-factorial terminal singularities such
that (X,∆) has canonical singularities for some ∆ ≥ 0. Let f : X → Z be a
projective morphism. Suppose that we run a (KX + ∆)-MMP over Z which
ends with a minimal model g : (X ′,∆′) → Z over Z, i.e., KX′ + ∆′ is g-nef.
Further, assume that this MMP does not contract any component of ∆. Then
X ′ has terminal singularities.

Proof. By induction it is enough to show that every (KX+∆)-flip or divisorial
contraction over Z preserves the singularity type of X . Let f : X → Y be a
(KX + ∆)-flipping contraction over Z and f ′ : X ′ → Y its flip over Z. Set
∆′ := φ∗∆, where φ : X 99K X ′ is the induced bimeromorphic map. Then
(X ′,∆′) has canonical singularities. We will show that X ′ has terminal singu-
larities. To the contrary assume that there exists an exceptional divisor E over
X such that a(E,X ′) ≤ 0. Then a(E,X ′,∆′) = 0, since (X ′,∆′) is canonical.
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Note that E is also an exceptional divisor over X , since φ : X 99K X ′ is an
isomorphism in codimension 1. We consider two cases below.

Case I: CenterX(E) ⊆ Ex(f) or CenterX′(E) ⊆ Ex(f ′). In this case from
[KM98, Lemma 3.38] it follows that a(E,X,∆) < a(E,X ′,∆′) = 0. This is a
contradiction, since (X,∆) is canonical.

Case II: φ is an isomorphism around some neighborhoods of general points
of CenterX(E) and CenterX′(E). In this case a(E,X) = a(E,X ′) ≤ 0, this is
a contradiction since X has terminal singularities.

Now we will consider the case of divisorial contraction. Assume that ψ :
X → Y is a (KX + ∆)-divisorial contraction over Z. Set ∆Y := ψ∗∆. Since
(X,∆) is canonical and ψ does not contract any component of ∆, by [KM98,
Corollary 4.3(2)] (Y,∆Y ) has canonical singularities. The rest of the argument
works similarly as above.

�

3. Some MMP Results

In this section we will collect some results of MMP which are known for pro-
jective varieties but not for Kähler spaces. One such result is the termination
of flips for dlt pairs; we will show that Kawamata’s proof in [Kaw92b] works
of Kähler spaces after some modifications.
In [Sho92] Shokurov stated and proved the existence of flips for 3-folds klt
pairs where the underlying variety X is allowed to be analytic. Based on this
result one can easily deduce the following version of the existence of dlt flips;
alternatively, see the arguments in [CHP16, Theorem 4.3].

Theorem 3.1 (Existence of flips). [Sho92][CHP16, Theorem 4.3] Let (X,∆) be
a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair. Let ϕ : X → Y be a (KX +∆)-
flipping contraction. Then the flip ϕ+ : X+ → Y exists. Moreover, X+

is a normal Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold and (X+,∆+) is dlt, where
∆+ = (ϕ+)−1

∗ (ϕ∗∆).

Special termination follows similarly from [Sho92], more specifically, the
proof as explained in [Fuj07] works since the MMP for dlt Kähler surfaces is
known (see Section 6).

Theorem 3.2 (Special Termination). [CHP16, Theorem 4.20][Fuj07, Sho92,
Kol92] Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair. Set (X0,∆0) =
(X,∆) and let

(X0,∆0) 99K (X1,∆1) 99K · · · (Xi,∆i) 99K · · ·
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be a sequence of (KX + ∆)-flips. Then for all i ≫ 0, the flipping locus (and
the flipped locus) is disjoint from ⌊∆i⌋. In particular, if for every i the flipping
locus is contained in the support of ⌊∆i⌋, then the sequence of (KXi

+∆i)-flips
terminates.

3.1. Termination of dlt flips. In this subsection we will show that Kawa-
mata’s proof [Kaw92b] of termination of dlt flips (for algebraic varieties) works
for compact Kähler 3-folds after appropriate modifications. First note that
Kawamata’s notion of ‘weakly log terminal’ singularity is what we call diviso-
rially log terminal or dlt singularity in this article.

Theorem 3.3. Let (X,B) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair. Let

(3.1) (X0, B0) //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

ϕ0

##❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
(X1, B1) //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

ϕ+

0{{✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈

ϕ1

##❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
(X2, B2) //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

ϕ+

1{{✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈

ϕ2

##❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍

Y0 Y1 Y2

be a sequence of (KX + B)-flips, where (X0, B0) := (X,B). Then this is a
finite sequence, i.e., every sequence of (KX +B)-flips terminates.

Remark 3.4. Note that in Kawamata’s proof in [Kaw92b] there are some ter-
minologies, arguments and tools which are either not available on analytic
varieties or hard to work with. We list them out below.

(1) By special termination (see Theorem 3.2) after a finitely many steps
we may assume that ⌊Bi⌋∩Ex(ϕi) = ∅ for i≫ 0. In Kawamata’s proof
he replaces X by X \ ⌊Bi⌋ to assume that (X,B) is klt for all i ≫ 0.
However, we can not do the same since the MMP is not known for
open Kähler spaces. Instead in our case we will replace B by Bi−⌊Bi⌋
so that (X,Bi) is klt for i ≫ 0; note that we can do this since X is
Q-factorial.

(2) For a klt pair (X,B), the number of exceptional divisors E over X
with discrepancy a(E,X,B) ≤ 0 is an invariant of the pair (X,B).
Kawamata denotes this invariant by e(X,B). In page 655 of [Kaw92b]
he redefines the invariant e(X,B) using exceptional discrete valuations
of the function field C(X). However, for an analytic variety X , the
field of meromorphic functions C(X) has transcendental degree over
C ≤ dimX in general, consequently, we can not characterize e(X,B)
using valuations in the analytic case. However, this does not create any
problem for us, since Kawamata only used valuative characterization
of e(X,B) for convenience.

(3) We note that there are other more subtle technical difficulties which
appear when we try to use Kawamata’s arguments in the analytic case.
They are discussed in the proof of Theorem 3.3 below.
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Now we will start proving Theorem 3.3 step by step following Kawamata’s
idea as in [Kaw92b]. We will start with the special case of e(X,B) = 0 as in
[Kaw92b, Lemma 4].

Theorem 3.5. [Kaw92b, Lemma 4] Theorem 3.3 holds if (X,B) is klt and
e(X,B) = e(X0, B0) = 0.

Proof. Write B =
∑

i biSi, 0 ≤ bi < 1 for all i and let Sni be the pushforward
of Si on Xn. Note that we may assume that either B = 0 or there is at least
one component, say S1 of B such that Sn1 ∩ Ex(ϕn) 6= for infinitely many n,
since otherwise we can remove all the components Si of B (as X is Q-factorial)
and replace the pairs (Xn, Bn) by (Xn, 0) for all n≫ 0. The rest of the proof
works as in the proof of [Kaw92b, Lemma 4].

�

Now we will show the existence of a terminal model for klt pairs as in
[Kaw92b, Theorem 5]. Note that Kawamata’s original proof works in our case
with minor changes, however, since this result is of independent interest to us
and will be repeatedly used in other sections, we will present a detailed proof
here.

Theorem 3.6 (Terminalization). [Kaw92b, Theorem 5] Let (X,B) be a com-
pact Kähler 3-fold klt pair. Then there exists a Q-factorial terminal pair
(Y,BY ) and a projective bimeromorphic morphism f : Y → X such that

(1) KY +BY = f ∗(KX +B), and
(2) the number of exceptional divisors of f is equal to e(X,B).

Proof. Let g0 : Y0 → X be a log resolution of (X,B) such that KY0 + B0 =
g∗0(KX +B) + F , where B0 and F are both effective Q-divisors without com-
mon components, and SuppB0 is smooth (see [KM98, Proposition 2.36(1)]).
Then g0∗B0 = B and (Y0, B0) is terminal (see [KM98, Corollary 2.31(3)]).
Now we will run (KY0 + B0)-MMP over X . Note that since g0 is a projective
morphism, X is compact and (Y0, B0) is klt, the existence of (KY0 + B0)-
negative extremal rays over X and the corresponding contractions (over X)
are guaranteed by the Cone and Contraction theorem of Nakayama [Nak87,
Theorem 4.12]. Existence of flips follows from Theorem 3.1, and termination
from Theorem 3.5, since (Y0, B0) has terminal singularities. So we only need to
show that the terminal singularities are preserved at every step of this MMP.
By [KM98, Corollary 3.43] it is enough to show that if (Yi, Bi) is terminal
and ϕi : (Yi, Bi) → (Yi+1, Bi+1) is a divisorial contraction associated to a
(KY0 + B0)-MMP over X , then Ex(ϕi) 6⊆ Supp(Bi). To the contrary assume
that E is an irreducible component of Bi which is contracted by ϕi. Then
a(E,X,B) < 0. Let gi : Yi → X be the induced projective bimeromorphic
morphism. Then we have KYi + Bi = g∗i (KX + B) + Fi, where Fi ≥ 0 is the
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pushforward of F on Yi. Let C ⊆ Yi be a curve contained in a fiber of ϕi.
Then −(KYi + Bi) · C > 0 and gi(C) = pt. In particular, Fi · C < 0 and thus
E is a component of Fi, and hence a(E,X,B) > 0, which is a contradiction.

Finally assume that this MMP ends with (YN , BN), i.e., KYN + BN is gN -
nef and KYN + BN = g∗N(KX + B) + FN . Then by the Negativity Lemma
2.2 FN ≤ 0, and thus FN = 0, since it is effective. In particular, we have
KYN + BY = g∗N(KX + B). Set (Y,BY ) := (YN , BN) and f := gN and we are
done.

�

Now we will prove Theorem 3.3 as in [Kaw92b, Theorem 1].

Proof of Theorem 3.3. First we reduce the problem to the klt case. By special
termination (Theorem 3.2), after finitely many steps the flipping locus does
not intersect the support of ⌊Bi⌋. Thus reindexing Xi’s we may assume that
the flipping locus does not intersect the support of ⌊∆i⌋ for all i ≥ 0. In
particular, any (KX +B)-flip is also a (KX + {B})-flip, where {B} is the frac-
tional part of B. Therefore replacing B by {B} we may assume that (X,B) is
klt and the given sequence is a sequence of klt flips. Now we follow the steps
0, 1, 2 and 3 as in Kawamata’s proof of [Kaw92b, Theorem 1].
Step 0: This step works exactly as in the proof of [Kaw92b, Theorem 1] and
we obtain that [Kaw92b, Lemma 7] holds for e(X,B) = 0.
Step 1: This step also works exactly as in the proof of [Kaw92b, Theorem 1]
and we obtain that for every e ∈ Z+, Theorem 3.6 for all pairs (X,B) such
that e(X,B) ≤ e − 2 implies [Kaw92b, Lemma 6] for all pairs (X,B) with
e(X,B) = e.
Step 2: This step also works as in the proof of [Kaw92b, Theorem 1] and
we obtain that for every e ∈ Z+, [Kaw92b, Lemma 6] for all Q-factorial klt
pair (X,B) with e(X,B) = e and [Kaw92b, Lemma 7] with e(X,B) = e − 1
together imply [Kaw92b, Lemma 7] in the case of e(X,B) = e.

Step 3: For a fixed e ∈ Z+, [Kaw92b, Lemma 7] for e(X,B) = e and Theorem
3.3 for e(X,B) < e together imply Theorem 3.3 for all Q-factorial klt pairs
(X,B) with e(X,B) = e.

This step also works as in the proof of [Kaw92b] for the most part, but there
is a non-trivial component to it. So here we discuss the proof in full detail.

Let (X,B) be a Q-factorial klt pair with e(X,B) = e. If e(Xn, Bn) < e for
some n ≥ 0, then the sequence of the flips terminates by induction hypothesis,
so we may assume that e(Xn, Bn) = e for all n ≥ 0. Now we will define an



14 OMPROKASH DAS AND WENHAO OU

invariant discrep(X,B)+ for compact Kähler pairs (X,B) as follows:

discrep(X,B)+ := inf{a(E,X,B) > 0 : E is an exceptional divisor over X}.

Since in our case (X,B) = (X0, B0) is klt, by passing to a log resolution of
(X,B) and then using [KM98, Corollary 2.31(3)] and its proof, it follows that
discrep(X,B)+ = c > 0 for some positive rational number c > 0. Then from
[KM98, Lemma 3.38] it follows that discrep(Xn, Bn)

+ ≥ c for all n ≥ 0. Note
that under our induction hypothesis, [Kaw92b, Lemma 7] holds, and hence
there exists a positive integer q > 0 such that qD is Cartier and OXn

(qKXn
)

is a line bundle, for every Weil divisor D on Xn and for all n ≥ 0. Now re-
placing q by a suitable multiple so that qB0 is Cartier, we may assume that
q(KXn

+ Bn) is Cartier for all n ≥ 0. In particular, it follows that for every
divisor E over Xn and for all n ≥ 0, the discrepancy a(E,Xn, Bn) is contained
the discrete set 1

q
Z.

Let F1, F2, . . . , Fe be the divisors over X such that a(Fj, X,B) ≤ 0. Now
we claim that a(Fj , Xn, Bn) ≤ 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ e and for every n ≥ 0.
Indeed, if not, then since e(Xn, Bn) = e for all n ≥ 0, there is an integer
n0 > 0 and a divisor E over Xn0

distinct from Fj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ e such
that a(E,Xn0

, Bn0
) ≤ 0. Then from [KM98, Lemma 3.38] it follows that

a(E,Xn0−1, Bn0−1) ≤ a(E,Xn0
, Bn0

) ≤ 0. This implies that e(X,B) ≥ e + 1,
a contradiction.
Now if there is a j ∈ {1, . . . , e} and n0 ≥ 0 such that the center Cjn0

of Fj
on Xn0

is contained Ex(ϕn0
), then λn :=

∑e
j=1 a(Fj , Xn, Bn) strictly increases

by [KM98, Lemma 3.38] for all n ≥ n0, i.e. λn < λn+1 for all n ≥ n0. But
since λn ≤ 0 for all n ≥ 0, we have λn ∈ [λn0

, 0] for all n ≥ n0. However,
recall that λn ∈ 1

q
Z for all n ≥ 0, and thus λn ∈ [λn0

, 0] ∩ 1
q
Z for all n ≥ n0;

this is a contradiction, since [λn0
, 0] ∩ 1

q
Z is a finite set. So after reindexing if

necessary, we may assume that Cjn (the center of Fj on Xn) is not contained
in Ex(ϕn) for any n ≥ 0 and any 1 ≤ j ≤ e. In particular, |a(Fj, Xn, Bn)| = cj
is constant for all n ≥ 0 and each 1 ≤ j ≤ e (as it is an increasing sequence
in 1

q
Z bound above by 0). Suppose that c1 ≥ c2 ≥ · · · ≥ ce. Recall that

CenterXn
(F1) = C1n and a(F1, Xn, Bn) = c1 for all n ≥ 0. Next we make the

following claim.

Claim 3.7. If C1n ∩ Ex(ϕn) = ∅ for all n≫ 0, then Theorem 3.3 holds.

Proof of Claim 3.7. Our strategy is to extract F1 over each Xn and construct a
sequence of flips (Wn, BWn

) 99K (Wn+1, BWn+1
) over (Xn, Bn) 99K (Xn+1, Bn+1)

for all n ≥ 0. Then this new sequence terminates by induction as the invariant
e(Wn, BWn

) = e− 1 for n ≥ 0. From this we argue that the original sequence
must terminate.
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To this end, let fn : Wn → Xn be the extraction of the divisor F1 with
CenterX(F1) = C1n by running an appropriate MMP over X ; note that this
MMP terminates by our induction hypothesis in this step that Theorem 3.3
holds for e(X,B) < e. Then ρ(Wn/Xn) = 1, since Xn is Q-factorial, and hence
ρ(Wn/Yn) = 2. Let KWn

+ BWn
= f ∗

n(KXn
+ Bn). Since fn(F1) ∩ Exϕn = ∅,

the strict transform of the curves in Ex(ϕn) generate a (KWn
+BWn

)-negative
extremal ray Rn of the relative Mori cone NE(Wn/Yn). Let gn : Wn → Zn
be the flipping contraction over Yn corresponding to extremal ray Rn (see
[Nak87, Theorem 4.12(2)]) and g+n : Wn+1 → Zn is the associated flip over
Yn (see Theorem 3.1), and hn : Zn → Yn is the induced morphism. Let
BWn+1

be the pushforward of BWn
on Wn+1. Then KWn+1

+BWn+1
is g+n -ample

and ρ(Wn+1/Zn) = 1. Now observe that, since fn(F1) ∩ Ex(ϕn) = ∅, from
our construction above it follows that F1

∼= gn(F1) ∼= g+
−1
n (gn(F1)) =: F n+1

1 .
Moreover, since Ex(hn ◦ gn) = Ex(ϕn ◦ fn), it follows that KWn+1

+ BWn+1
is

(hn◦g
+
n )-nef. We claim that if C ⊆Wn+1 is a curve such that (hn◦g

+
n )(C) = pt,

then (KWn+1
+ BWn+1

) · C = 0 if and only if C ⊆ F n+1
1 . Indeed, the if

part is clear, so assume that for a hn ◦ g
+
n -vertical curve C ⊆ Wn+1 we have

(KWn+1
+ BWn+1

) · C = 0. To the contrary assume that C 6⊆ F n+1
1 . Then

C 6⊆ F n+1
1 ∪ Ex(g+n ), as (KWn+1

+ BWn+1
) · C = 0 and KWn+1

+ BWn+1
is

g+n -ample. In particular, g+n (C) 6= pt and hn(C) = pt. Let CWn
be the

strict transform of g+n (C) under gn; then CWn
6⊆ F n

1 ∪ Ex(gn). Consequently,
fn(CWn

) 6= pt and ϕn(fn(CWn
)) = pt. This is a contradiction to the fact that

gn(CWn
) = g+n (C) 6= pt, as ϕn(fn(CWn

)) = pt implies that the numerical class
of CWn

in NE(Wn/Yn) is contained the ray Rn defined above, and hence CWn
is

contracted by gn according to our construction. Then from the relative Base-
point free theorem for projective morphism as in [Nak87, Theorem 4.8], it
follows that KWn+1

+BWn+1
is semi-ample over Yn. Then there exist projective

bimeromorphic morphisms fn+1 : Wn+1 → Vn+1 and ϕVn+1
: Vn+1 → Yn such

that KVn+1
+ BVn+1

:= fn+1∗(KWn+1
+ BWn+1

) is ϕVn+1
-ample and KWn+1

+
BWn+1

= f ∗
n+1(KVn+1

+BVn+1
). Note that fn+1 contracts the divisor F n+1

j .
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Wn
ψn

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

gn

  ❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

fn

��

Wn+1

g+n
||③③
③③
③③
③③
③③
③③

fn+1

��
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹

Zn

hn

��

Xn
φn

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

ϕn

  ❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

Xn+1

ϕ+
n

||③③
③③
③③
③③
③③
③③

πn+1
//❴❴❴❴ Vn+1

ϕVn+1

uu❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧❧❧

Yn

From the diagram above it follows that (πn+1◦φn)∗(KXn
+Bn) = πn+1∗(KXn+1

+
Bn+1) = KVn+1

+BVn+1
and codimVn+1

Ex(ϕVn+1
) ≥ 2. Thus ϕVn+1

: Vn+1 → Yn
is a flip of ϕn : Xn → Yn, and since flip of a flipping contraction is unique, it
follows that Vn+1

∼= Xn+1 and ϕVn+1
= ϕ+

n .
The above construction gives us a sequence of klt-flips ψn : (Wn, BWn

) 99K

(Wn+1, BWn+1
) such that e(Wn, BWn

) = e − 1 for all n ≥ 0. Thus by in-
duction this is a finite sequence, i.e. there exists an integer n0 ≥ 0 such
that ψn : Wn 99K Wn+1 is an isomorphism for all n ≥ n0. We claim that
φn : Xn 99K Xn+1 is an isomorphism for all n ≥ n0. Indeed, let Γn be the nor-
malization of the graph of φn for n ≥ n0, and pn : Γn → Xn and qn : Γn → Xn+1

are the induced bimeromorphic morphisms. Then by the universal property of
graph it follows that there is a proper bimeromorphic morphism θn : Wn → Γn
for n ≥ n0 such that fn = pn ◦ θn and fn+1 = qn ◦ θn (note that here we are
identifying Wn and Wn+1 via the isomorphism ψn). Now since ρ(Wn/Xn) = 1,
either θn is finite or pn is finite. If θn is finite and hence isomorphism, then
identifyingWn with Γn and fn with pn for n ≥ n0 we see that pn(F1) = Ex(ϕn),
this is a contradiction, since pn(F1) ∩ Ex(ϕn) = fn(F1) ∩ Ex(ϕn) = ∅. On the
other hand, if pn is finite, then it is in fact an isomorphism, and thus φn is a
morphism. Then since Xn+1 is Q-factorial and φn is an isomorphism is codi-
mension 1, it follows that φn is an isomorphism for all n ≥ n0. This completes
the proof of the claim.

�

Thus we may assume that C1n ∩ Ex(ϕn) 6= ∅ for all n ≥ 0. Then the rest of
the proof works exactly as in the proof of Step 3 of [Kaw92b, Theorem 1]. �



ON THE LOG ABUNDANCE FOR COMPACT KÄHLER 3-FOLDS 17

Using the results above we can run a relative MMP for projective morphism
between Kähler varieties of dimension ≤ 3.

Proposition 3.8 (MMP for Projective Morphisms). Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial
dlt pair and f : X → Y a projective surjective morphism between two normal
compact Kähler varieties. If dimX ≤ 3, then we can run a relative (KX +∆)-
MMP over Y which terminates with either a minimal model or a Mori fiber
space, according to whether KX +∆ is pseudo-effective over Y or not. More-
over, if X = X0 99K X1 99K · · · 99K Xn · · · are the steps of a (KX + ∆)-
MMP over Y , then every Xi is a Kähler variety for i ≥ 0; additionally, if
ψ : Xn → Y ′ is a Mori fiber space over Y , then Y ′ is also Kähler.

Proof. Since f is projective, the (relative) cone and contraction theorems are
known due to [Nak87, Theorem 4.12]. Since dimX ≤ 3, the existence of
flips (over Y ) follows from [Sho92]. The termination of flips (over Y ) follow
from Theorem 3.3. The proof of the fact that a (KX + ∆)-MMP over Y
terminates either with a minimal model or a Mori fiber space according to
whether KX + ∆ is pseudo-effective over Y or not, works exactly as in the
algebraic case, since f : X → Y is a projective morphism. If gi : Xi → Zi is
a contraction of a (KXi

+∆i)-negative extremal ray of NE(Xi/Y ), then from
the relative base-point free theorem [Nak87, Theorem 4.10] it follows that the
induced morphism hi : Zi → Y is projective. Then from [Var89, Proposition
1.3.1, page 24] it follows that Zi is Kähler. If gi is a flipping contraction and
g+i : Xi+1 → Zi is the flip, then again Xi+1 is Kähler by the same argument.
In the Mori fiber space case again by a similar argument it follows that Y ′ is
Kähler. �

Corollary 3.9. Let X be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold with klt singu-
larities and µ : X ′ → X a proper bimeromorphic morphism. Then every fiber
of µ is rationally chain connected.

Proof. Let ν : X̃ → X be a resolution of singularities of X dominating X ′.
Using Chow’s lemma for bimeromorphic morphism (see [Hir75, Corollary 2])

and then passing to a higher resolution we may assume that µ ◦ ν : X̃ → X
is a projective morphism. It suffices to show that every fiber of ν is rationally
chain connected. Thus replacing X ′ by X̃ and µ by µ ◦ ν we may assume that
X ′ is smooth and µ : X ′ → X is projective. We run a (KX′ + Ex(µ))-MMP
over X via Proposition 3.8:

(3.2) X ′ = X ′
0

//❴❴❴❴ X ′
1

//❴❴❴❴ · · · //❴❴❴❴ X ′
n.

Since X is Q-factorial and has klt singularities, we have X ′
n = X . Let φi :

X ′ 99K X ′
i and Ei be the push-forward of Ex(µ) by φi.
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If fi : X
′
i → X ′

i+1 is a (KX′

i
+Ei)-divisorial contraction of a divisor E in the

above MMP (3.2), then by construction E is contained in the support of Ei .
In this case fi is also a (KX′

i
+ E)-divisorial contraction. Now by adjunction

KE +BE = (KX′

i
+E)|E and (E,BE) is a klt surface. Note that −(KE +BE)

is relatively ample with respect to the morphism fi|E : E → fi(E). It is well
known that E is relatively rationally chain connected, for example, see [HM07,
Corollary 1.3].

If instead we have fi : X
′
i 99K X

′
i+1 a (KX′

i
+Ei)-flip, then the flipping locus

is contained in a component E of Ei. Let F = E + (1 − ǫ)(Ei − E) for some
0 < ǫ≪ 1. Then fi is also a (KX′

i
+F )-flip. Now by adjunction (KX′

i
+F )|E =

KE+BE such that (E,BE) has klt singularities, and in particular, the surface
E is Q-factorial. Note that if g : X ′

i → Z is the (KX′

i
+F )-flipping contraction

associated to the flip fi, then−(KE+BE) is relatively ample with respect to the
morphism g|E : E → g(E). Let C be any flipping curve, then (KE+BE)·C < 0
and C2 < 0 (since it is an exceptional curve contained in the surface E). It
follows that (KE + C).C < 0 and hence that C is rational. Finally, we argue
that every flipped curve C+ is rational. Note that C+ is exceptional over X
and hence must be contained in a component say E+ of Ei+1 := fi,∗(Ei) (since
Ei+1 is the exceptional locus of X

′
i+1 → X). Let g+ : X ′

i+1 → Z be the flipped
contraction and E+

Z = g+∗ (E
+). Let E− = (f−1

i )∗E
+ be its strict transform on

Xi andKE−+BE− = (KX′

i
+Ei)|E−. Since (E−, BE−) is dlt and −(KE−+BE−)

is g|E− ample, it follows that (EZ , (g|E−)∗BE−) is dlt, where EZ := g∗E
−, and

in particular EZ has rational Q-factorial singularities. Thus C+ is a rational
curve.

From what we have seen above, it follows easily that the fibers ofX ′
i → X are

rationally chain connected if and only if the fibers of X ′
i+1 → X are rationally

chain connected. Since X ′
n = X , this concludes the proof. �

In the next result (Lemma 3.10) we will show that if X is a uniruled com-
pact Kähler 3-folds with Q-factorial klt singularities such that the base of the
MRC(C) fibration of X has dimension ≤ 1, then X is a projective variety. In
fact we prove something stronger: if φ : X 99K X ′ is a bimeromorphic contrac-
tion, for example, a divisorial contraction or a flip, then X ′ is also projective.
This is very useful in running MMP.

Lemma 3.10. Let X be a uniruled normal Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold
with klt singularities and φ : X 99K X ′ a bimeromorphic map to a Q-factorial
compact Kähler 3-fold X ′ with klt singularities such that φ does not extract
any divisor, i.e. φ−1 : X ′ 99K X does not contract any divisor. If the base of
the MRC(C) fibration of X has dimension less than 2, then X ′ is a projective



ON THE LOG ABUNDANCE FOR COMPACT KÄHLER 3-FOLDS 19

variety. In particular, if X is non-algebraic, then the base of the MRC(C)
fibration of X has dimension 2.

Proof. Let π : X 99K Z be the MRC(C) fibration (see [CH20, Remark 6.10]).
By assumption dimZ = 0 or 1. First note that, since X has rational singular-
ities, by [Nam02, Corollary 1.7], X is projective if and only if any resolution

X̃ of the singularities of X is projective. Note also that by Corollary 3.9,
the fibers of ν : X̃ → X are rationally chain connected, thus it follows that
X̃ 99K Z is also a MRC(C) fibration. Note that as X̃ is smooth, then its MRC
and MRCC fibrations coincide. Thus replacing X by a resolution of singular-
ities we may assume that X is a compact Kähler manifold and φ : X → X ′

is a morphism. Possibly replacing X further by a higher resolution we may
assume that π and φ are both morphisms. Since the general fibers of π are
rationally connected, by [Deb01, Corollary 4.18] H0(F,ΩiF ) = 0 for all i ≥ 1
where F is a general fiber. We claim that H0(X,Ω2

X) = 0. If dimZ = 0, then
this is clear, so assume that dimZ = 1. Then observe that the following exact
sequence

π∗ΩZ // ΩX // ΩX/Z // 0

is left exact over Zariski open dense subset of Z. This follows from the generic
smoothness of π and the fact that the MRC fibration is an almost holomorphic
map Restricting this sequence to a general fiber F of π we get the following
short exact sequence

(3.3) 0 // OF
// ΩX |F // ΩF // 0.

Thus we have a short exact sequence

(3.4) 0 // ΩF // Ω2
X |F // Ω2

F
// 0.

It follows from this exact sequence that H0(X,Ω2
X) = 0. Then H2(X,OX) =

H0(X,Ω2
X) = 0, and by the Kodaira’s projectivity criterion we have that X is

projective.
Finally, since X ′ has Q-factorial klt singularities, running a (KX + Ex(φ))-

MMP over X ′ will recover X ′, and hence X ′ is also projective.

Now ifX is non-algebraic, then set X ′ := X and φ as the identity morphism.
Thus from the previous part it follows that the base of the MRC fibration of
X must be 2 in this case. �

Lemma 3.11. Any compact analytic variety (possibly singular) of dimension
1 is a projective algebraic curve.

Proof. Let C be a compact analytic curve and p ∈ Csm a smooth point of
C. Then OC(p) is a line bundle on C with a section 0 6= s ∈ H0(C,OC(p))
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such that div(s)0 = p, and hence by Grauert’s criteria [BHPVdV04, Theorem
I.19.3], C is projective. �

Remark 3.12. The above lemma holds more generally for any reduced compact
complex space of dimension 1 with finitely many irreducible components. The
proof follows similarly by working on each component separately.

4. Length of Extremal rays and MMP with scaling

4.1. Length of extremal rays. In this section following Kawamata’s article
[Kaw91] we will show that for a compact Kähler 3-fold klt pair (X,∆), the
length of the rational curves generating the (KX +∆)-negative extremal rays
is bounded above by a universal constant.

Lemma 4.1. [Kaw91, Lemma] Let f : X → Y be projective bimeromorphic
morphism of normal analytic varieties, H an f -ample Cartier divisor on X and
E an irreducible component of Ex(f) of maximal dimension. Let e = dimE
and ν : Ē → E be the normalization morphism. Further suppose that there is
an effective Q-divisor ∆ ≥ 0 such that (X,∆) is klt, and f(E) is a point in
Y . Then

(He−1 · (KX +∆) · E) > ((ν∗H)e−1 ·KĒ).

Proof. This proof is essentially same as Kawamata’s original proof in [Kaw91]
with minor modifications, which we will discuss now. First observe that the
question is local on the base Y and f(E) is a point in Y . Moreover, we have
a f -ample Cartier divisor H on X . So we can choose a small Stein open
subset U ⊆ Y containing f(E) and positive integers m,n > 0 such that mH
gives a closed embedding f−1U →֒ Pn × U . Then replacing Y by U and X
by f−1U we may assume that ι : X →֒ Pn × Y is a closed embedding such
that pr2 ◦ι = f . Then pr∗1O(1) is a globally generated line bundle on Pn × Y .
We can use the global sections of (pr1 ◦ ι)

∗O(1) to cut down the dimension of
X as in the proof of [Kaw91, Lemma]. We will need a Bertini-type theorem
here to guaranteed that the general hyperplane sections of X are irreducible
and normal. This is achieved by [Man82, Corollary II.5]. We will also need a
relative Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing theorem in this proof. Such a statement
is proved in [Nak87, Theorem 3.7]. With these tools Kawamata’s arguments
in [Kaw91, Lemma] work in our settings. Interested reader may also consult
[Deb01, Lemma 7.47] for a more detailed account of this proof in the algebraic
case. �

Theorem 4.2. Let (X,∆ ≥ 0) be a klt pair and f : X → Y is a a projective
morphism to a Stein variety Y such that Y embeds into an open subset of CN
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as an analytic subset. Let E be an irreducible component of Ex(f) of maximal
dimension, and n = dimE − dim f(E). Assume further that −(KX + ∆) is
f -ample. Then for a general point p ∈ f(E), Ep = E ∩ f−1(p) is covered by a
family of rational curves {Γλ}λ∈Λ such that −(KX +∆) · Γλ ≤ 2n.

Proof. First replacing f by its Stein factorization we may assume that f has
connected fibers and Y is normal. There are two cases now depending on
whether f is bimeromorphic or not. The bimeromorphic case is more involved
and we show the details here, the other case is left as an exercise to the reader.

Assume that f is bimeromorphic. Let d = dim f(E) and Y0 is the inter-
section of Y by d very general hyperplanes of CN . Then Y0 is normal by
[Man82, Corollary II.5]. Moreover, Y0 ∩ f(E) is a set of finite points. Shrink-
ing Y further if necessary we may assume that Y0 ∩ f(E) is a single point.
Let X0 = f−1Y0,∆0 = ∆ ∩ X0, E0 = E ∩ X0 and f0 = f |X0

. Then again by
[Man82, Theorem II.5] and [KM98, Lemma 5.17] it follows that X0 is normal
and (X0,∆0) is klt. Moreover, we also have f0 is projective and −(KX0

+∆0)
is f0-ample. Let ν : Ē0 → E0 be the normalization morphism, and H a f0-very
ample Cartier divisor on X0. Note that E0 is a projective algebraic variety,
since f0 is a projective morphism and f0(E0) is a point in Y0. Let C be the
intersection of n − 1 general members of the linear system |ν∗H| (note that
dimE0 = n). Then by Bertini’s theorem, C is a smooth curve contained in
the smooth locus of Ē0. Then by Lemma 4.1 applied to f0, we get

(4.1) (Hn−1 · (KX0
+∆0) · E0) > ((ν∗H)n−1 ·KĒ0

).

From the left hand side of (4.1) we get Hn−1 · (KX0
+∆0) ·E0 = ν∗(KX0

+
∆0) ·C < 0, since −(KX0

+∆0) is ample on E0. Thus from the right hand side
of (4.1) it follows that KĒ0

· C < 0. Then by [Kol96, Theorem 5.8] through
every point of x ∈ C there is a rational curve Γ̄x in Ē0 such that

−ν∗(KX +∆) · Γ̄x ≤ 2 dim Ē0
−ν∗(KX +∆) · C

−KẼ0
· C

.

Taking the images of Γ̄x’s in E0 we see that E0 is covered by a family of rational
curves {Γλ}λ∈Λ such that −(KX +∆) ·Γλ < 2n, where n = dimE−dim f(E).

When f is not bimeromorphic, the general fiber F of f is a projective variety
of positive dimension, and thus the usual argument of Mori’s Bend and Break
work on F (see [Kol96, Theorem 5.8]). The details of this proof is left as an
exercise to the reader.

�
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In the following we discuss how to run a MMP with scaling of an effective
divisor.

Proposition 4.3. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold klt pair.
Let D be a nef Q-Cartier divisor and KX +∆ is not nef. Further assume that
the cone theorem and contraction theorem hold for the (K +∆)-MMP. Set

λ := sup{t ≥ 0 : D + t(KX +∆) is nef }.

Then λ is a rational number and there is a (KX +∆)-negative extremal ray R
such that

(D + λ(KX +∆)) · R = 0.

Proof. Let k be a natural number such that k(KX + ∆) and kD are both
Cartier. Then by Theorem 4.2, for each (KX+∆)-negative extremal ray Ri for
i ∈ I, there is a rational curve Ci such that Ri = R≥0[Ci] and −(KX+∆)·Ci ≤
2n, where n is the dimension of X . In particular, we have

(4.2) µi =
D · Ci

−(KX +∆) · Ci
=

kD · Ci
−k(KX +∆) · Ci

≥
(kD) · Ci

2nk
for all i ∈ I.

Note that −k(KX + ∆) · Ci is an integer contained in the set {1, 2, . . . , 2nk}
for all i, and the (kD) · Ci’s are also integers for all i. Therefore the µi’s are
contained in the discrete set S = {m

l
: m, l ∈ Z, m ≥ 0, 1 ≤ l ≤ 2nk}. In

particular, µ := inf{µi : i ∈ I} is contained in {µi : i ∈ I}, i.e., µ is rational,
and there is an extremal ray R = Ri0 for some i0 ∈ I such that

(D + µ(KX +∆)) · R = 0.

From the cone theorem it follows that D+µ(KX+∆) is nef and D+s(KX+∆)
is not nef for any s > µ, since µ is the minimum of all µi. Therefore µ is the
nef threshold, and we set λ = µ.

�

Corollary 4.4. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold klt pair.
Suppose that KX + ∆ is not nef and there is an effective Q-divisor H on X
such that KX + ∆ + H is nef. Then there is a (KX + ∆)-negative extremal
ray R and a rational number 0 < λ ≤ 1 such that KX + ∆ + λH is nef and
(KX +∆+ λH) · R = 0.

Proof. It follows directly from Proposition 4.3 by setting D = KX+∆+H . �
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4.2. Running MMP with scaling. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact
Kähler 3-fold klt pair. Suppose that KX+∆ is not nef and there is an effective
Q-divisor H on X such that KX + ∆ + H is nef. We will run a (KX + ∆)-
MMP with the scaling of H . Set (X0,∆0) = (X,∆), H0 = H , and let λ0 =
inf{t ≥ 0 : KX + ∆ + tH is nef }. If λ0 = 0, then KX + ∆ is nef and we
stop. Otherwise, by Corollary 4.4 there exists a (KX0

+∆0)-negative extremal
ray, say R0, such that (KX0

+ ∆0 + λ0H) · R0 = 0. Let ϕ0 : X0 → Y be the
associated contraction. Then KX0

+ ∆0 + λ0H = ϕ∗L, for some Q-Cartier
divisor L on Y . There are two cases now

(1) ϕ : X0 → Y is a divisorial contraction, or
(2) ϕ is a flipping contraction.

If ϕ is a divisorial contraction, then Y is a normal Q-factorial compact Kähler
3-fold. In this case wet set X1 = Y,∆1 = ϕ∗∆0 and H1 = ϕ∗H0. Then we
have (X1,∆1) a klt pair such that KX1

+ ∆1 + λ0H1 is nef. We then set
λ1 = inf{t ≥ 0 : KX1

+∆1 + tH1 is nef } and continue the program.
If ϕ is a flipping contraction, then Y is not Q-factorial, so we take a flip
ϕ+ : (X+

0 ,∆
+
0 ) → Y of ϕ, where ∆+

0 = φ∗∆ and H+ = φ∗H , and φ : X → X+

is the induced birational map. Then X+ is a normal Q-factorial compact
Kähler 3-fold. Set X1 = X+,∆1 = ∆+ and H1 = H+. Then we have (X1,∆1)
a klt pair such that KX1

+ ∆1 + λ0H1 is nef. We then set λ1 = inf{t ≥ 0 :
KX1

+∆1 + tH1 is nef } and continue the program.
Note that in way we get a monotonically decreasing sequence λ0 ≥ λ1 ≥ · · · .
This program will stop if either λi = 0 for some i, in which case KXi

+ ∆i

is nef, or there is a contraction ϕ : Xi → Yi such that dimYi < dimXi and
−(KXi

+∆i) is ϕi-ample; this is called a (KXi
+∆i)-Mori fiber space.

Theorem 4.5 (Special MMP). Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-
fold klt pair. Suppose that KX+∆ is not nef and there is an effective Q-divisor
H on X such that KX +∆ +H is nef. Then we can run a (KX +∆)-MMP
with the scaling of H which satisfies exactly one of following two properties:

(X,∆) = (X0,∆0) 99K (X1,∆1) 99K · · · (Xi,∆i) 99K · · ·

(1) Every step of this MMP is (KX + ∆ + H)-trivial, i.e., (KXi
+ ∆i +

Hi) · Ri = 0 for all i ≥ 0, where Ri is the corresponding extremal ray.
In this case the program terminates with either a (KX + ∆)-minimal
model or (KX +∆)-Mori fiber space,

or

(2) there is a smallest i ≥ 0 such that KXi
+∆i + (1 − ε)Hi is nef for all

0 < ε≪ 1. In this case we stop the program at this stage.



24 OMPROKASH DAS AND WENHAO OU

Proof. Using the same notations as in the beginning of Subsection 4.2 we see
that the property (1) holds if λi = 1 for all i ≤ k − 1 and λk = 0 for some
k ≥ 1, such that KXk

+ ∆k is either nef or there is a (KXk
+ ∆k)-Mori fiber

space g : Xk → Z. Otherwise, assume that 0 < λi < 1 with the smallest index
i ≥ 0. Then λi−1 = 1 and KXi

+ ∆i + (1 − ε)Hi is nef for all 0 < ε ≪ 1 (we
choose λ−1 = 1). �

We will also need the following version of relative directed MMP.

Lemma 4.6. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold lc pair such
that X has klt singularities. Let f : X → Y be a projective contraction of
relative dimension 1 such that the general fibers of f are isomorphic to P1.
Assume that KX +∆ is nef over Y and (KX +∆) ·F = 0 for general fibers F
or f . We run a relative KX-MMP over Y with the scaling of ∆

(X,∆) =: (X0,∆0) 99K (X1,∆1) 99K · · · 99K (Xn,∆n) =: X ′ → Y ′

and end with a Mori fiber space f ′ : X ′ → Y ′ over Y .
Then every step of this MMP is (KX +∆)-trivial.

Proof. From the construction of MMP with scaling we understand that it is
enough to show that the nef thresholds

λi := inf{t ≥ 0 : KXi
+ t∆ is nef/Y } = 1,

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Note that {λi} form a monotonically decreasing sequence
and λi ≤ 1 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Therefore it is enough to show that λn = 1. To
that end, first observe that the composite bimeromorphic map φ : X 99K X ′

is an isomorphism over a dense Zariski open subset of Y . In particular, if
F (∼= P1) is a general fiber of X → Y , then (KX′ +∆′) ·F = (KX +∆) ·F = 0,
i.e. ∆′ · F = 2. Note that the general fibers of X → Y are also general fibers
of f ′ : X ′ → Y ′, and according to the construction of MMP with scaling, f ′

is a (KX′ + λn∆
′)-trivial contraction, i.e. (KX′ + λn∆

′) · F = 0 for a general
fiber F of f ′. Thus ∆′ · F = 2

λn
and therefore λn = 1. �

5. Relative MMP for dlt pairs and existence of dlt model

In this section we will prove a relative cone theorem for dlt pairs and then
establish the existence of dlt models for log canonical pairs.

Theorem 5.1. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler dlt pair of arbitrary
dimension, and f : X → Y is a projective surjective morphism to a compact
analytic variety Y . Then there are at most countable number of curves {Ci}i∈I
such that f(Ci) = pt for all i ∈ I, and

NE(X/Y ) = NE(X/Y )(KX+∆)≥0 +
∑

i∈I

R+ · [Ci].
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Proof. Fix a f -ample divisor H on X . Then for any n ∈ N we can write
KX+∆+ 1

n
H = KX+(1−ε)∆+( 1

n
H+ε∆) such that 1

n
H+ε∆ is f -ample for

ε ∈ Q+ sufficiently small (depending on n). Note that (X, (1 − ε)∆) is a klt
pair. Thus by [Nak87, Theorem 4.12], there are finitely many (KX+∆+ 1

n
H)-

negative extremal rays generated by curves {Ci}i∈In such that

(5.1) NE(X/Y ) = NE(X/Y )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0 +

∑

i∈In

R+ · [Ci].

Define I := ∪n≥1In. Then clearly NE(X/Y ) = NE(X/Y )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0 +∑

i∈I R
+ · [Ci]. Note that we also have

NE(X/Y )(KX+∆)≥0 = ∩∞
n=1NE(X/Y )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0.

Therefore from (5.1) we have

NE(X/Y ) = ∩∞
n=1

(
NE(X/Y )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0 +

∑

i∈I

R+ · [Ci]

)

⊃ ∩∞
n=1

(
NE(X/Y )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0

)
+
∑

i∈I

R+ · [Ci]

= NE(X/Y )(KX+∆)≥0 +
∑

i∈I

R+ · [Ci].

Suppose now that the inclusion is strict and so we have an element v ∈

∩∞
n=1

(
NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0 +

∑
i∈I R

+ · [Ci]
)
not contained in

NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆)≥0 +
∑

i∈I

R+ · [Ci].

Intersecting NE(X/Y ;W ) with an appropriate affine hyperplane H we may as-
sume that NE(X/Y ;W )∩H is compact and convex and v ∈ NE(X/Y ;W )∩H.
For each n ≥ 1, we can write v = vn+wn, where vn ∈ NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0∩

H and wn ∈
∑

i∈I R
+ · [Ci] ∩ H. By compactness, passing to a subsequence,

we may assume that limits exist, and v∞ = lim vi and w∞ = limwi such that
v = v∞+w∞. Since NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆)≥0 = ∩∞

n=1NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆+ 1

n
H)≥0

is closed, v∞ ∈ NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆)≥0∩H. Since
∑

i∈I R
+ · [Ci]∩H is compact,

w∞ ∈
∑

i∈I R
+ · [Ci] ∩H. By standard arguments (see the end of the proof of

[Kol96, Theorem III.1.2]) one sees that NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆)≥0+
∑

i∈I R
+ · [Ci]

is closed and hence
∑

i∈I

R+ · [Ci] ⊆ NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆)≥0 +
∑

i∈I

R+ · [Ci].
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Thus w∞ = v0+w
′
∞, where v0 ∈ NE(X/Y ;W )(KX+∆)≥0 and w

′
∞ ∈

∑
i∈I R

+ · [Ci].
Finally, since v = (v∞ + v0) + w′

∞, we obtain the required contradiction.
�

Theorem 5.2 (DLT Modification). Let (X,∆) be a compact Kähler 3-fold
log canonical pair. Then there exists a projective bimeromorphic morphism
f : (X ′,∆′) → (X,∆) from a Q-factorial dlt pair (X ′,∆′) such that KX′+∆′ =
f ∗(KX′ +∆′).

Proof. Let g : Y → X be the log resolution of (X,∆). Define ∆Y := f−1
∗ ∆+E,

where E = Ex(f) is the reduced f -exceptional divisor. Then (Y,∆Y ) has dlt
singularities. We will run a (KY +∆Y )-MMP over X . Let C ⊆ Y be a curve
generating a (KY + ∆)-negative extremal ray of NE(Y/X) as in Theorem
5.1. Then for some 0 < ε ≪ 1 we still have (KY + (1 − ε)∆Y ) · C < 0
and (Y, (1− ε∆Y )) is klt. Therefore by [Nak87, Theorem 4.12(2)] there exist
projective bimeromorphic morphisms ϕ : Y → Z and h : Z → X such that
ϕ contracts the extremal ray R = R≥0[C] and g = h ◦ ϕ. Now since X is
Kähler and h : Z → X is a projective morphism, from [Var89, Pro. 1.3.1,
page 24] it follows that Z is Kähler. Now if ϕ is a flipping contraction, then
the flip, say ϕ+ : Y + → Z exists by Theorem 3.1. The fact that Y + is Kähler
again follows from [Var89, Pro. 1.3.1, page 24], since Z is Kähler and ϕ+ is
projective. The termination of flips follows from Theorem 3.3. Finally, since f
is bimeromorphic, KY +∆Y is f -big, and consequently this MMP terminates
with a minimal model over X . Then applying the negativity lemma we get
our required dlt model.

�

Corollary 5.3. Let (X,∆) be a compact Kähler 3-fold lc pair. Then there
exists a bimeromorphic model f : (X ′,∆′) → (X,∆) such that

(1) X ′ has Q-factorial terminal singularities,
(2) (X ′,∆′) is a dlt pair, and
(3) KX′ +∆′ = f ∗(KX +∆).

Proof. By Theorem 5.2, there is a dlt model g : (X̂, ∆̂) → (X,∆) such that

KX̂+∆̂ = g∗(KX+∆). Hence, by replacing (X,∆) by (X̂, ∆̂), we may assume
that (X,∆) is dlt. Let U ⊆ X be the largest open set such that (U,∆|U) is a
SNC pair. Then codimX(X\U) ≥ 2. Let f : (X ′,Θ′) → (X, 0) be a terminal
model of (X, 0) as in Theorem 3.6 such that KX′ +Θ′ = f ∗KX . Then f is an
isomorphism over the smooth locus of X ; in particular f is an isomorphism
over U . Let Z = X\U . Define ∆′ := Θ′ + f ∗∆ on X ′ so that

KX′ +∆′ = f ∗(KX +∆),



ON THE LOG ABUNDANCE FOR COMPACT KÄHLER 3-FOLDS 27

and (X ′,∆′) is lc.
It remains to show that (X ′,∆′) is a dlt pair. Let U ′ = f−1(U) and Z ′ = X ′\U ′.
Then (U ′,∆′|U ′) is a SNC pair. If E is an exceptional divisor with center in Z ′,
then its center in X is contained in Z. Hence a(E;X ′,∆′) = a(E;X,∆) > −1.
This completes the proof. �

6. LMMP and Abundance for Kähler surfaces

In this section, we will recall the log minimal model programs for dlt pair
(X,∆), where X is a compact Kähler surface. Since (X,∆) is dlt, X has Q-
factorial rational singularity. Now if X is uniruled, then from the classification
of compact complex surfaces it follows that X is algebraic. So we will only
focus on the case when X is not uniruled. Let ϕ : X̃ → X be the minimal
resolution of X . Then there is an effective Q-divisor E ≥ 0 such that

KX̃ ∼Q ϕ
∗KX − E.

Since X̃ is not uniruled, by abundance for smooth compact Kähler surfaces it
follows that KX̃ is Q-effective. As a consequence, KX is also Q-effective. We
can write

(6.1) KX ∼Q

∑

finite

λiCi,

where Ci are irreducible curves and λi ≥ 0. By [Bou04, Proposition 3.4],
ϕ∗(KX + ∆) is nef if and only if it has non-negative intersection with every
curve in X̃ . Thus from the proof of [HP16, Lemma 3.13] it follows that KX+∆
is nef if and only if it intersects every curve in X non-negatively. In this case,
we have the following cone theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let (X,∆) be a dlt pair such that X is a non-uniruled compact
Kähler surface. If KX +∆ is not nef, then there are finitely many irreducible
curves Γi such that

−(KX +∆) · Γi > 0

and that
NA(X) = NA(X)(KX+∆)≥0 +

∑

finite

R+[Γi].

Proof. Since KX + ∆ is not nef, as explained above, there is a curve Γ ⊆ X
such that (KX + ∆) · Γ < 0. In particular, from (6.1) it follows that Γ ⊆
Supp(∆+

∑
λiCi) and Γ2 < 0. Let {Γi}i∈I be a finite set of curves contained

in the support of ∆ +
∑
λiCi such that Γ2

i < 0. We claim that the following
holds

(6.2) NA(X) = NA(X) +
∑

i∈I

R+[Γi].
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To see this, let φ : X̂ → X be a resolution of singularities of X . Then from
[DP04, Corollary 0.4] it follows that NA(X̂) is generated by the set of all

Kähler classes ω̂ and classes of curves Ĉ on X̂ . Since φ∗NA(X̂) = NA(X)

(cf. [HP16, Proposition 3.14]), it follows that classes φ∗ω̂ and φ∗[Ĉ] generate
NA(X). So it is enough to show that these classes are contained in the closed
cone V := NA(X)(KX+∆)≥0 +

∑
i∈I R

+[Γi]. To that end, first observe that
(KX + ∆) · φ∗ω̂ = φ∗(KX + ∆) · ω̂ ≥ 0, since ω̂ is Kähler and KX + ∆ is

effective. Thus φ∗ω̂ ∈ V . Now let C := φ∗Ĉ. If (KX +∆) ·C ≥ 0, then clearly
[C] ∈ V . If (KX + ∆) · C < 0, the from the argument above it follows that
C ≡ aΓi for some i ∈ I and a ∈ R+; hence [C] ∈ V . This completes the proof.

�

In order to establish the MMP, we still need the following contraction the-
orem.

Theorem 6.2. With the notation and hypothesis as in Theorem 6.1, for each
irreducible curve Γ with −(KX+∆)·Γ > 0, there is a bimeromorphic morphism
f : X → Y which contracts precisely the curve Γ and Y is a compact Kähler
surface.

Proof. Since KX is Q-effective as discussed above, it follows that Γ · Γ < 0.
Then by [Sak84, Theorem 1.2], there is a contraction f : X → Y to a normal
surface Y such that f(Γ) = pt.

Note that since Γ2 < 0, from adjunction it follows that Γ is a rational curve.
Then by a similar argument as in proof of [CHP16, Corollary 3.1] it follows
that Y is Kähler. �

Theorem 6.3 (Abundance). Let X be a normal compact Kähler space of
dimension 2 and (X,∆) a lc pair. If KX +∆ is nef, then it is semi-ample.

Proof. ReplacingX by its minimal resolution we may assume thatX is smooth.
If ν(KX +∆) = 0 or 1, then from [CHP16, Pro. 5.1 and Lemma 5.1] it follows
that KX +∆ is semi-ample.

If ν(KX+∆) = 2, then by [Dem96, Corollary 6.8]KX+∆ is big; in particular
X is a Moishezon manifold. Then by [Nam02, Theorem 1.6] X is projective,
and the semi-ampleness of KX +∆ follows from [Kol92, Theorem 11.1.3].

�

7. Abundance for 3-fold pairs (X,∆) with κ(X,KX +∆) ≥ 1

In this section we will prove the log abundance for a 3-fold log canonical
pairs (X,∆) such that κ(X,KX +∆) ≥ 1. The proof is based on the proof of
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[DW19, Theorem 3.1] which is originally inspired from the proof of [Kaw85,
Theorem 7.8].

Lemma 7.1. Let f : X → Y be a proper surjective morphism from a normal
compact Kähler variety X to a normal projective variety Y of dimY > 0.
Suppose that L is a line bundle on X such that H0(X,L ) 6= 0 and L |F ∼ OF

for general fibers F of f . Let D be a non-zero effective Cartier divisor on X
given by the zeros of a non-zero global section of L . Then there exists an
effective ample Cartier divisor H on Y such that f ∗H −D is effective.

Proof. Since L |F ∼= OF for general fibers F of f , it follows that D|F ∼ 0.
We claim that Supp(D) ∩ F = ∅ for general fibers F of f . Indeed, since
D is effective, for a general fiber F , D|F is an effective divisor on F . Since
D|F ∼ 0 and F is a normal compact Kähler variety, it follows that D|F = 0,
i.e. SuppD ∩ F = ∅ for general fibers F of f . In particular, f(D) does not
dominate Y . Let H be an effective ample Cartier divisor Y such that SuppH
contains f(D). Then SuppD is contained in the Supp f ∗H . Thus replacing
H by a sufficiently high multiple we may assume that f ∗H −D is effective.

�

7.1. Iitaka Fibration. Let (X,∆) be a terminal pair, where X is compact
Kähler 3-fold. Assume that with κ(X,KX +∆) ≥ 0. Then the Iitaka fibration
as in [Laz04, Theorem 2.1.33] gives a diagram

Y

µ

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦

f

��❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

X //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Z

satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Y is a smooth compact Kähler 3-fold, and Z is a smooth projective
variety with dimZ = κ(X,KX +∆).

(2) µ : Y → X is a log resolution of (X,∆) and f is a surjective morphism
with connected fibers.

(3) κ(W, (KY + ∆Y )|W ) = 0, where W is a general fiber of f , and ∆Y =
µ−1
∗ ∆ (see [LP18, Lemma 2.3]).

Theorem 7.2. Let (X,∆) be a compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair. If κ(X,KX +
∆) ≥ 1 and KX +∆ is nef, then it is semi-ample.

Proof. If κ(X,KX +∆) = 3, then X is a Moishezon space. Since dlt singular-
ities are rational, it follows from [Nam02, Theorem 1.6] that X is projective
algebraic varieties. Then semi-ampleness follows from [KMM94, Theorem 1.1].
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In the following discussion we will consider the remaining cases where κ(X,KX+
∆) = 1 or 2. By passing to a terminal model by Theorem 3.6 we may assume
that (X,∆) has Q-factorial terminal singularities.

Let the following diagram be the Iitaka fibration of KX+∆ as defined above

Y

µ

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦

f

  ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

X //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Z.

Let {Ei} be the exceptional divisors of µ, and set ∆Y = µ−1
∗ ∆. Then we

have

(7.1) KY +∆Y = µ∗(KX +∆) +
∑

riEi, ri > 0 for all i.

Let W be a general fiber of f : Y → Z. Since Y is smooth, by generic
smoothness it follows that W is smooth and (W,∆W ) is a SNC pair, where
∆W = ∆Y |W . In particular, (W,KW +∆W ) has dlt singularities.

Claim 7.3. µ∗(KX +∆)|W ∼Q 0.

Assuming the claim for the time being first we will complete the proof here.
Letm > 0 be an integer such that µ∗(m(KX+∆)) is a Cartier divisor. LetD be
an effective Cartier divisor on Y given by the zeros of a non-zero global section
of the line bundle OY (m(µ∗(KX +∆))). Then by Lemma 7.1, there exists an
ample Cartier divisor H on Z such that D ≤ f ∗H . Therefore ν(X,KX +∆) =
ν(Y, µ∗(m(KX + ∆))) = ν(Y,D) ≤ ν(Y, f ∗H2) = κ(Y, f ∗H2) = κ(Z,H2) =
dimZ = κ(X,KX + ∆). Thus κ(X,KX + ∆) = ν(X,KX + ∆) by [Dem96,
Proposition 6.10]. Then by [Fuj11, Theorem 4.8] KX +∆ is semi-ample.

�

Proof of Claim 7.3. We spilt the proof into two cases depending on the dimen-
sion of W .

Case I: dimW = 1. In this case W is a smooth proper curve, hence it is
a smooth projective algebraic curve. Since κ(W,KW +∆) = 0, it follows that
KW +∆W ∼Q 0. Restricting both side of (7.1) to W we get

µ∗(KX +∆)|W ∼Q −
∑

riEi|W .

Since KX +∆ is nef and ri > 0 for all i, we conclude that Ei|W = 0 for all i,
i.e., µ∗(KX +∆)|W ∼Q 0.

Case II: dimW = 2. In this case W is a smooth Kähler surface and
(W,∆W ) is a dlt pair. Now by Theorem 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3 we run the (KW+∆W )-
MMP which terminates with a dlt pair (W ′,∆W ′) such that KW ′ + ∆W ′ is
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semi-ample. Let ϕ : W → W ′ be the induced bimeromorphic morphism such
that KW ′ +∆W ′ = ϕ∗(KW +∆W ). Then we have

(7.2) KW +∆W = ϕ∗(KW ′ +∆W ′) +
∑

sjFj , where sj > 0 for all j,

where Fj’s are the ϕ-exceptional divisors.

Since κ(W ′, KW ′ + ∆W ′) = κ(W,KW + ∆W ) = 0 and KW ′ + ∆W ′ is semi-
ample, KW ′ +∆W ′ ∼Q 0. Therefore we have

(7.3) KW +∆W ∼Q

∑
sjFj , where sj > 0 for all j.

From adjunction on W we also get that

(7.4) KW +∆W ∼Q µ
∗(KX +∆)|W +

∑
riEi|W

Thus we have

(7.5) µ∗(KX +∆)|W ∼Q

∑
sjFj −

∑
riEi|W = G+ −G−,

such that G+ ≥ 0 and G− ≥ 0 are two effective Q-divisors on W with no
common irreducible components.

We will show that G+ = G− = 0. On the contrary first assume that G+ 6= 0.
It is clear that G+ is ϕ-exceptional. Now by [BHPVdV04, Theorem III.2.1]
the intersection matrix of the exceptional divisors of ϕ : W →W ′ is a negative
definite matrix. Thus in particular (G+)2 < 0.
On the other hand, since µ∗(KX + ∆)|W is nef, from relation (7.5) we get
G+ · (G+−G−) ≥ 0, which is a contradiction. Therefore G+ = 0 and µ∗(KX +
∆)|W ∼Q −G−. Again since µ∗(KX +∆)|W is nef, G− = 0. Therefore we have

(7.6) µ∗(KX +∆)|W ∼Q 0.

�

Corollary 7.4. Let (X,∆) be a compact Kähler 3-fold lc pair. If κ(X,KX +
∆) ≥ 1 and KX +∆ is nef, then it is semi-ample.

Proof. It result follows immediately from Theorem 7.2 by passing to a dlt
model using Theorem 5.2. �

8. Q-linear system

Let X be a normal compact analytic variety and L a Q-Cartier divisor on X .
Then the Q-linear system |L|Q is defined as the set of all effective Q-Cartier
divisors L′ ≥ 0 such thatm(L−L′) is an integral Weil divisor for some positive
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integer m ∈ N and that m(L−L′) ∼ 0. The stable of base locus of L is defined
as

SBs |L| :=
⋂

m∈N

Bs |mkL|,

where k is the small positive integer such that kL is Cartier.
Note that since X is compact, it follows that SBs |L| is an analytic subset of
X , in fact SBs |L| = Bs |mkL| for some m ∈ N (see [Laz04, Pro. 2.1.21]). The
base locus of the Q-linear system |L|Q is defined as

Bs |L|Q =
⋂

L′∈|L|Q

SuppL′.

Note that SBs |L| = Bs |L|Q.
For a Q-Cartier divisor D on X , we define

D + |L|Q = {D + P | P ∈ |L|Q}.

Assume that |L|Q is not empty. Then for any prime Weil divisor E on X , we
define the multiplicity of D + |L|Q along E as

multE (D + |L|Q) = inf{multE (D + P ) | P ∈ |L|Q}.

We call D + |L|Q a boundary (resp. pure boundary, resp. sub-boundary, and
resp. pure sub-boundary) if its multiplicity along every prime divisor lies in
the interval [0, 1] (resp. [0, 1), resp. (−∞, 1], and resp.(−∞, 1)).
We also consider the pair (X,D + |L|Q). For a proper generically finite mor-
phism f : X ′ → X from a normal variety X ′, we define the log pullback of
KX +D + |L|Q as KX′ +D′ + |L′|Q, where

L′ = f ∗L and KX′ +D′ = f ∗(KX +D).

We then define the discrepancy of a divisorial valuation ν on X for the pair
(X,D+|L|Q) as follows: choose a proper bimeromorphic morphism f : X ′ → X
from a smooth variety X ′ such that ν corresponds to a prime divisor E on X ′.
Then the discrepancy of ν with respect to (X,D + |L|Q) is defined as

a(ν;X,D + |L|Q) = a(E;X,D + |L|Q) := −multE (D′ + |L′|Q).

The pair (X,D + |L|Q) is called sub-klt if the discrepancies of all divisorial
valuations are strictly greater than −1. It is called klt if it is sub-klt and D is
effective. Other singularities are defined similarly.

Now suppose that L is a Cartier divisor. The we can decompose it as:

|L| = |M |+ F,

where |M | is the movable part, i.e. Bs |M | does not have any codimension 1
component, and F ≥ 0 is the fixed part. Note that the divisor M may not be
Cartier here, so in general |M | is a linear system of Weil divisors.
If D is another Q-Cartier divisor, then we define the fixed part of D + |L| as
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D + F , and the movable part as |M |.

In the remainder of this section we establish some properties of Q-linear
systems of the form D + |L|Q and the corresponding pairs (X,D + |L|Q).

Lemma 8.1. Let X be normal Q-factorial compact analytic variety, |L|Q a
Q-linear system on X, and D is a Q-divisor on X. If D + |L|Q is a pure
sub-boundary, then there exist an element N ∈ |L|Q such that D+N is a pure
sub-boundary.

Proof. First replacing L by an effective Q-Cartier divisor in |L|Q we may as-
sume that L is effective. Let k be the smallest positive integer such that kL is
Cartier. Then for any m ≥ 1 we decompose |mkL| = |Mm|+Fm into movable
and fixed parts. Note that these fixed parts give a monotonically decreasing
sequence of divisors { 1

mk
Fm} on X , i.e., 1

mk
Fm ≥ 1

(m+1)k
Fm+1 for all m ≥ 1.

Now since D + |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary, there is a m0 ≫ 0 such that the
coefficients of the divisor D+ 1

m0k
Fm0

along each of its irreducible component

is strictly less than 1. Now we focus on the movable part 1
m0k

|Mm0
|. We make

the following claim.

Claim 8.2. There is an effective reduced divisor N ′ ≥ 0 in the linear system
of |Mm0

|, i.e., the coefficients of N ′ are all 1, such that the support of N ′ does
not contain any irreducible components of D + 1

m0k
Fm0

.

Assuming the claim for the time being we will complete the proof first. Set
N := 1

m0k
N ′ + 1

m0k
Fm0

∈ |L|Q; then clearly D +N is a pure sub-boundary.

Proof of Claim 8.2. First note that, since X is compact, the linear system
|mkL| is finite dimensional for all m ≥ 1; more specifically, |mkL| is given
by the finite dimensional C-vector space H0(X,OX(kL)) for all m ≥ 1. In
particular, |Mm| is a finite dimensional linear system of Weil divisors on X ,
for allm ≥ 1. LetX

sing
be the singular locus ofX ; note that codimX Xsing

≥ 2,

since X is normal. Now consider the closed subset Y = Supp(D + 1
m0k

Fm0
) ∪

Bs |Mm0
| ∪X

sing
⊆ X and set U = X \Y . Then U is a smooth complex space.

Notice that the restricted linear system |Mm0
|U is a finite dimensional linear

sub-system of |(Mm0
|U)| of Cartier divisors (since U is smooth). Furthermore,

|Mm0
|U is base-point free on U . Then by a Bertini type theorem for complex

spaces [Man82, Theorem II.5], a general enough member N ′
U of |Mm0

|U is a
reduced divisor on U . Note that a very general member of |Mm0

| does not
contain any codimension 1 component of X \ U , and thus N ′

U extends to a
reduced divisor N ′ on X such that N ′ ∈ |Mm0

|. �

�
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Lemma 8.3. Let X be a normal Q-factorial compact analytic variety, |L|Q
a Q-linear system on X, and D is a Q-divisor on X. Then the following
assertions are all equivalent:

(1) (X,D + |L|Q) is sub-klt;
(2) For any projective bimeromorphic morphism f : X ′ → X with X ′

normal, D′ + |L′|Q is a pure sub-boundary, where D′ + |L′|Q is the log
pullback of D + |L|Q, i.e., L

′ = f ∗L and KX′ +D′ = f ∗(KX +D).

Proof. It follows easily from the defintion above.
�

Lemma 8.4. Let X be a normal Q-factorial compact analytic surface, |L|Q a
Q-linear system on X, and D is a Q-divisor on X. If (X,D+ |L|Q) is sub-klt,
then there is an element N ∈ |L|Q such that (X,D +N) is sub-klt.

Proof. Let f : X ′ → X be a resolution of singularities of X such that Ex(f),
f ∗D, f ∗L and f−1 Bs(|L|Q) are all simple normal crossing divisors and they
intersect each other transversally. LetD′+|L′|Q be the log pullback ofD+|L|Q,
i.e.,

KX′ +D′ = f ∗(KX +D) and L′ = f ∗L.

Then by Lemma 8.3, D′+ |L′|Q is a pure sub-boundary. We need to show that
there is some N ′ ∈ |L′|Q such that D′ +N ′ is a pure sub-boundary and it also
has simple normal crossing support.
By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 8.1 we see that there is
a sufficiently large and divisible positive integer m such that D′ + 1

m
F ′ is a

pure sub-boundary, where |mL| = |M ′| + F ′ is the decomposition of mL into
movable and fixed parts. Indeed, since m is sufficiently large and divisible and
X is compact, it follows that Bs |mL| = Bs |L|Q. Then from the construction
of D′ and L′ above it follows that D′+ 1

m
F ′ is a simple normal crossing divisor.

Note that since (X,D + |L|Q) is sub-klt and m is sufficiently large, it follows
from the arguments in the proof of Lemma 8.1 that D′ + 1

m
F ′ is a pure sub-

boundary. Now M ′ is a movable Cartier divisor on the compact complex
surface X ′. In particular, Bs |M ′| is a finite set. Thus by [Fuj83, Corollary
1.14], Bs |M ′| = ∅, i.e., |M ′| is base point free. Then by a Bertini type theorem
[Man82, Corollary II.7], there is a smooth divisor N ′′ ∈ |M ′| such that the
support ofN ′′ does not contain any component ofD+ 1

m
F ′ andD+ 1

m
N ′′+ 1

m
F ′

has simple normal crossing support. SetN ′ := 1
m
(N ′′+F ′) ∈ |L′|Q; then clearly

D +N ′ is a pure sub-boundary.
�
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In the following two lemmas we compare D + |L|Q with its log pullback by
a generically finite morphism.

Lemma 8.5. Let X be a normal Q-factorial compact analytic variety, |L|Q a
Q-linear system on X, and D is a Q-divisor on X. Let p : X ′ → X be a proper
finite morphism with X ′ normal. Let D′+ |L′|Q be the log pullback of D+ |L|Q
under p. Then D + |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary if and only if D′ + |L′|Q is a
pure sub-boundary.

Proof. Assume that D + |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary. Then by Lemma 8.1,
there is some N ∈ |L|Q such that D + N is a pure sub-boundary. We claim
that D′ + N ′ is a pure sub-boundary, where N ′ = p∗N . Let E ′ be a prime
divisor on X ′ and set E := p(E ′). We will compute the multiplicity of D′+N ′

along E ′. Assume that p∗E has multiplicity m along E ′. Let d and n be the
multiplicities of D and N respectively along E. Then we have

multE (D +N)− 1 = d+ n− 1 < 0.

From the ramification formula we have

multE′ N ′ = nm, multE′ D′ = dm− (m− 1).

Thus

multE′ (D′ +N ′)− 1 = dm− (m− 1) + nm− 1

= m(d+ n− 1)

= m(multE (D +N)− 1)

< 0.

This shows that D′ +N ′ is a pure sub-boundary.

Now we assume that D′+ |L′|Q is a pure sub-boundary. Using the result we
just proved above we may replace X ′ by the Galois closure of the morphism
p (see Lemma 2.5), and thus assume that p : X ′ → X is a Galois morphism
with Galois group G. Now since D′ + |L′| is a pure sub-boundary, by Lemma
8.1 there is an element B′ ∈ |L′|Q such that D′ + B′ is a pure sub-boundary.
Now set N ′ := 1

#G

∑
g∈G g(B

′). Then N ′ ∈ |L′|Q and D′ + N ′ is also a pure

sub-boundary. Moreover, since N ′ is G-invariant, there is an element N ∈ |L|Q
such that N ′ = p∗N . We claim that D + N is a pure sub-boundary. Let E
be a prime Weil divisor on X and let E ′ be an irreducible component of p∗E.
Then as in the computation above we have

multE (D +N)− 1 =
1

m
(multE′ (D′ +N ′)− 1) < 0.

Therefore D +N is a pure sub-boundary, and so is D + |L|Q. �



36 OMPROKASH DAS AND WENHAO OU

Lemma 8.6. Let X be a normal Q-factorial compact analytic variety, |L|Q
a Q-linear system on X, and D is a Q-divisor on X. Let p : X ′ → X be a
generically finite proper morphism from a normal variety X ′. Let D′ + |L′|Q
be the log pullback of D+ |L|Q under p. Then D+ |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary
if D′ + |L′|Q is a pure sub-boundary.

Proof. By Stein factorization, we only need to prove the lemma in the following
two cases: either p is a proper bimeromorphic morphism, or p is a finite proper
morphism. The case when p is bimeromorphic is trivial. The case when π is
finite follows from Lemma 8.5. �

Part 2. Construction of LMMP for pseudo-effective pair

9. Non-vanishing theorem

The objective of this section is to prove the following non-vanishing theorem.

Theorem 9.1. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair.
Assume that X is non-algebraic and that the base of the MRC fibration for X
has dimension 2. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) KX +∆ is Q-effective;
(2) KX +∆ is pseudo-effective;
(3) (KX +∆) · F ≥ 0 for general fibers F of the MRC fibration of X.

Remark 9.2. Note that if (KX +∆) · F > 0 for a general fiber F of the MRC
fibration, then ∆ has at least one component which dominates the base of the
MRC fibration. Reducing the coefficients of these components appropriately
we may assume that (KX + ∆) · F = 0. Thus in order to prove the above
theorem it is enough to show that, if (KX + ∆) · F = 0, then KX + ∆ is
Q-effective.

Using Lemma 3.10 we will reduce the general non-vanishing Theorem 9.3 to
Theorem 9.1.

Theorem 9.3. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair. If
KX +∆ is pseudo-effective, then it is Q-effective.

Proof. If X is projective, then the theorem follows from [KMM94, Theorem
1.1] after running a (KX + ∆)-MMP. Hence we may assume that X is not
algebraic.

If X is not uniruled, then first using Corollary 5.3 we may assume that X
has terminal singularity. Then the non-vanishing follows from [DP03, Theorem
0.3] after running a KX -MMP as in [HP16, Theorem 1.1]. It remains to treat
the case when X is uniruled and non-algebraic. In this case the base of the
MRC fibration of X has dimension 2, by Lemma 3.10, and thus our result
follows from Theorem 9.1. �
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9.1. Case of Mori fiber space. The aim of this subsection is to prove the
Theorem 9.5 below, which is a generalization of [KMM94, Corollary 3.8]. First
we state a combinatorial result from [KMM94] which will be very useful to us
in this section.

Let I1, I2, . . . , Ip be a partition of the set {1, 2, . . . , k}. Let a1, a2, . . . , ak be

a sequence of rational numbers such that 0 ≤ ai ≤ 1 and
∑k

i=1 ai = 2. Set
αq =

∑
i∈Iq

ai.

Lemma 9.4. [KMM94, Lemma 3.2] With the notations and hypothesis as
above assume that αq satisfies 0 ≤ αq ≤ 1 for all q ∈ {1, . . . , p}. Then the
system of equations

k∑

j=1

bij = ai for all i = 1, 2 . . . , k

has a non-negative rational solution bij ≥ 0 such that bij = bji for all i, j, and
bij = 0 if i and j belong to the same indexing set Iq.

Theorem 9.5. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair.
Assume that X is non-algebraic and that the base of the MRC fibration of X
has dimension 2. Let f : X → Y be a Mori fibration of relative dimension 1
such that KX + ∆ ∼Q,f 0. Then there is an effective Q-divisor B ≥ 0 on Y
such that KX +∆ ∼Q f

∗(KY + B). Moreover, if (X,∆) is klt, then (Y,B) is
klt.

We first deal with the case where every component of ∆ is bimeromorphic
to the base Y .

The following elementary lemmas will be useful in our proof.

Lemma 9.6. Let f : Y → X be a proper bimeromorphic morphism between
compact analytic varieties and X is normal. Let ωY be the canonical sheaf

of Y such that ω
[m]
Y is a line bundle for some m ∈ N. Let g : Z → Y be a

resolution of singularities of Y and ωmZ
∼= g∗ω

[m]
Y (E) for some Weil divisor E

on Z. Then E is (f ◦ g)-exceptional.

Proof. Let ν : Y → Y be the normalization of Y . Then ω
[m]

Y
∼= ν∗ω

[m]
Y (B)

for some effective Weil divisor B on Y . The divisor B is determined by the
conductor ideal of the normalization. Since f : Y → X is bimeromorphic
and X is normal, Supp(ν∗B) ⊆ Ex(f). Now since the resolution g : Z → Y
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factors through the normalization Y and ωmZ
∼= g∗ω

[m]
Y (E), it follows that the

components of E are either exceptional for the induced morphism Z → Y or
they are strict transform of the components of the conductor divisor B. In
particular, we have SuppE ⊆ Ex(f ◦ g).

�

In the next two lemmas we will deal with case when the horizontal compo-
nents of ∆ are bimeromorphic to the base of the MRC fibration.

Lemma 9.7. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair. Let
f : X → Y be a Mori fiber space contracting a (KX + ∆)-negative extremal
ray of NA(X). Let D be a Q-divisor on X such that D is vertical over Y , i.e.
f(SuppD) does not dominate Y . Then there is a Q-Cartier Q-divisor B on
Y such that D = f ∗B.

Proof. Let m be a positive integer such that mD is a Cartier divisor. Write
D = D+ −D−, where D+ and D− effective Q-divisors without common com-
ponents. Note that by hypothesis D+ and D− are both vertical over Y .
Thus mD+ · C = 0 for curves C ⊆ X contained in the fibers of f . Then
by [CHP16, Proposition 3.1(6)] there exists a line bundle L on Y such that
OX(mD

+) ∼= f ∗L . Now since f∗OX = OY , from the projection formula it
follows that {0} 6= H0(X,OX(mD

+)) = H0(X, f ∗L ) = H0(Y,L ). Therefore
there exists a non-zero section s ∈ H0(Y,L ) such that the divisor of zeros of
f ∗s is the divisor mD+, i.e. mD+ = div(f ∗s)0. Set L := div(s)0. Then L
is an effective Cartier divisor on Y such that mD+ = f ∗L. Similarly, there
exists an effective Cartier divisor M on Y such that mD− = f ∗M . Define
B := 1

m
(L−M). Thus we have D = (D+ −D−) = f ∗B.

�

Lemma 9.8. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold pair with
canonical singularities such that X has terminal singularities. Let f : X → Y
be a KX-Mori fibration of relative dimension 1 such that KX + ∆ ≡f 0. We
assume that every component of ∆ is bimeromorphic to Y via f . Then there
is an effective Q-divisor L ≥ 0 on Y such that KX + ∆ ∼Q f ∗(KY + L) and
that the base locus of the Q-linear system |L|Q has no divisorial component.

Proof. Write ∆ =
∑k

i=1 ai∆i such that ∆i’s are the irreducible components
of ∆ and ai ∈ (0, 1] for all i. Since f is a KX-Mori fiber space of relative
dimension 1, the general fibers of f are isomorphic to P1; in particular, from
KX + ∆ ≡f 0 we obtain that

∑k
i=1 ai = 2. Then by Lemma 9.4 there exist
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nonnegative rational numbers bij ≥ 0 with bij = bji for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k such that

ai =
∑

j; j 6=i

bij .

Then we have

(9.1)
∑

i,j; i 6=j

1

2
bij(KX/Y +∆i +∆j) = KX/Y +

k∑

i=1

ai∆i.

Set Bij := f∗(∆i · ∆j) for any i 6= j, and let L = 1
2

∑
i 6=j bijBij ≥ 0. We

make the following claim.

Claim 9.9. The effective Q-divisor L ≥ 0 on Y satisfies (KX/Y +∆) ∼Q f
∗L.

Proof of Claim 9.9. Let F be a general fiber of f ; then F ∼= P1. Since ∆i’s are
bimeromorphic to Y via f , we have (KX/Y +∆i+∆j) ·F = 0. Now since f is
a contraction of a KX -negative extremal ray, by [CHP16, Proposition 3.1(6)]
there exists a positive integer m > 0 and a line bundle Lij on Y such that

(9.2) OX(m(KX/Y +∆i +∆j)) ∼= f ∗
Lij

is an isomorphism of line bundles.
Now since X has terminal singularities, X is smooth outside a set of finitely
many points. Thus by adjunction we have (KX +∆i +∆j)|∆i

= K∆i
+∆j |∆i

.
Recall that g = f |∆i

: ∆i → Y is bimeromorphic according to our hypothesis.
Now observe that if K∆i

and KY were given by Weil divisors, then we would
have g∗K∆i

= KY . This would have made our proof significantly simpler by
simply restricting both sides of (9.2) onto ∆i, and then pushing forward by
f |∆i

would show that Lij is given by a Cartier divisor on Y . However, the
canonical bundle of an analytic variety only exists as a sheaf and it may not
correspond to any Weil divisor in general.
To remedy this problem we pullback everything to a resolution of ∆i. Let
h : Z → ∆i be a resolution of singularities of ∆i. Then by Lemma 9.6 there

exists a (g ◦ h)-exceptional Weil divisor E on Z such that h∗ω
[m]
∆i

∼= ωmZ (E).

Moreover, since Y is Q-factorial, by our defintion ofQ-factoriality, ω
[m]
Y is a line

bundle for m ∈ N sufficiently divisible. Thus there exists a (g ◦ h)-exceptional

divisor F on Z such that ωmZ
∼= (g ◦ h)∗ω

[m]
Y (F ). Now restricting both sides of

(9.2) to ∆i and then pulling back to Z we get

(9.3) h∗(OX(m(KX/Y +∆i +∆j))|∆i
) ∼= h∗((f ∗

Lij)|∆i
) ∼= (g ◦ h)∗Lij.
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Now

h∗(OX(m(KX/Y +∆i +∆j))|∆i
) ∼= ωmZ (E)⊗ (g ◦ h)∗ω

[−m]
Y (mh∗(∆j |∆i

))

∼= (g ◦ h)∗ω
[m]
Y (E + F )⊗ (g ◦ h)∗ω

[−m]
Y (mh∗(∆j |∆i

))
∼= OZ(E + F +mh∗(∆j |∆i

)).

Therefore from (9.3) it follows that the line bundle (g ◦ h)∗Lij is given by
a Cartier divisor on Z. Since g ◦ h is bimeromorphic, it follows that Lij

corresponds to a Cartier divisor, say Mij on Y . Let Lij :=
1
m
Mij ; then from

(9.3) we have

(9.4)
1

m
(E + F ) + h∗(∆j |∆i

) ∼Q (g ◦ h)∗Lij .

Now according to Lemma 9.6, E, F and the conductor divisor of the normal-
ization of ∆i are all exceptional over Y . Thus pushing forward both sudes of
(9.4) we get Lij ∼Q (g ◦ h)∗(h

∗(∆j)|∆i
) = f∗(∆i ·∆j) = Bij. Then from (9.1)

we have KX/Y +∆ ∼Q f
∗L. �

In the following we will show that L satisfies the other two properties.
Let E1, ..., Es be the distinct irreducible components of L. We will show that
the base locus of |L|Q does not have a divisorial component. To that end it is
enough to show that for each p ∈ {1, . . . , s}, there exists an effective Q-divisor
L′ ≥ 0 on Y such that L′ ∼Q L and Ep is not contained in the support of L′.
We fix some p ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}, and let C1, ..., Cq be the curves in X contained
in the support of the 1-cycles ∆i ·∆j for all i 6= j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and dominate
Ep, i.e., f(Ci) = Ep for all i = 1, . . . , q. Now for each r ∈ {1, . . . , q} we define

Ir := {i | Cr ⊆ Supp∆i}.

Since ∆i → Y is bimeromorphic for each i, the sets I1, . . . , Iq form a partition

of the set {1, . . . , k} (recall that ∆ =
∑k

i ai∆i).
Now since X has terminal singularities, X is smooth in a neighborhood of
the general points of each Cr. Moreover, since (X,∆) is canonical, by passing
to a log resolution of (X,∆) which extracts an exceptional divisor dominate
Cr, it is easy to see that

∑
i∈Ir

ai 6 1. Then by Lemma 9.4 there exist non-
negative rational numbers cij ≥ 0 such that cij = cji for all i, j, and that
cij = 0 whenever i, j belong to the same indexing set Ir. Following a similar
construction as L given above we define L′ := 1

2

∑
i 6=j cijf∗(∆i · ∆j). Then

it is clear that Ep is not contained in the support of L′. Finally, from the
construction of L and L′ as above it also follows that 0 ≤ L′ ∼Q L. �
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Lemma 9.10. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold sub-lc pair
such that X has terminal singularities. Let f : X → Y be a KX-Mori fiber
space of relative dimension 1 such that KX + ∆ ≡f 0. We can decompose
∆ = ∆hor + ∆ver into horizontal and vertical parts over Y , and assume that
∆hor is an effective Q-divisor. Assume that (X,∆hor) is a canonical pair and
that all components of ∆hor are bimeromorphic to Y via f . Then there exist
Q-divisors D and L on Y such that

(1) f ∗D = ∆ver,
(2) L is effective and Bs |L|Q has no divisorial component,
(3) KX +∆ ∼Q f

∗(KY +D + L), and
(4) D + |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary if (X,∆) is sub-klt.

Proof. Let F be a general fiber of f . Then ∆ver · F = 0. Since f is the
contraction of a KX-negative extremal ray, by Lemma 9.7 there exists a Q-
Cartier divisor D on Y such that ∆ver = f ∗D. By Lemma 9.8, there is an
effective Q-divisor L ≥ 0 on Y such that KX + ∆hor ∼Q f ∗(KY + L) and
Bs |L|Q has no divisorial component.
Now if (X,∆) is sub-klt, then ∆ver is a pure sub-boundary, and thus so is D,
since ∆ver = f ∗D. Finally, since Bs |L|Q does not have a divisorial component,
it follows that D + |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary. �

We will now deal with the case where the components of ∆hor are not all
bimeromorphic to the base Y . We will use the following covering trick.

Lemma 9.11 (Covering Trick). Let f : X → Y be a proper fibration of relative
dimension 1 between normal compact analytic varieties. Let S be a prime Weil
divisor on X such that it is horizontal over Y . Then there is a commutative
diagram

X ′

f ′

��

p
// X

f
��

Y ′
π

// Y

such that

(1) Y ′ is normal and π is a proper finite morphism,
(2) X ′ is the normalization of the main component of X×Y Y

′ which dom-
inates Y ′,

(3) p is a proper finite morphism such that it is étale over a dense Zariski
open subset of X,

(4) S ′ = p∗S is a Z-Weil divisor, and every component of S ′ is bimero-
morphic to Y ′ via f ′.
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Proof. Note that the induced morphism f |S : S → Y is generically finite. Let
S → Y ′′ → Y be the Stein factorization of f |S : S → Y , and π : Y ′ → Y ′′

the normalization of Y ′′. Then S → Y ′′ is a bimeromorpic morphism. Let X ′

be the normalization of the main component of X ×Y Y
′ dominating Y ′, and

f ′ : X ′ → Y ′ and p : X ′ → X are the projections. Note that since Y ′ → Y
is étale over a dense Zariski open subset of Y and étale morphisms are stable
under base change, it follows that p is étale over a dense Zariski open subset
of X .
Now let S ′ := p∗S be defined as in Lemma 2.3, and S ′′ is the main component
of S×Y ′′ Y ′ dominating Y ′. Then S ′′ → Y ′ is bimeromorphic. The morphisms
S ′′ → S → X → Y and S ′′ → Y ′ → Y induce a morphism S ′′ → X ′. Note
that the image of S ′′ on X ′ is an irreducible component of S ′; we denote this
image again by S ′′ in X ′. Then we can decompose S ′ as S ′ = kS ′′ + T ′, where
k ∈ Z+ and S ′′ is not contained in the support of T ′. Thus S ′ has a component
S ′′ which is bimeromorphic to Y ′. We can continue this process until all the
components of S ′ becomes bimeromorphic to Y ′. It is easy to see that this
process stops after a finitely many steps, since the degree of T ′ with respect to
the general fiber of f ′ : X ′ → Y ′ is strictly smaller than the degree of S with
respect to the general fibers of f : X → Y . �

Lemma 9.12. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold sub-lc pair
such that X has klt singularities. Assume that X is non-algebraic and that
the base of the MRC fibration of X has dimension 2. Let f : X → Y be a
KX-Mori fiber space of relative dimension 1 such that KX + ∆ ∼Q,f 0. We
decompose ∆ = ∆hor + ∆ver, and assume that ∆hor is effective. Then there
exist two divisors L and D on Y such that

(1) f ∗D = ∆ver,
(2) |L|Q is non-empty,
(3) KX +∆ ∼Q f

∗(KY +D + L), and
(4) D + |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary if (X,∆) is sub-klt.

Proof. Since f is the contraction of a KX -negative extremal ray and X has
Q-factorial klt singularities, by [CHP16, Proposition 3.5(6)] there exists a line
bundle L on Y such that

(9.5) OX(m(KX +∆hor)) ∼= f ∗(OX(mKY )⊗ L )

is an isomorphism of lines bundles for some m ∈ N.
Next by Lemma 9.7 there exists a Q-Cartier divisor D on Y such that ∆ver =
f ∗D. We will now show that L ∼= OX(mL) for some Q-Cartier divisor L such
that the Q-linear system |L|Q is non-empty. To that end, first applying Lemma
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9.11 to the components of ∆hor several times and then taking log resolution at
the end we obtain a commutative diagram satisfying the following properties:

(9.6) (Z,Θ)

g

��

p
// (X,∆)

f

��

Y ′
π

// Y

(i) π and p are generically finite proper morphisms, and g is a projective
contraction,

(ii) Y ′ is smooth and Z is a desingularization of the normalization of the
main component of X ×Y Y

′ dominating Y ′,
(iii) KZ +Θ ∼Q p

∗(KX +∆),
(iv) (Z,Θ) is a log smooth sub-lc pair such that Supp p−1

∗ ∆ is a smooth
closed subset of Z,

(v) if we decompose Θ = Θhor+Θver into horizontal and vertical parts over
Y ′, then Θhor is effective,

(vi) every component of Θhor is bimeromorphic to Y ′ via g, and
(vii) (Z,Θhor) has canonical singularities.

Note that (i) and (vi) follows from the repeated application of Lemma 9.11;
(iii) follows from (ii) and Lemma 2.4; (iv) holds by [KM98, Corollary 2.32(2)].
Now we explain (v) and (vii). Since the desingularization Z is constructed via
successive blow ups of a normal variety along smooth centers of codimension
at least 2, the exceptional divisors of p are all vertical over Y ′. Moreover, from
Lemma 9.11 it follows that p is étale over a dense Zariski open subset of X ,
in particular, the ramification divisors of p are vertical over Y ′. Therefore we
have Θhor = p−1

∗ ∆hor, and hence Θhor is an effective boundary divisor; this is
(v). Then (vii) follows from [KM98, Corollary 2.31(3)] using the fact that Θhor

is a boundary divisor and SuppΘhor is smooth.

Now we run a (KZ + Θhor)-MMP over Y ′ as in Proposition 3.8, since
g : X ′ → Y ′ is projective. Note that from our construction above it follows
that KZ + Θhor + Θver ∼Q,g 0. Thus this MMP yields a pair (Z ′,Θ′

hor) with
g′ : Z ′ → Y ′ such that KZ′ +Θ′

hor is g
′-nef. We note that none of the compo-

nents of Θhor is contracted by this MMP. Consequently, (Z ′,Θ′
hor) has canon-

ical singularities, and Z ′ has terminal singularities by Lemma 2.7. Let Θ′
ver

be the bimeromorphic transformation of Θver by the induced bimeromorphic
map Z 99K Z ′. Then we have KZ′ +Θ′

hor +Θ′
ver ∼Q,g′ 0, and (Z ′,Θ′

hor +Θ′
ver)

has sub-lc singularities, since every step of this MMP is (KZ +Θ)-trivial.
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Now since g′ : Z ′ → Y ′ is a projective morphism, by Proposition 3.8 we
can run a KZ′-MMP over Y ′ with the scaling of Θ′

hor. Note that the gen-
eral fibers of g′ are isomorphic to P1 and (KZ′ + Θ′

hor) · F = 0 for a general
fiber F of g′. Therefore this MMP terminates with a Mori fiber space, say
f ′ : X ′ → Y ′′ such that X ′ has Q-factorial terminal singularities. Let ∆′

hor

and ∆′
ver be the bimeromorphic transform of Θ′

hor and Θver, respectively, and
∆′ := ∆′

hor+∆′
ver. From Lemma 4.6 it also follows that every step of this MMP

is (KZ′ + Θ′
hor)-trivial. In particular, (KX′ + ∆′

hor) ∼Q,τ◦f ′ 0 and (X ′,∆′
hor)

has canonical singularities, where τ : Y ′′ → Y ′ is the induced bimeromorphic
morphism. Moreover, we also have (KX′ +∆′) ∼Q,τ◦f ′ 0 and (X ′,∆′) is sub-lc.

(9.7) (X ′,∆′)

f ′

��

(Z ′,Θ′)oo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴

g′

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
■■

■■
■

(Z,Θ)oo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴
p

//

g

��

(X,∆)

f

��

Y ′′ τ // Y ′ π // Y

Now applying Lemma 9.10 to f ′ : (X ′,∆′) → Y ′′ we see that there exist
Q-Cartier divisors L′′ and D′′ on Y ′′ such that

a) f ′∗D′′ = ∆′
ver,

b) L′′ is effective, and Bs |L′′|Q does not have any divisorial component,
c) KX′ +∆′

hor ∼Q f
′∗(KY ′′ + L′′), and

d) D′′ + |L′′|Q is a pure sub-boundary if (X ′,∆′) is sub-klt.

From our hypothesis it follows that Y ′ is a smooth compact Kähler non-

uniruled surface, and thus both of the line bundles ωmY ′ and ω
[m]
Y ′′ correspond

to effective Cartier divisors for sufficiently divisible m ∈ N. Combining all of
these with the Part (c) above it follows that KY ′′ +L′′ ∼Q τ

∗(KY ′ +L′), where
L′ = τ∗L

′′. Also, since KX′ + ∆′ ∼Q,τ◦f ′ 0 and KX′ +∆′
hor ∼Q,τ◦f ′ 0, we have

∆′
ver ∼Q,τ◦f ′ 0; in particular, from Part (a) above it follows that D′′ = τ ∗D′,

where D′ = τ∗D
′′. Thus we have

∆′
ver = (τ ◦ f ′)∗D′, KX′ +∆′

hor ∼Q (τ ◦ f ′)∗(KY ′ + L′)

and

KX′ +∆′ ∼Q (τ ◦ f ′)∗(KY ′ + L′ +D′).

Finally, from Part (d) it follows that D′ + |L′|Q is a pure sub-boundary if
(X ′,∆′) is sub-klt. Indeed, if F ′ is a prime Weil divisor Y ′ and F ′′ :=
τ−1
∗ F ′, then there exists an effective Q-Cartier divisor M ′′ ∈ |L′′|Q such that
multF ′′(D′′ +M ′′) < 1, since D′′ + |L′′|Q is a pure sub-boundary. Thus by
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pushing forward (as τ is bimeromorphic) we get that multF ′(D′ +M ′) < 1,
where M ′ := τ∗M

′′ ∈ |L′|; hence

(9.8) D′ + |L′|Q is a pure sub-boundary.

From (9.5) we also have OX(m(KZ + Θ)) ∼= (π ◦ g)∗(OY (m(KY +D)) ⊗ L )
for sufficiently divisible m ∈ N. Let W be the normalization of the graph of
the bimeromorphic contraction φ : Z 99K X ′ over Y ′, and q : W → Z and
r : W → X ′ are the corresponding projections. Then from our construction
above and the negativity lemma it follows that q∗(KZ + Θ) = r∗(KX′ + ∆′).
In particular, we have

(τ ◦ f ′ ◦ r)∗OY ′(m(KY ′ +D′ + L′)) ∼= (π ◦ g ◦ q)∗(OY (m(KY +D))⊗ L )

for sufficiently divisible m ∈ N.
Pushing forward both side by τ ◦f ′◦r = g◦p and then applying the projection
formula we get

(9.9) OY ′(m(KY ′ + L′ +D′)) ∼= π∗(OY (m(KY +D))⊗ L ).

Now since Y and Y ′ are both non-uniruled compact Kähler surface with klt
singularities, it follows that OY (mKY ) and OY ′(mKY ′) are both given by
Cartier divisors for sufficiently divisible m ∈ N. Thus from (9.9) we see that
L correspond to a Q-Cartier divisor L on Y such that L ∼= OY (mL) for some
sufficiently divisible m. Therefore from (9.9) we have

(9.10) KY ′ +D′ + L′ ∼Q π
∗(KY + L+D).

Now our main goal is to show that |L|Q is non-empty. To that end, first note
that since π : Y ′ → Y is a generically finite morphism, we can write

(9.11) KY ′/Y = Rnex +Rex,

where Rex is exceptional over Y , Rnex is not exceptional over Y .
Note that Rnex is effective. Then from (9.10) we can write

(9.12) π∗L ∼Q L
′ + E + F,

where E = (D′ − π∗D)ex +Rex and F = (D′ − π∗D)nex +Rnex.

Claim 9.13. Then divisor F = (D′ − π∗D)nex +Rnex is effective.

Assuming the claim for the time being we will first show that |L|Q is non-
empty. Indeed, recall that L′′ is an effective divisor such that the base-locus of
|L′′|Q contains only finitely many points, and thus by [Fuj83, Corollary 1.14]
L′′ is semi-ample. Then from the projection formula it follows that L′ = τ∗L

′′

is algebraically nef on Y ′, i.e. L′ · C ≥ 0 for all curves C ⊆ Y ′. Now if F is
effective, then it is algebraically π-nef, i.e., F · C ≥ 0 for every π-exceptional
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curve C ⊆ Y ′, since none of the components of F are π-exceptional. From
(9.12), we can write

−E ∼Q L
′ + F − π∗L,

which is algebraically π-nef. Since E is π-exceptional, by the negativity lemma
it follows that E is effective. In particular, it again follows from (9.12) that
|L|Q is non-empty.

Proof of Claim 9.13. We will first show the following fact, which will be useful
for the proof,

(9.13) Θver − g∗D′ ≤ 0.

Recall the resolution q : W → Z and r : W → X ′ of the map φ : Z 99K X ′.
We can write

(9.14) r∗(KX′ +∆′
hor) = q∗(KZ +Θhor) + q∗(Θver − g∗D′).

Recall that φ : Z 99K X ′ is a composition of a (KZ+Θhor)-MMP followed by a
KZ′-MMP. Since every step of the KZ′ was (KZ +Θhor)-trivial, it follows that
the difference q∗(KZ + Θhor)− r∗(KX′ +∆′

hor) is an effective Q-divisor. Thus
we can deduce the inequality (9.13).

Let D′
1 be a prime Weil divisor on Y ′ which is not π-exceptional. We will

show that multD′

1
(F ) ≥ 0.

(Z,Θ)

g

��

p
// (X,∆)

f

��

Y ′
π

// Y

To that end set D1 := π(D′
1) and let ∆1 = Supp(f ∗D1). Note that ∆1 is a

prime divisor, since the relative Picard number of f is 1. Now let Θ1 be a
prime Weil divisor on Z such that p(Θ1) = ∆1. Let m,n,m′ and n′ be the
coefficients of D′

1 in π∗D1, ∆1 in f ∗D1, Θ1 in p∗∆1 and Θ1 in g∗D′
1, respec-

tively, i.e., multD′

1
(π∗D1) = m,mult∆1

(f ∗D1) = n,multΘ1
(p∗∆1) = m′ and

multΘ1
(g∗D′

1) = n′.

Next, we will compute multD′

1
(F ) in terms of m,n,m′, n′ and multD1

(D).
We will also separate our discussion into two cases depending on whether
multD1

(D) is 0 or not.

Case I: multD1
(D) 6= 0, where f ∗D = ∆ver. In this case ∆1 is a component

of ∆ver. Let mult∆1
(∆ver) = λ. Then multD1

(D) = λ
n
and multD′

1
(π∗D) = mλ

n
.
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Recall that by our construction the generically finite morphism p : Z → X
is étale over a dense Zariski open subset of X . In particular, the ramification
divisor of p is vertical over Y ′, and thus Θhor = p−1

∗ ∆hor and KZ + Θver ∼Q

p∗(KX + ∆ver). Therefore multΘ1
(Θver) = m′λ − (m′ − 1). Moreover, from

(9.13) it follows that multD′

1
(D′) ≥ 1

n′
multΘ1

(Θver) = m′λ−(m′−1)
n′

. Also note
that multD′

1
(Rnex) = m− 1. Therefore we have

multD′

1
((D′ − π∗D)nex +Rnex) ≥

m′λ− (m′ − 1)

n′
−

mλ

n
+ (m− 1)

=
m′λ− (m′ − 1)

n′
−

m′λ

n′
+ (m− 1) (since mn′ = m′n)

= (m− 1)−
m′ − 1

n′

=
1

n′
(mn′ − n′ −m′ + 1)

=
1

n′
(dm′n′ − n′ −m′ + 1) (since m′ =

m

d
, where d = gcd(m,n))

≥
1

n′
(m′ − 1)(n′ − 1) ≥ 0.

Case II: multD1
(D) = 0. In this case ∆1 is not contained in the support

of ∆ver, however multΘ1
(Θver) could still be non-zero if Θ1 is a ramification

divisor of p. First assume that multΘ1
(Θver) = 0. Then from (9.13) it follows

that multD′

1
(D′) ≥ 0. Thus we have multD′

1
((D′ − π∗D)nex + Rnex) ≥ 0, since

multD′

1
(π∗D) = 0 and Rnex ≥ 0 is an effective divisor.

Now we consider the possibility that multΘ1
(Θver) 6= 0. In this case we have

multD′

1
(π∗D) = 0,multD′

1
(Rnex) = m−1,mult∆1

(∆ver) = 0 and multΘ1
(Θver) =

−(m′ − 1). From (9.13) we have multD′

1
(D′) ≥ −m′−1

n′
. Therefore we have

multD′

1
((D′ − π∗D)nex +Rnex) ≥ −

m′ − 1

n′
+ (m− 1)

=
1

n′
(mn′ − n′ −m′ + 1)

=
1

n′
(dm′n′ − n′ −m′ + 1) (since m′ =

m

d
, where d = gcd(m,n))

≥
1

n′
(m′ − 1)(n′ − 1) ≥ 0.

�

It remains to show that D+ |L|Q is a pure sub-boundary if (X,∆) is sub-klt.
By Lemma 8.6 we only need to show that

(π∗D −KY ′/Y ) + |π∗L|Q
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is a pure sub-boundary. From (9.11) and (9.12) we see that

(π∗D −KY ′/Y ) ∼Q π
∗D − (Rex +Rnex) = D′ − (E + F ) and

π∗L ∼Q L
′ + E + F,

where E = (D′−π∗D)ex+Rex and F = (D′−π∗D)nex+Rnex are both effective
divisors as proved above.
Therefore it is enough to show that

(9.15) D′ − (E + F ) + |L′ + E + F |

is a pure sub-boundary.
It is easy to see that (9.15) is a pure sub-boundary if D′ + |L′| is a pure
sub-boundary, as E + F is effective. But the fact that D′ + |L′| is a pure
sub-boundary is already proved in (9.8), so we are done.

�

We can now prove Theorem 9.5. We note that a in the projective a much
stronger result is proved by Ambro using different techniques, see [Amb05].

Proof of Theorem 9.5. Let D and L be the two divisors in Y given by Lemma
9.12. Since ∆ is effective, D is also effective. Hence we can take B as any
element in D + |L|Q. It remains to show that (Y,B) can be chosen to be klt
if (X,∆) is klt. By Lemma 8.4 it is enough to show that (Y,D + |L|Q) is
sub-klt. We will check this using Lemma 8.3 and 8.6. Let π̄ : Ȳ → Y be
any proper bimeromorphic morphism with Ȳ smooth. Let X̄ be the resolution
of singularities of the unique component of X ×Y Ȳ dominating Ȳ so that
p̄ : X̄ → X is a log resolution of the pair (X,∆). Let f̄ : X̄ → Ȳ be the
induced morphism and KX̄ + ∆̄ = p̄∗(KX +∆). Then clearly ∆̄hor = p̄−1

∗ ∆hor

and KX̄ + ∆̄ver = p̄∗(KX + ∆ver). Then as in the proof of Lemma 9.12 we
can construct a diagram like (9.7) such that f̄ : X̄ → Ȳ sits in between
the morphism g : Z → Y ′ and f : X → Y and Z is obtained from X̄ via
base-change by the components of ∆̄hor followed a resolution of singularities.
(9.16)

(X ′,∆′)

f ′

��

(Z ′,Θ′)oo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴

g′

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
■■

■■
■

(Z,Θ)oo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴

p

++

g

��

// (X̄, ∆̄)
p̄

//

f̄

��

(X,∆)

f

��

Y ′′ τ // Y ′
π

33
α // Ȳ

π̄ // Y

Let α : Y ′ → Ȳ be generically finite morphism constructed in the process
above and π = π̄ ◦ α : Y ′ → Y is the composite morphism. Then as in the
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proof of Lemma 9.12 we know that

(9.17) (π∗D −KY ′/Y ) + |π∗L| is a pure sub-boundary.

Recall that we want to show that (Y,D + |L|) sub-klt, and by Lemma 8.3 it
is equivalent to show that the log pullback of D + |L| onto Ȳ defined as

(9.18) (π̄∗D −KȲ /Y ) + |π̄∗L|

is a pure sub-boundary.
Now since α : Y ′ → Ȳ is a generically proper morphism, by Lemma 8.6 it is
enough to show that the log pullback of (9.18) onto Y ′ defined as

(α∗(π̄∗D −KȲ /Y )−KY ′/Ȳ ) + |α∗π̄∗L|

is a pure sub-boundary.
Note that the above expression is same as (π∗D −KY ′/Y ) + |π∗L| and this is
a pure sub-boundary by (9.17), so we are done.

�

9.2. Proof of the non-vanishing theorem. We will first prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 9.14. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair.
Assume that X is non-algebraic and f : X → Y is a projective MRC fibration
of X to a compact Kähler surface Y . Assume that every component of ∆ is
horizontal over Y and (KX + ∆) · F ≥ 0 for a general fiber F of f . Then
KX +∆ is Q-effective.

Proof. It is enough to prove the case when KX +∆ has intersection number 0
with general fibers of f . Since f is projective, by Proposition 3.8 we can run
a relative (KX +∆)-MMP over Y . Such a MMP terminates by Theorem 3.3.
We then obtain a dlt pair (Z,D) such that KZ +D is relatively nef over Y . It
is enough to prove that KZ +D is Q-effective.

Let g : Z → Y be the induced projective contraction. We can run a relative
KZ-MMP over Y such that every step is (KZ+D)-trivial. Again, by Theorem
3.3 this MMP terminates and we can obtain a dlt pair (X ′,∆′) with a induced
projective morphism h : X ′ → Y such that

(1) either there is a KX′-Mori fiber space f ′ : X ′ → Y ′ such that (KX′ +
∆′) ∼Q,f ′ 0,

(2) or everyKX′-negative extremal ray of NE(X ′/Y ) is (KX′+∆′)-positive.

We claim that the case (2) above is not possible; indeed observe that there is
a dense Zariski open subset V ⊆ Y such that g−1V ∼= h−1V . In particular,
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(KX′ + ∆′) · F = (KZ + D) · F = 0 for general fibers F of h. However,
KX′ · F = −2, and thus by case (2) above we must have (KX′ +∆′) · F > 0,
this is a contradiction.
Therefore we are in the first case. By Theorem 9.5 there is an effective divisor
B′ in Y ′ such that

KX′ +∆′ ∼Q f
′∗(KY ′ +B′).

Since f ′ is the MRC fibration of X ′ and X ′ is non-algebraic, it follows that Y ′

is non-uniruled (see [HP15, Remark 3.2]). Hence KY ′ is pseudo-effective and
by abundance for Kähler surfaces (see Theorem 6.3) we obtain that KY ′ +B′

is Q-effective. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Now we can deduce Theorem 9.1.

Proof of Theorem 9.1. It is enough to prove that (3) implies (1). By passing
to a dlt model as in Corollary 5.3 we may assume that (X,∆) has Q-factorial
dlt singularities such that X has terminal singularities. By [HP15, Theorem
1.1] there is a KX -MMP which terminates with a Mori fiber space f : X ′ → Y
such that Y is a Q-factorial compact Kähler surface with klt singularities.
Let p : W → X and q : W → X ′ be the resolution of the graph of the
bimeromorphic map φ : X 99K X ′ such that p is a log resolution of the pair
(X,∆) and q is a projective morphism. Then we can write

KW +∆W = p∗(KX +∆) + E,

where E ≥ 0 and ∆W ≥ 0 are two effective Q-divisors without common
components and p∗∆W = ∆ and p∗E = 0. Thus it is enough to show that
KW + ∆W is Q-effective. We note that (W,∆W ) is dlt and f ◦ q : W → Y
is the MRC fibration of W , since f : X ′ → Y is the MRC fibration of X ′

and the fibers of W → X ′ are rationally chain connected by Proposition 3.9.
Moreover, observe that there is a dense Zariski open subset V ⊆ Y such that
φ is an isomorphism over f−1V . In particular, for general fibers F of f (also
of f ◦ q) we have (KW +∆W ) · F = (KX′ +∆′) · F = (KX +∆) · F ≥ 0. Thus
by Lemma 9.14, KW +∆W is Q-effective, this completes the proof.

�

10. Cone and Contraction Theorems for pseudo-effective pairs

In this section we will establish the cone and contraction theorem for a
dlt pair (X,∆) such that X is a Q-factorial uniruled non-algebraic compact
Kähler threefold such that KX + ∆ is pseudo-effective. The proof is based
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on the same philosophy as in [HP16, CHP16]. We work under the following
hypothesis throughout this section.

Assumption 10.1. Let X be a non-algebraic compact Kähler threefold with
Q-factorial singularities. Assume that X is uniruled. Then the base of the
MRC fibration of X is a non-uniruled surface (see [HP15, Remark 3.2]). As-
sume that there is a boundary ∆ such that (X,∆) is dlt, and that KX + ∆
is pseudo-effective. Then by Theorem 9.1, KX + ∆ is Q-effective and we can
write

KX +∆ ∼Q

N∑

i=1

λiSi,(10.1)

where λi ≥ 0 are rational numbers and Si are prime Weil divisors on X .

10.1. Negative part of KX +∆. The goal of this subsection is to prove the
following lemma, which is a key ingredient for various results in this section.

Lemma 10.2. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, let S ⊆
X be a surface such that (KX + ∆)|S is not pseudo-effective. Then S = Sj
is one of the component of the decomposition 10.1. Moreover, S is Moishezon
and its minimal resolution Ŝ is projective and uniruled.

We follow the same strategy as in [HP16, Lemma 4.1]. We will consider two
cases according to whether S is horizontal over the base of the MRC fibration
of X or not.

Lemma 10.3. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, let S ⊆
X be a surface such that S is horizontal over the base of the MRC fibration of
X. Then (KX +∆)|S is pseudo-effective.

Proof. Let λ be the positive rational number such that (KX + λ∆) · F = 0,
where F is the general fiber of the base of the MRC fibration f : X 99K Z. We
note that 0 < λ ≤ 1. Then KX+λ∆ is Q-effective by Theorem 9.1. Moreover,
since S is horizontal over Z, S · F > 0 for general fibers F of f . In particular,
S is not a component of any element of |KX + λ∆|Q. Hence (KX + λ∆)|S
is pseudo-effective. Thus if S is not a component of ∆, then it follows that
(KX + ∆)|S is pseudo-effective. So now we assume that S is a component of
∆. Since ∆ is a boundary, there is some rational number µ > 1− λ > 0 such
that the multiplicity of (λ+ µ)∆ along S is 1. Let π : Ŝ → X be the minimal

resolution of S. Then there is an effective divisor E on Ŝ such that

KŜ + E ∼Q π
∗((KX + (λ+ µ)∆)|S).
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We note that S is not uniruled, since f |S : S 99K Z is a generically finite
map and Z is not uniruled. Hence KŜ is pseudo-effective and consequently,
(KX + (λ + µ)∆)|S is pseudo-effective. Since µ > 1 − λ, we obtain that
γ(KX +∆) is a convex combination of KX + λ∆ and KX + (λ+µ)∆ for some
rational number γ > 0. This proves that (KX +∆)|S is pseudo-effective. �

Lemma 10.4. Let X be a non-algebraic compact Kähler 3-fold with Q-factorial
klt singularities. Let S ⊆ X be a surface such that S is vertical over the base
of the MRC fibration of X. Then S is Moishezon and its minimal resolution
Ŝ is projective and uniruled.

Proof. First note that according to [HP15, Remark 3.2] the base of the MRC
fibration ofX is a surface. Now replacingX by a terminal model as in Theorem
3.6 we may assume that X has Q-factorial terminal singularity. Then by
[HP15, Theorem 1.1] X is bimeromorphic to a Mori fiber space X ′ → Y over

some compact Kähler surface Y . Let X̃ be a common relosution of X and X ′

such that X̃ → X ′ is projective. Let S̃ be the strict transform of S in X̃ . Then
S̃ is vertical over Y for the induced projective fibration g : X̃ → Y . Now we
run a KX̃-MMP over Y , and obtain a Mori fiber space π : X → T over Y . If S̃
is contracted by this MMP, then it is uniruled by Proposition 3.9. Otherwise,
let S be the bimeromorphic transform of S̃ onto X such that S is vertical over
T . In this case, S is again uniruled by Proposition 3.9, since the Mori fiber
space π : X → T is the MRC fibration of X. We can then conclude that S is
uniruled, and so is the minimal resolution Ŝ. This implies that Ŝ is projective
by classification, and thus S is Moishezon. �

Now we are ready to conclude Lemma 10.2.

Proof of Lemma 10.2. By Lemma 10.3, the surface S is vertical over the base
of the MRC fibration. The lemma then follows from Lemma 10.4. �

Corollary 10.5. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, KX+
∆ is nef if and only if it has non-negative intersection with every curve in X.

Proof. If KX +∆ is nef, then it is clear that (KX +∆) · C ≥ 0 for all curves
C ⊆ X . So now assume that KX + ∆ has non-negative intersection with
every curve in X . Then by [Pau98, Theorem 3, Page 413] it is enough to
prove that (KX+∆)|S is pseudo-effective for every surface S ⊆ X . Assume by
contradiction that this is not the case for some surface S. Then by Lemma 10.2,
the minimal resolution Ŝ of S is projective. By assumption, π∗((KX +∆)|S)

is not pseudo-effective, where π : Ŝ → X is the induced morphism. By
[BDPP13, Theorem 0.2], Ŝ is covered by a family of curves which have negative
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intersection with π∗((KX + ∆)|S). Since π is bimeromorphic onto its image,
the image of these curves determine a covering family of curves on S ⊆ X such
that they have negative intersection with KX +∆; this is a contradiction.

�

10.2. Bend-and-break theorem for pseudo-effective KX +∆.

In this subsection, we will show the following bend-and-break theorem.

Theorem 10.6. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, KX +
∆ has the bend-and-break property, i.e. there is a rational number d > 0 such
that if C ⊆ X is a curve with −(KX +∆) · C > d, then

[C] = [C1] + [C2],

where C1, C2 are two integral nonzero effective 1-cycles.

We will first prove this theorem under an additional assumption that X has
terminal singularities. The proof of the general case then follows from [CHP16,
Lemma 4.7].

Lemma 10.7. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, we fur-
ther assume that X has terminal singularities. Let C ⊆ X be a curve such
that (KX+∆) ·C < 0 and dimC Chow(X) > 0. Then there is a unique surface
Sj in the decomposition (10.1) such that C and all of its deformations are
contained in Sj. Moreover, we have KSj

· C < KX · C.

Proof. As in the first part of the proof of [HP16, Lemma 5.4] we see that there
is some Sj in the decomposition (10.1) which contains a family of deformations
of C. Since C deforms, Sk ·C ≥ 0 for any k 6= j. Then from the decomposition
(10.1) it follows that Sj · C < 0. In particular, Sj is the unique surface which
contains all of the deformations of C. Moreover, by adjunction we have

KX · C = KX |Sj
· C > (KX + Sj)|Sj

· C ≥ KSj
· C.

�

Lemma 10.8. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, we fur-
ther assume that X has terminal singularities. Let A be the collection of
curves C ⊆ X which satisfy all of the following conditions.

(1) (KX +∆) · C < 0,
(2) ∆ · C < 0
(3) C is contained in a component of ∆ which is horizontal over the base

of the MRC fibration f : X 99K Z.

Then A is a finite set.
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Proof. Let S be a component of ∆ which is horizontal over Z and C ⊆ S a
curve from the set A . Then there is a rational number µ ≥ 0 such that the
coefficient of S in (1 + µ)∆ is 1. Moreover, we have

KX + (1 + µ)∆) · C < 0.

Let Ŝ → S be the minimal resolution of S and π : Ŝ → X is the induced
morphism. Observe that in order to prove the lemma it is enough to show
that there are only finitely many curves in Ŝ which have negative intersection
with π∗(KX + (1 + µ)∆).

Now by adjunction there is an effective Q-divisor E such that

KŜ + E ∼Q π
∗(KX + (1 + µ)∆).

Note that S is not uniruled, since f |S : S 99K Z is generically finite and Z is
not uniruled. Thus KŜ is pseudo-effective and by Theorem 6.3 it follows that

there is some effective Q-divisor 0 ≤ D ∼Q KŜ. Then any curve in Ŝ which
has negative intersection with π∗(KX + (1 + µ)∆) must be a component of
D + E. Hence A is a finite set. �

For every component ∆i of ∆ which is vertical over the base of the MRC
fibration f : X 99K Z, there is a rational number µi ≥ 0 such that the
multiplicity of (1+µi)∆ along ∆i is 1. Let ∆̂i → ∆i be the minimal resolution

of ∆i and π : ∆̂i → X is the induced morphism. Now by adjunction there is
an effective Q-divisor Ei such that

K∆̂i
+ Ei ∼Q π

∗
i (KX + (1 + µi)∆).

We let B be the collection of all curves inX which are contained in πi(SuppEi)
for some i. Then B is a finite set.

Finally, we let C be the collection of curves which lies either in the singular
locus of the support of ∆ or in the singular locus of

∑
Si, where Si are the

components of the decomposition (10.1). Then again C is a finite set.

Lemma 10.9. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1 we fur-
ther assume that X has terminal singularities. Define a rational number b > 0
as follows:

b = max{2,−(KX +∆) · Z | Z ⊆ X is a curve and Z ∈ A ∪ B ∪ C },

where A is a finite set defined in Lemma 10.8. Then for any curve C ⊆ X,
the inequality

−(KX +∆) · C > b

implies that dimC Chow(X) > 0.
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Proof. Let C ⊆ X be a curve such that −(KX + ∆) · C > b. Then from
the defintion of b it follows that C 6∈ A ∪ B ∪ C . Now first we assume that
∆ · C < 0. Then there is some component S of ∆ which contains C. Since
C /∈ A , S is not horizontal over the base of the MRC fibration f : X 99K Z.
We also note that S is a unique component of ∆ containing C, since otherwise
C ∈ C . Since (X,∆) is dlt, there is a rational number µ ≥ 0 such that the
multiplicity of (1 + µ)∆ along S is 1. Then

−(KX + (1 + µ)∆) · C > b.

Let Ŝ → S be the minimal resolution of S and π : Ŝ → X is the induced
morphism. By adjunction there is an effective Q-divisor E such that

KŜ + E ∼Q π
∗(KX + (1 + µ)∆).

Since C /∈ B, C is not contained in π(SuppE). Hence the strict transform of

C in Ŝ is a curve Ĉ and we have

KŜ · Ĉ ≤ (KŜ + E) · Ĉ = (KX + (1 + µ)∆) · C < −b.

Since Ŝ is a smooth projective surface and b ≥ 2, from [Kol96, Theorem II.1.15]
we have

dimĈ Chow(Ŝ) > 0.

Pushing forward a deformation family of Ĉ onto S gives deformation family
of C on S, in particular, dimC Chow(X) > 0.

Now we assume that ∆ · C ≥ 0. Then we have

KX · C 6 (KX +∆) · C < −b ≤ −2.

Then by [HP16, Theorem 4.5] C is not very rigid and some multiple mC
deforms in X . Hence there is some component S = Sj in the decomposition
(10.1) such that S · C < 0 and that S contains a family of deformations of
mC. Moreover, since C /∈ C , the component S = Sj is unique.

Let Ŝ → S be the minimal resolution of S and π : Ŝ → X is the induced
morphism. By adjunction there is an effective Q-divisor E such that

KŜ + E ∼Q π
∗(KX + S).

Since C /∈ C , it is not contained in π(SuppE). Hence the strict transform of

C in Ŝ is a curve Ĉ and we have

KŜ · Ĉ ≤ (KŜ + E) · Ĉ = (KX + S) · C < KX · C < −b ≤ −2.

As in the previous case, this implies that dimC Chow(X) > 0. �
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Lemma 10.10. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1 we
further assume that X has terminal singularities. Define

d := max{3, b},

where b is the positive rational number defined in Lemma 10.9. Then if C ⊆ X
is a curve, the inequality −(KX +∆) · C > d implies that

[C] = [C1] + [C2],

where C1, C2 are two non-zero integral effective 1-cycles. In particular, KX+∆
has the bend-and-break property.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 10.9, we need to consider two cases: either
∆ · C < 0 or ∆ · C ≥ 0. As in the proof of Lemma 10.9, in both cases we
end up with a unique uniruled surface S such that C is not contained in the
singular locus of S. Let Ŝ → S be the minimal resolution of S and π : Ŝ → X
is the induced morphism. Let Ĉ be the strict transform of C in Ŝ. Then as
in the proof of Lemma 10.9 we have KŜ · Ĉ < −d ≤ −3 in both cases. The
rest of proof follows from a similar argument as in the proof of [HP16, Lemma
5.7]. �

We can now deduce Theorem 10.6.

Proof of Theorem 10.6. By Corollary 5.3, there is a bimeromorphic morphism
f : (X ′,∆′) → (X,∆) such that

(1) X ′ has Q-factorial terminal singularities, and
(2) (X ′,∆′) is a dlt pair such that

KX′ +∆′ ∼Q f
∗(KX +∆)

By Lemma 10.10, KX′ + ∆′ has the bend-and-break property. Hence by
[CHP16, Lemma 4.2], KX +∆ also has the bend-and-break property. �

10.3. Cone theorem for pseudo-effective DLT pairs. We recall that the
cone NA(X) for a normal compact Kähler variety is the closed cone generated
by positive closed current of bidimension (1, 1). It replaces the Mori cone
NE(X) in the non-algebraic setting, and is dual to the closure of the cone
generated by the classes of Kähler forms (see [HP16, Section 1] for details).

Theorem 10.11. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, there
is a rational number d > 0 and an at most countable set of curves {Γi}i∈I such
that

0 < (KX +∆) · Γi ≤ d
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and that
NA(X) = NA(X)(KX+∆)≥0 +

∑

i∈I

R+[Γi].

Proof. The proof works with almost verbatim argument as in the proof of
[CHP16, Theorem 4.1, page 985]. We note that in [CHP16, Theorem 4.1] KX

is assumed to be pseudo-effective, which we don’t have, but in the proof of
[CHP16, Theorem 4.1, page 985] only KX +∆ being pseudo-effective is used,
which we have in our case. Moreover, we replace the use of [CHP16, Lem. 4.1,
Pro. 4.1] by Lemma 10.2 and Theorem 10.6, respectively. �

Together with [CHP16, Theorem 1.3], we obtain the following cone theorem
for dlt pair (X,∆) with pseudo-effective KX +∆.

Theorem 10.12. Let (X,∆) be a compact Kähler Q-factorial 3-fold dlt pair.
Assume that KX + ∆ is pseudo-effective. Then there is a rational number
d > 0 and a countable set of curves {Γi}i∈I such that

0 < (KX +∆) · Γi ≤ d

and
NA(X) = NA(X)(KX+∆)≥0 +

∑

i∈I

R+[Γi].

10.4. Contraction theorems.

We will study the contraction of (KX+∆)-negative extremal rays of NA(X)
in this subsection.

Definition 10.13. [HP16, Def. 7.1, Rmk. 7.2] Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial
compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair such that KX + ∆ is pseudo-effective. Let R
be a (KX +∆)-negative extremal ray of NA(X). A supporting class of R is a
(1, 1) class α on X such that R = {γ ∈ NA(X) : α · γ = 0}. We say that R is
small if every curve C ⊆ X with [C] ∈ R is very rigid in the sense of [HP16,
Definition 4.3]. Otherwise we say R is of divisorial-type (See [HP16, Remark
7.2]).

10.4.1. Contraction of small rays.

Theorem 10.14. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, let
R is a (KX + ∆)-negative extremal ray in NA(X). If R is small, then the
contraction cR : X → Y of R exists.

Proof. First of all, since R is a (KX + ∆)-negative extremal ray, there is a
supporting nef and big (1, 1) class α of R; note that the existence of α follows
similarly as in the proof of [HP16, Proposition 7.3], by using Theorem 10.12.
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Also, the bigness of α follows from [CHP16, Eqn. (10), page 987]. Next we
observe that the contraction of R follows exactly as in the proof of [CHP16,
Theorem 4.2] provided we can show that α2 ·S > 0 holds for every irreducible
surface S ⊆ X ([CHP16, Pro. 4.4]). Finally, this result holds by the following
proposition. �

Proposition 10.15. With notations and hypothesis as in Theorem 10.14, if
α is a nef supporting class of R, then α2 · S > 0 for any surface S ⊆ X.

Proof. We follow a similar idea as in the proof of [CHP16, Proposition 4.4].
By scaling α if necessary we may assume that ω = α− (KX +∆) is a Kähler
class. By contradiction assume that α2 ·S = 0 for some surface S ⊆ X . Now if
α|S = 0, then −(KX+∆)|S is ample. In particular, S is projective and covered
by uncountably many curves. Since α|S = 0, the classes of these curves in X
are contained in R. This contradicts that R is small.

Next assume that α|S 6= 0 and α2 · S = 0. Then we have

(10.2) (KX +∆) · α · S = (α− ω) · α · S = −ω · α · S < 0,

as α|S is nef and non-zero. Therefore (KX +∆)|S is not pseudo-effective. Now

let Ŝ → S be the minimal resolution of S and π : Ŝ → X is the induced
morphism. Then as in the proof of [CHP16, Proposition 4.4] we see that in

order to conclude, it is enough to find an effective Q-divisor E on Ŝ such that

(KŜ + E) · π∗(α) < 0.

To this end we will consider two cases related to (10.2).

Case I: Assume that ∆ · α · S < 0. Since α is nef, this implies that S is
a component of ∆. Since ∆ is a boundary divisor, there is a rational number
µ > 0 such that the multiplicity of (1 + µ)∆ along S is 1. Then

(KX + (1 + µ)∆) · α · S ≤ (KX +∆) · α · S < 0.

By adjunction there is an effective Q-divisor E such that

(KŜ + E) · π∗α = π∗(KX + (1 + µ)∆) · π∗α = (KX + (1 + µ)∆) · α · S < 0.

Case II: Assume that ∆ · α · S > 0. Then we have

KX · α · S 6 (KX +∆) · α · S < 0.

Since (KX + ∆) · α · S < 0, the surface S = Sj must be a component in the
decomposition (10.1), and we must have

S · α · S < 0.
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Therefore (KX + S) · α · S < 0. Hence by adjunction, there is an effective

Q-divisor E on Ŝ such that

(KŜ + E) · π∗α = π∗(KX + S) · π∗α = (KX + S) · α · S < 0.

�

10.4.2. Contraction of divisorial rays.

With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, let R is a (KX +∆)-
negative extremal ray of NA(X) of divisorial type. Then there is a unique
surface S ⊆ X such that S contains all curves C ⊆ X such that [C] ∈ R and

also that S is covered by these curves. Let ν : S̃ → S be the normalization
of S. Let α be a nef supporting class of R. Then the nef reduction of ν∗(α|S)
gives a fibration

f̃ : S̃ → T̃ .

We define
n(α) = dim T̃ .

Since α|S intersects a covering family of curves in S trivially, it follows that
n(α) ∈ {0, 1}.

Theorem 10.16. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1, let
R is a (KX +∆)-negative extremal ray of NA(X) of divisorial type. Let α be
a nef supporting class of R. If n(α) = 0, then the contraction cR : X → Y of
R exists.

Proof. The same proof as in [HP16, Corollary 7.7] works here using the Cone
Theorem 10.12. �

In case of n(α) = 1, we have the following result.

Proposition 10.17. With notations and hypothesis as in Assumption 10.1,
let R is a (KX + ∆)-negative extremal ray of NA(X) of divisorial type. Let
S ⊆ X be the unique surface which contains all curves C ⊆ X such that
[C] ∈ R and also that S is covered by these curves. Let α be a nef supporting
class of R and assume that n(α) = 1. Then the contraction cR : X → Y of R
exists if one of the following conditions holds:

(1) S has slc singulairties, or
(2) X is terminal and KX · R < 0.

Proof. If the first condition holds, then the same proof as in [CHP16, Proposi-
tion 4.5] works without any change here. In the second case R is aKX-negative
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extremal ray with X having terminal singularities, so it follows similarly as in
the proof of [HP16, Lem. 7.8, Cor. 7.9].

�

Part 3. Log abundance theorem for log canonical pairs

11. Reduction step

In this section we will prove reduction theorem which will split the abun-
dance problem for klt pairs into two cases.

Definition 11.1. Let φ : X 99K X ′ be a bimeromorphic map between two
normal Q-factorial varieties and D is an R-Cartier divisor on X . Then φ is
called a D-crepant if there is a normal variety W and morphisms p : W → X
and q : W → X ′ resolving φ, i.e., φ ◦ p = q, such that p∗D = q∗(φ∗D) holds.

Theorem 11.2. Let (X,∆) be a klt (resp. lc) pair such that X is a Q-factorial
compact Kähler 3-fold with terminal singularities. Assume that KX+∆ is nef.
Then there is a (KX +∆)-crepant bimeromorphic map φ : (X,∆) 99K (X ′,∆′)
such that exactly one of the following two holds:

(1) There is a KX′-Mori fiber space X ′ → Y such that KX′ +∆′ is numer-
ically trivial over Y .

(2) KX′ + (1− ǫ)∆′ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ ≪ 1.

Moreover, X ′ has Q-factorial terminal singularities and (X ′,∆′) is klt (resp.
lc).

We need the following lemma to prove this theorem.

Lemma 11.3. Let (X,∆) be a klt (resp. lc) pair such that X is a Q-factorial
terminal compact Kähler 3-fold. Assume that X is uniruled and non-algebraic.
Further assume that KX + ∆ is nef and it intersects the general fibers of the
MRC fibration of X trivially. Then there is a (KX+∆)-crepant bimeromorphic
model φ : (X,∆) 99K (X ′,∆′) such that

(1) ∆′ := φ∗∆,
(2) X ′ has Q-factorial terminal singularities,
(3) (X ′,∆′) is klt (resp. lc),
(4) there is a KX′-Mori fiber space X ′ → Y ′, and
(5) (KX′ +∆′) ∼Q,Y ′ 0.

Proof. First of all, since X is uniruled and non-algebraic, from Lemma 3.10
it follows that the base of the MRC fibration of X has dimension 2. We
recall that a Kähler class ω on X is called normalized if KX +ω intersects the
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general fibers of the MRC fibration of X trivially (see [HP15, Definition 1.2]).
Set D := KX +∆; then we claim that one of the following holds:

(1) either there is a (KX+ω)-negative extremal ray R such that D ·R = 0,
(2) or there exist a smallest non-negative real number λ ≥ 0 such that

KX + ω + λD is nef.

Indeed, if (1) does not hold, then either KX + ω is nef or every (KX + ω)-
negative extremal ray R satisfies D ·R > 0. In the first case we set λ = 0, and
in the second case the existence of smallest λ can be proved as in Proposition
4.3 using the boundedness of the length of extremal rays from [HP15, Theorem
3.6].
Now if we are in case (1), then the KX-negative extremal ray R can be con-
tracted as in [HP15, Lem. 3.21, Thm. 3.24] by a projective morphism; Note
that D is crepant with respect to this morphism. By induction and [HP15],
we can run a KX -MMP, trivial with respect to D, and obtain a D-crepant
bimeromorphic map ψ : (X,∆) 99K (X̂, ∆̂) such that for any normalized

Kähler class ω̂ on X̂ there exist a smallest non-negative real number λ such
that KX̂ + ω̂ + λD̂ is nef, where D̂ = KX̂ + ∆̂ = φ∗D = φ∗(KX + ∆) is nef.

Moreover, X̂ has Q-factorial terminal singularities and D̂ intersects the gen-
eral fibers of the MRC fibration of X̂ trivially. Therefore ω̂+(KX̂ + ω̂+2λD̂)

is then a normalized Kähler class on X̂ . Then

KX̂ + (ω̂ +KX̂ + ω̂ + 2λD̂) = 2(KX̂ + ω̂ + λD̂) is nef.

If we are in case (2) above, then KX+ω+λD is nef for the smallest λ ∈ R≥0

and ω + λD is a normalized Kähler class, since D = KX + ∆ intersects the
general fibers of the MRC firbation of X trivially. Renaming X,ω and D by
X̂, ω̂ and D̂ = KX̂ + ∆̂ we see that, in either case above, by [HP15, Theorem

1.4] there is a projective Fano fibration f̂ : X̂ → Ŷ onto a surface Ŷ .

We remark that f̂ is indeed the MRC fibration, as the base of the MRC
fibration of X , and hence that of X̂ , has dimension 2. Note that D̂ is nef on
X̂ and D̂ · F = (KX̂ + ∆̂) · F = 0 for general fibers of F (∼= P1) of f̂ . Now

since f̂ is a projective morphism, by Proposition 3.8 and Section 4.2 we run a
relative KX̂-MMP over Ŷ with the scaling of ∆̂. This MMP terminates with
a Mori fiber space, say f ′ : X ′ → Y ′ over Y such that X ′ has Q-factorial
terminal singularities. By Lemma 4.6 every step of this MMP is D̂-trivial.
In particular, the induced bimeromorphic map φ : X̂ 99K X ′ is D̂-crepant.
Let ∆′ := φ∗∆̂; then (KX′ + ∆′) ∼Q,f ′ 0. The composite of φ and ψ gives
the required map. Finally, since every step of φ ◦ ψ is (KX + ∆)-trivial, the
discrepancy of (X ′,∆′) is same as that of (X,∆), and thus (X ′,∆′) is klt (resp.
lc). This shows (3). �
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Now we conclude Theorem 11.2.

Proof of Theorem 11.2. If X is projective, then this is just [KMM94, Lemma
5.3 and Lemma 7.1]. Assume that X is non-algebraic and uniruled. If (X,∆)
is lc, by taking a dlt model as in Corollary 5.3, we may assume that (X,∆)
is a Q-factorial dlt pair such that X has terminal singularities. Let λ be the
positive rational number such that KX+λ∆ has zero intersection with general
fibers of the MRC fibration of X . If λ = 1, then we can apply Lemma 11.3.
So assume from now on that λ < 1. Then (X, λ∆) is klt. By Theorem 9.1,
KX+λ∆ is Q-effective. If KX+λ∆ is nef, then we can take (X ′,∆′) = (X,∆)
and we are in the second situation. Assume that KX + λ∆ is not nef. We will
show that there exist a terminating (KX + λ∆)-MMP, which is trivial with
respect to KX +∆.

We first assume that there is a (KX+λ∆)-negative extremal ray R of NA(X)
which is (KX+∆)-trivial. Then R is also KX-negative. Hence the contraction
of R exists by Theorem 10.16 and Proposition 10.17, if R is divisorial, and by
Theorem 10.14, if R is small. Moreover, if R is small, then the corresponding
flip exists by [CHP16, Theorem 4.19]. Let h1 : (X,∆) 99K (X1,∆1) be the
divisorial contraction or the flip corresponding to the contraction of R. Then
h1 is (KX+∆)-crepant andX1 has terminal singularities. By induction, we can
run a (KX + λ∆)-MMP, trivial with respect to KX +∆. By Theorem 3.3 this
MMP terminates. Therefore we obtain a (KX + ∆)-crepant bimeromorphic
map φ : (X,∆) 99K (X ′,∆′) such that KX′ +∆′ is nef and X ′ has Q-factorial
terminal singularities, and

(i) either KX′ + λ∆′ is nef,
(ii) or every (KX′ + λ∆′)-negative extremal ray is (KX′ +∆′)-positive.

In the first case, KX′ + (1− ǫ)∆′ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ ≪ 1. In the second case,
as in the proof of Proposition 4.3 using the boundedness of the lengths of ex-
tremal rays of Theorem 10.11 we see that there is a smallest positive rational
number µ ∈ Q+ such that (KX′ +∆′) + µ(KX′ + λ∆′) is nef. This shows that
KX′ + (1− ǫ)∆′ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ≪ 1. Since this MMP is (KX +∆)-trivial,
we obtain that (X ′,∆′) is also klt (respectively lc).

Finally we assume that X is not uniruled. Then we can run a KX-MMP,
trivial with respect to KX +∆, by [HP16, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2] and
the rest of the arguments work as above. �
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12. Construction of bimeromorphic models

In this section we will construct several bimeromorphic models which will
help us in the next section to show that ν(X,KX +∆) = 1 implies k(X,KX +
∆) > 0.

Lemma 12.1. Let (X,∆) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold klt pair.
Assume that KX +(1− ǫ)∆ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ≪ 1. Then there is a boundary
∆′ in X such that

(1) (X,∆′) is klt,
(2) KX + (1− ǫ)∆′ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ≪ 1,
(3) there is some D ∈ |KX +∆′|Q such that SuppD = Supp∆′, and
(4) ν(KX +∆) = ν(KX +∆′) and κ(KX +∆) = κ(KX +∆′).

Proof. SinceKX+λ∆ is nef for some λ < 1, by Theorem 9.3 there is an effective
Q-divisor P ∼Q (KX + λ∆). Set Q := P + (1 − λ)∆; then Q ∼Q KX + ∆ is
nef and its support contains that of ∆. Choose a rational number 0 < γ ≪ 1
such that (X,∆+ γQ) is klt. Set ∆′ = ∆+ γQ; then

KX + (1− ǫ)∆′ = KX + (1− ǫ)∆ + (1− ǫ)γQ

is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ≪ 1. Moreover, we note that

KX +∆′ ∼Q (1 + γ)(KX +∆).

This proves property (4). Let D = 1
1+γ

Q, then D ∈ |KX+∆′|Q and its support

is the same as that of ∆′. �

Lemma 12.2. Let (X,B) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold dlt pair.
Assume that B is reduced, and that there is an element D ∈ |KX +B|Q such
that SuppD = B. Then there is a (KX +B)-MMP which terminates to a dlt
pair (X ′, B′) such that KX′ +B′ is nef.

Proof. If X is projective, then we can apply the classical algebraic MMP. If
KX is pseudo-effective, then we can apply [CHP16, Theorem 4.6]. It remains
to deal with the case when X is uniruled and non-algebraic.

Assume that (KX +B) is not nef.
We will show that a (KX + B)-MMP exists. By Theorem 10.12, there is

a (KX + B)-negative extremal ray R. If R is small, then there exist a small
contraction cR : X → Y by Theorem 10.14. The flip of cR exists by Theorem
3.1.

Assume that R is divisorial. Let S be the unique surface containing and
covered by all the curves C ⊆ X such that [C] ∈ R. Then S is a component
of B, since B = SuppD and D ·R < 0. Thus S is normal (being a dlt center)
and by adjunction (S, 0) has klt singularities. Hence the contraction exists by
Theorem 10.16 ans Proposition 10.17. Termination of the (KX + B)-MMP
follows from Theorem 3.3. �
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The following result is an analogue of [Kol92, Lemma 13.2].

Proposition 12.3. Let (X,∆) be a klt pair, where X is a Q-factorial compact
Kähler 3-fold with terminal singularities. Suppose that there is a nef Q-divisor
D ∈ |KX +∆|Q such that Supp∆ = SuppD. Then there is a Q-factorial pair

(X̂, B̂) such that

(1) (X̂, B̂) is dlt,

(2) B̂ is reduced,

(3) X̂\B̂ has terminal singularities,

(4) KX̂ + B̂ is nef,

(5) there is some D̂ ∈ |KX̂ + B̂|Q such that Supp D̂ = B̂, and

(6) ν(KX +∆) = ν(KX̂ + B̂) and κ(KX +∆) = κ(KX̂ + B̂).

Proof. Since X has isolated (terminal) singularities, there is a partial log res-
olution r : X̃ → X of (X,∆) such that

• r is an isomorphism over X\ Supp∆,

• X̃ is smooth in a neighborhood of r∗∆ and r∗∆ has simple normal
crossing support.

Since (X,∆) is klt, we can write

KX̃ +B′ = r∗(KX +∆) + E ∼Q r
∗D + E,

where B′ = r−1
∗ ∆ + Ex(r), and E ≥ 0 is an effective Q-divisor supported on

the exceptional locus of r.
Set B̃ := ⌈B′⌉ = ⌈r−1

∗ ∆⌉ + Ex(r) and D̃ := r∗D + E + (⌈r−1
∗ ∆⌉ − r−1

∗ ∆) ≥ 0.

Then D̃ ∈ |KX̃ + B̃|Q, Supp D̃ = Supp(r∗D + Ex(r)) = B̃, since SuppD =

Supp∆. Moreover, from the construction it also follows that X̃\B̃ has terminal

singularity and (X̃, B̃) is dlt. We claim that X̃ is Q-factorial. Let F be a prime
Weil divisor on X̃ . If F is r-exceptional, then by construction, X̃ is smooth
in a neighborhood of F and thus F is Cartier. If F is not r-exceptional, then
r∗F is a Weil divisor on X and hence it is Q-Cartier, since X is Q-factorial.
Then r∗r∗F = F + G, where G is a r-exceptional divisor. Since we have just
showed that G is Q-Cartier, it follows that F is Q-Cartier. Finally, it is easy

to see that ω
[k]

X̃
is a line bundle for some k ≥ 1, since the same is true for X

and the exceptional divisor of r is Q-Cartier.
Now by Lemma 12.2 we can run a terminating (KX̃+ B̃)-MMP to obtain a Q-

factorial dlt pair (X̂, B̂) such that KX̂+B̂ is nef. Let D̂ be the bimeromorphic

transform of D̃ in X̂. Then D̂ ∈ |KX̂ + B̂|Q and Supp D̂ = B̂. Moreover, since

0 ≤ D̃ ∼Q (KX̃ + B̃) and Supp D̃ = SuppB, all the curves and divisors

contracted by the MMP is contained in the Supp D̃ = B̃. In particular, we
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have

X̃\ Supp B̃ ∼= X̂\ Supp B̂,

and thus X̂\B̂ has terminal singularities.

Now we will show (6). Note that since MMP preserves Kodaira dimension,
we have

κ(KX̂ + B̂) = κ(KX̃ + B̃) = κ(D̃).

On the other hand, since Supp∆ = SuppD, there is a positive number m such
that

D̃ = r∗D + E + (⌈r−1
∗ ∆⌉ − r−1

∗ ∆) ≤ r∗D + E +mr∗D.

Now since E is a r-exceptional effective divisor, we have

κ(D) = κ(r∗D) ≤ κ(D̃) ≤ κ((m+ 1)r∗D) = κ(D).

Therefore κ(KX +∆) = κ(D) = κ(D̃) = κ(KX̂ + B̂).
For the equality of numerical dimensions, we take a desingularization W

of the graph of φ : X̃ 99K X̂ , with induced morphisms p : W → X̃ and
q : W → X̂. Since every step of the MMP φ : X̃ 99K X̂ is D̃-negative and
D̂ = φ∗D̃, we obtain that p∗D̃ and q∗D̂ have same support. In particular,
p∗(r∗D) and q∗D̂ have same support. Then the effective divisors

(r ◦ p)∗D ∼Q p
∗(KX +∆) and q∗D̂ ∼Q q

∗(KX̂ + B̂)

are both nef and have same support.
Therefore by [Kol92, Lemma 11.3.3] (using a Kähler class in place of an

ample divisor), we obtain that ν(KX +∆) = ν(KX̂ + B̂). �

The following lemma is an analogue of [CHP16, Lemma 6.5].

Lemma 12.4. Let (X,B) be a reduced dlt pair such that X is a Q-factorial
compact Kähler threefold. Assume that

• there is a nef divisor D ∈ |KX +B|Q such that SuppD = B,
• X\B has terminal singularities.

Choose a rational number λ ∈ (0, 1) such that D − (1 − λ)B is effective with
support equal to B. Let S be a reduced Weil divisor contained in the support of
B and set Z := B − S. Assume that (KX +B)|T ≡ 0 for every component T
of Z and that S ∩Z 6= ∅. Set X0 := X, S0 := S, Z0 := Z and B0 := B. Then
there is a finite sequence of (KX + λS + Z)-flips and divisorial contractions

{fi : Xi 99K Xi+1}i=0,...,n

such that for each i ≥ 0 we have
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(1) Di+1, Si+1, Zi+1 and Bi+1 are bimeromorphic transform of D, S, Z
and B onto Xi+1,

(2) fi is (KXi
+Bi)-crepant, i.e., for any resolution pi : W → Xi, qi : W →

Xi+1 of the graph of fi, p
∗
i (KXi

+Bi) = q∗i (KXi+1
+Bi+1),

(3) KXi+1
+Bi+1 has the same numerical dimension and Kodaira dimension

as KX +B,
(4) Di+1 ∈ |KXi+1

+Bi+1|Q and SuppDi+1 = Bi+1,
(5) Di+1 − (1− λ)Bi+1 is effective with support equal to Bi+1,
(6) (Xi+1, λSi+1 + Zi+1) is Q-factorial dlt and (KXi+1

, Bi+1) is lc,
(7) (KXi+1

+Bi+1)|Ti+1
≡ 0 for every component Ti+1 of Zi+1,

(8) Xi+1\Bi+1
∼= X\B, and

(9) Sn+1 6= 0 and Zn+1 ∩ Sn+1 = ∅.

Proof. Proceeding by induction assume that we have already constructed fi−1 :
Xi−1 → Xi satisfying the properties (3)− (8). If Si ∩Zi = ∅ then we stop and
set i = n + 1. So assume that Si ∩ Zi 6= ∅. Then there is some component
Ti of Zi such that Ti ∩ Si 6= ∅. Then we have that (KXi

+ λSi + Zi)|Ti ≡
−(1−λ)Si|Ti is not pseudo-effective. We claim that Ti is a Moishezon surface.
Indeed, if X is not uniruled, then this follows from [CHP16, Lemma 4.1],
and otherwise from Lemma 10.2. Therefore there is a curve Γi ⊆ Ti such that
(KXi

+λBi+Zi)·Γi < 0. Then from (7) (with i+1 replaced by i) it follows that
(KXi

+Bi) · Γi = 0. Now by the cone theorem with respect to KXi
+ λSi +Zi

(see Theorem 10.12), we can decompose the class [Γi] ∈ NA(Xi) as

[Γi] =Mi +

mi∑

j=1

[Cij],

where Mi is (KXi
+ λSi +Zi)-nonnegative and Cij generate (KXi

+ λSi +Zi)-
negative extremal rays. Since KXi

+Bi is nef and (KXi
+Bi)·Γi = 0, we obtain

that (KXi
+Bi)·Cij = 0 for all j. Therefore there is a (KXi

+λSi+Zi)-negative
extremal ray Ri which is (KXi

+ Bi)-trivial.
If Ri is small, then the contraction of Ri exists by Theorem 10.14, and the
corresponding flip exists by Theorem 3.1. If Ri is divisorial, then there is a
unique surface Vi which contains and covered by all the curves in Ri. This sur-
face Vi must be a component of Bi as KXi

+ λBi + Zi ∼Q Di − (1− λ)Bi ≥ 0,
and the right hand side is supported on Bi. Now since (Xi, λiSi + Zi) is a
Q-factorial dlt pair, Xi has Q-factorial klt singularity. Since (Xi, Bi) is lc, by
adjunction (Vi, 0) is slc (see [Fuj00, Remark 1.2(5)]). Hence the contraction of
Vi exists by Theorem 10.16 and Proposition 10.17. Let fi : Xi 99K Xi+1 be the
corresponding divisorial contraction or flip. Since Ri is (KXi

+Bi)-trivial, fi is
(KXi

+Bi)-crepant. Then by [CHP16, Lemma 3.2] we also get the properties
(3)-(7) at the (i+ 1)-th level. Since the exceptional locus of fi is contained in
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Bi, we also have Xi+1\Bi+1
∼= Xi\Bi

∼= X\B; this is (8).

Next we note that, since (X, λS +Z) is a dlt pair, this MMP terminates by
Theorem 3.3. At the end of this MMP by our hypothesis we have Zn+1∩Sn+1 =
∅. So it remains to show that Sn+1 6= 0. To the contrary assume that Sn+1 = 0;
then all the components of S are contracted by the steps of this MMP. Let
fi : Xi → Xi+1 be one of these steps which contracts the last component
of S, i.e. Si ⊆ Xi is irreducible and contracted by fi. We know that the
corresponding extremal ray Ri is (KXi

+ Bi)-trivial and (KXi
+ λSi + Zi)-

negative. Thus Si · Ri > 0, this is a contradiction. �

13. ν = 1 implies κ > 0

In this section we will prove following Theorem.

Theorem 13.1. Let (X,∆) be a klt pair such that X is a Q-factorial compact
Kähler 3-fold with terminal singularities. Assume that KX + (1 − ǫ)∆ is nef
for all 0 ≤ ǫ≪ 1. If ν(KX +∆) = 1, then κ(KX +∆) = 1.

We need the following reduction result first which is an analogue of [Kol92,
Lemma 13.2, 13.3.1 and 13.3.2].

Lemma 13.2. Let (X,B) be a reduced dlt pair such that X is a Q-factorial
compact Kähler 3-fold with klt singularities. Assume that there is a nef Q-
divisor D ∈ |KX + B|Q such that SuppD = B and that ν(KX + B) = 1.
Moreover, assume that X\B has terminal singularities. Then there is a (KX+
B)-crepant bimeromorphic map φ : (X ′, B′) 99K (X,B) such that

(1) (X ′, B′) is a Q-factorial reduced lc pair, where B′ := φ∗B,
(2) (X ′, 0) is klt and X ′ \B′ has terminal singularities,
(3) there is a nef Q-divisor D′ ∈ |KX′ +B′|Q such that SuppD′ = B′,
(4) ν(KX′ +B′) = 1 and κ(KX +B) = κ(KX′ +B′), and
(5) there is a connected component S ′ of B′ which is irreducible.

Proof. Since ν(KX + B) = 1, we have (KX + B) · D = (KX + B)2 ≡ 0.
Since KX + B is nef, this implies that (KX + B)|T ≡ 0 for every component
T of B. Let S be an irreducible component of B and Z := B − S. Then
applying Lemma 12.4 gives us the required bimeromorphic map φ : (X,B) 99K
(X ′, B′). �

Proof of Theorem 13.1. We will follow the same strategy as in [CHP16, §8.A]
which is same as in [Kol92, Chapter 13]. First replacing (X, 0) by a terminal
model as in Theorem 3.6 we may assume that X has terminal singularities.
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Then combining 12.1, Proposition 12.3 and Lemma 13.2 we reduce our problem
to proving the following statement:

Let (X,B) be a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold reduced lc pair and D ∈
|KX +B| is a Q-divisor satisfying the following properties:

(1) SuppD = B,
(2) (X, 0) is klt and X \B has terminal singularities,
(3) KX +B is nef and ν(KX +B) = 1, and
(4) there is a connected component S of B such that S is irreducible.

Then κ(KX +B) ≥ 1.

The rest of the proof works exactly the same way as in the proof of [CHP16,
Theorem 8.1]. �

14. Proof of log abundance for log canonical pairs

We first prove the klt log abundance for ν(X,KX +∆) = 1.

Theorem 14.1. Let (X,∆) be a klt pair and KX +∆ is nef. If the numerical
dimension ν(X,KX +∆) = 1, then KX +∆ is semi-ample.

Proof. First replacing (X,∆) by its terminal model as in Theorem 3.6 we may
assume that X has Q-factorial terminal singularities. Now by Theorem 11.2
there is a (KX +∆)-crepant bimeromorphic model (X ′,∆′) such that

(1) either there is a Mori fibration f : X ′ → Y such that (KX′+∆′) ∼Q,f 0,
or

(2) KX′ + (1− ǫ)∆′ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ ≪ 1.

Moreover, X ′ has Q-factorial terminal singularities and (X ′,∆′) is a klt pair.
Since the model is (KX + ∆)-crepant, we only need to prove that KX′ + ∆′

is semi-ample. If we are in the first case, then by Theorem 9.5, there is an
effective Q-divisor B ≥ 0 on Y such that (Y,B) is klt and

KX′ +∆′ ∼Q f
∗(KY +B).

Now by the log abundance for Kähler surfaces as in Theorem 6.3 it follows
that KY +B is semi-ample. Hence is KX′ +∆′ semi-ample.

If we are in the second case, then by Theorem 13.1, κ(X ′, KX′ + ∆′) = 1,
and hence KX′ +∆′ is semi-ample by Corollary 7.4.

�

In the remainder of this section we will establish the log abundance theorem
for log canonical pairs. First we need the following reduction lemma.
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Lemma 14.2. Let (X,∆) be a log canonical pair and KX+∆ is nef, where X
is a Q-factorial compact Kähler 3-fold with terminal singularities. Then there
exists a Q-factorial log canonical pair (X ′,∆′ := S ′+B′), where S ′ = ⌊∆′⌋ and
X ′ is a compact Kähler 3-fold with terminal singularities, such that KX′+∆′ is
semi-ample if and only if KX +∆ is semi-ample and that one of the following
conditions is satisfied:

(1) KX′ + (1− ǫ)∆′ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ ≪ 1
(2) There is a KX′-Mori fiber space π : X ′ → Y ′ over a normal compact

Kähler surface Y ′ such that (KX′ +∆′) ∼Q,π 0 and some component of
S ′ dominates Y ′.

(3) There is a KX′-Mori fiber space π : X ′ → Y ′ over a normal compact
Kähler surface Y ′ such that (KX′ + ∆′) ∼Q,π 0, no component of S ′

dominates Y ′ and KX′ +B′ + λS ′ klt for all 0 ≤ λ < 1.

Moreover, we have κ(X,KX + ∆) = κ(X ′, KX′ + ∆′) and ν(X,KX + ∆) =
ν(X ′, KX′ +∆′).

Proof. Using Theorem 11.2 we may assume that one of the following holds:

(i) either there is aKX-Mori fibration f : X → Y such that (KX+∆) ∼Q,f

0, or
(ii) KX + (1− ǫ)∆ is nef for all 0 ≤ ǫ≪ 1.

If we are in the case (ii), then set (X ′,∆′) := (X,∆) and we are done.
So now assume that we are in case (i). If there is a component of ⌊∆⌋ which
dominates Y , then we are again done by setting (X ′,∆′) := (X,∆). So assume
that ⌊∆⌋ 6= 0 and none of the components of ⌊∆⌋ dominate Y . Let (X1,∆1) be
a dlt model of (X,∆) as in Corollary 5.3. Write ∆1 = S1+B1 with S1 = ⌊∆1⌋.
Then KX1

+∆1 is nef, (KX1
+ ∆1) ∼Q,Y 0 and KX +∆ is semi-ample if and

only if KX1
+∆1 is semi-ample.

We run a (KX1
+B1)-MMP over Y as in Proposition 3.8 and obtain a pair

(X2,∆2 = S2 +B2) such that (KX2
+B2) is nef over Y . Note that this MMP

is (KX1
+∆1)-trivial. Thus (X2,∆2) is lc and (KX2

+∆2) ∼Q,Y 0.
We run a KX2

-MMP over Y with the scaling of B2 and obtain a Mori fiber
space f ′ : X ′ → Y ′. Then by Lemma 4.6 every step of this MMP is (KX2

+B2)-
trivial. Hence (X ′, B′) is klt, where B′ is the bimeromorphic transform of B2.
We also remark that (KX′ + B′) ∼Q,Y ′ 0 since X ′ → Y ′ is a Mori fiber space.
Let S ′ be the bimeromorphic transform of S2 and ∆′ := B′ + S ′. Since this
MMP is also (KX2

+∆2)-trivial, we see that (X
′,∆′) is lc, KX′ +∆′ is nef and

(KX′ +∆′) ∼Q,Y ′ 0. Moreover, KX′ +∆′ is semi-ample if and only if KX +∆
is.

Now we claim that (X ′, B′ + λS ′) is klt for all 0 ≤ λ < 1. To the con-
trary assume that there is a λ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that (X ′, B′ + λ0S

′) is not klt.
Then there is an exceptional divisor E over X ′ such that a(E,X ′, B′+λ0S

′) ≤
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−1. Note that since (X ′, B′) has Q-factorial klt singularities, it follows that
CenterX′(E) ⊆ SuppS ′. Therefore a(E,X ′, B′ +S ′) < −1, this is a contradic-
tion, since (X ′, B′ + S ′) has lc singularities. This completes the proof.

�

Finally we will prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First replacing (X,∆) by a dlt model as in Corollary
5.3, we may assume that (X,∆) is a dlt pair such that X has Q-factorial
terminal singularities. Now recall that the non-vanishing is proved in Theorem
9.1. When κ(X,KX + ∆) > 0, the semi-ampleness of KX + ∆ is proved in
Corollary 7.4. If ν(X,KX + ∆) = 0, i.e. KX + ∆ ≡ 0, then from the non-
vanishing theorem it follows that KX + ∆ ∼Q 0. If ν(X,KX + ∆) = 3, then
KX + ∆ is big; in particular, X is a compact Kähler Moishezon space with
rational singularities. Hence X is a projective variety in this case by [Nam02,
Theorem 1.2], and the semi-ampleness follows from [KMM94, Theorem 1.1].
So the only remaining case is ν(X,KX +∆) = 1. Using Lemma 14.2 we may
assume that (X,∆) satisfies one of the conditions in this lemma. Note that,
this in particular implies that (X,∆) is a lc pair such that X has Q-factorial
terminal singularities.
Now suppose that we are in the first case of Lemma 14.2. If ∆ = 0, then the
theorem follows from [CHP16, Theorem 8.1], as X has terminal singularities.
We may then assume that ∆ 6= 0. Then (X, (1−ǫ)∆) is klt and KX+(1−ǫ)∆
is nef for all 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. By Corollary 7.4 it is enough to show that κ(X, (1 −
ǫ)∆) > 0 for some 0 < ǫ < 1, because then we will have κ(X,KX+∆) > 0. To
this end, we will first show that ν(X,KX+(1−ǫ0)∆) = 1 for some 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1.
Observe that if KX + (1 − ǫ)∆ ≡ 0 for all 0 < ǫ ≪ 1, then taking limit as
ǫ → 0 we see that KX + ∆ ≡ 0, this is a contradiction. Thus there is a
0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1 such that ν(X,KX + (1 − ǫ0)∆) ≥ 1. Next we will show that
ν(X,KX + (1− ǫ0)∆) < 2. If ν(X,KX + (1− ǫ0)∆) = 3, then KX + (1− ǫ0)∆
is big and then so is KX +∆; this is a contradiction, since ν(X,KX +∆) = 1.
So by contradiction assume now that ν(X,KX + (1 − ǫ0)∆) = 2. By non-
vanishing Theorem 9.1 there is an effective Q-divisor D ≥ 0 on X such that
KX + (1− ǫ0)∆ ∼Q D. Then D′ := D+ ǫ0∆ ∼Q KX +∆. Since the numerical
dimension ν(X,D) = ν(X,KX + (1− ǫ0)∆) = 2, there is a Kähler class ω0 on
X such that D2 · ω0 > 0. However, since ν(X,D′) = ν(X,KX + ∆) = 1, we
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have D′2 · ω0 = 0. Now

D′2 · ω0 = (D + ǫ0∆)2 · ω0

= D · (D + ǫ0∆) · ω0 + ǫ0(D + ǫ0∆) ·∆ · ω0

= D2 · ω0︸ ︷︷ ︸
>0

+ǫ0 (D · ω0 ·∆)︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

+ǫ0 (D
′ · ω0 ·∆)︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

> 0.

This is a contradiction. Therefore ν(X,KX + (1 − ǫ0)∆) = 1 for some 0 <
ǫ0 ≪ 1. Then by Theorem 14.1, KX + (1 − ǫ0)∆ is semi-ample, and hence
κ(X,KX + (1− ǫ0)∆) = 1.

Assume now that we are in the second case of Lemma 14.2 and π : X → Y
is the KX -Mori fiber space as in there, and ∆ = B + S, where S = ⌊∆⌋.
Suppose that L is a line bundles on Y such that OX(m(KX + ∆)) ∼= π∗

L

for some m ∈ N sufficiently divisible. Then it is enough to prove that L is
semi-ample. Let T be a component of S which dominates Y . Then (T n,∆Tn)
is lc, where τ : T n → T is the normalization and KTn +∆Tn ∼Q (KX +∆)|Tn

is defined by adjunction. Then by Theorem 6.3, KTn + ∆Tn is semi-ample.
Since (KTn + ∆Tn) ∼Q (π|T ◦ τ)∗L , from Lemma 2.6 it follows that L is
semi-ample, and hence KX +∆ is semi-ample.

Now assume that we are in the third case of Lemma 14.2 and π : X → Y is
the KX -Mori fiber space as in there, and ∆ = B+S, where S = ⌊∆⌋. If S = 0,
then (X,∆) is klt and we can apply Theorem 14.1. So from now on we assume
that S 6= 0. We will show thatKX+∆ has positive Kodaira dimension. Since S
is vertical over Y , by Lemma 9.7 there is an effective non-zero Q-Cartier divisor
D ≥ 0 on Y such that f ∗D = S. Choose 0 < ǫ < 1 so that (X,B + (1− ǫ)S)
is klt as in the hypothesis. Note that (KX + B + (1 − ǫ)S) ∼Q,π 0. Then
from Theorem 9.5 and its proof it follows that there is an effective Q-divisor
Θ ≥ 0 on Y such that KX +B+ (1− ǫ)S ∼Q f

∗(KY +Θ+(1− ǫ)D) and that
(Y,Θ+ (1− ǫ)D) is klt. We also have

(14.1) (KX +∆) ∼Q π
∗(KY +Θ+D),

and thus KY +Θ+D is nef on Y . Note that KY is pseudo-effective, since Y
is not uniruled. Then from MMP and abundance for compact Kähler surfaces
it follows that the Kodaira dimension κ(Y ) ≥ 0. We will show that κ(Y,KY +
Θ + (1 − ǫ)D) > 0. To that end, we run a (KY + Θ + (1 − ǫ)D)-MMP
with scaling of ǫD. Assume that this MMP terminates with a minimal model
(Y ′,Θ′+(1− ǫ)D′). Then by Theorem 6.3, KY ′ +Θ′+(1− ǫ)D′ is semi-ample.
Observe that D′ 6= 0, and κ(Y ′) ≥ 0 as κ(Y ) ≥ 0. Now if κ(Y ′, KY ′ + Θ′ +
(1− ǫ)D′) = 0, then −KY ′ ∼Q Θ+ (1− ǫ)D′ ≥ 0. This implies that KY ′ ∼Q 0
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as κ(Y ′) ≥ 0. Then (Θ′ + (1 − ǫ)D′) ∼Q 0, this is a contradiction, since
Θ′ + (1− ǫ)D′ is a non-zero effective divisor on a compact Kähler variety Y ′.
Thus κ(Y ′, KY +Θ′ +(1− ǫ)D′) > 0, and hence κ(Y,KY +Θ+(1− ǫ)D) > 0.
Then from (14.1) it follows that κ(X,KX + ∆) > 0, and we are done by
Corollary 7.4.

�
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Utah, August 1991, Astérisque No. 211 (1992).



74 OMPROKASH DAS AND WENHAO OU

[Kol96] J. Kollár, Rational curves on algebraic varieties, volume 32 of Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in
Mathematics [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series
of Modern Surveys in Mathematics], Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1996.

[Kol13] J. Kollár, Singularities of the minimal model program, volume 200 of Cam-
bridge Tracts in Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013,
With a collaboration of Sándor Kovács.
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