arXiv:2207.06171v1 [math.AG] 13 Jul 2022

REMARKS ON BITRATIONAL RELATIONS OF TORIC MORI FIBER SPACES

KEISUKE MIYAMOTO

Abstract. We can run the MMP for any divisor on any Q-factorial projective toric variety. We show that two Mori fiber spaces, which are outputs of the above MMP, are connected by finitely many elementary transforms.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 3 3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 5 References 11

1. Introduction

The minimal model program works for Q-factorial projective toric varieties. Namely, for any Q-factorial projective toric variety X and any R-divisor D on X, one can run the D-MMP and it ends up with a minimal model or a Mori fiber space (cf. [FS]).

The purpose of this paper is to establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let Z be a Q-factorial projective toric variety and let D_Z be an R-divisor on Z. Let ϕ : X → S and ψ : Y → T be two Mori fiber spaces, which are outputs of the D_Z -MMP.

Then the induced birational map σ : X Y is a composition of Sarkisov links (cf. Definition 3.10).

Let X be a Q-factorial projective toric variety and let D be a Weil divisor on X. Then there exists a positive integer m such that mD is linearly equivalent to a torus-invariant Cartier divisor on X. Hence any R-divisor on X is R-linearly equivalent to a torus-invariant R-Cartier divisor. Therefore, it is sufficient to prove the following statement for Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let Z be a Q-factorial projective toric variety and let D_Z be a torus-invariant R-divisor on Z. Let ϕ : X → S and ψ : Y → T be two Mori fiber spaces, which are outputs of the D_Z -MMP.

Then the induced birational map σ : X Y is a composition of Sarkisov links.

Corollary 1.3. Let (Z, Φ) be a Q-factorial projective toric lc pair. Let ϕ : X → S and ψ : Y → T be two Mori fiber spaces, which are outputs of the (K_Z + Φ)-MMP.

Then the induced birational map σ : X Y is a composition of Sarkisov links.

Date: July 14, 2022, version 0.01.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 14E30; Secondary 14M25. Key words and phrases. toric varieties, Sarkisov program, minimal model program. 1

We define lc toric pairs in Definition 2.3. Corollary 1.3 immediately follows from Proposition 2.6.

Corollary 1.4. Let Z be a Q-factorial projective toric variety with terminal singularities. Let ϕ : X → S and ψ : Y → T be two Mori fiber spaces, which are outputs of the K_Z -MMP.

Then the induced birational map σ : X Y is a composition of Sarkisov links.

Corollary 1.4 was first established by Matsuki and Sharmov (cf. [M, Chapter 14] and [S2]). This proof is based on the original idea by Sarkisov (cf. [Cor]). In their proof, we keep track of three invariants, called the Sarkisov degree, associated with the singularities and we need to check that the Sarkisov degree satisfies the ascending chain condition. This heavily depends on a detailed study of the singularities. On the other hand, our approach is quite different from this. We use “the geography of models” instead of the Sarkisov degree. We remark that we can not use the traditional approach by Corti and Matsuki as we treat (not necessarily effective) divisors in this paper. We note that this idea is based on [HM] and [S].

At first, we introduce the notation of Sarkisov links.

Definition 1.5 (Sarkisov links). Let Z be a Q-factorial projective toric variety and let D_Z be an R-divisor on Z. Let ϕ : X → S and ψ : Y → T be two Mori fiber spaces, which are outputs of the D_Z -MMP.

The induced birational map σ : X Y between ϕ and ψ is called a Sarkisov link if it is one of the following four types:

Type (I)

X^′ //˙˙˙ p fflffl Y ψ fflffl X ϕ fflffl T ~~˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ S. Type (III)

X //˙˙˙ ϕ fflffl Y^′ q fflffl S B BBB BBB B Y ψ fflffl T.

Type (II)

X^′ //˙˙˙ p fflffl Y^′ q fflffl X ϕ fflffl Y ψ fflffl S T. Type (IV)

X //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ ϕ fflffl Y ψ fflffl S s A AAA AAA A T t ~~˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝ R. In the above commutative diagram, the vertical arrows p and q are divisorial contractions and the horizontal dotted arrows are compositions of finitely many flops for the D^′_Z -MMP, where D^′_Z is an R-divisor on the top left space, that is, X^′ or X. The spaces X^′, Y^′ and R are realized as the ample models of R-divisors on Z (cf. Definition 2.7 for definition of ample models). In links of Type (I)-(III), R is Q-factorial. Moreover, links of Type (IV) are separated into two types: (IV_m) and (IV_s). In a link of Type (IV_m), s and t have both Mori fiber structures and R is Q-factorial. In a link of Type (IV_s), s and t are small birational contractions and R is not Q-factorial. We note that a link of Type (IV_s) does not appear for dim Z ≤ 3.

Remark 1.6. For toric 3-folds with terminal singularities, links of Type (I)-(IV_m) are completely classified and we can find various examples (cf. [S1]).

Next, there is an example of a link of Type (IV_s). Let S → R ← T be a flop for a divisor and we put X = S × P^1 and Y = T × P^1. Then here is a link of Type (IV_s).

The contents of this paper are as follows: In Section 2, we quickly recall some basic definitions and properties. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.2. We remark that all varieties appeared in this section are Q-factorial, projective and toric.

In this papaer, we will work over an arbitrary algebraically closed field.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Professor Osamu Fujino for various suggestions and warm encouragement. The author was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20J20070.

2. Preliminaries

Conventions. A contraction morphism is a proper morphism g : X → Y with g_∗O_X = O_Y . If X and Y are both normal, the condition above is equivalent to the one that g is a surjective morphism with connected fibers. A rational contraction is a rational map g^′ : X Y^′ if there is a common resolution p : W → X and q : W → Y which are contraction morphisms. A birational map f : X Z is a birational contraction if f is proper and f^{−1} does not contract any divisors. We say that f is small if f and f^{−1} are both birational contractions.

Let C be a polytope of a finite-dimensional R-vector space. The span of C is the span of C as an affine subspace. The relative interior of C is the interior of C in the affine space spanned by C.

We say that an R-vector space V_0 is defined over Q if there is a Q-vector space V^′ such that V_0 = V^′ ⊗_Q R. We say that an affine subspace H of an R-vector space V_0, which is defined over Q, is defined over Q if H is spanned by Q-vectors of V_0.

Definition 2.1. Let N ≃ Z^n be a lattice of rank n. A toric variety X(Δ) is associated to a fan Δ, a finite collection of convex cones σ ⊂ N_R = N ⊗_Z R satisfying:

(i) Each convex cone σ is rational polyhedral in the sense that there are finitely many v_1, . . . , v_s ∈ N ⊂ N_R such that

σ = {r_1v_1, . . . , r_sv_s|r_i ∈ R_{≥0} for all i}

and it is strongly convex in the sense σ ∩ −σ = {0}. (ii) Each face τ of a convex cone σ ∈ Δ is again contained in Δ. (iii) The intersection of two cones in Δ is a face of each.

Definition 2.2 (Relative Picard numbers). Let f : X → Y be a proper morphism between normal varieties. We define

N^1(X/Y ) = {Pic(X)/ ≡_Y } ⊗ R and N_1(X/Y ) = {Z_1(X/Y )/ ≡_Y } ⊗ R, where Z_1(X/Y ) is the free abelian group of 1-cycles of X over Y . These are inducing the following non-degenerate bilinear pairing: N^1(X/Y ) × N_1(X/Y ) → R.

It is well-known that N^1(X/Y ) and N_1(X/Y ) are finite-dimensional R-vector spaces. We write ρ(X/Y ) = dim_R N^1(X/Y ) = dim_R N_1(X/Y )

and call it the relative Picard number of X over Y . We write ρ(X) = ρ(X/Y ) and N^1(X) = N^1(X/Y ) when Y is a point. We simply call ρ(X) the Picard number of X. If f is a surjective morphism of projective torc varieties with connected fibers, then ρ(X/Y ) = ρ(X) − ρ(Y ) by [CLS, Theorem 6.3.12]. For details, see [KMM, Lemma 3-2-5 (3)].

Definition 2.3 (Singularities of pairs). Let X be a normal variety and D ≥ 0 be an R-divisor on X. We say that (X, D) is a pair if K_X +D is R-Cartier. In addition, we say that a pair (X, D) is toric if X is toric and D is consisting of torus-invariant divisors.

Let (X, D) be a pair. Let f : Y → X be a proper birational morphism from a normal variety Y . Then we can write

K_Y = f^∗(K_X + D) + ∑ a_iE_i. We say that (X, D) is klt (resp. lc) if a_i > −1 (resp. a_i ≥ −1) for any f and i. We say that X is Q-factorial if every Weil divisor on X is Q-Cartier. In addition, we say that a pair (X, D) is Q-factorial if so is X.

For any subset S ⊂ R and any R-divisor D^′ on X, we denote D^′ ∈ S if all coefficients of the prime decomposition for D^′ is contained in S.

Remark 2.4. For any normal toric variety X and any torus-invariant R-divisor D on X, there is a log resolution f : Y → X of D. More precisely, f is a projective birational morphism from a smooth toric variety Y such that Exc(f)∪f^{−1}(Supp D) is an SNC divisor. For details, see [CLS, Chapter 11].

The following lemma is the combinatorial characterization of Q-factoriality.

Lemma 2.5. (cf. [CLS, Proposition 4.2.7]) Let X = X(Δ) be a toric variety. Then X is Q-factorial if and only if each of σ ∈ Δ is simplicial.

The following lemma is a well-known criteria for singularities of toric pairs.

Proposition 2.6. (cf. [CLS, Proposition 11.4.24]) Let (X = X(Δ), D) be a toric pair. If D ∈ [0, 1], then (X, D) is lc. In addition if D ∈ [0, 1), then it is klt.

Definition 2.7 (Ample models). Let X be a normal projective variety and let D be an R-Cartier divisor on X. Then a rational contraction g : X Y is the ample model of D if

• Y is normal and projective and • there is an ample R-Cartier divisor H such that if p : W → X and q : W → Y are a common resolution, then we can write p^∗D ∼_R q^∗H + E, where E ≥ 0, then B ≥ E for any B ∈ |p^∗D|_R.

For the basic properties of ample models, see [BCHM, Lemma 3.6.6].

Remark 2.8. If f is birational, then E is q-exceptional. If X is toric and D is pseudo-effective, then we can construct the ample model of D in toric geometry. By the uniqueness of ample models, Y is always toric. We remark that in Section 3, we always assume that D is pseudo-effective when we treat ample models.

Definition 2.9. Let f : X Y be a proper birational contraction of normal varieties and let D be an R-Cartier divisor on X such that f_∗D is also R-Cartier. Then we say that f is D-non-positive (resp. D-negative) if there is a common resolution p : W → X and q : W → Y such that p^∗D = q^∗f_∗D + E, where E ≥ 0 is q-exceptional (resp. E ≥ 0 is q-exceptional and whose support contains the strict transform of the f-exceptional divisors).

We close this section with definition of minimal models and Mori fiber spaces.

Definition 2.10. Let f : X Y be a birational contraction of normal projective varieties and let D be an R-Cartier divisor on X such that f_∗D is also R-Cartier.

We say that f is a weak log canonical model of D if

• f is D-non-positive and • f_∗D is nef.

We say that f is a minimal model of D if

• Y is Q-factorial, • f is D-negative and • f_∗D is nef.

Let ϕ : X → S be a contraction morphism of normal projective varieties. We say that ϕ is a Mori fiber space of D if

• X is Q-factorial, • −D is ϕ-ample, • ρ(X/S) = ρ(X) − ρ(S) = 1 and • dim S < dim X.

We say that ϕ has a Mori fiber structure if ϕ is a Mori fiber space of some R-Cartier divisor.

We say that f is the output of the D-MMP if f is a minimal model of D or a Mori fiber space of D. On the other hand, we say that f is the result of running the D-MMP if f is any sequence of divisorial contractions and flips for the D-MMP. We emphasize that the result of running the D-MMP is not necessarily a minimal model of D or a Mori fiber space of D.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we will closely follow [HM, Section 3, 4].

Symbols 3.1. Let Z be a Q-factorial projective toric variety.

• V(Z) is the R-vector space generated by all torus-invariant prime divisors on Z.

Let B be a convex polytope in V(Z). Let f : Z X be a birational contraction to a normal projective variety X and let g : Z Y be a rational contraction to a normal projective variety Y .

E(B) = {D_Z ∈ B | D_Z is pseudo-effective}, M_f (B) = {D_Z ∈ E(B) | f is a minimal model of D_Z }, A_g(B) = {D_Z ∈ E(B) | g is the ample model of D_Z }, N (B) = {D_Z ∈ E(B) | D_Z is nef}

and we denote the closure of A_g (B) by C_g(B). We simply write A_g to denote A_g (B) if there is no risk of confusion.

In this section, we fix the following notation unless otherwise mentioned:

• Z is a Q-factorial projective toric variety, • B is a convex polytope of V(Z), which is defined over Q.

Proposition 3.2. There are only finitely many rational contractions g_i : Z X_i (1 ≤ i ≤ l) such that E(B) is partition by A_{gi} .

Proof. It follows from the finiteness of minimal models (see [CLS, Theorem 15.5.15]) and the property of ample models (cf. [BCHM, Lemma 3.6.6]). □

The following two statements come from [HM, Theorem 3.3] and these are easy consequences of the minimal model theory. Thus we give simple proofs. For the details, see [HM, Theorem 3.3 (2), (3)].

Proposition 3.3. With notation as in Proposition 3.2. If A_{gj} ∩ C_{gi} ≠ ∅ for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l, then there is a contraction morphism g_{i,j} : X_i → X_j such that g_j = g_{i,j} ∘ g_i. Sketch of Proof. We take D_Z ∈ A_{gi} . Running the D_Z -MMP, we end up with a minimal model f : Z X of D_Z . Then there is a contraction morphism g : X → X_i such that g_i = g ∘ f. Using this morphism g, we can construct a semiample divisor on X_i associated to the contraction morphism satisfying the desired property. □

Proposition 3.4. With notation as in Proposition 3.2. Assume that B spans N^1(Z). For any 1 ≤ i ≤ l, the following are equivalent:

• there is a rational polytope C contained in C_{gi} which intersects the interior of B and spans B.

• g_i is birational and X_i is Q-factorial.

Sketch of Proof. Suppose that C span B. We take D_Z belonging to the relative interior of C ∩ A_{gi} belonging to the interior of B. Running the D_Z -MMP, we end up with a minimal model f : Z X of D_Z . Then there is certain index 1 ≤ j ≤ l such that f = g_j . Since D_Z belonging to the relative interior of A_{gi} , we see that i = j. Thus g_i = f is birational and X_i = X is Q-factorial. It is easy to see the converse. □

The following proposition is the key result of this paper.

Proposition 3.5. With notation as in Proposition 3.2. Assume that B spans N^1(Z). If C_{gi} spans B and D_Z is a general point of A_{gj} ∩ C_{gi} , which is also a point of the interior of B for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l, then ρ(X_i/X_j ) = dim C_{gi} − dim C_{gj} ∩ C_{gi} .

Proof. Putting X = X_i and f = g_i, by Proposition 3.4, X and f is birational is Q-factorial. Let E_1, . . . , E_k be all f-exeptional divisors. Since B spans N^1(Z), we can take B_i ∈ V(Z), which are linear combinations of the elements of B, such that B_i ≡ E_i and put B_0 = ∑ B_i and E_0 = ∑ E_i. Since D_Z is contained in the interior of B, there is a sufficiently small rational number δ > 0 such that D_Z + δB_0 ∈ B. Then f is (D_Z + δE_0)-negative and so it is a minimal model of D_Z + δE_0 and g_j is the ample model of D_Z + δE_0. Thus D_Z + δB_0 ∈ M_f (B) and D_Z + δB_0 ∈ A_{gj} . In particular, D_Z + δB_0 ∈ A_{gj} ∩ C_f . Since D_Z is general in A_{gj} ∩ C_f , D_Z ∈ M_f (B) and so f is D_Z -negative.

We fix a sufficiently small rational number ϵ > 0 such that if D^′_Z ∈ B with ||D^′_Z − D_Z || < ϵ, then D^′_Z ∈ B and f is D_Z -negative. Then D^′_Z ∈ C_f if and only if D^′_X = f_∗D^′_Z is nef.

For any (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ R^k , we put E = ∑ a_iE_i and B = ∑ a_iB_i. We put B_X = {D^′_X = f_∗D^′_Z | D^′_Z ∈ B} ⊂ V(X). Then D^′_X ∈ N (B_X ) if and only if

D^′_X + f_∗B ∈ N (B_X ) as D^′_Z + B is numerically equivalent to D^′_Z + E. This means that C_f ≃ N (B_X ) × R^k in a neighbourhood of D_Z .

By the above argument and [BCHM, Lemma 3.6.6], D^′_Z ∈ A_{gj} ∩ C_f if and only if it holds that D^′_X = f_∗D^′_Z ∈ N (B_X ) and there is an ample R-Cartier divisor H on X_j such that f_∗D^′_Z = (g_{i,j} )^∗H, where g_{i,j} : X → X_j is a contraction morphism. Since D_Z ∈ A_{gj} ∩ C_f , there is an ample R-Cartier divisor H_0 on X_j such that f_∗D_Z = (g_{i,j} )^∗H_0 and so there are ample R-Cartier divisors H_1, . . . , H_{ρ(Xj )}, whose images on N^1(X_j ) are linearly independent, such that f_∗D^′_Z = (g_{i,j} )^∗(H_0 + ∑ b_iH_i) for any (b_1, . . . , b_{ρ(Xj )}) ∈ R^{ρ(Xj )} with H_0 + ∑ b_iH_i is ample. Thus

dim C_{gj} ∩ C_f = k + ρ(X_j ).

Therefore we obtain

ρ(X_i/X_j ) = ρ(X_i) − ρ(X_j ) = dim N (B_X ) − ρ(X_j ) = dim C_f − dim C_{gj} ∩ C_f . □ We recall the following Bertini-type statement for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 3.6. (cf. [HM, Corollary 3.4]) Let P be a convex polytope in V(Z) which spans N^1(Z). Then for any general affine subspace H ⊂ V(Z), the intersection P ∩ H of P and H satisfies the conclusions of Proposition 3.4 and 3.5.

Lemma 3.7. Assume that B satisfies the conclusion of Propositions 3.4 and 3.5 and that dim B = 2. Let f : Z X and g : Z Y be two rational contractions such that dim C_f = 2 and dim O = 1, where O = C_f ∩C_g . Assume that ρ(X) ≥ ρ(Y ) and that O is not contained in the boundary of B. Let D_Z be a point in the relative interior of O and D_X = f_∗D_Z .

Then there is a rational map π : X Y such that g = π ∘ f and either (1) ρ(X) = ρ(Y ) + 1 and π is D_X -trivial,

(a) π is birational and O is not contained in the boundary of E(B), (i) π is divisorial and O ≠ C_g , (ii) π is small and O = C_g, (b) π has a Mori fiber structure and O = C_g is contained in the boundary of E(B), (2) ρ(X) = ρ(Y ), π is a D_X -flop and O ≠ C_g is not contained in the boundary of E(B).

Proof. By Proposition 3.4, f is birational and X is Q-factorial.

If O is contained in the boundary of E(B), then dim C_g = 1 and O = C_g. By Proposition 3.5, there is a contraction π : X → Y which has a Mori fiber structure. This is (1, b).

In the rest of proof, we may assume that O is not contained in the boundary of E(B). If dim C_g = 1, then O = C_g. By Proposition 3.5, there is a contraction π : X → Y with ρ(X/Y ) = 1. Since D_Z is not contained in the boundary of E(B), D_Z is big and so π is birational. Thus by Proposition 3.4, Y is not Q-factorial and so π is small. This is (1, a, ii).

We assume that dim C_g = 2. Then g is birational and Y is Q-factorial. Let h : Z → W is the ample model of D_Z . Thus Proposition 3.5, there are two contractions p : X → W and q : Y → W with ρ(X/W ), ρ(Y/W ) ≤ 1. Then we can explicitly calculate the Picard numbers of X and Y and there are only two cases below:

(1) ρ(X) = ρ(Y ) + 1 or (2) ρ(X) = ρ(Y ).

In (1), h = g and we put π = p. Then π is divisorial and this is (1,a, i). In (2), ρ(X/W ) = ρ(Y/W ) = 1. Then dim C_h = 1 since dim O = 1. By Theorem 3.4, W is not Q-factorial. Thus p and q are small and so π is D_X -flop. □

Lemma 3.8. (cf. [HM, Lemma 3.6]) Let f : Z X be a birational contraction between Q-factorial projective toric varieties. Let D_Z and D^′_Z be two torus-invariant R-divisors on Z. If f is the ample model of D^′_Z and D^′_Z − D_Z is ample, then f is the result of the running the D_Z -MMP.

Next we will see that certain point contained in the boundary of E(V ) are corresponding to a Sarkisov link. Before that we introduce the following additional notation.

Notation 3.9. Assume that B satisfies the conclusion of Propositions 3.4 and 3.5 and that dim B = 2. Let D^†_Z be a point contained in the boundary of E(B) and the interior of B. If D^†_Z is contained in only one polytope of the form C_• of two-dimensional, then we assume that it is a vertex of E(B).

Let C_{f1} , · · · , C_{fk} be all two-dimensional rational polytopes containing D^†_Z , where f_i : Z X_i are rational maps. Note that f_i is birational and X_i is Q-factorial by Proposition 3.4. Renumbering C_{fi} to C_i, we may assume that the intersections O_0 and O_k of C_1 and C_k with the boundary of E(B), O_i = C_i∩C_{i+1} (1 ≤ i ≤ k−1) and all O_i are one-dimensional. We put f = f_1 : Z X = X_1, g = f_k : Z Y = X_k, X^′ = X_2 and Y^′ = X_{k−1}. Let ϕ : X → S = S_0 and ψ : Y → T = S_k be the induced morphisms and let h : Z R be the ample model of D^†_Z .

D^†_Z O_1

O_0 C_1

k = 1

D^†_Z O_kO_{k−1} O_1O^0C1C_2· · ·C_{k−1} C_k

k ≥ 2

Theorem 3.10. Let B and D^†_Z be notation as above. Let D_Z be an R-divisor on Z with D^†_Z − D_Z is ample.

Then ϕ and ψ are Mori fiber spaces, which are outputs of the D_Z -MMP, and f_i are the result of running the D_Z -MMP. Moreover, if D^†_Z is contained in more than two polytopes, then ϕ and ψ are connected by a Sarkisov link.

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, we have the following commutative diagram:

X^′ = X_2 p fflfflØ Ø Ø //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ Y ′ = X_{k−1} q fflfflØ Ø Ø

X = X_1 ϕ fflffl Y = X_k ψ fflffl S s $$II III III II T t yysss sss sss ss R where p, q and the horizontal arrow X^′ Y^′ are birational and ϕ and ψ have Mori fiber structures. Since D^†_Z − D_Z is ample, for any i we can take D_i ∈ C_i such that D_i −D_Z is ample. By Lemma 3.8, f_i is the result of running the D_Z -MMP. By Proposition 3.5, there is a contraction X_i → R with ρ(X_i/R) ≤ 2. If ρ(X_i/R) = 0, then f_i = h and this case does not happen. If ρ(X_i/R) = 1, then X_i → R gives a Mori fiber structure. By Lemma 3.7, dim C_h = 1 and there is a facet of C_i contained in the boundary of E(V ) and so i = 1 or k. Therefore if k ≥ 3, then ρ(X_i/R) = 2 for any 1 < i < k and X^′ Y^′ is connected by flops by Lemma 3.7 again. Moreover since ρ(X^′/R) = 2, p is divisorial and s is the identity, or p is flop and s is not the identity. For q and t, similar conditions follow and there are only 7 possibilities below:

(1) k = 1, (2) k = 2, ρ(X/R) = 1 and ρ(Y/R) = 2, (3) k = 2, ρ(X/R) = 2 and ρ(Y/R) = 1, (4) k ≥ 3, p and q are divisorial, and s and t are the identities, (5) k ≥ 3, p divisorial, q is flop, s is the identity and t is not the identity, (6) k ≥ 3, p is flop, q is divisorial, s is not the identity and t is the identity, (7) k ≥ 3, p and q are flops, and s and t are not the identities. In (1), X = Y and this is a link of Type (IV). In (2), s is the identity and ρ(Y ) ≥ ρ(X). Then by Lemma 3.7, there is a divisorial contraction X^′ = Y → X. Thus this is a special case of a link of Type (I). In (3), this is similar to (2) and we obtain a special case of a link of Type (III). In (4), this is a link of Type (II). In (5), this is a link of Type (I). In (6), this is a link of Type (III). In (7), this is a link of Type (IV).

The rest of the proof is that a link of Type (IV) is splitting into two types (IV_m) and (IV_s) in (1) and (7).

We assume that s is a divisorial contraction. Then there is a prime divisor F on S which is contracted by s. Since ρ(X/S) = 1, there is a prime divisor E on X such that mE = ϕ^∗F for some m ∈ Z_{≥0}. Since D^†_X = f_∗D^†_Z is numerically trivial over R, B (D^†_X + E/R) = E. Since ρ(X/R) = 2, by the 2-ray game (cf. [K^+,

Chapter 6]), there is a birational contraction X V^{f ′}−→ W^g−→ U such that f^′ is a divisorial contraction and g has a Mori fiber space. In (1), this is a contradiction since X = Y , ϕ and ψ are Mori fiber spaces and ρ(X/R) = 2. In (7), W = Y and U = T and so this gives a link of Type (III) and this is a contradiction. Similarly, t is not divisorial. Thus s and t are not divisorial.

If s has a Mori fiber structure, then R is Q-factorial and so t has also a Mori fiber structure. Thus this is a link of Type (IV_m).

If s is a small contraction, then R is not Q-factorial and so t is also small. Thus this is a link of Type (IV_s). □

Lemma 3.11. Let D_Z be a torus-invariant R-divisor on Z. Let f : Z X and g : Z Y be the results of the D_Z -MMP. Let ϕ : X → S and ψ : Y → T be two Mori fiber spaces which are outputs of the D_Z -MMP.

Then we can find a two-dimensional convex polytope B ⊂ V(Z), which is defined over Q, with the following properties:

(1) D^′_Z − D_Z is ample for any D^′_Z ∈ E(B), (2) A_{ϕ∘f} and A_{ψ∘g} are not contained in the boundary of B, (3) C_f and C_g are two-dimensional, (4) C_{ϕ∘f} and C_{ψ∘g} are one-dimensional, (5) L = {D^′_Z ∈ E(B) | D^′_Z is not big} is connected.

Proof. We take ample torus-invariant divisors H_1, . . . , H_r ≥ 0, which generate N^1(Z), and we put H = H_1 + · · · + H_r. By assumption, there are ample divisors C and D on S and T , respectively, such that

−f_∗D_Z + ϕ^∗C and − g_∗D_Z + ψ^∗D

are both ample. Let ϵ > 0 be a sufficiently small rational number. Then

−f_∗D_Z + ϵf_∗H + ϕ^∗C and − g_∗D_Z + ϵg_∗H + ψ^∗D

are both ample and f and g are both (D_Z + ϵH)-negative. Replacing H by ϵH, we may assume that ϵ = 1. We take a torus-invariant Q-divisor ~D_Z on X sufficiently close to D_Z . Then

−f_∗ ~D_Z + f_∗H + ϕ^∗C and − g_∗ ~D_Z + g_∗H + ψ^∗D

are both ample and f and g are both ( ~D_Z + H)-negative. We take torus-invariant Q-divisors H^′_{r+1} and H^′_{r+2} on X and Y , respectively, such that

H^′_{r+1} ∈ | − f_∗ ~D_Z + f_∗H + ϕ^∗C|_Q and H^′_{r+2} ∈ | − g_∗ ~D_Z + g_∗H + ϕ^∗D|_Q.

There are torus-invariant Q-divisors H_{r+1} and H_{r+2} on Z such that

H_{r+1} ∼_Q f^∗H^′_{r+1} and H_{r+2} ∼_Q g^∗H^′_{r+2}.

Let a > 0 be a sufficiently large rational number and we put a rational convex polytope

B_0 = { ~D_Z + a^{r+2} ∑ i=1 t_iH_i | | | | | r+2∑ i=1 t_i ≤ 1, t_i ≥ 0 } . Possibly replacing H_i by suitable ones, we may assume that (2) holds for B_0.

On the other hand, since f is ( ~D_Z + H + H_{r+1})-negative and (ϕ ∘ f)_∗( ~D_Z + H + H_{r+1}) is ample, ~D_Z +H +H_{r+1} ∈ A_{ϕ∘f} (B_0). Similarly, ~D_Z +H +H_{r+2} ∈ A_{ψ∘g} (B_0) and f and g are weak log canonical models of ~D_Z + H + H_{r+1} and ~D_Z + H + H_{r+2}, respectively. Thus ~D_Z + H + H_{r+1} ∈ C_f (B_0) and ~D_Z + H + H_{r+2} ∈ C_g(B_0).

Let H_0 be the translation by ~D_Z of the affine subspace generated by H+H_{r+1} and H +H_{r+2} and let H be a small perturbation of H_0, which is defined over Q. Putting B = B_0 ∩H, B satisfies (1) and (2). Since B_0 spans N^1(Z), C_{ϕ∘f} (B_0) spans B_0 and so by Lemma 3.6, B satisfies (3). By Proposition 3.5, dim C_{ϕ∘f} (B) = dim C_{ψ∘g}(B) = 1 and so B satisfies (4).

Finally we see that we can take B satisfying (5). Since ϕ and ψ are Mori fiber spaces, we may assume that ρ(Z) ≥ 2. There is a surjective linear map from V(Z) to N^1(Z). Then the pullback of the pseudo-effective cone Eff(Z) ⊂ N^1(Z) via this map is the convex polyhedron P containing a (dim Z)-dimensional vector subspace V since dim V(Z) = ρ(Z) + dim Z. Then possibly replacing H_i by suitable ones, we can take a two-dimensional rational convex polytope B, which does not contan V , since codim V = ρ(Z) ≥ 2. Thus B satisfies (5) as E(B) = B ∩ P. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We take a two-dimensional rational convex polytope B ⊂ V(Z) given by Lemma 3.11. We take D_0 ∈ A_{ϕ∘f} and D_1 ∈ A_{ψ∘g} belonging to the interior of B. As B is two-dimensional, removing two points D_0 and D_1, the boundary of E(B) separates into two parts. Then one of the two parts of the boundary of E(B) is contained in L by Lemma 3.11 (5). Tracing this part from D_0 to D_1, we obtain finitely many points D_i (2 ≤ i ≤ k) which are contained in rational polytopes of two-dimensional. By Theorem 3.10, each of D_i gives a Sarkisov link and σ is connected by these links. □

References

[BCHM] C. Birkar, P. Cascini, C. D. Hacon, J. M^cKernan, Existence of minimal models for varieties of log general type, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 23 (2010), no. 2, 405–468.

[Cor] A. Corti, Factoring birational maps of threefolds after Sarkisov, J. Algebraic Geom. 4 (1995), no. 2, 223–254.

[CLS] D. A. Cox, J. B. Little, and H. K. Schenck, Toric varieties, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 124, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

[FS] O. Fujino, H. Sato, Introduction to the toric Mori theory, Michigan Math. J. 52 (2004), no. 3, 649–665.

[HM] C. D. Hacon, J. M^cKernan, The Sarkisov program, J. Algebraic Geom. 22 (2013), no.

2, 389–405.

[KMM] Y. Kawamata, K. Matsuda, K. Matsuki, Introduction to the minimal model problem, Algebraic geometry, Sendai, 1985, 283–360, Adv. Stud. Pure Math. 10, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1987 [KM] J. Kollár, S. Mori, Birational geometry of algebraic varieties, With the collaboration of C. H. Clemens and A. Corti, Translated from the 1998 Japanese original, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 134, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998.

[K^+] J. Kollár et al., Flips and abundance for algebraic threefolds, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 1992. Papers from the Second Summer Seminar on Algebraic Geometry held at the University of Utah, Salt Lake City, Utah, August 1991, Astérisque No. 211 (1992).

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

[S] V. V. Shokurov, 3-fold log models, Algebraic geometry, 4. J. Math. Sci. 81 (1996), no.

3, 2667–2699.

[S1] K. A. Shramov, Elementary Birational Maps between Mori Toric Fiber 3-Spaces, Math.

Notes, 78:1 (2005), 120–127.

[S2] K. A. Shramov, Ascending chain condition for the set of canonical thresholds of toric varieties, Sb. Math., 197:4 (2006), 623–631.

Department of Mathematics, Graduate School of Science, Osaka University, Toyonaka, Osaka 560-0043, Japan

Email address: u901548b@ecs.osaka-u.ac.jp