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Extremal Ray & Canonical Ring

RERFELIMEHE
Ay =

1 %

COHEDOMER T ERO—DODEEIX, L TADOHHRFREDS
BUYFETICLRLRVET, 2HLLEBLEATTE L, Dk, RE
Bk k 2EEL., T TCD scheme i k L TERINTWBRELES, X 21E
HREZHELE LET, X LOE F # reflexive TH 3 L ik F @ double dual
F* 2 F YRIENCARZEHCEVE T, Refl(X) T X LoORE# 1 @ reflexive
sheaves DFRIZMHE%FE T & ¥ Refl(X) ICIX, 7Y A D double dual icX V H
RET —~ABOBEFAY T, S T—H.,

Z'X)=@zr, Zz(X)=zcC
r C
YBEET, co°l RREFLAEL, C B THENZIRESA LB T £
T. ZY(X) otE Weil BT 27, Rat(X) ¢ X LoFEMEESKk%

FTrE, Well BF D icxL T, B Ox(D) 220¥ DX S5 ICEET 3 LK
1 @ reflexive sheaf iI272 b 3,

Ox (D)m = {¢ € Rat(X) I div(¢)z +D; > 0}
IS X Y s DUERIRY
Ox(=): ZY(X) — Refl(X)

LN ET, Ox(D) #* locally free L 3k, D % Cartier BF S0 %
¥, Cartier BF&4% Div(X) t BT LICLET, LIS, HBEH >0
BFIEL T, Ox(nD) %' locally free ¥ 725K, D % Q-Cartier HFE TV
3, ¥To Weil BF» Q-Cartier BFICh3d ¥, X 1k Q-factorial



rE0FT, X' % X oESES L, i X0 — X 2 EAEFERLE
F. wxo % X0 ED (dim X)-form Oh+BE LET, fwwxo . BEH1 D
reflexive sheaf THBEDTiwxo ~ Ox(Kx) 75 Weil BT Kx »#HFEL F
¥, S0 Kx % BEUERT (canonical divisor) ¥ EWVF 3, Kx 7 Q-Cartier
£ 3F, X 1 quasi-Q-Gorenstein & WusF 5,

P#, X & complete ¥ LFd, X ko Cartier ®F Dy, Dy iIZDWT,
Dy =Dy %, FED 2z € Z1(X) IZ20VT (D1-2) = (Dgy-2) PRALT 3L
TrlET, T0ITX ED l-cycles 21,29 IKDWVT, 21 = 22 ¥, £ED
Cartier BF D iC2WT (D 21) =(D-2z) I35t LET, 22T

N'(X)=(Div(X)/=)®R, N(X)=(Zi(X)/=)®R

YBEES, corE, NY(X) & Ni(X) X, BRRKRTTE—KRTTL R Y,
pairing

Div(X) x Z(X) — Z

X, IERAE7R pairing
N'(X) x Ni(X) — R

ExF4, NY(X) DRT%E p(X) tEX, X o¥I—AFHEBVET,
Amp(X) T ample 7¢ Cartier BF2 oI N2EEZE L, NE(X) T effec-
tive 1-cycles THR SN EHEZEDLT L LET, 61 Amp(X), NE(X) T
Amp(X), NE(X) » NYX), Ni(X) cofaz®+cricLEd, Amp(X)
DORBLES Amp(X) THEZ rizX{bhTtwFd, Cartier ¥ D »*
nef TH5 tit, FED effective l-cycle z I LT (D - 2) > 0 2AKILT 5
LFICEVE T, Cartier F D 2* nef THEL-H0LE+HHEREIF., [D] €
Amp(X) THBZ L HONTOET,

L% X koEffRe LT, 4, HOL) #0 t LT, do,...,6n %
HYL) oEX LFEFT, B={z€ X |do(z)=---=du(z) =0} tBE, BB

&,: X\ B — P"

% @r(z) = (do(z) : -+ : gu(z)) TEDET, B# X THHDT, ¢, K
XoTHEEEE»EEVET, B=0 Dk % LI base point free ¥FEUE
T, IHIC, HBIEHE n >0 2FELT, L8O 2 base point free ¥ 7z BFf,
L % semi-ample ¥ EVWF ¥, I I TAER LIk, L »* semi-ample /Ff,

7
@ HO(L®1L)

n>0

DERRER E 25 C & T,
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REIC,

ample = semi-ample = nef

THEILREFRELTHEET, oiltnthiil, 2FLIBALL £HA,

2 Cone Theorem ($EEZFLBVIEE)

ZDETIE, HRESREA T VEED Cone Theorem ICDOWTHERT 5

ZEICLET,

X % IEFEMESHAkL LT, NE(X) O¥ELR R 2°, extremal ray
THH L, DFRWLTEELEVET,

(1) R\ {0} &€ z icowT, (Kx-2)<0.

(2) NE(X) DT 21,20 )2V T, b L z1+22 € RARBIE, 21,22 € NE(X).
X Lok | 5 extremal curve & iE, Ri[l] #* extremal ray &R 2EHILL
4, THED Cone Theorem &, IRDi@E Y T,

EE (2.1) ((EEFH . [4) X % IHFERFSHE, H & X LOoBER
BARRY LFET, COBE, £ED € > 0 1L T, extremal curves ly,...,1l;
PHEL TR ML ET,

(1) =(Kx - ;) <dim X +1.

(2) NE(X) = Ry [t) 4 - + Ry [li] + (= € NE(X) | (Kx + e -2) > 0},

COEED O BICROFZPEONET,

F (2.2) X % IFEHREHEE LET, DL Kx 2 nef ThOE LEb,
X IiE extremal ray »HFEL 3,

FREDLODTHDTAFTRRLET. TTER p >0 OBSIREL
¥, Kx it nef THODT Ky L OXIEHPREL RZHEErFELET, oF
DIERFREIIR C YBR[ :C — X PHEL Tdeg(f*Kx) <0 t B DN
HIELET, CCTCF2Co7uar=y2ERLT2E, fORDYICf-F?
¥EZT

—deg(f*Kx) — (dim X)g(C) > 0

LRELTOWTT, C 0—B%EET2 f OZER*EX % L EREmO—
LD

—deg(f*Kx) — (dim X)g(C) > 0
THEDT f O—pE p *BEETIEHETRVERSHFELELE T, X-oTHIfR D

B
F:DxC—X



BPFELTAmF(DXxC)=2 T, % 0€ D AL T Fl,o o = f %2H7
LEF, SITD PEMTHE2LTdL Dxpld, F TOENBDTDxp
DEHEEXBIA LY T4, hiZ D x p FEBO—OEITHE %
EZBEFRELTOET, XoT D 35EHTHY £HA, D % D D5k
LEF, FICXoTDXC »b X ~OEHERMERINTOETH5E4 T
blowing up ¥ ViELT u: Y — DXxCHEIELTC F=F - u 2Bt X
DEF, p KE-oTTEAFEHBE F itkotonhvotX LicER
HEAGEEL A i) £, SRR

4= LAHE _EC extremal curve OflZ EcAHFL x5,

# (2.3) MM LT extremal curve ¥ L TKRD 3 2DFIXD Y £,

(1) 55 1 FFISNEER ((-1)-curve),

(2) ruled surface @ fiber,

(3) P? EoiE#,

1) DHEEICO>VTEXTRF Lk ), | 2 X _LOF 1 EHIMNEERE L
9, | »* extremal curve THBZI 2B THELED, f: X —Y %1
? contraction ¥ LE¥, NE(X) DT 21,20 KKDOVT, z1+2z2 € R[] £ L
7. SDL ¥, fu21),fu(22) ENE(Y) T fulz1) + fu(22) =0 THB DT,
Y OFEHEY . fi(z1) =fu(z2) =0 b FET, XoT, 21,22 € R[]

oG E D ERRICTE» S bNFE T, & HICHT _ED extremal curve & LD
WEFNATHE I dEIrOONET, Dt ®2FHET 5 L, Castelnuovo
KX 2EEEOHEE» BT 7, FIAXRDEIICLET, X 2IEFERHNT
BET h2(2Kx) = ¢(X) = 0 %ifisT 3o LEd, X »PAEHMETHSC
ERZ=010, X ICHE1EANMIEES RO EEEL T —EEZ RV EHA,
RP2Kx) =q(X)=0 XY

x(—Kx)=h’(-Kx) - h'(-Kx) = (K%) + 1

THLI LMV ET, S ThL., Kx #nef THBRH (KZ) >0 TH5
DTEED WO(—Kx)£0 ¢80, Kx # nef THHZLEEXD L Kx ~0
THEZ ML ET, ik, RP2Kx) = 0 IKFELET., Lo,
Kx X, not nef T TIZLIFEFHA, £>T, Cone Theorem &9 X i
extremal curve 27FEL £, it (2) » 3) x4 7T, 3) %4
7o OK TF, (2) %A, ¢(X) =0 XY X |ZABEHMER £ ruled surface
LY, CoGEYAEMECRY T,

BEIC, 3 IRTEDBEB D extremal ray OFEE BT DEEZKD 5,
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T (2.4) (B0 O3 of. [4]) X % 3 KIHSEMHYSEBKL L, R %
extremal ray ¥ LT, ZOF, IEHEHEEHE Y cRBITIR VS fr
X — Y PHFEL TR A LET, fr(Ox) = Oy T, X LoOBhg C
IXHLT[CleERTHEZI b C A fr TOENDIILIXEEERD F T, &
LI dimY KX > TRO LS IKHFHTEET,
(1) dimY =0 OF;, X &, p(X)=1 O Fano ZEk{ATT,
(2) dimY =1 OFf, fr: X — Y &, Conic bundle T,
8) dimY =2 ok, Y 3R, fr: X — Y (&, Del Pezzo fibra-
tion TY,
(4) dimY =3 OB, fr: X — Y OFINES E IEHIREFTHY,
RDOSbOENITRY FF,
(4.1) fr(E) \IFRFERMET. fr: X — Y X frR(E)K#>T
blowing-up L7=3% D,
(4.3) fr(E) 3RS T, frR: X — Y REDA% blowing-up L
TTERID,
(4.3) fr(E) RBFIHNICHER 22+ 42+ 22+ w? = 0 CEZRIND S
T, frR: X —Y ZZ2DE% blowing-up LTTEAEID,
(4.4) fr(E) 3RFMCHER 22+ 2+ 22+ w3 =0 CERINB A
T, frR: X — Y IZDE% blowing-up LTTEARIOD,
(4.5) fr(E) X/RETRIICVER

(:E, Y, z) — (—"L" =Y, _Z)

D quotient & LTCTELHT, fr: X — Y IZDE% blowing-up LTT
¥hdo,

3 Cone Theorem (3RE5%FD58)

IOETH, FRALFHORBZEEEKOGE2EXTAHET, CARK
RETHILLELIDF TR, FFIVERREERT I hrothv g
Lo, Dt 8800 e LET,

X RIEHRBEHRIAET, quasi-Q-Gorenstein THBE LEFT, f: Y —
XzX wﬁiﬁ}ﬁ%ﬁt Lij—o E= EieIEi % f ‘7)%9*%32: Li’j—o hagha
T

Ky = f*(Kx)+Y_ a:E;
i€l
YBEET, AT, 2FD 4 O0LREREXLTT,
(1) a; >0forallieI.
(2) a; >0forallz e1.



(3)a; >—-1forallieI.

(4)a; > —1foralliel.
(1) 2K Y L D¢ X 1T terminal singularity & %Fo & v (2) 2RV IL>
Bf X 1 canonical singularity D& %> & L, (3) 2D ILOFF X 1T log-
terminal singularity DA %ZFFO L LWL (4) LY ILOFF X 1T log-canonical
singularity DA %FOr LWL FF, BHLAIC

terminal == canonical = log-terminal = log-canonical

TY, 2 RTOK, KAFoNTOHET,

(a) terminal <= FE4FE,

(b) canonical <= BH 2 Er,

(c) log-terminal <= WfFR S,

(d) log-canonical <= P4FE 5. » simple elliptic i cusp ® quotient &
LT O RS,

RS D Cone Theorem 1X, (RD@EY ICh b 3,

FE (3.1) (cf. [2]) X % Q-factorial RIEHSELEEEIAL L log-terminal
singularity DA %FF->THB e LET,
(i) eztremal ray {R;}ier PFELT

NE(X) =) Ri+{z € NE(X) | (Kx - z) > 0}
el
Y ET,
(il) £ D extremal ray R 1ICxF LT, IEHSHREZRRIE Y tRBICI VA
fR: X — Y PHFEELTKREMA-LET, fr(Ox) =0y T, X LOBFR
CIXfLT[ClERTHBIE CH frToENBC LIt RY £,

fr % extremal ray R iIC X % contraction &\ EF,

4 BNEFILREE

XTI DETIIR]D Cone Theorem ZFH L TN EFADERERZZE X
THFL Y, X % Q-factorial L IEHGHEFEAK £ L terminal singularity
DHEEEF->TVWBELET, R% X Dextremalray ¢ L, fr: X —Y %
contraction ¥ LFd, R % dimY ¢t Y OFRADBEI X >THELTH
FLio,

(1) dimX > dimY.
(2) dim X =dimY T, fgrl¥. codimension 1 DHETEAEITRVES,
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(3) dimX =dim X T, fr i&. codimension 1 CTRIEITH 255,
(1) OB, fr %7 -fibration ¢PFUE T, (2) DFE, fr % good contration
ERED, ZOEF Y 1X Q-factorial T terminal singularity D& %o & Hb
HPoTVET, L3> 7T (2) DEE contraction % L T HFFRADORIITEL
Y EHA, (3) DF:, fr % bad contraction & VLW EF, (3) DIFEY DFF
REIHLSE VT, 2o TEN eI HK flip B> b0RFERR
UNnEhh A, REFET f Xy — Y PHFETHE, f+: Xy —Y
* fr: X —Y oflip tvuniEd,

(i) X+ |¥ Q-factorial T terminal singularity D& %%¢b, fi: Xy —Y
i¥ codimension 1 TRIEITH 3,

(i) Kx, i fi-ample TH3,

_X — . e —) X+

R\ an
Y

CCTHLBIERTHAFELYE Y, TR 2rLEE X,

FiUF,
N
Z
/ N
P2uCc W Wy DFiDA
l |
cc X Xy DCy
fr\ 7 S+
Y

EDXSICLTHRLZ28HLE Y, 9 X 20oHERLET, X+ I3
KT RS Z AT, Cy 13 Xy AoiiET P CEEITH ) RS
O(-1)® O(=2) KEEITHBHETT, COMEEORLAEbDAY TT,

Cy IZ#A> T blowing-up L3 D% Wy T3, F1 i¥Z D blowing-up OFIMN
HEBETT, A X Fi @ negative section TY, A OFERIZ O(-1)® O(-1)
ICEIRICE, 2D A IKi-> T blowing-up L7=d D% Z ©F, Fy~P! xP!
P D blowing-up DFINEESTT, Fo 1. ¥ T D blowingup tIi&E>H
F~ blowing-down T¥ ¥4, blowing-down LTTZAJIDHN W TI, F
DORNE XA C T, F ofH P2 °oF, P? OEEHRIZ 0p:(-2)
TINEFHOEEET, cNEORLAEDDOHN X TF, D contraction (I5E
B (24) © (4.5) KH2b0TT, X iICHBVTC T extremal curve T,



£ D contraction #* fr: X — Y T¥, 22T, (Kx-C)=-1/2 TTH
(Kx, - Cy)=1t%>T Kx, |& fy-ample EzoTVET,

o flip IKOLTOEELFRILKOEY ©F, i/ EFAREOSR
L x5RETT,

FA8 (4.1) (a) flip &, FET B,
(b) flip DIEFROFNIHFLEL Lo,

3 RIEOBE., ZHRICX > T OFREIEIEINFE L, LED>TROEH
PRALL T,

TR (4.2) (cf. [5]) X % 3 RHFEEZRIE L LET, Q-factorial T termi-
nal singularity DH %5 X L WERLHEEHKE X' DFEL T, Kx »*
nef TH B 5 X' \IFE -fibration f: X' — Y OBE&ERFHHLET,

Q-factorial T terminal singularity D% % #§% canonical divisor %% nef T
HHHREHIK LI NET v E VO ET, F-fibration % b ORESERIKIL/N
ERTEH —c0 THEDTHIFHND 7 7 2B L £T,

5 Zariski ##% ¥ Canonical Ring
X %IRRT SRR L 358, BEE T >EARRME & L T canoni-

cal ring

fiﬂ%xoxme»
n=0

PHBER> 3 e IRE»H D 3, OfE% Zariski ZELE S8R
oL THLEEVET, FFEEOUH I OHOEL x5, Div(X)®R
D% R-divisor e FVE¥, R-divisor D =¥ a;D; I LT,

[D] = [a:]D;

CBEET, T, FE o iSxLT, [2] 1, z BEAROERROER L L
7, R-divisor D »*, Rk #i/=-32 D=P+ N (P,N € Div(X)®R) #*
HIET B8, D=P+ N % D O Zariski HEr2vF4,

(1) N X effective TH Y, P I nef TH3,

(2) BRARER Ox([nP]) — Ox([nD]) ic X > TEHrNEIER

H(X,0x([nP])) — H(X, Ox([nD]))

RIETH S,
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nef 7z R-divisor P IZ% LT,
v(X,P) = max{n > 0| P" # 0}
YBEXFT, CoB, k(X,P)<v(X,P) THBEZ rpHIbATVET,
x(X,P) = v(X,P)

DRI T D%, P % good YFEUE T, Zariski D D =P+ N iKBL
T. P #good k3 ¥ & ZD Zariski 53fE% good Zariski HFE LSV F T,
D = P+ N % Zariski 53 DFf,

S HO(X,0x (nP)) = Y HY(X, Ox (D))

n=0 n=0
THBEDT
> H(X,0x([nD]))

n=0

DAFRER ORI, N
> HY(X,0x([nP))

n=0

DAEREROEEICEEINE T, EHiICH L P 5 Q-divisor T semi-ample
1o
> HYX,0x([nP)))

n=0

WBAERBRERE RV ET, C2TROZ EPFILRTOHE T,

TE (5.1) ' X »IEFRGFEEHEEE LET, Kx # good Zariski 53
Kx =P+ N %#7Ti¥, P& Q-divisor T semi-ample t 23,

ELICHBMAGIC, (X, Kx) <2 h2b, DENEEH f:Y — X #*
HFHEL T Ky W good Zariski x> t b2 b £9, dimX = 3 Ok,
BheF A2 FHLT, X #° general type b, HE3NEEH f: Y — X
HPFFEL T Ky 1 good Zariski HfEEFFO>- bbb 3, Lkd>TRDE
HEEHXT,

EE (5.2) X % 3 ROUIFFFESEEHRIA L LET, DR, canonical ring
FARRER T,

4 KLl EOBEIC>W T bhroTtuEHA,

LG 2 (T ZWH D Semi-ampleness of the numerically effective part of Zariski decomposition,
J. Math. Kyoto Univ.. Vol. 26, (1986), 465-481 X} Semi-ampleness of the numerically
effective part of Zariski decomposition, Algebraic Geometry and Commutative Algebra
Vol. 1, (1987), 289-311, Kinokuniya Z BT HE W,
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XHofEE DL LET, (1] 1, REEME D 2BERM-> T3 ARED
AT Utah KETOHREHD L iCh o T ET, HEICTEA LT BIOER
FTt, 2] B, 78D TAEENTVERLTHELTTOTLHERDE D
TPV FRADRCOHEEHET BICIIRIEL bFEATHE T -VERXTT,
3] & [4] . BWNEFALQEROF AL ko BRI CEDIGAR TbHTUAS
CRIEEDFATEE VRN TT, [5] &, flip DFEDIAZIZITH S
BRXTHEEN 74 —AXEZEONR o HBEEMGRLTT, L2rLE¥bd
TR CEBOANCHFULBEELTL DD LA, [6] . BPHEFLOE
RICDERFRSOFE* O RRLTCIOHAHEDEEX Tt WELHY -0
AiciEd -toir s,



