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STRICTLY NEF DIVISORS ON K-TRIVIAL FOURFOLDS

HAIDONG LIU AND SHIN-ICHI MATSUMURA

Abstract. In this paper, we prove the ampleness conjecture and Serrano’s conjecture
for strictly nef divisors on K-trivial fourfolds. Specifically, we show that any strictly nef
divisors on projective fourfolds with trivial canonical bundle and vanishing irregularity
are ample.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries 3
3. Abundance for strictly nef divisors 6
4. Non-vanishing for strictly nef divisors 11
References 17

1. Introduction

This paper is devoted to the study of strictly nef divisors on projective manifolds with
trivial canonical bundle, motivated by the following so-called ampleness conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1 (Ampleness conjecture). Let X be a projective manifold with trivial

canonical bundle. Then, any strictly nef divisors on X are ample.

Here, a Q-Cartier divisor L on a projective variety X is said to be strictly nef if the
intersection number L·C is positive for any curve C ⊂ X. The ampleness conjecture follows
from Serrano’s conjecture (see [6,37] and Conjecture 1.5) or the semiampleness conjecture
(see [26,30,32,33,38]). Hence, an affirmative solution of the ampleness conjecture provides
evidence in support of these conjectures. Furthermore, the ampleness conjecture does not
hold without assuming that X has the trivial canonical bundle (for example, see Mumford
and Ramanujam’s examples in [21, appendix to Chapter I] or Campana and Okawa’s
examples in [35]); therefore, it is also interesting in terms of studying characteristics of
projective manifolds with trivial canonical bundle.

The Beauville–Bogomolov–Yau decomposition [2] shows that any projective manifold
with trivial canonical bundle can be decomposed, up to a finite étale cover, into the product
of abelian varieties, (strict) Calabi–Yau manifolds, and (simple) hyperkähler manifolds. In
this paper, a simply connected projective manifold X with trivial canonical bundle is called
a Calabi–Yau manifold (resp. a hyperkähler manifold) if hi(X,OX) = 0 for 0 < i < dimX
(resp. H2(X,OX) ∼= C). The ampleness conjecture holds for abelian varieties (for example,
see [4]), and both strict nefness and ampleness are preserved under finite coverings; hence,
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the projective manifold X in Conjecture 1.1 can be assumed to be a Calabi–Yau manifold
or a hyperkähler manifold.

The ampleness conjecture has been completely solved in dimension two, and in dimension
three except for Calabi–Yau threefolds satisfying c3(X) = 0 or ν(L) = 1 (see [33, 36,
37] and the references therein); however, the remaining case in dimension three is still
open. In this paper, we leave the three-dimensional case behind and turn to K-trivial
fourfolds. Throughout this paper, we use the term of a K-trivial manifold to denote

a projective manifold X with KX ∼ 0 and h1(X,OX) = 0. The following result,
which is one of the main results in this paper, solves Conjecture 1.1 for K-trivial fourfolds.

Theorem 1.2. Any strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor L on a K-trivial fourfold X is ample.

Note that the three-dimensional case cannot be reduced to the four-dimensional case,
because the condition h1(X,OX) = 0, which is also called vanishing irregularity, excludes
the product of a Calabi–Yau manifold and an abelian variety from K-trivial manifolds.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is divided into two parts: Theorem 1.3 and 1.4. Theorem 1.3
solves the generalized non-vanishing conjecture (for example, see [32]) and Theorem 1.4
solves the abundance conjecture for strictly nef and effective divisors on K-trivial fourfolds.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorems 4.1 and 4.7). If L is a strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor on a K-

trivial fourfold X, then we have κ(L) ≥ 0 (i.e., L is Q-effective).

The proof of Theorem 1.3, which is discussed in Section 4, depends on detailed studies for
cases according to the numerical dimension ν(L). Based on the discussion of [29,31,33,36,
39,40], we will construct a section of a positive multiple of L by applying the Kawamata–
Viehweg vanishing theorem, the hard Lefschetz theorem, Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch for-
mula, and the Bedford–Taylor product of positive currents.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 3.3). Let L be a strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor on a K-trivial

fourfold X. If we have κ(L) ≥ 0, then L is ample.

Theorem 1.4 follows from the abundance theorem, which holds for projective varieties
of dimension ≤ 3; however, the abundance conjecture is still open, even in the case of
K-trivial fourfolds. Therefore, we need to get around this difficulty by fully using the strict
nefness.

For the proof of Theorem 1.4, we focus on Serrano’s conjecture. Serrano’s original
conjecture can be viewed as a weak analogue of Fujita’s conjecture (see [28, § 10.4.A]) for
strictly nef divisors; hence, as in Fujita’s conjecture, it is natural to generalize Serrano’s
conjecture to log pairs. In this paper, we propose a log version of Serrano’s conjecture (see
Conjecture 1.5). The log version naturally appears in considering the inductive proof of
Serrano’s conjecture.

Conjecture 1.5 (Log version of Serrano’s conjecture). Let (X,∆) be a log canonical pair

of dimension n and L be a strictly nef Cartier divisor on X. Then, the Q-Cartier divisor

KX +∆+ tL is ample for t > 2n.

Serrano’s conjecture has not been fully solved even for K-trivial threefolds. Nevertheless,
we can partially solve the log version of Serrano’s conjecture (see Theorem 1.6), which is
one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorems 3.5, 3.6 and Corollary 4.3). Let X be a K-trivial manifold of

dimension n ≤ 4, ∆ be a nonzero effective divisor, and L be a strictly nef divisor on X.

Then, the Cartier divisor ∆+ tL is ample for t ≫ 1.
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Theorem 1.4 is a direct corollary of Theorem 1.6. The key point here is that ∆ in
Theorem 1.6 is nonzero; otherwise, the statement of Theorem 1.6 coincides with Serrano’s
original conjecture, which is still open even in dimension three.
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Throughout this paper, a scheme is always assumed to be separated and of finite type
over C, and a variety is a reduced and irreducible algebraic scheme. We will freely use the
basic notation of the minimal model program in [16, 27, 28].

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we present preliminary results.

2.1. Almost strictly nef divisors. The strict nefness is not preserved under birational
modifications, as in the inductive proof of Serrano’s conjecture in [6, 37]. Therefore, fol-
lowing [6], it would be more natural and useful to define a birational analogue of the strict
nefness, which is called the almost strict nefness.

Definition 2.1 ([6, Definition 1.1]). A Q-Cartier divisor L on a normal variety X is called
almost strictly nef if there exists a surjective birational morphism µ : X → X∗ and a
strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor L∗ on X∗ such that L = µ∗L∗. When a birational morphism
µ : X → X∗ is specified, we say that L is almost strictly nef with respect to µ.

We will use the following facts without any mention.

Proposition 2.2. Let L be a Q-Cartier divisor on a normal projective variety X.

(1) Let f : Y → X be a finite morphism. Then, the pull-back f ∗L is strictly nef on Y
if and only if L is strictly nef on X.

(2) If f : Y → X is a generally finite morphism and L is almost strictly nef, then f ∗L
is almost strictly nef on Y .

(3) Let L be an almost strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor with respect to µ : X → X∗. If a

normal subvariety Z ⊂ X is not contained in the µ-exceptional locus, then L|Z is

almost strictly nef on Z.

Remark 2.3. Let µ : X → X∗ be the birational morphism in Definition 2.1 with a strictly
nef divisor L∗ on X∗, and X → X ′ → X∗ be the Stein factorization of µ. Then, since the
morphism π : X ′ → X∗ is finite, the pull-back π∗L∗ is also strictly nef by Proposition 2.2
(1). Hence, by replacing X∗ with X ′ and L∗ with π∗L∗, we can always assume that X∗ is
normal and µ : X → X∗ has connected fibers.

Lemma 2.4. Let (X,∆) be a log canonical pair of dimension n and L be an almost strictly

nef Cartier divisor with respect to µ : X → X∗. If KX + ∆ is µ-nef, then the Q-Cartier
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divisor KX +∆+ tL is nef for t ≥ 2n. In particular, if L is a strictly nef Cartier divisor

on X, then KX +∆+ tL is nef for t ≥ 2n.

Proof. The proof follows from the cone theorem for log canonical pairs (see [14, Theorem
1.4]), which states that any curve C on X is numerically equivalent to a linear combination

r1F1 + · · ·+ rkFk +M,

where ri is a positive real number, Fi is a rational curve on X with 0 < −(KX+∆)·Fi ≤ 2n,
and M is the limit of effective real 1-cycles with (KX +∆) ·M ≥ 0. Let L∗ be a strictly
nef Q-Cartier divisor on X∗ such that L = µ∗L∗. Since KX +∆ is µ-nef, the rational curve
Fi is not contracted by µ for any i. In particular, we can see that

L · Fi ≥ L∗ · µ(Fi) > 0,

which implies that L · Fi ≥ 1 since L is Cartier. Then, from −(KX + ∆) · Fi ≤ 2n, we
obtain (KX +∆+ 2nL) · Fi ≥ 0 for any i. Then, since L is nef, we can see that

(KX +∆+ tL) · C ≥ (KX +∆+ 2nL) · C ≥ (KX +∆+ 2nL) ·M ≥ 0

for t ≥ 2n. �

Under the same situation as in Lemma 2.4, it is conjectured that a (KX +∆)-negative
extremal ray F satisfies that 0 < −(KX + ∆) · F ≤ n + 1 (see [16, Remark 4.6.3]),
which predicts the sharper bound t ≥ n + 1 in Lemma 2.4. Based on this observation, a
more precise statement than that of Conjecture 1.5 was formulated in [20, Question 3.5].
However, this sharper bound seems far from reaching, so Conjecture 1.5 is more workable
in practice. The sharper bound in Lemma 2.4 can be obtained when X is smooth and
∆ = 0.

Lemma 2.5. Let X be a projective manifold of dimension n and L be an almost strictly

nef Cartier divisor with respect to µ. Assume that KX is µ-nef. Then, the Cartier divisor

KX + tL is nef for t ≥ n + 1.

Proof. By the smooth version of the cone theorem, any curve Fi representing the KX-
negative extremal ray satisfies that 0 < −KX · Fi ≤ n + 1, which finishes the proof. �

For almost strictly nef divisors, we have the following conjecture (see [6, Conjecture
2.2]), which is closely related to the log version of Serrano’s conjecture:

Conjecture 2.6. Let (X,∆) be a log canonical pair of dimension n and L be an almost

strictly nef Cartier divisor on X. Then, the Q-Cartier divisor KX + ∆ + tL is big for

t > 2n.

2.2. Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula. Let L be a Cartier divisor on a K-trivial
fourfold X. Recall that our definition of K-trivial manifolds requires h1(X,OX) = 0. Then,
since we have

h3(X,OX) = h1(X,OX(KX)) = h1(X,OX) = 0,

we obtain

χ(X,mL) =
L4

24
m4 +

c2(X) · L2

24
m2 +

3c22(X)− c4(X)

720
,

χ(OX) =
3c22(X)− c4(X)

720
=

4∑
i=0

(−1)ihi(OX) = 2 + h2(OX) ≥ 2

(2.1)

from the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula. It follows that c2(X) is pseudoeffective
from Miyaoka’s result [34, Theorem 6.6]; hence we have c2(X) · L2 ≥ 0 when L is nef.
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Furthermore, the term of degree 0 in the expansion of χ(X,mL) is equals to χ(OX)(≥ 2).
These observations yield the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let L be a nef Cartier divisor on a K-trivial fourfold X. Then, the inequality

χ(X,mL) ≥ 2 holds for all m ≥ 0.

2.3. Relative terminal and canonical models. Let X be a normal variety of dimension
n and g : Z → X be a resolution of singularities of X. By applying the result in [3], we
can run a relative KZ-MMP over X; then, we obtain a birational morphism f : Y → X
such that KY is f -nef and that Y is a Q-factorial terminal variety. Replacing Y by its
relative canonical model Y c, we further obtain f c : Y c → X such that KY c is f c-ample.
The morphism f : Y → X (resp. f c : Y c → X) is called a relative terminal model (resp.
relative canonical model) of X. In dimension two, the relative terminal model is the relative
minimal resolution; in particular, it is uniquely determined by X. In the higher dimensional
case, the relative terminal and canonical models depend on the initial choice of a resolution
g : Z → X.

2.4. Prime Calabi–Yau divisors. Following the inductive strategy of [6,37], we consider
Conjecture 1.5 (i.e., the log version of Serrano’s conjecture) for some divisor of a K-trivial
fourfold X. As stated in the introduction, however, the remaining Calabi–Yau threefolds
of Serrano’s conjecture are far from reaching. Therefore, in considering Conjecture 1.5 for
K-trivial fourfolds, we need a careful discussion for special prime divisors of Calabi–Yau
type. In this paper, a prime divisor D on a normal variety X is said to be a prime Calabi–

Yau divisor if D is a normal variety with at worst canonical singularities satisfying that
KD ∼ 0 and H1(D,OD) = 0. The following proposition shows that a prime Calabi–Yau
divisor D on a K-trivial manifold X induces a fibration π : X → C onto a smooth curve
C.

Proposition 2.8. Let X be a K-trivial manifold. Then, any prime Calabi–Yau divisor D
on X is a semiample divisor with ν(D) = κ(D) = 1.

Proof. Let C be a curve on X. If C 6⊂ D, then we have D ·C ≥ 0. If C ⊂ D, then we have
D · C = D|D · C = KD · C = 0 from KD ∼ 0. Hence, we can see that D is a nef divisor
on X. Let H1, H2, · · · , Hn−2 be very ample and general divisors on X, where n := dimX.
Then, we have

D2 ·H1 ·H2 · · ·Hn−2 = KD ·H1|D ·H2|D · · ·Hn−2|D = 0,

and so D2 is numerically trivial on X, which indicates that ν(D) = 1 by definition.
We now consider the long exact sequence induced by the following short exact sequence

0 → OX → OX(D) → OD(D) ≃ OD → 0.

Then, we obtain that

h0(X,D) = h0(D,OD) + h0(X,OX) = 2

from H1(X,OX) = 0, which indicates that h0(X, kD) ≥ h0(X,D) = 2; in particular, we
have κ(D) ≥ 1. Hence, we obtain 1 = ν(D) ≥ κ(D) ≥ 1. Then, we can conclude that D
is semiample from Kawamata’s basepoint-free theorem (see [15, 25]). �

Note that, in the above proof, we have not used the fact that D has at worst canonical
singularities and H1(D,OD) = 0. Proposition 2.8 shows that a prime Calabi–Yau divisor
D can be embedded into a fibration π : X → C as a fiber, which allows us to consider
Serrano’s conjecture for a family of Calabi–Yau varieties rather than for the single Calabi–
Yau variety D. This observation will be discussed in detail in Corollary 4.3.
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3. Abundance for strictly nef divisors

In this section, following the inductive strategy of [37], we prove that strictly nef divisors
on K-trivial fourfolds are ample under the assumption of Q-effectivity.

For this purpose, we first solve Conjecture 2.6 in the two-dimensional case. For a log
canonical pair (S,∆) of dimension two, Conjecture 2.6 has been proved in the case where
S is smooth, ∆ = 0, and κ(S) = 0 (see [6, Proposition 2.5]) and in the case where κ(S) ≥ 1
(see [6, Remark 2.6]). Our result generalizes the above results in full generality.

Theorem 3.1. Let (S,∆) be a log canonical pair of dimension two and L be an almost

strictly nef Cartier divisor on S. Then, the Q-Cartier divisor KS+∆+ tL is big for t > 3.

Proof. Let π : S̄ → S be the relative minimal resolution, and µ : S → S∗ be a surjective
birational morphism with a strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor L∗ on S∗ such that L = µ∗L∗. By
Remark 2.3, we may assume that S∗ is normal and µ has connected fibers. Then, running
a relative KS̄-MMP over S∗, we obtain

S̄
τ

// R
ρ

// S∗ ,

where R is the relative minimal resolution of S∗. In particular, the canonical divisor KR

is ρ-nef. We have KS̄ + tπ∗L ≤ π∗(KS + ∆ + tL) since π : S̄ → S is a relative minimal
resolution. Hence, it is sufficient to show that KS̄ + tπ∗L = KS̄ + tπ∗µ∗L∗ is big for t > 3.
This is equivalent to showing that KR + tρ∗L∗ is big for t > 3 since π∗µ∗L∗ = τ ∗ρ∗L∗ is
τ -trivial. Note that KR + tρ∗L∗ is nef for t ≥ 3 by Lemma 2.5.

For a contradiction, we assume that KR + tρ∗L∗ is not big for some t > 3. Then, since
we have

0 = (KR + tρ∗L∗)2

= (KR + 3ρ∗L∗ + (t− 3)ρ∗L∗)2

= (KR + 3ρ∗L∗)2 + 2(t− 3)(KR + 3ρ∗L∗) · ρ∗L∗ + (t− 3)2(ρ∗L∗)2,

we can obtain that (KR + 3ρ∗L∗)2 = (KR + 3ρ∗L∗) · ρ∗L∗ = (ρ∗L∗)2 = 0. This indicates
that

(3.1) K2
R = KR · ρ∗L∗ = (ρ∗L∗)2 = 0.

We first consider the complete linear system |rKR| for a positive integer r. If there exists
a nonzero divisor D ∈ |rKR| for some r > 0, then D2 = r2K2

R = 0 from (3.1), and thus D
is not contained in the ρ-exceptional locus from Grauert’s criterion (see [1, §3, Theorem
2.1]). This contradicts the strict nefness of L∗. Indeed, we have

0 < ρ(D) · L∗ = D · ρ∗L∗ = rKR · ρ∗L∗ = 0

by (3.1). Therefore, we can conclude that |rKR| = ∅ for any r > 0 or rKR ∼ 0 for some
r > 0.

By the same argument applied to |rρ∗L∗|, we can conclude that |rρ∗L∗| = ∅ for any
r > 0 or rρ∗L∗ ∼ 0 for some r > 0. The latter contradicts the strict nefness of L∗; hence
|rρ∗L∗| = ∅ holds for any r > 0. By the same argument applied to |KR − rρ∗L∗|, we can
conclude that |KR − rρ∗L∗| = ∅ for any r > 0 or KR − rρ∗L∗ ∼ 0 for some r > 0. Note
that |KR− (r+m)ρ∗L∗| = |−mρ∗L∗| = ∅ holds for any m > 0 in the latter case. Then, by
using the Serre duality, the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula, and (3.1), we can show
that

0 ≥ −h1(R, rρ∗L∗) = χ(R, rρ∗L∗) = χ(OR)

for r ≫ 1, which implies that q(R) ≥ 1.
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If KR + tρ∗L∗ is strictly nef, the solution of Serrano’s conjecture for surfaces [37] shows
that

(k + 1)KR + tkρ∗L∗ = KR + k(KR + tρ∗L∗)

is ample for k > 3. This is a contradiction to (3.1). Hence, we may assume that there
exists a curve C on R such that (KR+ tρ∗L∗) ·C = 0 for some t > 3. Then, we obtain that

0 = (KR + tρ∗L∗) · C = (KR + 3ρ∗L∗) · C + (t− 3)ρ∗L∗ · C ≥ (t− 3)ρ∗L∗ · C ≥ 0,

since KR + 3ρ∗L∗ is nef by Lemma 2.5 and ρ∗L∗ is also nef by definition. This indicates
that

ρ∗L∗ · C = 0 and KR · C = (KR + tρ∗L∗) · C = 0.

Then, since L∗ is strictly nef, the curve C is ρ-exceptional; hence we have C2 < 0. Moreover,
we can see that C is a (−2)-curve from KR · C = 0 and the adjunction formula.

We now derive a contradiction case by case. Since |rKR| = ∅ for any r > 0 or rKR ∼ 0
for some r > 0, we have that either κ(R) = −∞ or κ(R) = 0 holds. Let us now consider
the case κ(R) = −∞. Then, it follows from K2

R = 0 and q(R) ≥ 1 that R is a minimal
geometrically ruled surface over a curve of genus ≥ 1. This surface contains no (−2)-curve.
We finally consider the case κ(R) = 0. Then, it follows that R is minimal from K2

R = 0,
and thus R is either bi-elliptic or abelian. In particular, the surface R contains no rational
curves. �

Conjecture 1.5 in the two-dimensional case immediately follows from Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.2. Let (S,∆) be a log canonical pair of dimension two and L be a strictly nef

Cartier divisor on S. Then, the Q-Cartier divisor KS +∆+ tL is ample for t > 4.

Proof. Since L is strictly nef and KS+∆+ tL is nef for t ≥ 4 by Lemma 2.4, the Q-Cartier
divisor KS +∆+ tL is strictly nef for t > 4. Theorem 3.1 indicates that

2(KS +∆+ tL)− (KS +∆) = KS +∆+ 2tL

is nef and big for t > 4. Then, from the basepoint-free theorem for log canonical pairs, we
can see that KS +∆+ tL is semiample, and thus KS +∆+ tL is ample for t > 4. �

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a K-trivial fourfold and L be a strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor on

X. If we have κ(L) ≥ 0, then L is ample.

Proof. We will derive a contradiction by assuming that L4 = 0. By the assumption κ(L) ≥
0, there exists a positive integer m and an effective divisor E on X such that E ∼ mL.
For simplicity, we assume that E is connected. Let E =

∑n

i=1 aiEi be the irreducible
decomposition of E. Then, we have

0 = mL4 = L3 · E =
n∑

i=1

aiL
3 · Ei,

and thus we obtain L3 · Ei = 0 for any i. Set V := E1 and F :=
∑n

i≥2 aiEi. Note that F
could be the zero divisor. Let us consider the morphisms

ν ◦ π = µ : T
π−−−−→ V ν ν−−−−→ V,

where µ := ν ◦ π, ν : V ν → V is the normalization, and π : T → V ν is a relative canonical
model. By subadjunction (see [24, Proposition 5.1]), we can find an effective divisor ∆V ν

on V ν such that
ν∗V |V ν = ν∗(KX + V )|V ν = KV ν +∆V ν .
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Since T is a relative canonical model, there exists an effective divisor G on T such that
KT +G = π∗KV ν . Set B := G+ π∗∆V ν + (1/a1)µ

∗F and D := mµ∗L|T . Then, we can see
that

(3.2) KT +B = µ∗(V +
1

a1
F )|T =

m

a1
µ∗L|T =

1

a1
D

is almost strictly nef. If KT + tD is big for some t > 0, then KT +B+ tD = (1/a1+ t)D is
big since B is effective; hence L|V is also big, which is a contradiction to L3 ·V = L3 ·E1 = 0.
Therefore, we may assume that KT + tD is not big for any t > 0.

As KT is µ-ample and D = µ∗(mL|V ) is Cartier, it follows that KT + tD is nef for t ≥ 6
from Lemma 2.4. Therefore, we obtain (KT + tD)3 = 0 for t ≥ 6 since KT + tD is not big,
which yields that

0 = (KT + 6D + (t− 6)D)3

= (KT + 6D)3 + 3(t− 6)(KT + 6D)2 ·D + 3(t− 6)2(KT + 6D) ·D2 + (t− 6)3D3.

All the terms on the right-hand side should be zero since D is also nef. Hence, we can
conclude that

K3
T = K2

T ·D = KT ·D2 = D3 = 0.

Combining this with (3.2), we can deduce that

D2 · B = D2 · (KT +B) =
1

a1
D3 = 0,

D ·KT ·B = D ·KT · (KT +B) =
1

a1
KT ·D2 = 0,

(3.3)

and

K2
T · B = K2

T · (KT +B) =
1

a1
K2

T ·D = 0,

KT · B2 = KT · (KT +B)2 =
1

a21
KT ·D2 = 0,

B3 = (KT +B)3 =
1

a31
D3 = 0.

(3.4)

We now derive contradictions on (some components of) B using these equations.

Case 1. Let us consider the case where there exists an integral component S of B such that
S is not µ-exceptional. As D and KT + tD are nef, we have that 0 = D2 ·B ≥ aSD

2 ·S ≥ 0
and

0 = (KT + tD) ·D · B ≥ aS(KT + tD) ·D · S ≥ 0

by (3.3), where aS > 0 is the coefficient of S in B. This indicates that

(3.5) D ·KT · S = D2 · S = 0.

Let us consider the morphisms

R
γ

// Sν ν
// S

µ
// S∗ ,

where S∗ := µ(S). Note that S∗ is a surface on V as S is not contained in the µ-exceptional
locus. Note also that ν : Sν → S is the normalization and γ : R → Sν is a relative minimal
resolution. We can see that

γ∗ν∗D|R = mγ∗ν∗µ∗L|R = mγ∗ν∗µ∗(L|S∗)
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is an almost strictly nef Cartier divisor on R. It follows that KR + rγ∗ν∗D|R is big for
r > 3 from Theorem 3.1. By subadjunction (see [24, Proposition 5.1]), we have KR ≤
γ∗ν∗(KT + S)|R, and so (KT + S + rD)|S is also big for r > 3. Moreover, by the Zariski
decomposition (see [16, Theorem 3.5.2]), we can see that a curve C ∈ |KT +S+ rD| is not
contained in the µ|S-exceptional locus. Then, from (3.3) and (3.5), we can conclude that

0 < D|S · C = kD · (KT + S + rD) · S = kD ·KT · S + kD · S2 + krD2 · S = kD · S2.

On the other hand, we have that

0 = D · (KT + B) · S = D ·KT · S +D · B · S = D · (B − aSS) · S + aSD · S2 ≥ aSD · S2.

This is a contradiction.

Case 2. Let us consider the case where any integral components of B are µ-exceptional. In
this case, both F and ∆V ν are the zero divisors (i.e., E = a1V , µ = π, and V is normal). As
T is a relative canonical model, the canonical divisor KT is µ-ample. For a contradiction,
we assume that B 6= 0. We have that dimµ(B) ≥ 1 by B3 = 0 (see (3.4)). Take a very
ample divisor H on V such that KT + µ∗H is ample on T . Then, for a sufficiently large
integer s, we can see that s(KT + µ∗H) · B is a curve not contracted by µ. The divisor
µ∗D = mL|V is strictly nef, and so s(KT + µ∗H) · B · D > 0 by the projection formula.
Combining this with (3.3), it follows that H · µ(B) · (mL|V ) = µ∗H ·B ·D > 0, which is a
contradiction. Therefore, it turns out that B = 0 and T = V . However, this means that
KT = V |V ∼Q L|V is strictly nef. By the abundance theorem for threefolds, we can see
that KT is semiample, and hence ample. This contradicts K3

T = 0.

In conclusion, we can obtain L4 > 0 in any case. Then, by the basepoint-free theorem
for K-trivial fourfolds, the divisor L is semiample, and thus ample. �

Remark 3.4. Most of the discussions in Case 2 were contributed by Chen Jiang. The
whole proof works almost verbatim in a more general case; specifically, when (X,∆) is a
log canonical pair of dimension four such that KX + ∆ is strictly nef, we can prove that
KX + ∆ is ample if κ(KX +∆) ≥ 0. This is discussed in an unpublished paper by Chen
Jiang and the first author.

If Conjecture 1.5 holds true in dimension three and κ(KX +∆+ tL) ≥ 0 for some t ∈ Q,
then we can even prove Conjecture 1.5 in dimension four using very similar arguments.
We state the precise result for K-trivial fourfolds and sketch the proof below to see how it
works.

Theorem 3.5. Let X be a K-trivial fourfold, V be a prime divisor, and L be a strictly nef

Q-Cartier divisor on X. If V is not a prime Calabi–Yau divisor, then V + tL is ample for

t ≫ 1.

Proof. Let δ ∈ Q>0 be a small number such that (X, δV ) is a log canonical pair. We may
assume that L is Cartier. Then, by Lemma 2.4, the Q-divisor δV + sL is strictly nef for
s > 8. In particular, V + tL is strictly nef for t > ⌈8

δ
⌉. Assume that V + tL is not ample.

Then V + tL is not big for any t > ⌈8
δ
⌉. Simple calculations (as in Theorems 3.1 and 3.3)

show that

(3.6) 0 = V 3 · L = V 2 · L2 = V · L3 = L4.

Let us consider the morphisms

ν ◦ π = µ : T
π−−−−→ V ν ν−−−−→ V,
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where µ := ν ◦ π, ν : V ν → V is the normalization, and π : T → V ν is a relative canonical
model. Set Dt := µ∗(V + tL)|T , which is almost strictly nef for t ≫ 1. We can choose t
to be an integer such that V + tL is Cartier. Then, KT + 6Dt is nef for t ≫ 1 by Lemma
2.4. As in Theorem 3.3, there exists an effective divisor B such that KT +B = µ∗V |T and
KT + B + 6Dt = µ∗(7V + 6tL)|T is nef for t ≫ 1, but not big by (3.6). It follows that
KT + 6Dt is nef but not big for t ≫ 1. Combining this with (3.6), we can conclude that

D2
t · B = Dt ·KT · B = B3 = 0

for t ≫ 1 using similar calculations as in Theorem 3.3.
Suppose that some integral component of B is not µ-exceptional. Then, the proof of

Case 1 of Theorem 3.3 can be applied without any modification to obtain a contradiction.
Therefore, we assume that dimµ(B) ≤ 1. In this case, B is µ-exceptional and V is
normal. Assume that B 6= 0. Then, dimµ(B) = 1 by B3 = 0. As in Theorem 3.3,
(KT+µ∗H)·B·Dt > 0 for a very ample divisor H on V . It follows that H ·µ(B)·(V+tL)|V >
0, which is impossible. Therefore, B = 0, T = V , and Dt = KT + tL|T is not ample for
t ≫ 1. Note that T is a Gorenstein variety with at worst canonical singularities.

If q(T ) = h1(T,OT ) 6= 0, then we can prove that KT + tL|T is ample for t ≫ 1, using
the Albanese map (as in [37] or [6, Section 3]). Thus, we assume that h1(T,OT ) = 0. In
this case, we could also obtain the ampleness from the proofs in [6, 36, 37] if KT is not
numerically trivial. Therefore, we further assume that KT ≡ 0, and thus KT ∼Q 0. If
KT 6∼ 0, then we have

h3(T,OT ) = h0(T,OT (KT )) = 0 and χ(T,OT ) = h0(T,OT ) + h2(T,OT ) ≥ 1.

Then, we can see that

χ(T,mL|T ) =
(L|T )3

6
m3 +

c2(T ) · L|T
12

m+ χ(T,OT ) ≥ 1

for m ≥ 0, where c2(T ) is the pushforward of the second Chern class of some resolution
(see [36, Lemma 1.4]). Then, KT + tL|T is ample for t ≫ 1 according to the proof of
[36, Proposition 2.7]. Therefore, the remaining case is that KT ∼ 0 and H1(T,OT ) = 0,
that is, T = V is a prime Calabi–Yau divisor. �

If Conjecture 1.5 holds in dimension three, then the proof of Theorem 3.5 can stop at
the end of the second paragraph. As Conjecture 1.5 holds in dimension two (see Corollary
3.2), we have an unconditional result in dimension three using the same technique.

Theorem 3.6. Let X be a K-trivial threefold, V be a prime divisor, and L be a strictly

nef Q-Cartier divisor on X. Then, V + tL is ample for t ≫ 1. In particular, if ν(L) = 2,
then L|V is ample on V for any prime divisor V .

Proof. We only prove the last statement. By assumption, we have L3 = 0. As V + tL
is ample for t ≫ 1, we can see that L2 · (V + tL) > 0 by Kleiman’s ampleness criterion
(see [33, Lemma 2.1]). It follows that (L|V )2 = L2 · V > 0; hence, L|V is ample by the
Nakai–Moishezon criterion. �

Remark 3.7. It has been pointed out by Chen Jiang that V +tL is ample for t ≫ 1 unless
L ∼Q V for any prime divisor V and any strictly nef divisor L on a hyperkähler mani-
fold. This follows directly from Lemma 2.4 and the Hodge index theorem on hyperkähler
manifolds (see [38, Lemma 3.13]).

From the above results, it is (not) surprising to see that the log version of Serrano’s
conjecture is easier than its original version. This is because the effective divisor V allows
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us to perform induction on the dimension. This provides evidence supporting the proposed
Conjecture 1.5. However, these log version results impose extreme restrictions on the
structure of X if L is not ample. For example, if there exists a strictly nef divisor L on a
Calabi–Yau threefold X such that L3 = c2(X) ·L = 0, which is the only remaining case of
Serrano’s conjecture in dimension three, then

(3.7) c2(X) · V = c2(X) · (V + tL) > 0

for any prime divisor V and t ≫ 1, because c2(X) 6= 0 is pseudoeffective by [34, Theorem
6.6] and V +tL is ample by Theorem 3.6. By taking the limit, we can see that c2(X)·E ≥ 0
for any pseudoeffective divisor E on X. Equivalently, c2(X) is a limit of movable curves in
the sense of [5] by the duality of cones. This is a rather strong restriction on the position
and shape of the pseudoeffective cone in H2(X,R). Moreover, if V is smooth for simplicity
(otherwise, take resolutions; see [36, Lemma 3.3]), then by the exact sequence

0 → OV (TV ) → OV (TX) → OV (KV ) → 0,

we have that c2(X) · V = c2(V ) − c21(V ) > 0. This is also a strong restriction on prime
divisors. For instance, if V is a minimal ruled surface, then c2(V )− c21(V ) = 4(g − 1) > 0
implies g > 1, where g is the genus of the base curve. Conversely, by finding a surface V
on X such that c2(X) · V = c2(V )− c21(V ) ≤ 0, we can show that L has to be ample. For
example, if there exists a minimal ruled surface V whose base curve is rational or elliptic,
then c2(X) · V ≤ 0; or, if there exists a fibration π : X → Y of type I 0 or type II0 in the
sense of Oguiso [36, Main Theorem], then c2(X) · π∗H = 0 for any ample divisor H on the
base Y . As all the above cases contradict (3.7), any strictly nef divisor on them has to be
ample. We will see these restrictions in dimension four in the following section.

4. Non-vanishing for strictly nef divisors

In this section, we study when a (strictly) nef divisor L on a K-trivial fourfold X is
Q-effective (i.e., κ(L) ≥ 0 holds). We will examine each case according to the numerical
dimension ν(L). The divisor L is automatically big in the case ν(L) = 4 and is trivial in
the case ν(L) = 0 by h1(X,OX) = 0. Hence, for our purpose, it is sufficient to consider
ν(L) = 1, 2, 3.

4.1. The case of ν(L) = 3. In the case ν(L) = 3, using the Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing
theorem, we can prove the non-vanishing result from the assumption that L is nef.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a K-trivial fourfold and L be a nef Cartier divisor with ν(L) = 3
on X. Then, the divisor L is semiample with κ(L) = ν(L) = 3.

Proof. Let H be a very ample smooth hypersurface on X. Then, by the assumption
ν(L) = 3, the restriction L|H to H is big (and nef). Let us consider the long cohomology
sequence induced by the exact sequence:

0 → OX(mL) → OX(H +mL) → OH(KH +mL) → 0.

Here we used the adjunction formula (KX +H)|H = KH and KX ∼ 0. For any i > 0 and
m ≥ 0, we have H i(X,OX(H +mL)) = 0 by Kodaira’s vanishing theorem as H +mL is
ample for any m ≥ 0; we also have H i(H,OH(KH +mL)) = 0 by the Kawamata–Viehweg
vanishing theorem as L|H is nef and big. These indicate that H i(X,OX(mL)) = 0 holds
for i ≥ 2 and m ≥ 0. Then, the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula (see Lemma 2.7)
shows that

h0(X,OX(mL)) = χ(X,mL) + h1(X,OX(mL)) ≥ 2
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holds for m ≥ 1. In particular, we can see that κ(L) ≥ 1. Then, by [17, Main Theorem]
or [13, Theorem 3.3], the divisor L is semiample, and so κ(L) = ν(L) = 3 by Kawamata’s
basepoint-free theorem (see [15, 25]). �

Remark 4.2. A semiample divisor L with ν(L) = 3 on K-trivial fourfold induces an
elliptic fibration X → Y , and so X contains a rational curve on some singular fiber (see
[11]). Therefore, to find rational curves on a K-trivial fourfold, we can try to find some
smooth rational point on the quartic hypersurface Q ⊂ Pn−1 defined by the quartic form
on H2(X,R), where n = h2(X,R) is the second Betti number. This is a fundamental
question in Diophantine geometry.

Theorem 4.1 implies that a strictly nef divisor L with ν(L) = 3 is automatically ample,
which enables us to remove an unnecessary assumption in Theorem 3.5 (i.e., the assumption
that V is not a prime Calabi–Yau divisor).

Corollary 4.3. Let X be a K-trivial fourfold and L be a strictly nef Q-Cartier divisor on

X. Let V be a prime Calabi–Yau divisor on X. Then, L|V is ample and V + tL is ample

for t ≫ 1.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8, the divisor V is semiample and |kV | induces a flat fibration
π : X → C from X onto a smooth curve C for some positive integer k. Let F be any fiber
of π. Assume that F is not a multiple of a prime Calabi–Yau divisor. Then, by Theorem
3.5, F + tL is ample for t ≫ 1. It follows that L|F ∼Q (F + tL)|F is ample. In particular,
ν(L) ≥ 3, and so L is ample by Theorem 4.1, and our conclusion automatically follows.

Thus, we assume that F = rD for any fiber, where D is a prime Calabi–Yau divisor and
r ≥ 1. If κ(L|D) ≥ 0, then the abundance theorem in dimension three implies that L|D is
ample. The argument ends as above. If κ(L|D) = −∞ for any D, then H i(D,mL|D) = 0
for any i ≥ 0 and m ≫ 1 by a modification of [29, Corollary 3.7] for canonical singularities.
Note that KD = D|D ∼ 0. By induction on the number r and the long cohomology sequence
induced by the exact sequence

0 → OD(mL) → OrD(mL) → O(r−1)D(mL) → 0,

we have that H i(rD,mL|rD) = 0 for any i ≥ 0 and m ≫ 1. It follows that Riπ∗OX(mL) =
0 and H i(X,OX(mL)) = H i(C, π∗OX(mL)) = 0 for all i ≥ 0 and m ≫ 1. Then, we obtain
χ(mL) = 0 for m ≫ 1, which contradicts Lemma 2.7. �

The proof of Corollary 4.3 also works when the Albanese map α : X → A has the image
of dimension one. This observation leads to the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Let X be a projective fourfold with χ(OX) 6= 0, and L be a strictly nef

Q-Cartier divisor on X. Assume that the Albanese map α : X → A has the image of

dimension ≥ 1. Then, the divisor KX + tL is ample for t ≫ 1.

Proof. Taking the Stein factorization of α : X → A, we may assume that α has connected
fibers and the image α(X) is a normal variety. In the case dimα(X) ≥ 2, the conclusion
follows directly from [6, Corollary 3.6]. In the case dimα(X) = 1, the same argument as
in Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 4.3 shows that χ(mL) = 0 for m ≫ 1, contradicting the
assumption that χ(OX) 6= 0. �

4.2. The case of ν(L) ≤ 2. In the case ν(L) = 1, the non-vanishing follows directly
from [31, Theorems 8.9, 8.10]. In this subsection, we provide a different approach to the
non-vanishing of strictly nef divisors, including the case ν(L) = 2.
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Lemma 4.5. Let L be a strictly nef divisor on a K-trivial fourfold X. If κ(L) = −∞,

then the divisor L−D is not pseudoeffective for any nonzero effective divisor D on X.

Proof. Assume that there exists a nonzero effective divisor D such that E := L − D is
pseudoeffective. By Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 4.3, the divisor H := D + tL is ample for
t ≫ 1. Since E is pseudoeffective and H is ample, we have that

L3 · E ≥ 0, L2 ·H · E ≥ 0, L ·H2 · E ≥ 0,

L3 ·H ≥ 0, L2 ·H2 ≥ 0, L ·H3 ≥ 0.

We now prove that all the above intersection numbers actually are zero, by using

(t+ 1)L = E +D + tL = E +H and L4 = 0.

From 0 = (t + 1)L4 = L3 · (E +H) ≥ 0, we obtain L3 · E = L3 · H = 0. Then, we have
0 = (t + 1)L3 · H = L2 · (E + H) · H ≥ 0, and so we obtain L2 · H · E = L2 · H2 = 0.
Similarly, from

0 = (t+ 1)L2 ·H2 = L · (E +H) ·H2 = L ·H2 · E + L ·H3 ≥ 0,

we finally obtain L ·H2 · E = L ·H3 = 0. The numerical class H3 can be represented by
an effective curve since H is ample, and thus L · H3 = 0 contradicts the strict nefness of
L. �

From now on, we will freely use the basic notation of the analytic methods in [9] and
interchangeably use the terms “Cartier divisors”, “invertible sheaves”, and “line bundles”.

Lemma 4.6. Let L be a nef divisor on a K-trivial fourfold X. Assume that L admits

a singular Hermitian metric h with semipositive curvature current such that the closed

subschemes Vm defined by multiplier ideal sheaves I(h⊗m) are of dimension ≤ 1 for any

m ≫ 1. Then, we have κ(L) ≥ 0.

Proof. The proof is based on the strategy of [29, Section 3]. For a contradiction, we assume
that κ(L) = −∞. Note that it is possible that Vm = ∅.

By the hard Lefschetz theorem [10, Theorem 0.1], the morphism

H0(X,Ω2
X(mL)⊗ I(h⊗m)) ։ H2(X,OX(mL)⊗ I(h⊗m))

is surjective. Furthermore, we may assume that H0(X,Ω2
X(mL)) = 0 for any m ≫ 1 from

[31, Theorem 8.1]. Therefore, we can conclude that H2(X,OX(mL) ⊗ I(h⊗m)) = 0 for
any m ≫ 1. On the other hand, we can see that H2(Vm, mL) = 0 for any m ≫ 1 by
assumption. Then, from the long cohomology sequence induced by the exact sequence

0 → OX(mL)⊗ I(h⊗m) → OX(mL) → OVm
(mL) → 0,

we can see that H2(X,OX(mL)) = 0 for any m ≫ 1. This indicates that

h0(X,OX(mL)) = χ(X,mL) + h1(X,OX(mL)) + h3(X,OX(mL))

for any m ≫ 1. The right-hand side is positive from Lemma 2.7, contradicting the as-
sumption κ(L) = −∞. �

Theorem 4.7. Let L be a strictly nef divisor on a K-trivial fourfold X with ν(L) ≤ 2.
Then, we have κ(L) ≥ 0.

Proof. For a contradiction, we assume that κ(L) = −∞. Let h be a singular Hermitian
metric on OX(L) such that the curvature current

√
−1Θh(L) is semipositive. Let us first

consider the Siu decomposition of
√
−1Θh(L):√
−1Θh(L) = R + [D].
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Here [D] is the integration current defined by D =
∑

Di
ν(
√
−1Θh(L), Di)Di, where Di

runs through the prime divisors on X and

ν(
√
−1Θh(L), Di) := inf

x∈Di

ν(
√
−1Θh(L), x)

is the Lelong number of
√
−1Θh(L) along Di. If [D] is nonzero, then mL−Di is pseudo-

effective for any irreducible component Di of D and m ≫ 1. This contradicts Lemma 4.5,
and so [D] = 0.

We now demonstrate that the Lelong number ν(R, S) := infx∈S ν(R, x) along S is zero for
any subvariety S ⊂ X of codimension two. When R has a local weight whose unbounded
locus is contained in a Zariski closed subset of codimension ≥ 2, the Bedford–Taylor
product R2 can be defined as a positive (2, 2)-current representing the numerical class
L2 ∈ H2,2(X,R) (for example, see [8, Lemma 7.4]). However, the (1, 1)-current R does
not necessarily have such a local weight; therefore, we apply the approximation theorem
[8, Main Theorem 1.1] for R. Then, for any c > 0 and ε > 0, we can take a (1, 1)-current
Rc,ε with the following properties:

(a) Rc,ε represents the numerical class L ∈ H1,1(X,R).
(b) Rc,ε is smooth on X \ Ec(R).
(c) Rc,ε ≥ −(min {λε, c}+ ε)ω.
(d) ν(Rc,ε, x) = max {ν(R, x)− c, 0}.

Here Ec(R) := {x ∈ X | ν(R, x) ≥ c}, ω is a fixed Kähler form on X, and λε is a continuous
positive-valued function on X. It follows from [D] = 0 that Ec(R) is a Zariski closed subset
of codimension ≥ 2. Hence, properties (a) and (b) enable us to define the Bedford–Taylor
product R2

c,ε = Rc,ε ∧ Rc,ε representing the numerical class L2 ∈ H2,2(X,R).

We now consider the Siu decomposition of R2
c,ε:

R2
c,ε = Tc,ε + [Sc,ε],

where [Sc,ε] is the integration current defined by Sc,ε =
∑

Si
ν(R2

c,ε, Si)Si. From [8, (7.5)]
and property (d), we obtain

[Sc,ε] =
∑
Si

ν(R2
c,ε, Si)[Si] ≥

∑
Si

(max {ν(R, Si)− c, 0})2[Si].(4.1)

The integrations of Tc,ε ∧ ω2 and Sc,ε ∧ ω2 are uniformly bounded; hence, by the weak
compactness of currents, we can choose subsequences weakly converging to some (2, 2)-
currents T and S, respectively, as ε → 0 and c → 0. It follows from property (c) that
the weak limits T and S are positive (2, 2)-currents. Furthermore, the Lelong numbers are
nondecreasing under the operator of taking weak limits; hence, from inequality (4.1), we
obtain

L2 ∋ T + S ≥ T +
∑
Si

ν(R, Si)
2[Si].(4.2)

We will deduce that L|Si
is numerically zero for any Si with ν(R, Si) > 0 from (4.2).

Taking the wedge products of {ω} and the numerical class L yields that

H4,4(X,R) ∋ 0 = L3 · {ω} ≥ {T} · L · {ω}+ {
∑
Si

ν(R, Si)
2[Si]} · L · {ω},

where {•} denotes the the numerical class of (1, 1)-currents. The equality on the left-hand
side follows from the assumption ν(L) ≤ 2. Then, since L is nef and T is a positive
(2, 2)-current, we can conclude that each term on the right-hand side is the zero class. In
particular, we can see that {S} · L = 0 for any subvariety S satisfying codimS = 2 and
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ν(R, S) > 0. On the other hand, from the strict nefness, we have that C ·L > 0 for a curve
C := S ∩H , where H is a very ample hypersurface. This contradicts {S} · L = 0, and so
the upper-level set of Lelong numbers Ec(

√
−1Θh(L)) := {x ∈ X | ν(

√
−1Θh(L), x) ≥ c}

is a (possibly) countable union of Zariski closed subsets of codimension ≥ 3. Then, by
Skoda’s lemma, we can see that Vm in Lemma 4.6 is of codimension ≥ 3, and thus we
obtain the conclusion κ(L) ≥ 0. �

At the end of this paper, apart from strictly nef divisors, we will examine how close our
method is from the following non-vanishing conjecture for hyperkähler manifolds.

Conjecture 4.8 (Non-vanishing conjecture for hyperkähker manifolds). Let X be a (not

necessarily projective) hyperkähker manifold. Let L be a nef divisor on X with qX(L, L) =
0, where qX(·, ·) denotes the Bogomolov–Beauville–Fujiki form on X. Then, we have

κ(L) ≥ 0.

Applying the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 4.7 to Conjecture 4.8, we
obtain the following partial result:

Theorem 4.9. Let X be a (not necessarily projective) hyperkähker fourfold and L be a nef

divisor on X with qX(L, L) = 0. Then, one of the followings holds:

(1) κ(L) ≥ 0.
(2) There exists a holomorphic Lagrangian subvariety S such that L|S ≡ 0.

Remark 4.10. A general fiber of a holomorphic Lagrangian fibration X → Y (if it exists)
is a complex torus satisfying condition (2); conversely, if a subvariety S in condition (2)
can be shown to be a torus, then we can find a holomorphic Lagrangian fibration X → Y
from a solution of Beauville’s question (see [7, 18, 19]), which proves Conjecture 4.8.

Lemma 4.11. Let α ∈ H1,1(X,R) be a (1, 1)-class on a compact Kähler manifold X and

T be a positive (1, 1)-current with minimal singularities in α. We write the divisorial part

D of the Siu decomposition T = R + [D] of T as D =
∑

i∈I νiDi with distinct prime

divisors Di. Then, the numerical classes {Di}i∈I are linearly independent in H1,1(X,R).
In particular, the divisorial part D is a R-divisor (i.e., I is a finite set).

Proof. Note that D may be an infinite sum of the prime divisors Di. Let J ⊂ I be a
finite subset and {aj}j∈J be positive integers. Then, the integration current [

∑
j∈J ajDj ]

is a (1, 1)-current with minimal singularities in its numerical class. Indeed, if there exists
a positive (1, 1)-current S in its numerical class whose singularities are less singular than
those of [

∑
j∈J ajDj ], then the singularities of mT − [

∑
j∈J ajDj] + S (which is a positive

(1, 1)-current for a sufficiently large m ≫ 1) are less singular than those of mT , which
contradicts the minimal singularities of mT in mα.

If the numerical classes {Di}i∈I are linearly dependent, then we can find finite sub-
sets J,K ⊂ I and nonzero positive integers {aj}j∈J and {bk}k∈K such that J ∩ K = ∅
and

∑
j∈J aj{Dj} =

∑
k∈K bk{Dk} in H1,1(X,R). This is a contradiction to the minimal

singularities of [
∑

j∈J ajDj]. �

Proof of Theorem 4.9. We may assume that L is not numerically trivial. Let h be a singular
Hermitian metric on L with minimal singularities. Let us consider the Siu decomposition
of

√
−1Θh(L): √

−1Θh(L) = R + [D].

The divisorial part D is a R-divisor by Lemma 4.11. We now show that it is sufficient
for the proof to consider the case D = 0 by using the basic results in [22, 23]. With
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respect to the Bogomolov–Beauville–Fujiki form, the pseudoeffective cone is the dual cone
of the positive cone (i.e., the connected component of {α | qX(α, α) > 0} containing the
Kähler cone). Hence, if qX(R,R) > 0, then R (and thus L) is big. We may assume that
qX(R,R) ≤ 0. In the same way, we may assume that qX(D,D) ≤ 0. On the other hand, by
construction, the numerical class {R} lies in the birational Kähler cone (i.e., the modified
nef cone), and thus we have qX(R,R) = 0. Furthermore, we have qX(L,D) ≥ 0 since L is
nef. Therefore, we obtain that

0 = qX(R,R) = qX(L, L)− 2qX(L,D) + qX(D,D) ≤ qX(D,D) ≤ 0.

This yields that qX(L, L) = qX(L,D) = qX(D,D) = 0. Then, it follows that D is numeri-
cally trivial or D is proportional to L from the Hodge index theorem with respect to the
Bogomolov–Beauville–Fujiki form. In the former case, we obtain D = 0. In the latter case,
L is numerically equivalent to D; hence, we have that κ(L) ≥ 0.

We now consider the case D = 0. If there is no subvariety S on X of codimension two
such that the Lelong number ν(

√
−1Θh(L), S) along S is positive, then we have κ(L) ≥ 0

by Lemma 4.6. Otherwise, for such a subvariety S, by the same arguments as in the proof
of Theorem 4.7, we can conclude that {S} ·L = 0. Furthermore, from inequality (4.2), we
find that

0 =

∫
X

c1(L)
2 ∧ σ ∧ σ ≥ ν(L, S)2

∫
X

[S] ∧ σ ∧ σ ≥ 0,

where σ is the non-degenerate holomorphic 2-form on X. Here, the equality on the left-
hand side follows from qX(L, L) = 0. This indicates that σ|Sreg

= 0. �

Based on the arguments in [7], we can reduce Conjecture 4.8 to the case of hyperkähker
manifolds of algebraic dimension zero.

Theorem 4.12. Conjecture 4.8 holds if Conjecture 4.8 holds for hyperkähker manifolds of

algebraic dimension zero.

Proof. Let us first consider the case 0 < a(X) < 2n := dimX. Let φ : X 99K Y be
an algebraic reduction map and π : X̄ → X be an elimination of its indeterminacy with
a morphism φ̄ : X̄ → Y . Then, the divisor M defined by the reflexive hull of π∗φ̄

∗A
satisfies κ(M) = a(X) and qX(M,M) = 0, where A is an ample divisor on Y . As X is
non-projective, the divisor M with qX(M,M) = 0 is uniquely determined. It follows that
L is Q-linearly equivalent to M , which completes the proof.

We now consider the case in which X is projective. In the case h1,1(X,R) = 1, the
divisor L is ample. Therefore, we may assume that h1,1(X,R) ≥ 2. From H0(X, TX) ∼=
H0(X,ΩX) = 0 and KX ∼ 0, the universal deformation space Def(X) (resp. Def(X,L))
of X (resp. (X,L)) is a complex manifold. Furthermore, the tangent space of Def(X) at
X is naturally isomorphic to H1(X, TX), and the tangent space of Def(X,L) at (X,L) is
naturally isomorphic to the kernel of the contraction map

c1(L) : H1(X, TX) → H2(X,OX) ∼= Cσ̄.

Note that Def(X,L) transversally intersects with Def(X,A) for any ample divisor A, be-
cause the numerical classes of A and L are linearly independent (see, for example, [22, 1.12,
1.14]). This indicates that Def(X,L) is not contained in Def(X,A) for any ample divisor
A on X. Hence, from h1,1(X) ≥ 2, we can take a local smooth curve ∆ in Def(X,L)
containing [X ] such that ∆ is not contained in Def(X,A) for any ample divisor A on X.
By construction, there exists some s ∈ ∆ such that Xs is non-projective; hence, the subset
{t ∈ ∆ |a(Xt) > a(Xs)} is a countable union of proper analytic subsets by the weak semi-
continuity of algebraic dimension (for example, see [12, Proposition 3.2]). We can take a
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point t ∈ ∆ such that Xt is non-projective and

h0(X,mL) ≥ h0(Xt, mLt) for any m ∈ Z

holds. In the case a(Xt) > 0, we obtain κ(L) ≥ κ(Lt) = a(Xt) from the first half argument.
In the case a(Xt) = 0, we have κ(L) ≥ κ(Lt) ≥ 0 from the assumption. �
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