arXiv:2307.07906v2 [math.AG] 22 Feb 2024

MULTIPLIER IDEALS AND KLT SINGULARITIES VIA (DERIVED) SPLITTINGS

PETER MCDONALD

Abstract. Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex. In this note, we find an alternate characterization of the multiplier ideal of X, as defined by de Fernex-Hacon, by considering maps π_∗ω_Y → O_X where π ∶ Y → X ranges over all regular alterations. As a corollary to this result, we give a derived splinter characterization of klt singularities, akin to the characterization of rational singularities given by Kovács and Bhatt. We also give an analogous description of the test ideal in characteristic p > 2 as a corollary to a result of Epstein-Schwede.

1. Introduction

Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex. For Δ ≥ 0 a Q-divisor on X such that K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier, we can consider the multiplier ideal J(X, Δ) ⊆ O_X as a measure of the severity of the singularities of the pair (X, Δ). Introduced in the analytic setting by Nadel [Nad90] and further developed by Demailley, Siu and others [Dem93, Siu93, AS95, Siu98], Esnault and Viehweg [EV92, Chapter 7] independently developed the theory in the algebro-geometric setting. Lipman also encountered multiplier ideals in connections with his work on the Briancon- Skoda theorem [Lip94], and their applications to algebra were studied by many others [EL97, Kaw99a, Kaw99b, EL99, DEL00, ELS01].

While J(X, Δ) depends on the geometry of the pair (X, Δ), de Fernex and Hacon introduced in [dFH09] an object J(X) whose definition doesn’t require the choice of a boundary divisor while also showing that J(X) is the unique maximal element in the collection {J(X, Δ)} where Δ ranges over all effective Q-divisors on X such that K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier. We call J(X) the multiplier ideal of X and say that X is has klt type if J(X) = O_X .

We set out to prove an alternate characterization of the multiplier ideal by considering maps π_∗ω_Y → O_X where π ∶ Y → X is a regular alteration. This leads us to the main result of this paper:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. The multiplier ideal J(X, I) can be realized as

J(X, I) = ∑_{π∶Y →X} Im (Hom_X (π_∗ω_Y , O_X ) ⊗_{OX} π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X )

where π ∶ Y → X ranges over all log regular alterations of (X, I) with E_Y = ∑ a_kE_k for J_kO_Y = O_Y (−E_k) and the map Hom_X (π_∗ω_Y , O_X )⊗_{OX} π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X is the evaluation map.

This work was partially supported by NSF RTG DMS-1840190. 1

Roughly speaking, we can interpret this as saying, at least locally, that an element f ∈ J (X, I) if and only if it is in the image of some map ϕ ∶ π_∗ω_Y → O_X restricted to π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ). Showing that J(X, I) is contained in this sum of images is fairly straightforward. It is in showing the reverse containment where the work is done by proving the following key lemma inspired by Lemma 1.1 of [FG12], though the proof technique is quite different.

Lemma 1.2. Let ρ ∶ Spec S → Spec R be a finite map of normal, excellent, noetherian domains containing Q with dualizing complexes and let I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on Spec R. Suppose we have a Q-Cartier divisor Γ ≥ ρ^∗K_R with nΓ = div g. Then

Tr_{S/R} (ρ_∗J(ω_S , Γ, IS)) ⊆ J(R, I).

In the case where I = R and Tr_{S/R} (ρ_∗J(ω_S , Γ)) = R, this implies that R has klt type.

The original motivation for this work was to develop a derived splinter characterization of klt singularities, akin to the following characterization of rational singularities by Bhatt and Kovács [Bha12, Kov00]:

Theorem 1.3 ([Bha12] Theorem 2.12, [Kov00] Theorem 3). A scheme X of essentially finite type over a field of characteristic 0 has rational singularities if and only if it is a derived splinter, meaning for ever proper surjective map π ∶ Y → X, the natural map O_X → Rπ_∗O_Y splits in the derived category of coherent sheaves on X.

If X has klt type, then it has rational singularities and hence O_X → Rπ_∗O_Y splits for any proper surjective map π ∶ Y → X. Thus, we might expect that some extra conditions on the splitting Rπ_∗O_Y → O_X may characterize schemes having klt type. Ultimately, such a characterization follows as a corollary to Theorem 1.1:

Corollary 1.4. Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. The following are equivalent

(1) (X, I) has klt type (2) For all sufficiently large regular alterations π ∶ Y → X, the natural map O_X → Rπ_∗O_Y splits and locally factors through Rπ_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) = π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) (3) For all sufficiently large regular alterations π ∶ Y → X, O_X is locally a summand of Rπ_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) = π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) Here, E_Y ∶= ∑ a_kE_k where O_Y (−E_Y ) = J_kO_Y .

In positive characteristic, the test ideal plays a role analogous to the multiplier ideal and can be used to a define strongly F -regular singularities, an analog of klt singularities in positive characteristic. In [BST15], Blickle, Schwede and Tucker give a characteristic-free description of an ideal J(X, Δ) that specializes to the multiplier ideal in characteristic zero and the test ideal in characteristic p > 0, so we might expect that our characterization of the multiplier ideal might carry over to a characterization of the test ideal in positive characteristic. We achieve such a result in characteristic p > 2 as a corollary to a result of Epstein and Schwede [ES14] combined with the existence of quasi-Gorenstein finite covers.

Proposition 1.5. Let R be a Noetherian, F -finite reduced ring of characteristic p > 2. The test ideal τ(R) can be realized as

τ(R) = ∑_{R→S} Im (Hom_R(ω_S, R) ⊗_R τ(ω_S ) → R) where the sum ranges over all finite extensions R → S and Hom_R(ω_S, R) ⊗_R τ(ω_S ) → R is the evaluation map.

Here τ(ω_S ) ⊆ ω_S is the parameter test submodule which plays an analogous role to π_∗ω_Y , which is sometimes called the Grauert-Riemenschneider sheaf or multiplier submodule, in characteristic zero.

Remark 1.6. The above results could be stated for regular alterations by a similar argument outlined in the characteristic zero case for the multiplier ideal using the fact that τ(X) = ∑ τ(X, Δ) for finitely many log-Q-Gorenstein pairs (X, Δ) (see [Sch11]). However, we leave the result in this format as the local statement statement is more readily applicable to questions in local algebra.

This also gives us the following splinter characterization of strongly F -regular singularities as a byproduct.

Corollary 1.7. Let R be a Noetherian, F -finite reduced ring of characteristic p > 2. Then R is strongly F -regular if and only if R is a summand of τ(ω_S ) for any sufficiently large finite cover Spec S → Spec R.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank his advisor Karl Schwede for many helpful comments and conversations and his continued support in the writing of this paper, as well as Sándor Kovács, Linquan Ma, and Kevin Tucker for additional helpful conversations.

2. Characteristic zero

Preliminaries. Throughout this section, all schemes are noetherian, normal and integral over a field of characteristic zero. We will often additionally require our schemes be excellent with a dualizing complex, but will always make this explicit. Before we discuss our main object of study, the multiplier ideal, we will review some preliminaries about canonical modules and the trace map. We assume that the reader is familiar with canonical modules at the level of [Har77] and [KM98]. This discussion largely follows Section 2 in [BST15], but we include it here for the convenience of the reader.

Given a normal integral scheme X with canonical sheaf ω_X , we say an integral divisor K_X is a canonical divisor for X if O_X (K_X ) ≅ ω_X . Given π ∶ Y → X a proper generically finite map of normal integral schemes over a field k, we can consider the trace map

Tr_{Y /X} ∶ π_∗ω_Y → ω_X

Since any generically finite map can be factored as a proper birational map followed by a finite map, we discuss the trace map in these contexts.

Let π ∶ Y → X be a proper birational map of normal integral schemes and fix a canonical divisor K_Y on Y and set K_X = π_∗K_Y (which ensures K_Y and K_X agree on the locus where π is an isomorphism). Because π is an isomorphism outside a codimension 2 subset of X, π_∗O_Y (K_Y ) is a torsion-free sheaf whose reflexification is O_X (K_X ) and the trace map is simply the natural reflexification map π_∗O_Y (K_Y ) ↪ O_X (K_X ).

If π ∶ Y → X is a finite surjective map of normal integral schemes, then π_∗ω_Y ≅ Hom_{OX} (π_∗O_Y , ω_X ). We can then identify the trace map with the evaluation-at-1 map, Hom_{OX} (π_∗O_Y , ω_X ) → ω_X . Assuming additionally that π ∶ Y → X is a finite separable map of normal integral schemes with ramification divisor Ram_π, we fix a canonical divisor K_X on X and set K_Y = π^∗K_X + Ram_π. Then the field-trace map

Tr_{K(Y )/K(X)} ∶ K(Y ) → K(X) restricts to a map π_∗O_Y (K_Y ) → O_X (K_X ) which can be identified with the Grothendieck trace map. Throughout the rest of the paper, whenever we have a generically finite map of normal integral schemes π ∶ Y → X, we will always choose K_X and K_Y compatibly according to the above discussion.

We are now ready to introduce the concept of pairs. A Q-divisor Γ on X is a formal linear combination of prime Weil divisors with coefficients in Q. Writing Γ = ∑ a_iZ_i where the Z_i are distinct prime divisors, we use ⌈Γ⌉ = ∑⌈a_i⌉Z_i and ⌊Γ⌋ = ∑⌊a_i⌋Z_i to denote the round up and round down of Γ, respectively. We say that Γ is Q-Cartier if there exists an integer n > 0 such that nΓ is an integral Cartier divisor, and the smallest such n is called the index of Γ.

Definition 2.1. A pair (X, Δ) is the combined data of a normal integral scheme X together with a Q-divisor Δ on X. The pair (X, Δ) is called log-Q-Gorenstein if K_X +Δ is Q-Cartier.

Definition 2.2. Given a log-Q-Gorenstein pair (X, Δ), a log resolution of singularities of the pair (X, Δ) is a resolution of singularities π ∶ Y → X such that except(π) is a divisor and π^{−1}_∗ (Δ) + except(π) has simple normal crossing support.

More generally, let I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be an effective formal Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. A log resolution of (X, I) is a proper birational morphism π ∶ Y → X with Y smooth such that for every k the sheaf J_kO_Y ≅ O_Y (−E_k) for E_k ≥ 0 Q-Cartier, except(π) is also a divisor, and except(π) + E_Y has simple normal crossing support where E_Y = ∑ a_kE_k. Log resolutions exist when X is quasi-excellent by [Tem08, Theorem 2.3.6].

For our purposes, we will also want to move beyond resolutions of singularities to consider regular alterations.

Definition 2.3. A map π ∶ Y → X of schemes is a regular alteration if it is surjective, proper, and generically finite and Y is nonsingular.

The main benefit to this is the Stein factorization. If π ∶ Y → X is a regular alteration, then π factors as Y X

Z τπρ

where ρ ∶ Z → X is a finite surjective map and τ ∶ Y → Z is a resolution of singularities.

Given a log Q-Gorenstein pair (X, Δ), we will say that π ∶ Y → X is a log regular alteration if it is a regular alteration, except(τ) is a divisor, and π^{−1}_∗ (Δ) + except(τ) has simple normal crossing support.

This then leads us to the object of interest: the multiplier ideal. The theory of multiplier ideals was largely developed by Esnault and Viehweg in our setting [EV92], and more details on the theory can be found in [Laz04].

Definition 2.4. Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex. Given a log-Q-Gorenstein pair (X, Δ) with Δ ≥ 0, the multiplier ideal of the pair (X, Δ) is

J(X, Δ) ∶= π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉) ⊆ O_X

where π ∶ Y → X is a log resolution of singularities of the pair (X, Δ). Note that [Mur21, Theorem A] ensures that Rπ_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉) = π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉).

More generally, we can let π ∶ Y → X be a log regular alteration of (X, Δ) and consider

J(X, Δ) = Tr_{Y /X} (π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉)) ⊆ O_X

via Theorem 8.1 of [BST15].

We will also use the related concept of multiplier submodules, sometimes called Grauert- Riemenschneider sheaves as they were first suggested as objects of study by Grauert and Riemenschneider [GR70]. As far as we know, the first instance of the name multiplier submodule appears in [Bli04].

Definition 2.5 ([Bli04]). Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex ω^●_X . Let ω_X be the canonical module, the last non-vanishing cohomology sheaf of ω^●_X , and fix K_X a canonical divisor with O_X (K_X ) ≅ ω_X . Given an effective Q-Cartier divisor Δ, we define the multiplier submodule J(ω_X , Δ), also known as the Grauert-Riemenschneider sheaf, as

J(ω_X , Δ) ∶= π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗Δ⌉)

where π ∶ Y → X is a log resolution of (X, Δ). Once again, [Mur21, Theorem A] ensures Rπ_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗Δ⌉) = π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗Δ⌉).

The hypothesis that K_X + Δ be Q-Cartier is included because there is a well-defined theory of pullbacks for Cartier divisors. Work of de Fernex and Hacon [dFH09] removes this hypothesis by defining a pullback operation that uses the fractional ideal sheaf corresponding to a divisor.

Assume the same hypotheses as 2.5. Given a divisor D on X and π ∶ Y → X proper, birational, de Fernex and Hacon define the natural pullback of D along π to be

π^♮(D) ∶= div_Y (O_X (−D) ⋅ O_Y ).

In particular, O_Y (−π^♮D) = (O_X (−D) ⋅ O_Y )^{∨∨} where F^∨ ∶= Hom(F, O_Y ) for any quasicoherent sheaf on Y . Applying this operation to multiples of K_X , we come to the following definition.

Definition 2.6 ([dFH09] 2.6, 3.1). Given a proper birational morphism of normal, excellent, noetherian schemes over Spec Q with dualizing complexes π ∶ Y → X, the m^{th} limiting relative canonical divisor K_{m,Y /X} is

K_{m,Y /X} ∶= K_Y − 1 m π^♮(mK_X )

If I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be an effective formal Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X, define

J_m(X, I) ∶= π_∗O_Y (⌈K_{m,Y /X} − E_Y ⌉)

where π ∶ Y → X is a log resolution of (X, I + O_X (−mK_X )).

Proposition 2.7 (cf. [dFH09] Proposition 4.7). Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. The collection {J_m(X, I)}_{m≥1} has a unique maximal element.

Proof. Fix π ∶ Y → X a proper birational morphism of normal, excellent, noetherian schemes over Spec Q with dualizing complexes. We first note that K_{m,Y /X} ≤ K_{mq,Y /X} for all m, q positive integers as mv^♮(D) ≥ v^♮(mD). Thus J_m(X, Δ) ⊆ J_{mq}(X, Δ) and the existence of a unique maximal element follows by noetherianity. □

Definition 2.8. Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. We call the unique maximal element of {J_m(X, I)}_{m≥1} the multiplier ideal of the pair (X, I) and denote it J(X, I). When I = O_X , we call this unique maximal element the multiplier ideal of X and denote it by J(X).

Remark 2.9. For sufficiently divisible n, J(X) = J(ω_X , (ω^{(−n)}_X )^{1/n}). To see this, let π ∶ Y → X be a log resolution of (X, O_X (−nK_X )) and note that

J(X) = π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − 1 n π^♮(nK_X ))⌉)

= π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − 1 n div_Y (O_X (−nK_X ) ⋅ O_Y )⌉)

= J(ω_X , (ω^{(−n)}_X )^{1/n}).

If we additionally assumed that X is a variety, [dFH09, Corollary 5.5] shows that J(X, I) is also the unique maximal element of {J((X, Δ); I)}. This follows from [dFH09, Proposition 5.2], which says that J(X, I) = J_m(X, I) = J((X, Δ); I) whenever Δ is what is called m-compatible, and [dFH09, Theorem 5.4], which shows that an m-compatible Δ exists for all m ≥ 0. We will introduce a variant of their result in our more general setting, which will require defining an m-compatible boundary and a Bertini theorem from [LM22].

Definition 2.10 ([dFH09] Definition 5.1). Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. Fix an integer m ≥ 2. Given a log resolution π ∶ Y → X of (X, IO_X (−mK_X )), we say that the log Q-Gorenstein pair (X, Δ) is said to be m-compatible for (X, I) with respect to π if

(i) mΔ is integral and ⌊Δ⌋ = 0, (ii) no component of Δ is contained in Z_k for any k where Z_k is the subscheme defined by J_k (iii) π is a log resolution of the pair ((X, Δ); IO_X (−mK_X )) (iv) K_Y + Δ_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ) = K_{m,Y /X} where Δ_Y is the proper transform of Δ on Y

Theorem 2.11 (Theorem 10.1 [LM22]). Let (R, m, k) be a Noetherian local domain containing Q. Fix an integer N ≥ 1. Let f ∶ X → P^N_R be a separated morphism of finite type from a regular Noetherian scheme X. Assume that every closed point of X lies over the unique closed point of Spec R.

Let T_0, T_1, . . . , T_N be a basis of H^0(P^N_R , O(1)) as a free R-module. Then, there exists a nonempty Zariski open subset W ⊆ A^{N+1}_k with the following property: For all a_0, a_1, . . . , a_N ∈ R, if (ā_0, ā_1, . . . , ā_N ) ∈ W (k), then the section h = a_0T_1 + a_1T_1 + ⋯ + a_N T_N is such that f^{−1}(V (h)) is regular.

We will want a slightly more specific application of this result for our purposes, so we include that statement here, making no claims over its ownership.

Lemma 2.12. Let (R, m, k) be a Noetherian local domain containing Q. Let J = (g_0, . . . , g_r) be an ideal of R, let I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be an effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X = Spec R, and let π ∶ Y → X be a log resolution of (X, I, J). Then for a general choice of (a_0, . . . , a_r) ∈ A^{n+1}_k we have that, for f∶ = a_0g_0 + ⋯a_rg_r, div_X f is reduced and avoids the components of I and π ∶ Y → X is a log resolution of (X, I, div_X f).

Proof. Let X̃ be the blowup of J in R. Consider the following diagram coming from the universal property of the blowup Y X̃ P^r_R

X τπibp

where i comes from the surjection of graded rings R[T_0, . . . , T_r] → Bl_I (R) sending T_i ↦ g_i in degree one. Let h = a_0T_0 + ⋯ + a_rT_r. Then div_{X̃} f = div_{X̃} h. By Theorem 2.11, div_Y f is smooth for a Zariski dense subset of (a_0, . . . , a_r) ∈ A^{r+1}_k , and by [LM22, Remark 10.2], we can also ensure that except(π) + E_Y + div_Y f is simple normal crossing (as π ∶ Y → X is already a log resolution of (R, I)) and that div_X f avoids the components of I. □

We now show that, working sufficiently locally, m-compatible boundaries exist in our setting and thus the multiplier ideal agrees with the multiplier ideal of some pair.

Proposition 2.13 (cf. [dFH09] Theorem 5.4, Corollary 5.5). Let R be a local, normal, excellent, noetherian domain containing Q with a dualizing complex, let X = Spec R and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. Then

J(X, I) = J((X, Δ); I)

for some log Q-Gorenstein pair (X, Δ).

Proof. This proof is essentially identical to the work of de Fernex-Hacon but we include it here for the convenience of the reader. We first claim that J((X, I); Δ) ⊆ J(X, I) for any effective log Q-Gorenstein pair (X, Δ) [dFH09, cf. Remark 5.3]. Suppose m is the Q- Cartier index for K_X + Δ. It is straightforward to show that π^♮(C + D) = π^♮(C) + π^♮(D) for C Cartier, so π^♮(mK_X ) = π^♮(m(K_X + Δ) − mΔ) = mπ^∗(K_X + Δ) + π^♮(−mΔ). This implies K_Y + Δ_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ) ≤ K_{m,Y /X} = K_Y −^1_m π^♮(mK_X ) and thus that J((X, Δ); I) ⊆ J_m(X, I) ⊆ J(X, I).

We next claim that J((X, I); Δ) = J_m(X, I) for any m ≥ 2 and any m-compatible boundary Δ [dFH09, cf. Proposition 5.2]. This is because, since Δ shares no common components with Z and ⌊Δ⌋ = 0 we have, for any log resolution π ∶ Y → X of ((X, Δ); I),

J((X, I); Δ) = π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ) − E_Y ⌉) = π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y + Δ_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ) − E_Y ⌉) = J_m(X, I). Finally, we claim that we can find an m-compatible log Q-Gorenstein pair (X, Δ) for every m ≥ 2 [dFH09, cf. Theorem 5.4]. Let D be an effective divisor such that K_X − D is Q-Cartier and let π ∶ Y → X be a log resolution of (X, O_X (−mK_X ) + O_X (−mD)) and let E = π^♮(mD). By Lemma 2.12, we can find g ∈ O_X (−mD) such that div_X g∶ = G = M + mD is reduced and shares no common components with D or I. Set Δ∶ =^1_m M. Note that by design, K_X + Δ = K_X − D +^1_m G is Q-Cartier and^1_m π^∗G = Δ_Y +^1_m E. To se that (X, Δ) is an m-compatible log Q-Gorenstein pair, note that mΔ is integral and ⌊Δ⌋ = 0. Working generally enough, we can assume π is also a log resolution of ((X, Δ); I). Finally, note that

K_Y + Δ_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ) = K_Y + Δ_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ − 1 m G) − 1 m π^∗G

= K_Y − π^∗(K_X − D) − 1 m E = K_{m,Y /X} . □ The last result we will need is a variant of [Laz04, Proposition 9.2.28].

Proposition 2.14. Let X = Spec R be a local, normal, excellent, noetherian domain containing Q with a dualizing complex and let I = ∏ J^{ak}_k an effective formal Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on Spec R. Let J ⊆ R be an ideal and fix c > 0 a rational number. For k > c, we can find find f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ J such that, for D =^1_k ∑_i div_X f_i, J(ω_R, I, J^c) = J(ω_R, I, c ⋅ D). Proof. Let π ∶ Y → X be a log resolution of (X, I, J^c) and let JO_Y = O_Y (−B) for B ≥ 0 Q-Cartier. By repeated applications of Lemma 2.12, we can choose f_1, . . . , f_k generally so that π ∶ Y → X is a log resolution of (X, I, c ⋅ D).

Write div_Y f_i = B + A_i for A_i effective and reduced. Then

J(ω_R, I, c ⋅ D) = π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − E_Y − cπ^∗D⌉)

= π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − E_Y − c ⋅ B − c k ∑ Ai⌉) = π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − E_Y − c ⋅ B⌉) = J(ω_R, I, J^c). □ Results. Throughout this section, fix X, a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be an effective formal Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. Whenever we have a log resolution of singularities or log regular alteration of the pair (X, I), we will use the notation E_Y = ∑ a_kE_k where J_kO_Y = O_Y (−E_k) is the ideal sheaf of an effective Cartier divisor E_k on Y for each k. We begin by showing one direction of the containment.

Proposition 2.15. Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex. Then the multiplier ideal J(X, I) satisfies

J(X, I) ⊆ ∑_{π∶Y →X} Im (Hom_X (π_∗ω_Y , O_X ) ⊗_{OX} π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X )

where π ∶ Y → X ranges over all regular log alterations of (X, I) and the map

Hom_X (π_∗ω_Y , O_X ) ⊗_{OX} π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X

is the evaluation map.

Proof. We check containment locally. By Proposition 2.13, let J(X, I) = J((X, Δ); I) for some Δ ≥ 0 such that K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier. Let τ ∶ X̃ → X be a log resolution of the triple (X, Δ, I). By [BST15, Lemma 4.5] we can finite a finite cover ρ ∶ Y → X̃ with π = τ ○ ρ such that π ∗ (K_X + Δ) and ρ^∗E_{X̃} = E_Y are both effective Cartier divisors. Let π^∗(K_X + Δ) = div(g) ∈ O_Y . Using the projection formula we get that Tr(g ⋅ π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y )) = Tr(π_∗O_Y (K_Y − div g − E_Y )) = Tr(π_∗O_Y (K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ) − E_Y )) = J((X, Δ); I) = J(X, I) with the penultimate equality coming from Theorem 8.1 of [BST15]. □

For the reverse containment, multiplier submodules on finite covers will play a key role. The key idea is that for π ∶ Y → X a regular alteration, any map ϕ ∶ π_∗ω_Y → O_X factors through the multiplier submodule J(ω_Z , Γ) of some divisor Γ on X, where ρ ∶ Z → X is the finite part of the Stein factorization of π. This ultimately implies, thanks to a key lemma, Im ϕ ⊆ J(X) (as well as the analogous statement for pairs (X, I)). Before we proceed, we need the following fact about how multiplier submodules transform when we enlarge finite covers of our base.

Lemma 2.16. Let Spec S^{′ ϕ}�→ Spec S^ψ�→ Spec R be finite surjective maps of normal, excellent, noetherian affine schemes over Spec Q with dualizing complexes with Γ ≥ 0 a Q-Cartier Qdivisor on Spec S and I an effective formal Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on Spec S. Then Im Tr_{S/R} (ψ_∗J(ω_S , Γ, I)) = Im Tr_S′_{/R} (ψ_∗ϕ_∗J(ω_S′ , ϕ^∗Γ, IS^′)) .

Proof. Use Proposition 2.14 to replace I with some divisor D and IS^′ with ϕ^∗D. Because any regular alteration of Spec S^′ will also be a regular alteration of Spec S, [BST15, Theorem 8.1] gives Tr_S′_{/S} (ϕ_∗J(ω_S′ , ϕ^∗Γ, IS^′)) = J(ω_S , Γ, I).

[BST15, Lemma 2.3] tells us that Tr_S′_{/R} = Tr_{S/R} ○ψ_∗ Tr_S′_{/S} and so we get that

Im Tr_{S/R} (ψ_∗J(ω_S , Γ, I)) = Im Tr_{S/R} ○ψ_∗ Tr_S′_{/S} (ϕ_∗J(ω_S′ , ϕ^∗Γ, IS^′)) = Im Tr_S′_{/R} (ψ_∗ϕ_∗J(ω_S′ , ϕ^∗Γ, IS^′)) . □

Lemma 2.17. Let ρ ∶ Spec S → Spec R be a finite surjective map of normal, excellent, noetherian affine schemes over Spec Q with dualizing complexes and let I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on Spec R. Suppose we have a Q- Cartier divisor Γ ≥ ρ^∗K_R with nΓ = div g. Then Tr_{S/R} (ρ_∗J(ω_S , Γ, IS)) ⊆ J(R, I).

In the case where I = R and Tr_{S/R} (ρ_∗J(ω_S , Γ)) = R, this implies that R has klt type.

Proof. Without lost of generality, we can assume R → S is a map of local rings. Fix K_R ≥ 0 and note that we can assume R → S is generically Galois. Indeed, let S^′ be a the normalization of S inside a Galois closure of K(S) over K(R). This a finite extension, so by replacing Γ with its pullback along this extension and invoking Lemma 2.16, we can assume R → S is generically Galois.

Because div g ≥ nρ^∗K_R we know that g ∈ S(−nρ^∗K_R). Choosing a general element f ∈ S(−nρ^∗K_R), Proposition 2.14 implies

J(ω_S, g^{1/n}, IS) ⊆ J(ω_S , S(−nρ^∗K_R)^{1/n}, IS) = J(ω_S, f^{1/n}, IS).

Let G = Gal(K(S)/K(R)) and let h = ∏_{σ∈G} σ(f)

Then we claim that J(ω_S , h^{1/(n∣G∣)}, IS) = J(ω_S , f^{1/n}, IS) To see this, let Y be a G-equivariant log resolution of singularities of (Spec S, S(−nρ^∗K_R), I) (see [Tem23, Remark 2.1.5(ii)]). Then for any σ ∈ G we have the following commutative square R(−nK_R)S S(−nρ^∗K_R)

R(−nK_R)S S(−nρ^∗K_R) σ σ

The horizontal maps are given by reflexification and are thus functorial and so since the lefthand vertical map is an isomorphism, so is the righthand vertical map. Thus, the ideal S(−nρ^∗K_R) is stable under the Galois action. We note that for S(−nρ^∗K_R)⋅O_Y = O_Y (−F ), this implies that for any σ ∈ G, ⌊ 1 n F ⌋ = ⌊ 1 n σF ⌋ = ⌊ 1 n div_Y f⌋

and so the portion of^1_n div_Y f that is not fixed by the Galois action will have coefficients < 1. This implies that ⌊^1_{n∣G∣} div_Y h⌋ = ⌊^1_n div_Y f⌋, proving the claim that J(ω_S , h^{1/(n∣G∣)}, IS) = J(ω_S , f^{1/n}, IS). Then because h is Galois invariant and thus in R(−n∣G∣K_R), an application of Lemma 2.16 gives

ρ_∗J(ω_S , h^{1/n∣G∣}, IS) J(ω_R, h^{1/n∣G∣}, I) ⊆ J(ω_R, R(−n∣G∣K_R)^{1/n∣G∣}, I) ⊆ R.

Tr_{S/R}

and thus Tr_{S/R}(ρ_∗J(ω_S , g^{1/n}, IS) ⊆ J(ω_R, R(−n∣G∣K_R)^{1/n∣G∣}, I). By Proposition 2.7 and the chain of equalities in Remark 2.9, J(ω_R, R(−n∣G∣K_R)^{1/n∣G∣}, I) ⊆ J(R, I), with equality if we choose n such that n∣G∣ is sufficiently divisible. □ Our goal now is to show that given a π ∶ Y → X a log regular alteration of the pair (X, I) and ϕ ∶ π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_Y , we can find a divisor on a finite cover of X such that the trace of the multiplier submodule corresponding to that divisor agrees with the image of ϕ. Lemma 2.18. Let X = Spec R be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and consider π ∶ Y → X a log regular alteration of the pair (X, I) and ϕ ∶ π_∗ω_Y → O_X . Let ρ ∶ Z → X be the finite portion of the Stein factorization. Then we can find a principal divisor Γ = div(h) ≥ ρ^∗K_X on Z such that Im (Tr ∶ ρ_∗J(ω_Z , Γ, IO_Z ) → O_X ) = Im (ϕ ∶ π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X ) .

Proof. Fix K_X ≥ 0. Because X is S_2, ϕ factors through (π_∗ω_Y )^{S2} ≅ ρ_∗ω_Z , so by abuse of notation, we consider ϕ ∶ ρ_∗ω_Z → O_X . By a standard Grothendieck duality argument we see ρ_∗O_Z (−ρ^∗K_X ) ≃ ρ_∗ Hom_Z (ω_Z ⊗_Z ρ^∗ω_X , ω_Z ) ≃ Hom_X (ρ_∗ω_Z ⊗_X ω_X , ω_X ) ≃ Hom_X (ρ_∗ω_Z , O_X ) Taking global sections, we get that Γ(Z, O_Z (−ρ^∗K_X )) ≃ Hom_X (ρ_∗ω_Z , O_X ). Tracing through the sequence of isomorphisms, we claim that this isomorphism sends s ∈ Γ(Z, O_Z (−ρ^∗K_X )) to Tr_{Z/X} (s−). To see this, note that, at the level of global sections, the first isomorphism above sends s to the multiplication-by-s map μ_s ∶ ω_Z ⊗_Z ρ^∗ω_X → ω_Z . The second isomorphism sends μ_s to Tr_{Z/X} ○ρ_∗μ_s = Tr_{Z/X} (s−) via Grothendieck duality. The final isomorphism can be understood by viewing Tr_{Z/X} (s−) ∶ K(Z) → K(X) and thinking of the isomorphism as restriction to different O_X -submodules of K(Z).

Then, let ϕ = Tr_{Z/X} (h−) for h ∈ Γ(Z, O_Z (−ρ^∗K_X )). Viewing h as an element of O_Z , we get a divisor div h such that div h ≥ ρ^∗K_X and, by the projection formula, such that ϕ(π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y )) = Tr(h ⋅ π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y )) = Tr(ρ_∗J(ω_Z , div h, IO_Z )). □

We are now ready to show the reverse containment holds.

Proposition 2.19. With notation as above J(X) ⊇ ∑_{π∶Y →X} Im (Hom_X (π_∗ω_Y , O_X ) ⊗_{OX} π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X )

Proof. Since both these objects are O_X -submodules, we can check containment locally. By Lemma 2.18, given π ∶ Y → X a log regular alteration of the pair (X, I) and ϕ ∶ π_∗ω_Y → O_X , we can find a finite cover Z → X and a divisor Γ on Z such that Tr(J(ω_Z , Γ, I)) = ϕ(π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y )). Then by Proposition 2.17 we can find Δ on X such that Im ϕ ⊆ J(X, Δ, I) ⊆ J(X, I). □ Together, Lemmas 2.15 and 2.19 give us our main result.

Theorem 2.20 (Theorem 1.1). Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. The multiplier ideal J(X, I) in the sense of [dFH09] can be realized as J(X, I) = ∑_{π∶Y →X} Im (Hom_X (π_∗ω_Y , O_X ) ⊗_{OX} π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X )

where π ∶ Y → X ranges over all log regular alterations of (X, I) with E_Y = ∑ a_kE_k for J_kO_Y = O_Y (−E_k) and the map Hom_X (π_∗ω_Y , O_X )⊗_{OX} π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) → O_X is the evaluation map.

As a corollary, we deduce the following derived splinter characterization of klt singularities:

Corollary 2.21. Let X be a normal, excellent, noetherian scheme over Spec Q with a dualizing complex and I = ∏ J^{ak}_k be a formal effective Q-linear combination of ideal sheaves on X. The following are equivalent

(1) (X, I) has klt type (2) For all sufficiently large regular alterations π ∶ Y → X, the natural map O_X → Rπ_∗O_Y splits and locally factors through Rπ_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) = π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) (3) For all sufficiently large regular alterations π ∶ Y → X, O_X is locally a summand of Rπ_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) = π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) Here, E_Y ∶= s ∑ a_kE_k where O_Y (−E_Y ) = J_kO_Y .

Proof. By Theorem 1.1, (2) �⇒ (1) ⇐⇒ (3). To see (1) ⇐⇒ (3) �⇒ (2), let π ∶ Y → X a regular log alteration of (X, Δ, I) and localize so that O_X is a summand of π_∗ω_Y . Then because X has klt type and thus rational singularities we can find maps p_1, p_2, and i such that the following composition is the identity: O_X Rπ_∗O_Y O_X π_∗ω_Y (−E_Y ) O_X .

p_1i p_2 □

3. Positive characteristic

Preliminaries. Let R be a noetherian ring of characteristic p > 0. We will denote by F ∶ R → R the Frobenius morphism defined by F (r) = r^p and denote by F^e the e-fold composition of the Frobenius with itself. Given an R-module M, we denote by F^e_∗ M the R-module where R acts via restriction of scalars along the e-th iterate of the Frobenius. We say that R is F -finite if F ∶ R → R is a finite map.

Because we do not have resolutions of singularities in characteristic p, we are forced to use different methods to study singularities. The Frobenius turns out to be a valuable tool, allowing us to relate singularities of rings and schemes to properties of their Frobenius endomorphism. In particular, we are able to define an analog of the multiplier ideal using such methods.

Definition 3.1. Let R be an F -finite, reduced ring. The test ideal τ(R) is the unique smallest ideal J ⊆ R, not contained in any minimal prime of R, such that ϕ(F^e_∗ J) ⊆ J for every ϕ ∈ Hom(F^e_∗ R, R) and every e > 0.

This leads to a definition of strongly F -regular singularities, the positive characteristic analog of klt singularities.

Definition 3.2. Let R be an F -finite, reduced ring. Then R is strongly F -regular if τ(R) = R. Similarly, we are able to define analogs of multiplier submodules. Suppose R is an F - finite, locally equidimensional reduced ring with canonical module ω_R. Consider the e-th iterate of the Frobenius R → F^e_∗ R and apply the functor Hom(−, ω_R). This gives us a map

Hom(F^e_∗ R, ω_R) → ω_R

and using that Hom(F^e_∗ R, ω_R) ≅ F^e_∗ ω_R, we get a map T^e ∶ F^e_∗ ω_R → ω_R that is dual to the Frobenius.

Definition 3.3 ([Smi95],[Bli04],[ST08]). Let R be an F -finite, locally equidimensional ring with canonical module ω_R and T ∶ F_∗ω_R → ω_R dual to the Frobenius. Then the parameter test submodule τ(ω_R) is the unique smallest submodule M ⊆ ω_R, nonzero at any minimal prime of R, such that T (F_∗M) ⊆ M

Ultimately, our result in characteristic p > 2 is a corollary to the following result of [ES14] combined with the existence of quasi-Gorenstein finite covers.

Proposition 3.4 ([ES14] Corollary 6.5). If R is an F -finite reduced ring of characteristic p > 0 and R ⊆ S is a finite extension with S reduced, then

τ(R) = ∑_{e≥0} ∑_ϕ ϕ(F^e_∗ τ(S))

where ϕ ranges over all elements of Hom_R(F^e_∗ S, R).

We give an overview of the construction of quasi-Gorenstein finite covers which we expect is well-known to experts. See, for example, the construction in the proof of [Kaw88, Theorem 8.5]. We include the argument here for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 3.5. Let R be a normal commutative Noetherian ring of essentially finite type over a field k of characteristic not equal to 2. Then Spec R has a quasi-Gorenstein finite cover.

Proof. We first claim that we can find H ∼ −2K_R sufficiently general and hence reduced. In characteristic zero, this follows from Bertini’s theorem for basepoint-free linear systems, here thinking of ∣ − 2K_R∣ as a linear system on the regular locus of Spec R. In characteristic p > 0, let X → Spec R be the normalized blowup of ω^{(−2)}_R . Then because ω^{(−2)}_R O_X ≅ O_X (−G) is very ample, if k is infinite, Bertini’s theorem tells us that a general divisor H^′ ∼ −G will be normal, hence reduced. Pushing H^′ down to H on Spec R, we get that H is reduced and H ∼ −2K_R, as this holds outside a codimension 2 subset of Spec R and R is normal. If k is not infinite, we can find such an H on R ⊗_k F_p and thus on R ⊗_k F_pe for some e. Since we are only looking for a finite cover of Spec R at the end of the day, we can assume we have such an H by working on R ⊗_k F_pe .

Given such an H with H + 2K_R = div f, let

S = R ⊕ ω_R = R ⊕ ω_Rt

and define multiplication as (a, b)(x, y) = (ax + byf, ay + bx). Since R is regular outside of a set of codimension two, ω_R will be a line bundle outside of this set and ω^{(2)}_R ≅ R(−H) (via multiplication by f) on the smooth locus. Because R is S_2, this isomorphism will hold everywhere and so we get an R-algebra that is finite as an R-module. Furthermore, since f is reduced, S is normal.

We then claim that S is quasi-Gorenstein. To see this, note that ω_S ≃ Hom_R(S, ω_R). However, since S is normal and hence S_2, ω_S = Hom_R(S, ω_R) ≃ S and thus S is quasi- Gorenstein. □

Results. In this section, we assume that R is a normal, F -finite, Noetherian ring of characteristic p > 2 and let X = Spec R. By excluding characteristic 2, we have quasi-Gorenstein finite covers by Lemma 3.5, a key ingredient in showing that the multiplier ideal contains the image of any map π_∗ω_Y → O_X . We then have the following analogous description of the test ideal.

Proposition 3.6. Let R be a Noetherian, F -finite reduced ring of characteristic p > 2. The test ideal τ(R) can be realized as

τ(R) = ∑_{R→S} Im (Hom_R(ω_S, R) ⊗_R τ(ω_S ) → R)

where the sum ranges over all finite extensions R → S and Hom_R(ω_S, R) ⊗_R τ(ω_S ) → R is the evaluation map.

Proof. Consider ϕ ∶ τ(ω_S ) → R and consider S → S^′ a quasi-Gorenstein finite cover. Then by a restatement of the main theorem of [ST14] we get that ϕ ○ Tr_S′_{/S} (τ(ω_S′ )) = ϕ(τ(ω_S )). Thus we can restrict ourself to only considering quasi-Gorenstein covers in the sum.

Checking equality locally, consider a quasi-Gorenstein cover S with an isomorphism ω_S ≃ S (and thus τ(ω_S ) ≃ τ(S)). R → F^e_∗ S is finite for all e and so by Proposition 3.4 and the above observation we have

τ(R) = ∑_{e≥0} ∑_ϕ ϕ(F^e_∗ τ(S)) = ∑_{e≥0} ∑_ϕ ϕ(F^e_∗ τ(ω_S )) = ∑_{R→S′} ∑_ϕ ϕ(τ(ω_S′ ))

where the final sum again ranges over all R ↪ S^′ finite and ϕ ∈ Hom_R(ω_S′ , R). □ As a corollary, we get the following characterization of strongly F -regular singularities.

Corollary 3.7. Let R be a Noetherian, F -finite reduced ring of characteristic p > 2. Then R is strongly F -regular if and only if R is a summand of τ(ω_S ) for any sufficiently large finite cover Spec S → Spec R.

Proof. R is strongly F -regular if and only if τ(R) = R. By the previous proposition, this implies there is some finite R → S and a surjection τ(ω_S ) → R which must split as a map of R-modules. The reverse direction follows from Proposition 3.6 by letting π ∶ τ(ω_S ) → R be the projection onto the summand, implying τ(R) = R. □

References

[AS95] Urban Angehrn and Yum Tong Siu, Effective freeness and point separation for adjoint bundles, Invent. Math. 122 (1995), no. 2, 291–308. MR 1358978 [Bha12] Bhargav Bhatt, Derived splinters in positive characteristic, Compos. Math. 148 (2012), no. 6, 1757–1786. MR 2999303 [Bli04] Manuel Blickle, Multiplier ideals and modules on toric varieties, Math. Z. 248 (2004), no. 1, 113–121. MR 2092724 [BST15] Manuel Blickle, Karl Schwede, and Kevin Tucker, F -singularities via alterations, Amer. J. Math.

137 (2015), no. 1, 61–109. MR 3318087 [DEL00] Jean-Pierre Demailly, Lawrence Ein, and Robert Lazarsfeld, A subadditivity property of multiplier ideals, vol. 48, 2000, Dedicated to William Fulton on the occasion of his 60th birthday, pp. 137–156. MR 1786484 [Dem93] Jean-Pierre Demailly, A numerical criterion for very ample line bundles, J. Differential Geom.

37 (1993), no. 2, 323–374. MR 1205448 [dFH09] Tommaso de Fernex and Christopher D. Hacon, Singularities on normal varieties, Compos. Math.

145 (2009), no. 2, 393–414. MR 2501423 [EL97] Lawrence Ein and Robert Lazarsfeld, Singularities of theta divisors and the birational geometry of irregular varieties, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 10 (1997), no. 1, 243–258. MR 1396893 [EL99] , A geometric effective Nullstellensatz, Invent. Math. 137 (1999), no. 2, 427–448.

MR 1705839 [ELS01] Lawrence Ein, Robert Lazarsfeld, and Karen E. Smith, Uniform bounds and symbolic powers on smooth varieties, Invent. Math. 144 (2001), no. 2, 241–252. MR 1826369 [ES14] Neil Epstein and Karl Schwede, A dual to tight closure theory, Nagoya Math. J. 213 (2014), 41–75. MR 3290685 [EV92] Hélène Esnault and Eckart Viehweg, Lectures on vanishing theorems, DMV Seminar, vol. 20, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1992. MR 1193913 [FG12] Osamu Fujino and Yoshinori Gongyo, On canonical bundle formulas and subadjunctions, Michigan Math. J. 61 (2012), no. 2, 255–264. MR 2944479 [GR70] Hans Grauert and Oswald Riemenschneider, Verschwindungssätze für analytische Kohomologiegruppen auf komplexen Räumen, Invent. Math. 11 (1970), 263–292. MR 302938 [Har77] Robin Hartshorne, Algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977. MR 0463157 [Kaw88] Yujiro Kawamata, Crepant blowing-up of 3-dimensional canonical singularities and its application to degenerations of surfaces, Ann. of Math. (2) 127 (1988), no. 1, 93–163. MR 924674 [Kaw99a] , Deformations of canonical singularities, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 12 (1999), no. 1, 85–92.

MR 1631527 [Kaw99b] , On the extension problem of pluricanonical forms, Algebraic geometry: Hirzebruch 70 (Warsaw, 1998), Contemp. Math., vol. 241, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999, pp. 193–207. MR 1718145 [KM98] János Kollár and Shigefumi Mori, Birational geometry of algebraic varieties, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 134, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998, With the collaboration of C. H. Clemens and A. Corti, Translated from the 1998 Japanese original. MR 1658959 [Kov00] Sándor J. Kovács, A characterization of rational singularities, Duke Math. J. 102 (2000), no. 2, 187–191. MR 1749436 [Laz04] Robert Lazarsfeld, Positivity in algebraic geometry. II, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics [Results in Mathematics and

Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics], vol. 49, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004, Positivity for vector bundles, and multiplier ideals. MR 2095472 [Lip94] Joseph Lipman, Adjoints of ideals in regular local rings, Math. Res. Lett. 1 (1994), no. 6, 739–755, With an appendix by Steven Dale Cutkosky. MR 1306018 [LM22] Shiji Lyu and Takumi Murayama, The relative minimal model program for excellent algebraic spaces and analytic spaces in equal characteristic zero.

[Mur21] Takumi Murayama, Relative vanishing theorems for Q-schemes.

[Nad90] Alan Michael Nadel, Multiplier ideal sheaves and Kähler-Einstein metrics of positive scalar curvature, Ann. of Math. (2) 132 (1990), no. 3, 549–596. MR 1078269 [Sch11] Karl Schwede, Test ideals in non-Q-Gorenstein rings, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), no. 11, 5925–5941. MR 2817415 [Siu93] Yum Tong Siu, An effective Matsusaka big theorem, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 43 (1993), no. 5, 1387–1405. MR 1275204 [Siu98] Yum-Tong Siu, Invariance of plurigenera, Invent. Math. 134 (1998), no. 3, 661–673. MR 1660941 [Smi95] Karen E. Smith, Test ideals in local rings, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 347 (1995), no. 9, 3453–3472.

MR 1311917 [ST08] Karl Schwede and Shunsuke Takagi, Rational singularities associated to pairs, vol. 57, 2008, Special volume in honor of Melvin Hochster, pp. 625–658. MR 2492473 [ST14] Karl Schwede and Kevin Tucker, On the behavior of test ideals under finite morphisms, J. Algebraic Geom. 23 (2014), no. 3, 399–443. MR 3205587 [Tem08] Michael Temkin, Desingularization of quasi-excellent schemes in characteristic zero, Adv. Math.

219 (2008), no. 2, 488–522. MR 2435647 [Tem23] Michael Temkin, Relative and logarithmic resolution of singularities, 2023.