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GENERAL HYPERPLANE SECTIONS OF LOG CANONICAL
THREEFOLDS IN POSITIVE CHARACTERISTIC

KENTA SATO

Abstract. In this paper, we prove that if a 3-dimensional quasi-projective variety
X over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 3 has only log canonical
singularities, then so does a general hyperplane section H of X . We also show that
the same is true for klt singularities, which is a slight extension of [10]. In the course
of the proof, we provide a sufficient condition for log canonical (resp. klt) surface
singularities to be geometrically log canonical (resp. geometrically klt) over a field.

1. Introduction

The classical Bertini theorem states that if a projective scheme X over an alge-
braically closed field is smooth, then a general hyperplane section H of X is also
smooth. Many variants of this theorem have been established; for instance, it is known
that if X is reduced (resp. normal, Cohen-Macaulay, Gorenstein), then so is H . Fur-
thermore, in characteristic zero, the argument presented in Reid’s paper ([9]) implies
that certain classes of singularities in the minimal model program possess a similar
property. Specifically, if X has only log canonical (resp. klt, canonical, or terminal)
singularities, then the same property holds for H . In this paper, we consider the case
of positive characteristic, and pose the following question:

Question 1.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0 andX ⊆ PNk
be a subvariety of PNk . If X has only log canonical (resp. klt, canonical, terminal)
singularities, does a general hyperplane section H have the same properties?

If X is two-dimensional, then the assertion in Question 1.1 holds true, as X has only
isolated singularities. Likewise, if X is three-dimensional with terminal singularities,
then the question is confirmed for the same reason. However, the remaining cases, even
in dimension three, are more intricate. Note that Reid’s argument is not applicable
in positive characteristic due to the Bertini theorem’s failure for base point free linear
systems. Recently, an affirmative answer has been provided in [10] using jet schemes
and F -singularities, in the case where X has canonical or klt singularities and is three-
dimensional, while requiring p to be greater than 5 in the klt case.

In this paper, we give an affirmative answer to the log canonical case and klt case in
dimension three with p > 3.
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2 K. SATO

Theorem A (Corollary 5.2). Let X ⊆ PNk be a three-dimensional normal quasi-
projective variety over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic p > 3. If X
has only log canonical (resp. klt) singularities, then so does a general hyperplane sec-
tion H of X.

It is worth noting that the result is novel even in the klt case, as in [10], the case
where p = 5 was beyond the scope of the investigation.

In order to prove Theorem A, we examine the closed subscheme X of the product
X ×k (P

N
k )

∗ whose closed fiber over (PNk )
∗ at a closed point H ∈ (PNk )

∗ coincides with
the hyperplane section X∩H . To verify that a general closed fiber of X is log canonical
(resp. klt), we need to show that the generic fiber Xη is geometrically log canonical
(resp. geometrically klt) over the function field K((PNk )

∗). (See Proposition 5.1 for
more details). On the other hand, since the natural map p : Xη → X has geometrically
regular fibers, if X is log canonical (resp. klt), then so is Xη. Furthermore, we also
know that Xη is geometrically normal over K((PNk )

∗) ([2]). This leads to the following
question:

Question 1.2. Let S denote a two-dimensional geometrically normal variety over a
field K that is not necessarily perfect, and suppose that S has log canonical (resp. klt)
singularities. What is a sufficient condition for S to be geometrically log canonical
(resp. geometrically klt) over K?

It should be noted that in characteristic 2 or 3, there exist instances of geometrically
normal surface singularities (s ∈ S) over a field K with the residue field isomorphic to
K that are klt but not geometrically klt over K (Example 4.7). However, in Section 4,
it is observed that such examples do not occur in characteristic larger than 3. To be
precise, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem B (Corollary 4.6). Let X be a 2-dimensional geometrically normal variety
over a field k of characteristic p > 3 and x1, . . . , xn ∈ X be the non-smooth points of
X over k. Suppose that X is klt at xi and the residue field κ(xi) of X at xi is separable
over k for every i. Then X is geometrically klt over k.

On the other hand, perhaps more surprisingly, we also prove an analogous result for
log canonical singularities. A normal surface singularity (x ∈ X) is said to be simple
elliptic if the exceptional divisor E of the minimal resolution f : Y → X is irreducible
with arithmetic genus one.

Theorem C (Corollary 4.17). Let X be a 2-dimensional geometrically normal variety
over a field k of characteristic p > 3 and x1, . . . , xn ∈ X be the non-smooth points of
X over k. Suppose that X is log canonical at xi and the residue field κ(xi) of X at xi
is separable over k for every i. We further assume that one of the following holds:

(a) The singularity (xi ∈ X) is not simple elliptic for every i, or
(b) k is a finitely generated over a perfect field k0 such that the transcendental degree

tr.degk0(k) is one.

Then X is geometrically log canonical over k.
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The klt case (resp. log canonical case) of Theorem A follows from Theorem B (resp. a
variant of Theorem C (2)).

Acknowledgments. The author wishes to express his gratitude to Professor Shunsuke
Takagi for his valuable advice and suggestions. This work was supported by JSPS
KAKENHI Grant Number 20K14303.

Notation. Throughout this paper, all rings are assumed to be commutative and with
unit element and all schemes are assumed to be Noetherian and separated.

2. Preliminaries

This section provides preliminary results needed for the rest of the paper.

2.1. Singularities in MMP. In this subsection, we recall the definition and basic
properties of singularities in minimal model program (or MMP for short).

Throughout this subsection, unless otherwise stated, X denotes an excellent normal
integral Q-scheme with a dualizing complex ω•

X . The canonical sheaf ωX associated
to ω•

X is the coherent OX-module defined as the first nonzero cohomology of ω•
X .

A canonical divisor of X associated to ω•
X is any Weil divisor KX on X such that

OX(KX) ∼= ωX . We fix a canonical divisor KX of X associated to ω•
X , and given a

proper birational morphism π : Y → X from a normal integral scheme Y , we always
choose a canonical divisor KY of Y that is associated to π!ω•

X and coincides with KX

outside the exceptional locus Exc(f) of f .

Definition 2.1. A proper birational morphism f : Y → X from a regular integral
scheme Y is said to be a resolution of singularities of X . A resolution f : Y → X
is said to be a log resolution if the exceptional locus Exc(f) of f is a simple normal
crossing divisor.

First, we give the definition of singularities in the MMP that makes sense in arbitrary
characteristic.

Definition 2.2. Suppose that X is Q-Gorenstein (that is, KX is Q-Cartier).

(i) Given a proper birational morphism f : Y → X from a normal integral scheme
Y , we write

KY/X := KY − f ∗(KX).

For each prime divisor E on Y , the discrepancy aE(X) of X at E is defined as

aE(X) := ordE(KY/X).

(ii) X is said to be log canonical (resp. klt) at a point x ∈ X if aE(SpecOX,x) > −1
(resp. > −1) for every proper birational morphism f : Y → SpecOX,x from a
normal integral scheme Y and for every prime divisor E on Y . We say that X
is log canonical (resp. klt) if it is log canonical (resp. klt) for every x ∈ X .

Remark 2.3. Suppose that X is Q-Gorenstein and there exists a log resolution f : Y →
X . Then for a point x ∈ X , the following are equivalent.

• X is log canonical (resp. klt) at x.



4 K. SATO

• aE(X) > −1 (resp. > −1) for all prime divisor E in Y whose center f(E)
contains x.

• There exists an open neighborhood U ⊆ X of x such that U is log canonical
(resp. klt).

Given a property P of local rings, we say that a scheme X satisfies P at x ∈ X if
the stalk OX,x satisfy P.

Definition 2.4. Let X be a scheme over a field k and x ∈ X be a point. We say
that X is geometrically P at x if for every finite field extension ℓ of k, the base change
Xℓ := X ×k ℓ satisfies P at any point y ∈ Xℓ lying over x.

Remark 2.5. Let X be a scheme of finite type over a field k and we set P :=”regular”
(resp. ”(Rn)” for some fixed n, ”normal”, ”reduced”, ”irreducible”, ”integral”). It is
known that the following are equivalent:

(a) X is geometrically P over k.
(b) X ×k ℓ satisfies P for every finitely generated field extension ℓ of k.
(c) X ×k ℓ satisfies P for every field extension ℓ of k.
(d) X ×k k satisfies P, where k is the algebraic closure of k.

(c.f. [12, Lemma 037K] for P =”irreducible” and [12, Lemma 038U, 038X and 02V4]
for P =”(Rn)”.)

Definition 2.6. Let (Y,D) be a pair of a Noetherian integral scheme Y over a field k
and a reduced divisor D on Y . We say that (Y,D) is relatively SNC over k if for every
finite field extension ℓ of k, the pair (Yℓ, Dℓ) of the base change Yℓ := Y ×k ℓ and the
flat pullback Dℓ of D is a SNC pair.

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a variety over a field k and f : Y → X be a log resolution of
X such that the pair (Y,Exc(f)) is relatively SNC over k. If X is Q-Gorenstein and
klt (resp. log canonical), then X is geometrically klt (resp. geometrically log canonical)
over k.

Proof. Let ℓ be a finite field extension of k. We first show that Xℓ is normal and
Q-Gorenstein. Since ℓ is flat over k, if X satisfies the Serre condition (Sm) for some
m > 0, then so is the base change Xℓ := X×k ℓ. On the other hand, since Y is smooth
over k, so is X around the locus where f is isomorphic. Therefore, Xℓ satisfies the
(R1)-condition, too. We also note by [12, Lemma 0E9U] that one has ν∗ωX ∼= ωXℓ

if
dualizing complexes are chosen suitably, here ν : Xℓ → X is the natural morphism.
Therefore, Xℓ is Q-Gorenstein.

In order to show that Xℓ is klt (resp. log canonical), we consider the following
Cartesian diagram:

Yℓ
fℓ //

µ

��

Xℓ

ν

��

// Spec(ℓ)

��

Y
f

// X // Spec(k)

We note that fℓ is a log resolution of Xℓ by the assumption. By Remark 2.3, it is
enough to show that aE(Xℓ) > −1 (resp. > −1) for every exceptional prime divisor
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E ⊆ Yℓ. Let F := µ(E) ⊆ Y be the image of E by the finite morphism µ. Since F is
an exceptional prime divisor over X , it follows from the assumption that F is smooth
over k. Therefore, the coefficient of µ∗F at E is one. Combining this with the equation

KYℓ/Xℓ
= µ∗(KY/X),

we conclude that aF (Xℓ) = aE(X) > −1 (resp. > −1), as desired. �

2.2. Curves. In this paper, a curve is a (not necessarily regular) integral projective
scheme C over a field k with dimC = 1.

For a curve C over k, the arithmetic genus g(C) is defined by

g(C) :=
dimk(H

1(C,OC))

dimk(H0(C,OC))
∈ N>0.

For a coherent sheaf F on C, we write

χ(C/k,F) := dimk(H
0(C,F))− dimk(H

1(C,F))

For a Weil divisor D =
∑n

i=1 aiPi on C, we define the degree of D over k by

degC/k(D) :=

n∑

i=1

ai dimk(κ(Pi)) ∈ Z,

where κ(Pi) is the residue field of C at Pi. This defines the homomorphism

degC/k : Pic(C) → Z.

See [4, Subsection 1.4] for more details.
We recall the Riemann-Roch theorem on a curve.

Lemma 2.8. Let C be a (not necessarily regular) curve over a field k and L be an
invertible sheaf on C. Then the following hold.

(1) χ(C/k, L) = degC/k(L) + χ(C/k,OC).

(2) If we have H0(C,OC) = k and C is Gorenstein, then we have

degC/k(ωC) = 2g(C)− 2

Proof. The assertion in (1) follows from [4, Example 18.3.4]. For (2), it follows from
Serre duality that

χ(C/k, ωC) = −χ(C/k,OC) = g(C)− 1

Then the assertion follows from (1). �

2.3. Surface Singularities and dual graphs.

Definition 2.9. We say that (x ∈ X) is a normal surface singularity if X = SpecR
is an affine scheme with a dualizing complex where R is a two-dimensional excellent
normal local ring and if x is the unique closed point of X .
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First we recall the definition and basic properties of intersection numbers. Let (x ∈
X) be a normal surface singularity and f : Y → X be a proper birational morphism
from a normal integral scheme Y with the exceptional divisor Exc(f) =

∑n
i Ei. For a

Cartier divisor D on Y and an exceptional Weil divisor Z =
∑

i aiEi on Y , we define
the intersection number (D · Z) as follows:

(D · Z) =
∑

i

ai degEi/κ(x)
(OY (D)|Ei

),

where κ(x) is the residue field of X at x. We say that D is f -nef if D ·Ei > 0 for all i.

Definition 2.10. A resolution f : Y → X of a normal surface singularity (x ∈ X) is
called minimal if a canonical divisor KY is f -nef.

Remark 2.11.

(i) A minimal resolution of a normal surface singularity exists by [6, Theorem 2.25].
(ii) Let f : Y → X and f ′ : Y ′ → X be minimal resolutions and µ : W → X

be a resolution which factors through both Y and Y ′. Then it follows from
[7, Theorem 3.52 (2)], combining with the rigidity lemma (c.f. [3, Lemma
1.15]), that Y is isomorphic to Y ′, that is, a minimal resolution is unique up to
isomorphism.

In this paper, a graph is a Z3-weighted undirected multigraph.

Definition 2.12. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity, f : Y → X be the
minimal resolution with the exceptional divisor Exc(f) =

∑n
i=1Ei.

(1) A dual graph of (x ∈ X) is a graph whose set of vertexes is {E1, . . . , En}, the
number of edges between Ei and Ej is (Ei · Ej) ∈ N and the weight at Ei is
(dimκ(x)H

0(Ei,OEi
), g(Ei), (E

2
i )) ∈ Z3.

(2) We define the parameter r of the dual graph of (x ∈ X) by

r := min
i

dimκ(x)(H
0(Ei,OEi

)) ∈ N>1.

Remark 2.13. With the above notation, the intersection numbers (E2
i ) and (Ei · Ej)

are divided by ri := dimκ(x)(H
0(Ei,OEi

)). Moreover, since f is minimal, we have the
inequality (E2

i ) 6 −2ri.

Notation 2.14. Let f : Y → X be the minimal resolution of a normal surface sin-
gularity (x ∈ X) with the exceptional divisor Exc(f) =

∑n
i=1Ei. We draw the dual

graph of (x ∈ X) as follows:

• For each i, we represent the vertex Ei with a circle
• Within each circle corresponding to Ei, we write the number −ai := (E2

i ), the
number gi := g(Ei) below the circle, and the number ri := dimκ(x)(H

0(Ei,OEi
))

above the circle.

−ai

ri

gi

If one has gi = 0 (resp. ri = 1, ai = −2ri), then we omit writing gi (resp. ri, ai).
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• If the intersection number (E2
i ) is not determined, we denote it by ∗ . In other

words, the symbol ”∗” can take any integer divided by ri and smaller than or
equal to −2ri (c.f. Remark 2.13).

• For each i 6= j, we draw e := (Ei · Ej)-parallel lines between the circles corre-
sponding to Ei and Ej .

(If e = 1) (If e = 2) (If e = 3)

We also draw as
〈e〉

if e > 4 or if e is not an explicit number.

3. Lemmata on curves

In this section, we prove some results about a curve over a (not necessarily alge-
braically closed) field with arithmetic genus zero or one, which we will need in Section
4. Some of the results may be known to experts (even if it is not defined over an
algebraically closed field), but we include their proofs here for convenience.

3.1. Smoothness of geometrically integral curves.

Lemma 3.1. Let C be a curve over a field k with g(C) = 0. We assume that one of
the following holds:

(i) C is geometrically integral over k, or
(ii) C is Gorenstein, K := H0(C,OC) is separable over k and there exists an invert-

ible sheaf L on C such that the integer degC/k(L)/ dimk(K) is an odd number.

Then C is smooth over k.

Proof. We first assume the assumption (ii). Noting that C has a K-scheme structure
and degC/K(L) = degC/k(L)/ dimk(K), it follows from [6, Lemma 10.6 (2), (3)] that C

is isomorphic to P1
K , which is smooth over K. Combining this with the separability of

K over k, the assertion holds.
We next assume (i). Let C ′ := C ×Spec(k) Spec(k) be the base change of C to the

algebraic closure k of k. By flat base change theorem, we have H1(C ′,OC′) = 0.
Therefore, C ′ is a curve over k with arithmetic genus zero, that is, C ′ is isomorphic to
P1
k
. Since C ′ = C ×k k is smooth over k, it follows from [12, Lemma 02V4] that C is

smooth over k. �

We next consider the singularities of curves with arithmetic genus one.

Proposition 3.2. Let C be a geometrically integral curve over a field k with g(C) = 1
and the characteristic ch(k) of k larger than 3. Then one of the following holds:

(1) C is smooth over k, or
(2) there exists a non-regular point Q ∈ C such that κ(Q) ∼= k and C \ {Q} is

smooth over k.

Proof. Step 1: We will prove the assertion in the case where the following assumptions
are satisfied:
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(i) There is a closed immersion C →֒ P2
k and

(ii) there exist a k-rational regular point P ∈ C and a line ℓ ⊆ P2
k such that the

divisor ℓ|C coincides with 3P .

To achieve this, we first observe that C is smooth over k around P since P is a regular
point with residue field k ([12, Lemma 00TV]). Furthermore, following the proof of [5,
Proposition IV.4.6], we note that the affine subscheme C \ {P} is isomorphic to

U := Spec(k[x, y]/(f)),

where f = ay2 + x3 + bx + c ∈ k[x, y] with a 6= 0. (Here, we use the assumption that
ch(k) > 3.) Let ∆ := −4b3 − 27c2 be the discriminant of the equation x3 + bx+ c = 0.
It then follows from the Jacobian criterion that U is smooth if ∆ 6= 0, and otherwise,
the smooth locus of U is U \ {Q}, where Q is the k-rational point (−3c

2b
, 0) ∈ A2

k if
b 6= 0 (resp. (0, 0) otherwise). This proves the assertion in the case where C satisfies
the conditions (i) and (ii).

We also note that in the case where ∆ = 0, we have dimk(ν∗OC/OC) = 1 by explicit
computation, where ν : C → C is the normalization.

Step 2: In this step, we will prove the proposition when the curve C in the assertion
satisfies the following additional condition:

(iii) There exists a k-rational regular point P ∈ C.

Given that P is a Cartier divisor of C, we can infer from Lemma 2.8 that the natural
inclusion

H0(C,OC(2P )) →֒ H0(C,OC(3P ))

is not surjective, that is, P is not included in the base locus of OC(3P ). Therefore, the
invertible sheaf L := OC(3P ) is base point free. Consider the morphism Φ : C → P2

k

defined by L. Let D ⊆ P2
k be the image of Φ with the reduced structure and ϕ : C → D

be the induced morphism.
We will show that ϕ is isomorphic around x := ϕ(P ) ∈ D. Given that ϕ is finite

(c.f. [12, Lemma 02LS]) and D is reduced, it suffices to show that ϕ# : OP2 → ϕ∗OC is
surjective at x. Since there exists a line ℓ in P2

k such that Φ∗(ℓ) = 3P , the morphism ϕ
is injective at x. Therefore, we have (ϕ∗OC)x ∼= OC,P . By the Riemann-Roch theorem
(Lemma 2.8), it follows from the proof of [5, Proposition IV.3.1] that the natural map

mP2,x/m
2
P2,x → mC,P/m

2
C,P

is surjective. On the other hand, we have κ(P ) ∼= κ(x) since one has κ(P ) ∼= k.
Therefore, it follows from [5, Lemma II.7.4] that OP2,x → (ϕ∗OC)x ∼= OC,P is surjective,
as desired.

Since ϕ is birational and C is geometrically integral over k, so is D. Moreover, we
have g(D) = 1 by the projection formula that

degD/k(OP2(1)) = degC/k(L) = 3.

Therefore, by Step 1, either D is smooth or there exists a k-rational singular point
Q ∈ D such that D is smooth outside Q. In the former case, the finite birational
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morphism ϕ is isomorphism and C is smooth over k, as desired. In the latter case, let
ν : D → D be the normalization. Since ϕ factors through ν, we have the inclusion

OD ⊆ ϕ∗OC ⊆ ν∗OD.

From this, combined with the equation dimk(ν∗OD/OD) = 1 in Step. 1, it follows that
C is isomorphic to either D or D. Noting that D is a geometrically integral curve with
genus zero, we can conclude from Lemma 3.1 that D is smooth over k. This proves
the assertion in the case where C satisfies the assumption (iii).

Step 3 In this step, we will show the assertion in general case. Consider the base
change C ′ := C ×Spec(k) Spec(K(C)) of C to the function field K(C). Let U ⊆ C be
the smooth locus of C over k. It follows from [12, Lemma 02V4] that the pullback
p−1(U) of U by the first projection p : C ′ → C coincides with the smooth locus of C ′

over K(C).
Additionally, as per Remark 2.5, C ′ is geometrically integral over K(C). Since the

natural morphism Spec(K(C)) → C ′ defines a K(C)-rational regular point of C ′, we
conclude from Step 2 that either C ′ is smooth over K(C), or there exists a K(C)-
rational singular point Q′ ∈ C ′ such that C ′ \ {Q′} is smooth over K(C).

In the former case, since p is surjective and p−1(U) = C ′, we have U = C, indicating
that C is smooth over k. In the latter case, by the equation p−1(U) = C ′ \ Q′, we
deduce that C \ U consists of a single point Q and p−1(Q) = {Q′} as a set. Observing
that K(C) is separable over k, the Artin ring κ(Q)⊗kK(C) is reduced. Consequently,
we obtain the isomorphism

κ(Q)⊗k K(C) ∼= κ(Q′) ∼= K(C)

as K(C)-algebra. By counting the dimension as K(C)-vector space, we conclude that
κ(Q) ∼= k, as desired. �

3.2. Geometric reducedness of curves. In this subsection, we give sufficient con-
ditions for curves with genus zero or one to be geometrically reduced. We first consider
the genus zero case.

Lemma 3.3. Let C be a curve over a field k with ch(k) > 2 and g(C) = 0. We further
assume that C is Gorenstein and the field H0(C,OC) is separable over k. Then C is
geometrically reduced over k.

Proof. After replacing k by H0(C,OC), we may assume that H0(C,OC) = k. By [6,
Lemma 10.6 (3)], C is isomorphic to a conic in P2

k. If C is not geometrically reduced,
then there exists a purely inseparable finite filed extension ℓ of k such that the pullback
µ∗C of the divisor C by the natural morphism µ : P2

ℓ → P2
k has a coefficient divided

by p := ch(k). Since p > 2, this is a contradiction to the fact that µ∗C is linearly
equivalent to OP2

ℓ
(2). �

We next consider the genus one case.

Definition 3.4. A local ring (A,m) is a node if there exists an isomorphism

A ∼= R/(f)
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of rings where (R, n) is a regular local ring of dimension 2 and f ∈ n
2 is an element

such that uf ∈ R/n3 is not a square in the ring R/n3 for every unit u ∈ R.

Remark 3.5. Let A := R/(f) be a node which is an integral domain and A be the
integral closure of A. Since the order of f is two, if we take a (sufficiently general)
generator x, y of the maximal ideal mA, then one has

ux2 + vxy + wy2 = 0

for some u, v, w ∈ A with u a unit. Then the following hold:

(1) A = A[x/y].
(2) The extension ideal mA · A coincides with mA itself.
(3) The quotient ring A/mA is isomorphic to κ × κ or a field extension ℓ with

[ℓ : κ] = 2, where κ := A/mA is the residue field of A.

Lemma 3.6. Let (A,mA, κ) be a Noetherian local domain which is a node and a ∈
Frac(A) be an element in the fraction field Frac(A) of A. We assume that the charac-
teristic p := ch(κ) of κ is larger than 2. If we have ap ∈ A then one has a ∈ A.

Proof. We first note that the following diagram

A //

��

A

��

κ // A/(mA · A)

is a Cartesian diagram of A-modules since the kernels of vertical maps are isomorphic.
By Remark 3.5, the quotient ring A/(mA ·A) is isomorphic to κ×κ or a separable field
extension ℓ of κ.

In the first case, it follows from the above Cartesian diagram that

A ∼= {x ∈ A | p1(x) = p2(x) ∈ κ},
where pi : A → κ is the projection to the i-th component. Since we have ap ∈ A, one
has p1(a

p) = p2(a
p) ∈ κ. Therefore, we have p1(a)

p = p2(a)
p ∈ κ. This proves that

p1(a) = p2(a) ∈ κ, and hence a ∈ A.
In the latter case, we have

A = {x ∈ A | the image x ∈ ℓ = A/(mA · A) of x is contained in the subfield κ}.
Since we have ap ∈ A, the element ap ∈ ℓ is contained in κ. Combining this with
the separability of the extension ℓ ⊇ κ, we conclude that a ∈ κ, which proves the
assertion. �

Proposition 3.7. Let C be a curve over a field k with ch(k) > 2 and H0(C,OC) = k.
Assume that OC,P is regular or node for every closed point P ∈ C. Then the following
hold.

(1) There exists no inseparable finite extension of k contained in the function field
K(C).
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(2) We further assume that k is a finitely generated field extension of a perfect field
k0 such that the transcendental degree tr.degk0k of k over k0 is 1. Then C is
geometrically reduced over k.

Proof. (1) Assume that the assertion is not true. Then there exists an element a ∈
K(C) such that a ∈ k1/p \ k. Since C is integral, we may consider OC,P as a subrings
of K(C) for every closed point P . Then it follows from the sheaf condition for OC that
we have the equation

H0(C,OC) =
⋂

P∈C

OC,P .

Therefore, there exists a closed point P ∈ C such that a 6∈ OC,P and ap ∈ OC,P . If
P is a regular point, then this is a contradiction because OC,P is integrally closed.
Otherwise, it is also a contradiction by Lemma 3.6.

For (2), it suffices to show that K(C) is separable over k. This follows from (1) and
(the proof of) [1, Lemma 7.2]. �

Corollary 3.8. Let C be a curve over a field k with H0(C,OC) = k, g(C) = 1 and
ch(k) > 2. We further assume that C is not regular, but every non-regular point is a
node. Then C is geometrically reduced over k.

Proof. Let ν : C → C be the normalization of C. We set ℓ := H0(C,OC) and
F := (ν∗OC)/OC . By taking the global section of the short exact sequence

0 → OC → ν∗OC → F → 0,

we obtain the exact sequence

0 → k → ℓ→ H0(C,F) → k → H1(C,OC) → 0

of k-modules. By counting dimension, we have

[ℓ : k] = dimkH
0(C,F) + [ℓ : k] dimℓ(H

1(C,OC)).

Since we have H0(C,F) 6= 0, we conclude that H1(C,OC) = 0. On the other hand, ℓ
is separable over k by Proposition 3.7 (1). Therefore, it follows from Lemma 3.3 that
C is geometrically reduced over k, which implies the assertion in the corollary. �

4. Geometrically log canonical (resp. geometrically klt)
singularities

In this section, we will give sufficient conditions for normal surface singularities to
be geometrically log canonical (resp. geometrically klt).

Definition 4.1. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity, f : Y → X be a
proper birational morphism from an integral scheme Y and Exc(f) =

∑n
i=1Ei be the

irreducible decomposition of the exceptional locus.

(1) We say that f satisfies the (∗)-condition if
(a) Ei is a smooth curve over κ(x) for every i, and
(b) the scheme theoretic intersection Ei ∩ Ej is smooth over κ(x) for every

i 6= j.
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(2) We say that f satisfies the (∗∗)-condition if there exists an étale surjective
morphism ϕ : X ′ → X from a scheme X ′ such that the base change f ′

x′ :
Y ×X Spec(OX′,x′) → Spec(OX′,x′) of f satisfies the (∗)-condition for every
closed point x′ ∈ X ′.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a 2-dimensional normal variety over a field k. We assume that
the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) X is smooth over k outside a finite closed points x1, . . . , xn ∈ X.
(ii) For every i, the residue field κ(xi) of X at xi is separable over k.
(iii) For every i, there exists a resolution fi : Yi → Spec(OX,xi) which satisfies the

(∗∗)-condition.
If X is log canonical (resp. klt), then X is geometrically log canonical (resp. geometri-
cally klt) over k.

Proof. After shrinking X , we may assume that X is smooth over k outside a single
closed point x ∈ X . Moreover, we may assume that there exists a resolution f : Y → X
which is isomorphic outside x and whose restriction to Spec(OX,x) satisfies the (∗∗)-
condition. It then follows from the definition of (∗∗)-condition that there exist an étale
morphism ϕ : X ′ → X from a normal variety X ′ such that ϕ−1(x) is non-empty and the
base change f ′ : Y ′ := Y ×X X ′ → X ′ of f satisfies the (∗)-condition after restricting
to Spec(OX′,x′) for every point x′ ∈ ϕ−1(x).

Y ′ ψ
//

f ′

��

Y

f

��
X ′ ϕ

// X

Since the morphism ψ : Y ′ → Y is an étale morphism, the morphism f ′ is again a
resolution of singularities and every coefficient of KY ′/X′ = ψ∗(KY/X) (c.f. [11, Lemma
2.6]) is at least (resp. larger than) −1. On the other hand, since κ(x′) is separable over k
and f ′ satisfies the (∗)-condition after restricting to Spec(OX′,x′), we conclude that the
pair (Y ′,Exc(f ′)) is relatively SNC over k. Therefore, it follows from Lemma 2.7 that
X ′ is geometrically log canonical (resp. geometrically klt) over k, that is, X ′×k ℓ is log
canonical (resp. klt) for every finite extension ℓ of k. Then the assertion in the lemma
follows by applying [11, Lemma 2.6] to the étale morphism ϕ×kℓ : X

′×kℓ→ X×kℓ. �

The following lemma is used in Section 5.

Lemma 4.3. Let µ : Z → X be a flat surjective morphism between normal surface
singularities (z ∈ Z) and (x ∈ X). If a log resolution f : Y → X satisfies the (∗)-
condition (resp. (∗∗)-condition), then so is the base change g : W := Y ×X Z → Z of
f .

W
ν //

g

��

Y

f
��

Z
µ

// X
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Proof. We first assume that f satisfies the (∗)-condition and will show that g satisfies
the same condition. Since every generic point of W maps to the generic point of Y ,
we can show that W is integral. On the other hand, given that the scheme theoretic
inverse image ν−1(C) ⊆ W of any closed subscheme C ⊆ Y contained in f−1(x)
is isomorphic to C ×κ(x) κ(z), every stratum of Exc(g) with reduced structure is a
connected component of the base change S ×κ(x) κ(z) of some stratum S of Exc(f),
which is smooth over κ(x) by the assumption. Therefore, g satisfies the (∗)-condition,
too.

We next assume that f satisfies the (∗∗)-condition. Let ϕ : X ′ → X be an étale
surjective morphism such that the base change f ′ : Y ′ → X ′ of f satisfies the (∗)-
condition after restricting to Spec(OX′,x′) for every closed point x′. We set Z ′ :=
X ′×X Z and let g′ :W ′ := W ×Z Z

′ → Z ′ be the base change of g′. Since the following
diagram

W ′ //

g′

��

Y ′

f ′

��

Z ′ // X ′

is Cartesian, it follows from the fast half of this proof that g′ satisfies the (∗)-condition
after restricting to Spec(OZ′,z′) for every closed point z′ ∈ Z ′, as desired. �

4.1. Rational singularities. In this subsection, we give a sufficient condition for 2-
dimensional log canonical and rational singularities to satisfy the (∗∗)-condition.
Lemma 4.4. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity and ℓ be a finite separable
field extension of the residue field κ := κ(x). Then there exists an étale surjective
morphism ϕ : X ′ → X from a normal surface singularity (x′ ∈ X ′) such that the
residue field κ(x′) is isomorphic to ℓ.

Proof. Let R be the structure ring of X and m be the maximal ideal of R. Since ℓ is
finite separable extension of κ, there exists a monic polynomial g(t) ∈ κ[t] such that
ℓ ∼= κ[t]/(g). Take a monic polynomial G(t) ∈ R[t] whose image to κ[t] corresponds
to g(t) and we set B := R[t]/(G). Then the natural morphism ϕ : X ′ := Spec(B) →
Spec(R) is a desired morphism. �

Proposition 4.5. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity. We assume that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) the characteristic ch(κ(x)) of the residue field κ(x) satisfies ch(κ(x)) > 3, and
(ii) (x ∈ X) is a log canonical and rational singularity,

Then the minimal resolution f : Y → X satisfies the (∗∗)-condition.
Proof. Let Exc(f) =

∑m
i=1Ei be the irreducible decomposition of the exceptional locus

Exc(f). We consider Ei as the reduced closed subscheme of Y .
Take a separable finite extension ℓ of κ(x) such that every irreducible component of

the base change Ei×κ(x) ℓ is geometrically irreducible over ℓ for every i. By Lemma 4.4,
there exists an étale surjective morphism ϕ : X ′ → X from a normal surface singularity
(x′ ∈ X ′) with the residue field ℓ. We note that the base change f ′ : Y ′ := Y ×X X

′ →
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X ′ of f is again the minimal resolution since KY ′/X′ is the pullback of KY/X (c.f. [11,
Lemma 2.6]). Therefore, by replacing X by X ′, we may assume that every irreducible
component of Exc(f) is geometrically irreducible.

On the other hand, It follows from the classification of the dual graph (Theorem A.3
(1) and (2) below) that we have g(Ei) = 0 and ri := dimκ(x)(H

0(Ei,OEi
)) 6 4 for all

i. In particular, each Ei is smooth over κ(x) by Lemma 3.1 (i) and Lemma 3.3.
We next show that the scheme theoretic intersection Ei ∩Ej is smooth over κ(x) for

every i 6= j. It follows from the classification that (Ei · Ej) is either 0 or max{ri, rj}.
We may assume that (Ei · Ej) = ri. Combining the equation

ri = (Ei · Ej) =
∑

P∈Ei∩Ej

dimκ(x)(OEi∩Ej ,P )

with the fact that OEi∩Ej ,P is an algebra over the field Ki := H0(Ei,OEi
) whose degree

over κ(x) is ri, the scheme theoretic intersection Ei ∩ Ej is isomorphic to Spec(Ki).
Since the extension degree ri of Ki over κ(x) is not divisible by ch(κ(x)), the scheme
theoretic intersection Ei ∩ Ej is smooth over κ(x). �

Corollary 4.6. Let X be a 2-dimensional geometrically normal variety over a field
k of characteristic p > 3 and x1, . . . , xn ∈ X be the non-smooth points of X over k.
Suppose that X is klt at xi and the residue field κ(xi) of X at xi is separable over k
for every i. Then X is geometrically klt over k.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.5. �

Example 4.7. In Corollary 4.6, the assumption that p is larger than 3 is optimal. We
give counter-examples in characteristic 2 and 3

(i) Let k be a field of characteristic 2 and a ∈ k be an element with
√
a 6∈ k. Then

the normal surface

X := Spec(k[x, y, z]/(z2 = x3 + ay4 + y7))

is smooth over k outside the origin P := (0, 0, 0) ∈ X and is klt at x because
the dual graph of (P ∈ X) is

2 2 1 1

which appears in the classification (Figure 1) of numerically klt graphs. How-
ever, the base change Xℓ := X ×k ℓ of X to ℓ := k(

√
a) is isomorphic to

Spec(ℓ[x, y, z]/(z2 = x3 + y7)), which is not klt.

(ii) Let k be a field of characteristic 3 and a ∈ k be an element with 3

√
a 6∈ k. Then

the normal surface

X := Spec(k[x, y, z]/(z2 = x3 + ay3 + y7))

is smooth over k outside the origin P := (0, 0, 0) ∈ X and is klt at x because
the dual graph of (P ∈ X) is

3 1
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which appears in the classification (Figure 1) of numerically klt graphs. How-
ever, the base change Xℓ := X ×k ℓ of X to ℓ := k(3

√
a) is isomorphic to

Spec(ℓ[x, y, z]/(z2 = x3 + y7)), which is not klt.

4.2. (Twisted) cusp singularities. In this subsection, we give a sufficient condition
for (twisted) cusp singularities to satisfy the (∗∗)-condition.

Lemma 4.8. Let Y be a Noetherian integral scheme with dim Y = 2 and Z,E be re-
duced Weil divisors on Y with no common component. We write Z∩E = {P1, . . . , Pn}.
We assume that the pair (Y, Z + E) is SNC around Pi for every i. Then the ring
H0(Z + E,OZ+E) is naturally isomorphic to the subring

{(s, t) ∈ H0(Z,OZ)×H0(E,OE) | s(Pi) = t(Pi) ∈ κ(Pi), ∀i}
of H0(Z,OZ)×H0(E,OE), where s(Pi) (resp. t(Pi)) is the image of s (resp. t) by the
natural morphism from H0(Z,OZ) (resp. H

0(E,OE)) to the residue field κ(Pi).

Proof. Let fi and gi be the natural surjections

fi : OZ+E,Pi
−։ OZ,Pi

and gi : OZ+E,Pi
−։ OE,Pi

for every i. We first show that the following diagram

H0(Z + E,OZ+E) //

��

H0(Z,OZ)×H0(E,OE)

��∏n
i=1OZ+E,Pi

∏
i(fi×gi) //

∏n
i=1(OZ,Pi

×OE,Pi
)

(4.1)

is Cartesian, in other words, H0(Z + E,OZ+E) is naturally isomorphic to the subring

A := {(s, t, α1, . . . , αn) ∈ B | ∀i, sPi
= fi(αi) and tPi

= gi(αi)}
of the ring B := H0(Z,OZ) × H0(E,OE) ×

∏
iOZ+E,Pi

, where sPi
(resp. tPi

) is the
stalk of s (resp. t) at Pi. Let ϕ : H0(Z + E,OZ+E) → B be the natural morphism.
Since ϕ is obviously injective, it is enough to show that Im(ϕ) = A. Take an element
(s, t, α1, . . . , αn) ∈ A. Let Z◦ and B◦ be the open subschemes of Z + E defined by

Z◦ := Z \ {P1, . . . , Pn}, and

E◦ := E \ {P1, . . . , Pn}.
We write s◦ (resp. t◦) as the restriction of s (resp. t) to H0(Z◦,OZ) ∼= H0(Z◦,OZ+E)
(resp. H0(E◦,OE) ∼= H0(E◦,OZ+E)). For every i, take an open neighborhood Ui ⊆
Z+E of Pi and a section ui ∈ H0(Ui,OZ+E) whose stalk at Pi coincides with αi. Since
we have sPi

= fi(αi) = (ui|Z)Pi
, after shrinking Ui, the restrictions of s and ui to Ui∩Z

coincide. Therefore, we have the equation

s◦|Ui∩Z◦ = ui|Ui∩Z◦ ∈ H0(Ui ∩ Z◦,OZ+E).

Similarly, after shrinking Ui, we have

t◦|Ui∩E◦ = ui|Ui∩E◦ ∈ H0(Ui ∩ E◦,OZ+E)
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for every i. Since Z + E = Z◦ ∪ E◦ ∪ U1 ∪ · · · ∪ Un is an open immersion, the local
sections s◦, t◦, u1, . . . , un patch together to give a global section u ∈ H0(Z +E,OZ+E)
as desired.

We next show that for every i, the following diagram

OZ+E,Pi

fi×gi
//

��

OZ,Pi
×OE,Pi

��

κ(Pi)
∆ // κ(Pi)× κ(Pi)

(4.2)

is Cartesian, where the vertical maps are the natural surjections and ∆ : κ(Pi) →
κ(Pi)×κ(Pi) is the diagonal map. By the assumption, R := OY,Pi

is a two-dimensional
regular local ring and if x ∈ R and y ∈ R are defining equations of Z and E at Pi,
respectively, then x, y is a regular system of parameter of R. Since we have OZ+E,Pi

=
R/(xy), OZ,Pi

= R/(x) and OE,Pi
= R/(y), it is straightforward to verify that the

diagram (4.2) is Cartesian.
By combining Cartesian diagrams (4.1) and (4.2), we obtain the Cartesian diagram

H0(Z + E,OZ+E) //

��

H0(Z,OZ)×H0(E,OE)

��∏n
i=1 κ(Pi)

∏n
i=1

∆
//
∏n

i=1(κ(Pi)× κ(Pi))

,

which completes the proof. �

Proposition 4.9. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity. We assume that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) (x ∈ X) is log canonical, and
(ii) the dual graph of (x ∈ X) is a cusp with parameter r > 1 and length n > 3,

that is, the dual graph is

∗
r

∗
r

· · · ∗
r

∗
r

∗
r

· · ·∗
r

〈r〉

〈r〉 〈r〉

〈r〉

〈r〉

〈r〉 〈r〉

〈r〉

,

where the number of vertices is n > 3. (c.f. Notation 2.14).

Then H0(Ei,OEi
) is a cyclic extension of κ(x) for every vertex Ei. In particular, the

minimal resolution f : Y → X satisfies the (∗)-condition.
Proof. Let Exc(f) =

∑n
i=1Ei be the irreducible decomposition and we write Ki :=

H0(Ei,OEi
). After renumbering, We may assume that Ei ∩ Ei+1 is non-empty for all

i = 1, 2, . . . n, where we set En+1 := E1. We note that in the case where n > 4, it
follows from the shape of the dual graph that Ei∩Ej ∩Ek is empty for every i < j < k.
The same holds even in the case where n = 3, because (x ∈ X) is log canonical.
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On the other hand, for every i, it follows from the equation (Ei ·Ei+1) = [Ki : κ(x)] =
[Ki+1 : κ(x)] = r that the following properties hold:

(1) Ei and Ei+1 intersects transversally at a single point Pi,
(2) the natural morphism fi : Ki = H0(Ei,OEi

) → κ(Pi) is isomorphic, and
(3) the natural morphism gi : Ki+1 = H0(Ei+1,OEi+1

) → κ(Pi) is isomorphic,
where we set Kn+1 := K1.

We write Z := E1 + · · ·+ En−1 = E − En. By repeatedly applying Lemma 4.8, the
natural restriction morphism hi : H

0(Z,OZ) → H0(Ei,OEi
) = Ki is isomorphic for

every i = 1, 2, . . . , n−1. It again follows from Lemma 4.8 that we have the isomorphism

H0(E,OE) ∼= {(s, t) ∈ H0(Z,OZ)×Kn | fn−1(hn−1(s)) = gn−1(t), gn(h1(s)) = fn(t)}.

as κ(x)-algebras. Since fi, gi, hi are isomorphic, this κ(x)-algebra is isomorphic to the

invariant subring H0(Z,OZ)
σ of H0(Z,OZ), where the isomorphism σ : H0(Z,OZ)

∼−→
H0(Z,OZ) of κ(x)-algebras is the the composite map

H0(Z,OZ)
h1 // K1

gn
""❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

Kn

gn−1
##●

●●
●●

●●
●●

Kn−1

(hn−1)−1

// H0(Z,OZ).

κ(Pn)

(fn)−1
<<②②②②②②②②②

κ(Pn−1)

(fn−1)−1
::✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉

Therefore, H0(Z,OZ) is a cyclic extension of H0(E,OE). Since H
0(E,OE) is isomor-

phic to κ(x) by [6, Corollary 10.10], we obtain the first assertion. We now apply Lemma
3.1 (ii) to obtain the second assertion. �

Remark 4.10. With the notation above, we further assume that r 6= 1. Since Ki :=
H0(Ei,OEi

) is isomorphic to K1 and Ki is a Galois extension of degree r over κ(x), we
have the isomorphism Ki ⊗κ(x) K1

∼= Kr
1 . Therefore, the following property hold.

(1) Ei ×κ(x) K1
∼=

∐r
i=1 P

1
K1
.

(2) Let ϕ : X ′ → X be an étale morphism from a normal surface singularity
(x′ ∈ X ′) whose residue field κ(x′) is isomorphic to K1 (Lemma 4.4). Then the
dual graph of (x′ ∈ X ′) is a cusp with parameter 1 and length rn:

∗
1

∗
1

· · · ∗
1

∗
1

∗
1

· · ·∗
1

,

Proposition 4.11. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity. We assume that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ch(κ(x)) > 2,
(ii) (x ∈ X) is log canonical, and
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(iii) the dual graph of (x ∈ X) is a twisted cusp with parameter r > 1 and length
n > 3, that is, the dual graph is

∗
r

∗
2r

∗
2r

· · · ∗
2r

∗
r〈2r〉 〈2r〉 〈2r〉 〈2r〉 〈2r〉

,

where the number of vertices is n > 3. (c.f. Notation 2.14).

Then there is an étale morphism ϕ : X ′ → X from a normal surface singularity
(x′ ∈ X ′) whose dual graph is a cusp with parameter 1:

∗
1

∗
1

· · · ∗
1

∗
1

∗
1

· · ·∗
1

,

In particular, the minimal resolution f : Y → X satisfies the (∗∗)-condition.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.5, we can take an étale morphism ϕ : X ′ → X
from a normal surface singularity (x′ ∈ X ′) such that every exceptional prime divisor
of the minimal resolution of X ′ is geometrically irreducible over κ(x′). It is enough to
show that the dual graph Γ of (x′ ∈ X ′) is a cusp with parameter 1.

We first note that (x′ ∈ X ′) is again log canonical and not rational since ϕ is
étale. Moreover, since the base change f ′ : Y ′ → X ′ of f is the minimal resolution of
(x′ ∈ X ′), the number of the vertexes of Γ is at least three. Therefore, it follows from
the classification (Theorem A.3 (3) below) that Γ is either a cusp with length 6 3 or a
twisted cusp with length 6 3. In the former case, since every exceptional prime divisor
in Y ′ is geometrically irreducible, the parameter is one by Remark 4.10.

In the latter case, take an exceptional prime divisor Ei ⊆ Y ′ such that the extension
degree [H0(Ei,OEi

) : κ(x′)] is divisible by two. It then follows from the assumption
ch(κ(x)) 6= 2 that H0(Ei,OEi

) is not purely inseparable over κ(x′). Therefore, Ei is
not geometrically connected over κ(x′), which is a contradiction to the choice of ϕ. �

Proposition 4.12. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity. We assume the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ch(κ(x)) > 2,
(ii) (x ∈ X) is log canonical, and
(iii) the dual graph of (x ∈ X) is a cusp with parameter r > 1 and length 2, that is,

the dual graph is

76540123
r

76540123〈2r〉 r

.

Then the minimal resolution f : Y → X satisfies the (∗∗)-condition.
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Proof. Let f : Y → X be a minimal resolution and Exc(f) = E1∪E2 be the irreducible
decomposition. Since we have

2r = (E1 · E2) =
∑

P∈E1∩E2

dimκ(x)OE1∩E2,P

and dimκ(x)OE1∩E2,P is divisible by r, one of the following holds:

(1) E1 and E2 transversally intersects at two points P,Q such that

[κ(P ) : κ(x)] = [κ(Q) : κ(P )] = r.

(2) E1 and E2 transversally intersects at a single point P such that

[κ(P ) : κ(x)] = 2r.

(3) E1 ∩ E2 is a single point P such that

[κ(P ) : κ(x)] = r

and the scheme theoretic intersection E1 ∩ E2 is non-reduced.

In the first case, the proof is similar to that of Proposition 4.9. In the second case, the
assertion follows from the similar argument as in Proposition 4.11.

We consider the third case. Since we have KY + (E1 + E2) = f ∗KX (c.f. Theorem
A.3 (3) below), the pair (Y,E1 + E2) is log canonical at P . Therefore, it follows from
[6, Theorem 2.31] that the pair (Y,E1+E2) is SNC at P , which is a contradiction since
E1 ∩ E2 is non-reduced. �

4.3. Simple elliptic singularities. In this subsection, we give a sufficient condition
for simple elliptic singularities to satisfy the (∗∗)-condition. We recall that a normal
surface singularity is simple elliptic if the dual graph is the following:

76540123
1

1

Definition 4.13. Let (x ∈ X) be a simple elliptic singularity and E be the exceptional
prime divisor of the minimal resolution. We say that (x ∈ X) is simple regular elliptic
if E is regular, and is simple nodal elliptic otherwise.

Proposition 4.14. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity. We assume the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ch(κ(x)) > 3,
(ii) (x ∈ X) is log canonical and simple nodal elliptic.

Then X admits a resolution of singularities which satisfies the (∗∗)-condition.
Proof. Let E be the exceptional divisor of the minimal resolution f : Y → X . As in
the proof of Proposition 4.5, we may assume that E is geometrically irreducible over
κ(x). Since the pair (Y,E) is log canonical, every singular point of E is a node by
[6, Theorem 2.31]. It then follows from Corollary 3.8 that E is geometrically reduced
over κ(x). Therefore, by Proposition 3.2, there exists a non-regular κ(x)-rational point
P ∈ E such that E is smooth over κ(x) outside P . Let g : Z → Y be the blowing up
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along P . Then it is straightforward to show that the composite f ◦ g : Z → X satisfies
the (∗)-condition. �

Proposition 4.15. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity. We assume the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ch(κ(x)) > 3,
(ii) (x ∈ X) is log canonical and simple regular elliptic, and
(iii) κ(x) is a finitely generated field extension of a perfect field k such that one has

tr.degkκ(x) = 1.

Then the minimal resolution f : Y → X satisfies the (∗∗)-condition.
Proof. Let E be the exceptional divisor of f . As in the proof of Proposition 4.5, we may
assume that E is geometrically irreducible over κ(x). On the other hand, combining
the assumption (iii) with Proposition 3.7, E is geometrically reduced. It then follows
from Proposition 3.2 that E is smooth over κ(x), as desired. �

Corollary 4.16. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity. We assume the following
conditions are satisfied:

(i) ch(κ(x)) > 3,
(ii) (x ∈ X) is log canonical, and
(iii) One of the following conditions holds:

(a) The singularity (x ∈ X) is not a simple regular elliptic, or
(b) κ(x) is a finitely generated field extension of a perfect field k such that one

has tr.degkκ(x) = 1.

Then there is a resolution f : Y → X which satisfies the (∗∗)-condition.
Proof. The assertion follows from the classification (Theorem A.3 (2), (3) below) com-
bining with Propositions 4.5, 4.9, 4.11, 4.12, 4.14 and 4.15. �

Corollary 4.17. Let X be a 2-dimensional geometrically normal variety over a field
k of characteristic p > 3 and x1, . . . , xn ∈ X be the non-smooth points of X over k.
Suppose that X is log canonical at xi and the residue field κ(xi) of X at xi is separable
over k for every i. We further assume that one of the following holds:

(a) The singularity (xi ∈ X) is not a simple regular elliptic for every i, or
(b) k is a finitely generated over a perfect field k0 with the transcendental degree 1.

Then X is geometrically log canonical over k.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 4.16. �

5. Bertini type theorem for log canonical (resp. klt) threefolds

In this section, we prove the main theorem of this paper.

Proposition 5.1. Let π : X → T be a quasi-projective morphism between varieties
over an algebraically closed field k. We assume the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) The geometric generic fiber Xη := X ×T Spec(K(T )) admits a log resolution
g : Y → Xη which is a projective morphism.
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(ii) The generic fiber Xη := X ×T Spec(K(T )) is geometrically log canonical (resp.
geometrically klt) over K(T ).

Then the fiber Xt is log canonical (resp. klt) for a general closed point t ∈ T (k).

Proof. Since Xη is quasi-projective over K(T ) and g is projective, there exist a finite
field extension L of K(T ) and a Cartesian diagram

Y
g

//

��

Xη

��
Y ′ h // XL := Xη ×K(T ) L

,

where h is projective. It follows from the faithfully flat descent of regularity ([8,
Theorem 23.7]) that h is a resolution ofXL. After replacing L by its finite extension, we
may assume that every stratum Z of Exc(h) with a reduced structure is geometrically

integral over L. We note that Z is smooth over L since the base change Z ×L K(T )
of a stratum Z is isomorphic to some stratum of Exc(g). After replacing T by its
normalization in L and X by X ×T S, we may assume that there exists a projective log
resolution h : Y ′ → Xη such that the pair (Y ′,Exc(h)) is relatively SNC over K(T ).

On the other hand, it follows from the fact that X is quasi-projective over T and h is
projective that there exists a non-empty open subset U ⊆ T and a Cartesian diagram

Y ′ h //

��

Xη

��

Y µ
// f−1(U)

,

where µ is a projective morphism. Therefore, after shrinking T , we may assume that
there exists a log resolution µ : Y → X such that every stratum of the pair (Y ,Exc(µ))
is smooth over T and maps surjectively onto T . Moreover, since the generic fiber Xη

is assumed to be Q-Gorenstein and normal, we may shrink T so that T is smooth and
X is normal and Q-Gorenstein.

Let t : Spec(ℓ) → T be any morphism from the spectrum of a field ℓ and µt : Yt → Xt

be the base change of µ, which is a log resolution.

Claim. The restriction (KY/X )|Yt
of the relative canonical divisor KY/X of µ to the

fiber Yt coincides with the relative canonical divisor KYt/Xt
of µt.

Proof of Claim. Since T is Gorenstein, the structure sheaf OT is a dualizing complex
of T ([12, Lemma 0BFQ]). We consider the dualizing complexes ω•

X := π!OT and
ω•
Y := (π ◦ µ)!OT on X and Y , respectively. Similarly, we take the upper shriek

pullbacks of OSpec(ℓ) as dualizing complexes on Xt and Yt. Let ωX , ωY , ωXt
and ωYt

be the canonical sheaves associated to these dualizing complexes. It then follows from
[12, Lemma 0EA0] and [5, Proposition II. 8.10] that we have

ωXt
∼= (ωX |Xt

)∗∗ and

ωYt
∼= (ωY |Yt

)∗∗,
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where ∗∗ denotes the reflexive hull, which implies the assertion in the claim. �

Since the support of the relative canonical divisor KY/X is contained in Exc(µ),
every irreducible component of the support is smooth over T and maps surjectively
onto T . Therefore, the set of all coefficients of KYt/Xt

coincides with that of KY/X .
The assertion now follows from Remark 2.3. �

Theorem 5.2. Let X ⊆ PNk be a three dimensional normal quasi-projective variety
over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic p > 3. If X has only log canonical
(resp. klt) singularities, then so does a general hyperplane section H of X.

Proof. Let P∗ := PNk be the dual projective space and Z ⊆ PNk × P∗ be the universal
family of hyperplanes of PNk , that is, the reduced closed subscheme of PNk ×k P

∗ such
that the set of closed points of Z coincides with

{(x,H) ∈ PNk (k)× (P∗)(k) | x ∈ H}.
Let X be the scheme theoretic intersection Z ∩ (X × P∗). We note that a general hy-
perplane section of X is none other than a general closed fiber of the second projection

p2 : X → P∗.

Since the generic fiber Xη is a hypersurface of the three-dimensional variety X ×k

Spec(K(P∗)) overK(P∗), it is two-dimensional. Given that any two-dimensional variety
admits a log resolution which is a projective morphism, by Lemma 5.1, it suffices to
show that the generic fiber Xη is geometrically normal and geometrically log canonical
(resp. geometrically klt) over the function field K(P∗).

Take a (not necessarily closed) point P ∈ Xη and we set x := π(P ) ∈ X , where
π : Xη → X is the morphism obtained by the first projection. It then follows from the
proof of [2, Theorem 1] that the fiber π−1(x) is geometrically regular both over κ(x)
and K(P∗).

Spec(κ(x))

��

π−1(x)oo

��
X Xoo

��

Xη
oo

��

P∗ Spec(K(P∗))oo

By Lemma 4.2, it suffices to prove that if Xη is not smooth over K(P∗) at P , then
the following properties hold:

(a) P is a closed point of Xη,
(b) Xη is log canonical (resp. klt) at P ,
(c) the residue field κ(P ) is separable over K(P∗), and
(d) Spec(OXη ,P ) admits a log resolution which satisfies the (∗∗)-condition.
Case. 1 : We first consider the case where X is regular at x. In this case, take a

finite field extension L of K(P∗) and a point Q ∈ XL := Xη ×K(P∗) L over P . Since
the fiber of the first projection XL → X at x is isomorphic to the regular scheme
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π−1(x)×K(P∗) L, it follows from the ascent of regularity ([8, Theorem 23.7]) that XL is
regular at Q. Therefore, Xη is smooth over K(P∗) at P and there is nothing to say.

Case. 2 : We next consider the case where X is non-regular at x. Since π : Xη → X
is flat, we have the dimension formula ([12, Lemma 00ON])

dim(OXη ,P ) = dim(OX,x) + dim(Oπ−1(x),P ),

which implies that dimOX,x = 2, P is a closed point of Xη and π−1(x) consists of
a single point P around P . Combining the third property with the fact that π−1(x)
is geometrically regular over K(P∗), the residue field κ(P ) is separable over K(P∗).
Similarly, since π−1(x) is geometrically regular over κ(x), it follows from [11, Lemma
2.6 (3)]1 that Xη is log canonical (resp. klt) at P .

On the other hand, since dim(OX,x) = 2, the transcendental degree of the residue
filed κ(x) over k is one, which shows that Spec(OX,x) admits a log resolution which
satisfies the (∗∗)-condition by Corollary 4.16. It then follows from Lemma 4.3 that
Spec(OXη ,P ) admits a log resolution satisfying (∗∗)-condition, as desired. �

1The assumption in loc. cit. that the ring is in characteristic zero is unnecessary since the two
dimensional scheme Spec(OX,x) admits a log resolution.
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Appendix A. Classification of dual graphs of numerically log
canonical surface singularities

In this appendix, we list up the dual graphs of normal surface singularities which
are log canonical (resp. klt). See [6] for more details.

Definition A.1. Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity, f : Y → X be the
minimal resolution and Exc(f) =

⋃n
i=1Ei be the irreducible decomposition of the

exceptional divisor. Let ∆Y be the unique Q-divisor on Y which satisfies

(∆Y ·Ei) = −(KY · Ei)
for all i. We say that (x ∈ X) is numerically log canonical (resp. numerically klt) if
every the coefficient of ∆Y is at most (resp. smaller than) 1.

Definition A.2. A normal surface singularity (x ∈ X) is rational if the minimal
resolution f : Y → X satisfies R1f∗OY = 0.

Theorem A.3 ([6]). Let (x ∈ X) be a normal surface singularity, f : Y → X be
a minimal resolution, Γ is the dual graph of X (see Notation 2.14), E =

∑n
i=1Ei be

the sum of all exceptional prime divisors and ∆Y be as in Definition A.1. Then the
following holds:

(1) (x ∈ X) is numerically klt if and only if the dual graph Γ coincides with one of
the graphs in Figure (1) below.

(2) (x ∈ X) is rational and numerically log canonical but not numerically klt if and
only if Γ coincides with one of the graphs in Figure (2) or Figure (3) below.

(3) The following are equivalent.
(a) (x ∈ X) is numerically log canonical, but not a rational singularity.
(b) Γ coincides with one of the graph in Figure (4) below.
(c) ∆Y = E.

Proof. We first prove the implication (c) ⇒ (a) in (3). Since we have ωE ∼= ωY (E)|E,
it follows from the assumption (c) that one has

degE/κ(x)(ωE) :=

n∑

i=1

degEi/κ(x)(ωE |Ei
) =

n∑

i=1

(KY + E ·Ei) = 0.

Noting that Riemann-Roch theorem (Lemma 2.8 (1)) holds true even for reducible
curve ([4, Example 18.3.6]), combining with Serre duality, we conclude that

degE/κ(x)(ωE) = 2χ(E/κ(x),OE).

Therefore, we have

dimκ(x)(H
1(E,OE)) = dimκ(x)(H

0(E,OE)) 6= 0.

It then follows from the exact sequence

R1f∗OY → H1(E,OE) → R2f∗OY (−E) = 0

that (x ∈ X) is non-rational, which proves the implication (c) ⇒ (a) in (3). The
converse implication (a) ⇒ (c) follows from [6, Theorem 2.28]. The rest of the proof
follows from [6, Subsection 3.3]. �
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∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
Chain with length > 1

∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
Star shaped of type (2, 2, d)

∗ ∗ −3 −3 ∗ −3

Star shaped of type (2, 3, 3)

∗ ∗ −4

−3 ∗ −3 ∗ −4

Star shaped of type (2, 3, 4)

∗ −3 ∗

∗ −3 ∗ −3 −3 ∗ −5

∗ −5 −3 ∗ −3 −3 ∗ −3

Star shaped of type (2, 3, 5)

∗
1

∗
2

· · · ∗
2

∗
2

Twisted chain

2

∗
1

· · · ∗
1

∗
1

3

∗
1

Twisted Star shaped of type
(2, 2, d)

2 2

∗
1 1

−6

2

∗
1 1

Twisted Star shaped of type
(2, 3, 3)

Figure 1. List of dual graphs of numerical klt singularities
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∗ ∗ −6

−3 ∗ −3 ∗ −6

Star shaped of type (2, 3, 6)

∗

−3

∗

∗

−3

−3 −3 ∗

−3

−3

Star shaped of type (3, 3, 3)

∗ ∗ −4

−4 ∗ −4

Star shaped of type (2, 4, 4)

∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗

D̃n with n > 4

Figure 2. List of non-twisted dual graphs of rational numerical log
canonical singularities
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2 2

∗
1

−3

1 2 2

∗
1 1 1 3 3

∗
1

1 1

∗
1

−6

2

−6

2

∗
1

−3

1

−9

3

∗
1

Twisted star shpaed of type (3, 3, 3)

2 2 2

∗
1 1

1

∗
1

−8

2

Twisted star shpaed of type (2, 4, 4)

∗
1

∗
2

· · · ∗
2

∗
2

2

2 2

∗
1

· · · ∗
1

∗
1

1

1

4

∗
2

· · · ∗
2

∗
1〈4〉 2

∗
1

· · · ∗
1 2

∗
1 4〈4〉 1

∗
1 3

Twisted D̃n

Figure 3. List of twisted dual graphs of rational numerical log canon-
ical singularities

∗
1

1

Simple elliptic

∗
r

∗
r〈2r〉

Cusp with parameter r > 1 and length = 2

∗
r

∗
2r

∗
2r

· · · ∗
2r

∗
r〈2r〉 〈2r〉 〈2r〉 〈2r〉 〈2r〉

,

Twisted cusp with parameter r > 1

∗
r

∗
r

· · · ∗
r

∗
r

∗
r

· · ·∗
r

〈r〉

〈r〉 〈r〉

〈r〉

〈r〉

〈r〉 〈r〉

〈r〉

Cusp with parameter r > 1 and length > 3

Figure 4. List of dual graphs of non-rational numerical log canonical
singularities
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