arXiv:2405.19273v1 [math.AG] 29 May 2024

STABLE DEGENERATION OF FAMILIES OF KLT SINGULARITIES WITH CONSTANT LOCAL VOLUME

ZHIYUAN CHEN

Abstract. We prove that for a locally stable family of klt singularities with constant local volume, the ideal sequences of the minimizing valuations for the normalized volume function form a family of ideals with flat cosupport, which induces a degeneration to a locally stable family of K-semistable log Fano cone singularities. Our proof is a family version of the method of C. Xu and Z. Zhuang proving finite generation by Kollár models and multiple degenerations.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 3 3. Special valuations 10 4. Families of Kollár models 14 5. Families with constant local volume 21 Appendix A. A valuative criterion for sections 24 References 24

1. Introduction

The study of normalized volumes of real valuations on a klt singularity x ∈ (X, Δ) and its minimizer was initiated in [Li18], focused on the Stable Degeneration Conjecture proposed in [Li18, Conj. 7.1] and [LX18, Conj. 1.2]. Following standard notations, ^vol_{X,Δ}(v) := A_{X,Δ}(v)^{dim X} · vol_X (v) is the normalized volume of a real valuation v ∈ Val_{X,x}, and ^vol(x; X, Δ) := inf_v ^vol_{X,Δ}(v) is the local volume of the klt singularity.

This Stable Degeneration Conjecture has been proved in full generality: There exists a valuation v minimizing ^vol_{X,Δ}, which is unique up to scaling and is quasi-monomial; the associated graded algebra R_0 = gr_v(O_{X,x}) is finitely generated, and induces a klt degeneration (X_0 = Spec(R_0), Δ_0), which is a Ksemistable log Fano cone singularity under the natural torus action, and is the unique such K-semistable degeneration. See [LLX20] and [Zhu23] for surveys and more comprehensive references.

The uniqueness suggests that the minimizing valuation v, or rather the K-semistable degeneration, is associated with a klt singularity canonically. Then it is natural to expect that they should form a family, in an appropriate sense, for a family of klt singularities. As the local volume function ^vol is constructible and lower semi-continuous by [Xu20] and [BL21], we consider families with constant local volume.

Instead of the minimizing valuation v itself, we will consider the ideal sequence a_• = {a_λ}_λ associated with it, where a_λ := {f : v(f) ≥ λ}. Note that the ideal sequence occurs in the definition of the volume and the associated graded algebra. We will prove the following:

Theorem 1.1 (Corollary 5.2). Let S be a semi-normal scheme essentially of finite type over a field of characteristic zero. Let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities such that

s → ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s) 1

is a locally constant function on S. Suppose v^m_s ∈ Val_{Xs ,xs} is a minimizer of the normalized volume for x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s), scaled such that A_{Xs,Δs} (v^m_s ) = 1 for all s ∈ S. Then there is an ideal sequence a_• ⊆ O_X centered at x such that the following hold:

(1) a_λ/a_{>λ} is flat over S for all λ ≥ 0. (2) Let X_0 = Spec_S ⨁ λ≥0 a_λ/a_{>λ} with the canonical section x_0 ∈ X_0(S) and the induced divisor Δ_0, then x_0 ∈ (X_0, Δ_0) → S is a locally stable family of K-semistable log Fano cone singularities.

(3) For every s ∈ S, a_{s,•} is the ideal sequence associated with v^m_s , and the fiber x_{0,s} ∈ (X_{0,s}, Δ_{0,s}) is the degeneration to a K-semistable log Fano cone singularity induced by v^m_s .

We note that a similar result is recently announced in [Oda24, Thm. 3.6].

Our proof uses the theory of Kollár models developed in [XZ22], which is a higher rank analogue of Kollár components. In [XZ22], it was shown that the minimizing valuation v occurs on a Kollár model, and every such quasi-monomial valuation has finitely generated associated graded algebra which induces a klt degeneration. We will generalize both steps to families of klt singularities. The key is to construct a family of Kollár models which accommodates the minimizing valuation on each fiber, with the same coordinates when the dual complexes of different fibers are identified:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 5.1). Let S = Spec(A), where A is a DVR essentially of finite type over a field of characteristic zero, with the generic point η ∈ S and the closed point s ∈ S. Let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities with ^vol(x_η ; X_η, Δ_η ) = ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s).

Suppose v^m_η ∈ Val_{Xη ,xη} and v^m_s ∈ Val_{Xs ,xs} are minimizers of the normalized volume for x_η ∈ (X_η , Δ_η) and x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s), respectively, scaled such that A_{Xη ,Δη} (v^m_η ) = A_{Xs ,Δs} (v^m_s ). Then there exists a locally stable family of Kollár models f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) at x over S such that

v^m_η ∈ QM(Y_η , E_η ) and v^m_s ∈ QM(Y_s, E_s),

and they are identified under the canonical isomorphism QM(Y_η , E_η ) ≃ QM(Y_s, E_s).

Theorem 1.1 implies a representability for semi-normal schemes:

Theorem 1.3 (Corollary 5.4). Let S be a reduced scheme that is essentially of finite type over a field of characteristic zero, and π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities. Then there exists a locally closed stratification ⨆ i S_i → S satisfying the following condition: if g : T → S is a morphism of schemes where T is semi-normal, then the base change π_T : x_T ∈ (X_T , Δ_T ) → T admits an equivariant degeneration to a locally stable family of K-semistable log Fano cone singularities over T if and only if g factors through S^{sn}_i → S for some i, where S^{sn}_i is the semi-normalization of S_i.

Outline of the proof. Suppose we are in the situation of the Theorems above, where the base S is the spectrum of a DVR. It is easy to degenerate the ideal sequence a_•(v^m_η ) on X_η to an ideal sequence I_• on X with flat cosupport over S. Then I_• has constant multiplicity over S; by the lower semi-continuity of the lc thresholds, the closed fiber I_{s,•} computes ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s). By a stronger uniqueness of minimizer implicitly in [BLQ24], we conclude that a_{s,•} is the saturation of I_{s,•}; see Lemma 2.17. We collect some other preliminaries, and also fix relevant notations, in Section 2.

This leads us to consider a more general situation where I_• is a family of ideal sequences on X with constant lc thresholds, and v_η computes the lc threshold of I_{η,•} on X_η. Then we can construct a model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) of Fano type such that v_η ∈ QM(Y_η , E_η ), by a similar argument that has appeared in [LX18, Thm. 4.2], [Xu24, Thm. 4.48], and [XZ22, Lem. 3.2]. In our case, the assumption that I_• has constant lc threshold implies that π ∘ f : (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) → S is a locally stable family, hence we can find v_s ∈ QM_z(Y_s, E_s), where z is a generic point of {ζ} ∩ Y_s, that computes the lc threshold of I_{s,•}. If I_• is the ideal sequence computing ^vol as in the last paragraph, then v_s = v^m_s .

Now the closed fiber (Y_s, E_s) is lc by the construction, whereas we would like it to be qdlt, so that we can get a family of Kollár models. The key is that v^m_η and v^m_s are special valuations, namely, monomial lc places of special Q-complements, so they compute the lc threshold of I_• after any small perturbation of Δ to Δ + ϵD. The heuristic is that such perturbations exclude any lc center on (Y_s, E_s) that does not contain z. This method was used in the proof of [XZ22, Prop. 4.6]. In out situation, however, the model (Y, E) constructed above may change when we perturb the boundary.

Instead, note that v^m_s can be viewed as the limit of the weighted blow-up valuations of v^m_η and the discrete valuation v_0 induced by S, when the weight of v_0 goes to +∞. Then the perturbation allows us to find a special Q-complement for which all these weighted blow-ups are monomial lc places. Hence we get a model of qdlt Fano type model accommodating them by [XZ22, Thm. 3.14], whose anti-canonical model is a locally stable family of Kollár models as desired.

In Section 3, we study models of qdlt Fano type and special valuations; we extend some results in [XZ22], and make the perturbation property above precise in Lemma 3.8. The constructions of families of models are in Section 4, where all the results are stated over a regular local ring, since the proofs are exactly the same as in the DVR case. We also prove the multiple equivariant degeneration in [Xu21] and [XZ22, §4.2] for locally stable families. Finally, we prove the main theorems in Section 5.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank my advisor Chenyang Xu for suggesting me this topic, and for constant support and guidance on this research. I would also like to thank my cohorts Junyao Peng and Lu Qi for inspiring discussions. The research is partly supported by a Simons Foundation grant.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Birational geometry and singularities. All schemes that we consider will be quasi-compact, separated and essentially of finite type over a field of characteristic zero.

A pair (X, Δ) consists of a reduced, equidimensional scheme X with a Weil Q-divisor Δ on X. It is said to be local if X is the spectrum of a local ring. A singularity x ∈ (X, Δ) consists of an affine pair (X, Δ) essentially of finite type over a field k of characteristic 0, and a k-point x ∈ X.^1 We follow the standard terminology about singularities of pairs in [Kol13] when Δ ≥ 0, but add the prefix “sub-” when Δ is not necessarily effective, e.g., sub-lc, sub-klt.

2.1.1. Qdlt pairs. We recall the concept of qdlt pairs, following [dFKX17].

Definition 2.1 ([dFKX17, Def. 35], [XZ22, Def. 2.1, 2.2]). A pair (X, Δ) is said to be simple-toroidal if Δ is reduced and every x ∈ X has an open neighborhood U ⊆ X such that (U, Δ|_U ) ≃ (V, D)/G, where (V, D) is an snc pair, and G is a finite abelian group acting on V that preserves each component of D and acts freely on V ∖ D.

A pair (X, Δ) is said to be qdlt if it is lc, and (Spec O_{X,z}, Δ|_{Spec OX,z} ) is simple-toroidal for every lc center z ∈ (X, Δ).

Lemma 2.2 ([dFKX17, Prop. 34]). Let (X, Δ) be a local slc pair of dimension r. Suppose D_1, . . . , D_r are reduced Q-Cartier divisors on X such that D_1 + · · · + D_r ≤ Δ. Then (X, Δ) is simple-toroidal, and Δ = D_1 + · · · + D_r, where D_i is normal and irreducible.

1It is possible to consider arbitrary closed points, and on more general excellent schemes. But many theorems for the normalized volume are only proved in this case in the literature, sometimes even assuming k is algebraically closed. Also, requiring x ∈ X(k) is compatible with our definition that a family of singularities is given by a section.

2.1.2. Models.

Definition 2.3. Let (X, Δ) be a pair. A model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) for (X, Δ) consists of a pair (Y, E) where Y is a normal scheme and E is a reduced Weil divisor on Y , and a projective birational morphism f : Y → X. It is called a model at a point x ∈ X if all irreducible components of E are centered at x.

A model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is said to be snc (resp., simple-toroidal) if Ex(f) has pure codimension one in Y , and (Y, Supp(f^{−1}_∗ Δ + Ex(f) + E)) is snc (resp., simple-toroidal). It is called a log resolution^2 if E contains all components of f^{−1}_∗ Δ and Ex(f).

Lemma 2.4. Let (X, Δ) be a klt pair, and a ⊆ O_X be a coherent ideal with lct(X, Δ; a^c) ≥ 1 for some c > 0. Suppose E_1, . . . , E_r are exceptional prime divisors over X such that

A_{X,Δ+a}c (E_i) := A_{X,Δ}(E_i) − c ord_{Ei} (a) < 1

for all i = 1, . . . , r. Then there exists a model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) where E = ∑_r i=1 E_i is the sum of all f-exceptional divisors. Moreover, we may assume either of the following holds:

(i) [BCHM10, Cor. 1.4.3] Y is Q-factorial; or (ii) [Mor20, Thm. 1] Ex(f) = E has pure codimension 1, each E_i is Q-Cartier, and there exists an f-ample divisor −A on Y with A ≥ 0 and Supp(A) = E.

2.1.3. Locally stable families. We use the notion of locally stable families of pairs following [Kol23].

Let S be a reduced scheme. A family of pairs π : (X, Δ) → S is defined in [Kol23, Def. 4.3], and local stability of π : (X, Δ) → S is defined in [Kol23, Def. 4.7].

Definition 2.5. Let S be a reduced scheme. A family of singularities π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S consists of a family of pairs π : (X, Δ) → S where π is affine, together with a section x: S → X. Thus in each fiber X_s at a point s ∈ S, the section gives a closed point x_s ∈ X_s. The closed subscheme x(S) ⊆ X is also denoted by {x}.

Definition 2.6. Let S be a reduced scheme, π : (X, Δ) → S be a family of pairs. A family of models f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) consists of a projective birational morphism f : Y → X such that π ∘ f is flat, and a relative Mumford divisor E on Y/S (see [Kol23, Def. 4.68]), such that every fiber f_s : (Y_s, E_s) → (X_s, Δ_s) is a model.

Let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a family of singularities. Then f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is called a family of models at x if moreover every fiber f_s : (Y_s, E_s) → (X_s, Δ_s) is a model at x_s.

2.2. Valuations.

2.2.1. Real valuations. All valuations that we consider will be real valuations.

Let X be an integral scheme with function field K(X). A real valuation v on K(X) gives a valuation ring O_v of K(X) of rank 1 with an order-preserving embedding of the valuation group Γ_v → R, which recovers the valuation v : K(X)^× → R. By convention, we set v(0) = +∞.

The rational rank of v ∈ Val_X is rat.rank(v) := dim_Q(Γ_v ⊗_ZQ).

The set of all real valuations on K centered on X is denoted by Val_X . For x ∈ X, let

Val_{X,x} := {v ∈ Val_X : center_X (v) = x}.

2This seems to be a non-standard use of terminology as we allow log resolutions to be only toroidal, rather than snc. However, the theory of resolution of singularities works as usual. For example, we can take a log resolution that is a local isomorphism over the simple-toroidal locus (see [ATW20]). Anyway, toroidal pairs are logarithmic regular in the sense of logarithmic geometry.

More generally, if X = ⋃ i X_i is a reduced scheme, where X_i are the irreducible components of X, then we write Val_X := ⨆ i Val_{Xi} .

Suppose f : Y → X is a dominant morphism, where Y is an integral scheme, then we have an induced map Val_Y → Val_X by restricting a valuation on K(Y ) to the subfield K(X) via f. If f is birational and proper, then this is a bijection, and we usually identify Val_Y = Val_X .

A real valuation v ∈ Val_X can be evaluated at functions, coherent ideals, and Cartier divisors on X, as well as their R-linear combinations (e.g., R-Cartier R-divisors).

2.2.2. Quasi-monomial valuations. Let (Y, E) be an snc pair. Suppose y is a generic point of a stratum E_1 ∩ · · · ∩ E_r ⊆ Y , and t_1, . . . , t_r ∈ O_{Y,y} is a regular system of parameters such that E_i is defined by t_i near y for all i = 1, . . . , r. Then there is an isomorphism Ô_{Y,y} ≃ κ(y)[[t_1, . . . , t_r]].

For α = (α_1, . . . , α_r) ∈ R^r_{≥0} , there exists a unique real valuation v_α ∈ Val_Y satisfying the following: if f ∈ O_{Y,y} is written as f = ∑ m∈N^r cmt m_1

1 · · · t^{mr}_r in Ô_{Y,y} ≃ κ(y)[[t_1, . . . , t_r]], then v_α(f) = inf{⟨α, m⟩ : c_m ≠ 0} ∈ R_{≥0} ∪ {+∞}, where ⟨α, m⟩ = r∑ i=1 α_im_i;

see [JM12, Prop. 3.1]. We call v_α a monomial valuation at y ∈ (Y, E), and denote by QM_y(Y, E) the set of all monomial valuations at y. Finally, we define QM(Y, E) := ⋃ y QM_y(Y, E), where y ranges over all generic points of all strata of (Y, E).

Following [XZ22], we consider a generalization of monomial valuations to simple-toroidal pairs.

Definition 2.7. Let (Y, E = ∑ i E_i) be a simple-toroidal pair. Suppose y ∈ Y is a generic point of a stratum ⋂_r i=1 E_i ⊆ Y . Thus locally at y there is a finite abelian cover μ: (Y^′, E^′) → (Y, E) which is étale away from E, such that (Y^′, E^′ = ∑ i E^′_i) is snc, and μ^∗E_i = m_iE^′_i for some m_i > 0. Let y^′ ∈ μ^{−1}(y), then y^′ is a generic point of ⋂_r i=1 E^′_i ⊆ Y^′. For α = (α_1, . . . , α_r) ∈ R^r_{≥0} , define v_α ∈ Val_Y to be the restriction of v^′_α′ ∈ QM_y′ (Y^′, E^′) corresponding to α^′ = (α_1/m_1, . . . , α_r/m_r). Thus

v_α(E_i) = v^′_α′ (μ^∗E_i) = m_iv^′_α′ (E^′_i) = α_i.

Note that v_α does not depend on the choice of a finite abelian cover.

We call v_α a monomial valuation at y ∈ (Y, E), and denote by QM_y(Y, E) ⊆ Val_Y the set of all such v_α. The relative interior QM^∘_y(Y, E) ⊆ QM_y(Y, E) consists of v_α for which α ∈ R^r_{>0} . By definition there is a canonical bijection QM_y(Y, E) ≃ R^r_{≥0} , v → (v(E_1), . . . , v(E_r)), which is in fact a homeomorphism when Val_Y is equipped with a suitable topology.

More generally, let (Y, E) be a pair where E = ∑ i E_i is reduced, such that (Spec O_{Y,y}, E|_{SpecOY,y} ) is simple-toroidal for all generic points y of all strata ⋂ i∈I E_i ⊆ Y . Then we define

QM(Y, E) := ⋃ y QM_y(Y, E) = ⨆ y QM^∘_y(Y, E)

where QM_y(Y, E) := QM_y(Spec O_{Y,y}, E|_{SpecOY,y} ).

Remark. Let (Y, E) be a pair where E is a reduced Weil divisor. Then (Y, E) is simple-toroidal if and only if Y ∖ E → Y is a toroidal embedding without self-intersection (in the sense of [KKMSD73, §II.1]) such that the rational convex polyhedral cones σ^Z ⊆ N^Z_R associated to all strata Z ⊆ Y are simplicial. If z is the generic point of Z, then there is a canonical isomorphism σ^Z ≃ QM_z(Y, E), and σ^Z ∩ N^Z corresponds to the lattice generated by valuations given by prime divisors over Y . Hence we can equip QM(Y, E) with an integral structure.

If f : (Y^′, E^′) → (Y, E) is a toroidal resolution such that (Y^′, E^′) is snc, then QM(Y^′, E^′) = QM(Y, E). If y^′ ∈ (Y^′, E^′) is a generic point of a stratum, then QM_y′ (Y^′, E^′) ⊆ QM_{f (y)}(Y, E) is a rational simplicial cone generated by an integral basis.

Conversely, suppose σ ⊆ QM_y(Y, E) is a rational simplicial cone, then there exists a toroidal proper birational morphism f : (Y^′, E^′) → (Y, E) such that (Y^′, E^′) is simple-toroidal and QM_y′ (Y^′, E^′) = σ for some y^′ ∈ f^{−1}(y); furthermore, one may assume that every f-exceptional divisor corresponds to an edge of σ, and Ex(f) supports an f-ample divisor (see [Xu24, Lem. 5.28]).

Lemma 2.8. Let (Y, E + F ) be a local simple-toroidal pair, where E = ∑_r i=1 E_i and F = ∑_s j=1 F_j have no common components. Let Y_0 = ⋂_s j=1 F_j , and E_0 = E|_{Y0} . Then (Y_0, E_0) is simple-toroidal, and there are canonical maps QM(Y, E) QM(Y, E + F ) QM(Y0, E0)

R^r_{≥0} R^{r+s}_{≥0} R^r_{≥0} i≃ p≃ ≃ α→(α,0) (α,β)→α

such that if v_α ∈ QM(Y, E) maps to v̄_α ∈ QM(Y_0, E_0), and β = (β_j ) ∈ R^s_{≥0} , then v_α(f) ≤ v_{α,β} (f) ≤ sup{v_{α,β}(f) : β ∈ R^s_{≥0} } = lim_{β→∞} v_{α,β} (f) = v̄_α(f̄), for every f ∈ O_Y , where f̄ ∈ O_{Y0} is the image of f, and β → ∞ means each β_j → ∞.

Proof. By localization and passing to a finite abelian cover, we may assume that (Y, E + F ) is snc, and ⋂_r i=1 E_i ∩ ⋂_s j=1 F_j = {y}, where y ∈ Y is the closed point. Write R = O_{Y,y}, and take a regular system of parameters t_1, . . . , t_r, x_1, . . . , x_s ∈ R such that E_i = div(t_i) and F_j = div(x_j ). Then O_{Y0,y} ≃ R_0 := R/(x_1, . . . , x_s) is a regular local ring, and t̄_1, . . . , t̄_r ∈ R_0 is a regular system of parameters defining E_0. Write f = ∑ m∈N^r ∑ n∈N^s c_{m,n}t^{m1}_1 · · · t^{mr}_r x^{n1}_1 · · · x^{ns}_s ∈ R̂ ≃ κ(y)[[t_1, . . . , t_r, x_1, . . . , x_s]],

so that f̄ = ∑ m∈N^r c_{m,0}t̄^{m1}_1 · · · t̄^{mr}_r ∈ R̂_0 ≃ κ(y)[[t̄_1, . . . , t̄_r]].

Hence v_α(f) = inf{⟨α, m⟩ : c_{m,n} ≠ 0} ≤ inf{⟨α, m⟩ + ⟨β, n⟩ : c_{m,n} ≠ 0} ≤ sup_{β≥0} inf{⟨α, m⟩ + ⟨β, n⟩ : c_{m,n} ≠ 0} = lim_{β→∞} inf{⟨α, m⟩ + ⟨β, n⟩ : c_{m,n} ≠ 0} = inf{⟨α, m⟩ : c_{m,0} ≠ 0} = v̄_α(f̄). since ⟨α, m⟩ + ⟨β, n⟩ = ∑_r i=1 α_im_i + ∑_s j=1 β_j n_j ≥ min_j β_j when n ≠ 0. □

Definition 2.9. Let X be an integral scheme. A real valuation v ∈ Val_X is said to be quasi-monomial if v ∈ QM(Y, E) for some snc pair (Y, E) with a birational morphism f : Y → X of finite type. The set of quasi-monomial valuations on X is denoted by Val^{qm}_X ⊆ Val_X . It is equivalent to require (Y, E) to be simple-toroidal.

Note that divisorial valuations are exactly quasi-monomial valuations of rational rank 1. The set of divisorial valuations on X is denoted by Val^{div}_X ⊆ Val^{qm}_X .

2.2.3. Log discrepancies. Let (X, Δ) be a pair such that K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier. Suppose f : Y → X is a birational morphism of finite type, and F is a prime divisor on Y . Then the log discrepancy A_{X,Δ}(F ) := 1 + ord_F (K_Y − f^∗(K_X + Δ)) only depends on the valuation ord_F ∈ Val_X . The log discrepancy extends to a function A_{X,Δ} : Val_X → R ∪ {+∞} such that A_{X,Δ}(v) := sup_{(Y,E)} ∑ i v(E_i) · A_{X,Δ}(E_i) where the supremum ranges over all log resolutions f : (Y, E = ∑ i E_i) → (X, Δ); see [JM12, §5].

Lemma 2.10. Let (X, Δ) be a pair such that K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier. Suppose f : (Y, E = E_1 + · · · + E_r) → (X, Δ) is a log resolution. Then A_{X,Δ}(v) ≥ r∑ i=1 v(E_i) · A_{X,Δ}(E_i)

for all v ∈ Val_X , and the equality holds if and only if v ∈ QM(Y, E). Proof. Note that the value ∑_r i=1 v(E_i) · A_{X,Δ}(E_i) does not change if we replace (Y, E) with a toroidal resolution, and the set QM(Y, E) also remains the same. Hence we may assume that f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is an snc model, so the inequality follows by definition.

If the equality holds, then it is proved that v ∈ QM(Y, E) in [JM12, Cor. 5.4] when X is regular and Δ = 0. In general, we can reduce it to the regular case as follows. Let Δ_Y be the crepant pullback of Δ, so that Δ_Y = r∑ i=1 (1 − A_{X,Δ}(E_i)) · E_i, and A_{X,Δ}(v) = A_{Y,ΔY} (v) = A_Y (v) − r∑ i=1 v(E_i) · (1 − A_{X,Δ}(E_i)).

If A_{X,Δ}(v) = ∑_r i=1 v(E_i) · A_{X,Δ}(E_i), then A_Y (v) = ∑_r i=1 v(E_i), hence v ∈ QM(Y, E). □ Definition 2.11. Let (X, Δ) be an lc pair. A real valuation v ∈ Val_X is called an lc place for (X, Δ) if A_{X,Δ}(v) = 0. Let LCP(X, Δ) ⊆ Val_X denote the set of all lc places for (X, Δ). A point z ∈ X is called an lc center of (X, Δ) if z = center_X (v) for some v ∈ LCP(X, Δ). Note that LCP(X, Δ) ⊆ Val^{qm}_X . 2.3. Local volumes.

2.3.1. Ideal sequences. We consider ideal sequences indexed by R_{≥0} . They are called graded systems of ideals by [ELS03], and filtrations by [BLQ24].

Definition 2.12. Let X be a scheme. An ideal sequence a_• = {a_λ}_{λ≥0} on X consists of coherent ideals a_λ ⊆ O_X for λ ∈ R_{≥0} , satisfying the following conditions:

(1) a_λ ⊆ a_μ if λ ≥ μ;

(2) a_λa_μ ⊆ a_{λ+μ} for all λ, μ ≥ 0. (3) a_0 = O_X , and a_λ = ⋂ λ^′ <λ aλ^′ for all λ > 0.

Let x ∈ X be a point, with the prime ideal p_x ⊆ O_X . We say an ideal sequence a_• is centered at x if a_λ is p_x-primary for all λ > 0. In this case, a_• is uniquely determined by the corresponding ideal sequence a_•O_{X,x} = {a_λO_{X,x}}_λ of O_{X,x}; hence we may assume x is a closed point by localization if necessary.

Suppose X in integral and v ∈ Val_X . The ideal sequence a_•(v) associated with v is defined by a_λ(v) := {f ∈ O_X : v(f) ≥ λ}. If center_X (v) = x, then a_•(v) is an ideal sequence centered at x.

A real valuation v on X can be evaluated at an ideal sequence a_• by v(a_•) = inf_{λ>0} v(a_λ) λ = lim_{λ→∞} v(a_λ) λ ∈ R_{≥0} ∪ {+∞}. Note that v(a_•(v)) = 1.

Definition 2.13. Let X be an integral scheme, x ∈ X be a closed point, and a_• = {a_λ}_{λ≥0} be an ideal sequence centered at x. Let n = dim_x(X). The multiplicity of a_• is e(a_•) = e_X (a_•) := lim sup_{λ→∞} length_{OX} (O_X /a_λ) λ^n/n! . The limit superior is actually a limit by [Cut14, Thm. 1.1] under our assumptions for schemes.

Suppose v ∈ Val_{X,x}. The volume of v is vol(v) = vol_X (v) := e_X (a_•(v)), where a_•(v) ⊆ O_X is the ideal sequence associated with v. The set of valuations with positive volume is denoted by Val^+_{X,x}. Note that Val^{qm}_{X,x} ⊆ Val^+_{X,x} by Izumi’s Theorem; see [BLQ24, Prop. 2.7]. Definition 2.14 ([BLQ24, Def. 3.1]). Let X be an integral scheme, x ∈ X be a closed point, and a_• be an ideal sequence centered at x. The saturation ã_• of a_• is the ideal sequence defined by ã_λ = { f ∈ O_X : v(f) ≥ λ · v(a_•) for all v ∈ Val^{div}_{X,x} } . It has following basic properties:

(1) [BLQ24, Lem. 3.8] a_λ ⊆ ã_λ for all λ ≥ 0; (2) [BLQ24, Cor. 3.16] e_X (a_•) = e_X (ã_•);

(3) [BLQ24, Prop. 3.12] v(a_•) = v(ã_•) for all v ∈ Val^+_{X,x}.

Lemma 2.15. Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity, and a_• be an ideal sequence centered at x with lct(X, Δ; a_•) < +∞.

Suppose ã_• is the saturation of a_•. Then lct(X, Δ; ã_•) = lct(X, Δ; a_•), and a valuation v ∈ Val_{X,x} computes the lc threshold of ã_• if and only if it computes that of a_•. Proof. We have lct(X, Δ; ã_•) = inf_{w∈ValdivX,x} A_{X,Δ}(w) w(ã_•)

= inf w∈Val^{div}_{X,x} A_{X,Δ}(w) w(a_•)

= lct(X, Δ; a_•)

since w(ã_•) = w(a_•) for every w ∈ Val^{div}_{X,x}. For a general real valuation v ∈ Val_{X,x}, we have A_{X,Δ}(v) v(ã_•) ≥ A_{X,Δ}(v) v(a_•) since a_• ⊆ ã_•. Thus, if v computes the lc threshold of ã_•, then it also computes that of a_•. Conversely, assume v computes the lc threshold of a_•. Then v also computes the lc threshold of the ideal sequence a_•(v) associated with itself by [JM12, Thm. 7.8]. Hence inf w∈Val^{div}_{X,x} A_{X,Δ}(w) w(a_•(v))

= lct(X, Δ; a_•(v)) = A_{X,Δ}(v) v(a_•(v)) < +∞. Then there exists a divisorial valuation w ∈ Val^{div}_{X,x} such that w(a_•(v)) > 0. By rescaling, we may assume that w(a_•(v)) = 1, so that w(f) ≥ v(f) for all f ∈ O_{X,x}. Thus vol_X (v) ≥ vol_X (w) > 0.

By [BLQ24, Prop. 3.12], v(ã_•) = v(a_•). Hence v also computes the lc threshold of ã_•. □

2.3.2. Normalized volumes and the minimizers.

Definition 2.16 ([Li18]). Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity, and v ∈ Val_{X,x} be a real valuation. The normalized volume of v is ^vol(v) = ^vol_{X,Δ}(v) := A_{X,Δ}(v)^n · vol_X (v) ∈ R_{≥0} ∪ {+∞} where n = dim_x(X), and by convention +∞ · 0 = +∞.

The local volume of x ∈ (X, Δ) is ^vol(x; X, Δ) := inf { ^vol_{X,Δ}(v) : v ∈ Val_{X,x} } . The local volume is positive by [Li18, Thm. 1.2]. A real valuation v ∈ Val_{X,x} is called a minimizer for the normalized volume function if ^vol(v) = ^vol(x; X, Δ).

Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity. Then there is a minimizer v ∈ Val_{X,x} of the normalized function by [Blu18, Main Thm.] and [Xu20, Rmk. 3.8], which is unique up to scaling by [XZ21, Thm. 1.1] and [BLQ24, Cor. 1.3], and is quasi-monomial by [Xu20, Thm. 1.2].

Lemma 2.17. Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity, and v^m ∈ Val^{qm}_{X,x} be a minimizer of the normalized volume function. Let n = dim_x(X). Then the following hold:

(1) v^m computes the lc threshold of a_•(v^m), and

^vol(x; X, Δ) = lct(X, Δ; a_•(v^m))^n · e_X (a_•(v^m)) = inf{lct(X, Δ; a_•)^n · e_X (a_•)} where a_• ranges over all ideal sequences centered at x;

(2) if v ∈ Val_{X,x} computes the lc threshold of a_•(v^m), then v = c · v^m for some c ∈ R_{>0} ; (3) if a_• = {a_λ}_λ is an ideal sequence centered at x such that ^vol(x; X, Δ) = lct(X, Δ; a_•)^n · e_X (a_•), then ã_λ = a_{cλ}(v^m) for some c ∈ R_{>0} , for all λ ≥ 0.

Proof. (1). By [Liu18, Thm. 27], we have ^vol(x; X, Δ) = inf{lct(X, Δ; a_•)^n · e_X (a_•)}.

Since v^m(a_•(v^m)) = 1, and e_X (a_•(v^m)) = vol_X (v^m) by definition, and

lct(X, Δ; a_•(v^m)) ≤

A_{X,Δ}(v^m) v^m(a_•(v^m))

= A_{X,Δ}(v^m), we have lct(X, Δ; a_•(v^m))^n · e_X (a_•(v^m)) ≤ A_{X,Δ}(v^m)^n · vol_X (v^m) = ^vol(x; X, Δ).

Thus the equality holds, and v^m computes the lc threshold lct(X, Δ; a_•(v^m)).

(2). Suppose v computes the lc threshold of a_•(v^m), that is,

lct(X, Δ; a_•(v^m)) = A_{X,Δ}(v) v(a_•(v^m)) . By scaling, we may assume that v(a_•(v^m)) = inf v(a_λ(v^m))/λ = 1. Thus v(a_λ(v^m)) ≥ λ, i.e., a_λ(v^m) ⊆ a_λ(v) for all λ ≥ 0. Hence vol_X (v) = e_X (a_λ(v)) ≤ e_X (a_λ(v^m)) = vol_X (v^m).

Since A_{X,Δ}(v) = lct(X, Δ; a_•(v^m)) = A_{X,Δ}(v^m), we get ^vol_{X,Δ}(v) ≤ ^vol_{X,Δ}(v^m) = ^vol(x; X, Δ).

By uniqueness of the minimizer, v = c · v^m for some c > 0. In fact, v = v^m since v(a_•(v^m)) = 1.

(3). This is obtained in the proof of [BLQ24, Cor. 1.3], which we briefly recall: We may assume that lct(a_•) = lct(a_•(v^m)) = 1 by scaling. Let a_{•,t}, where 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, be the geodesic between a_{•,0} = a_• and a_{•,1} = a_•(v^m) defined in [BLQ24, Def. 4.1]. Then lct(X, Δ; a_{•,t}) ≤ (1 − t) · lct(a_•) + t · lct(a_•(v^m)) = 1 by [BLQ24, Prop. 5.1], and

e_X (a_{•,t})^{−1/n} ≥ (1 − t) · e_X (a_•)^{−1/n} + t · e_X (a_•(v^m))^{−1/n} = ^vol(x; X, Δ)^{−1/n}

by [BLQ24, Thm. 1.1(2)]. Hence

lct(X, Δ; a_{•,t})^n · e_X (a_{•,t}) ≤ ^vol(x; X, Δ),

so all inequalities above are equalities. Then a_• and a_•(v^m) have the same saturation, up to scaling, by [BLQ24, Thm. 1.1(3)]. But a_•(v^m) is saturated by [BLQ24, Lem. 3.20], so we get (3). □

3. Special valuations

3.1. Models of qdlt Fano type.

Definition 3.1 ([XZ22, Def. 3.5, 3.7]). Let (X, Δ) be an affine klt pair. A model

f : (Y, E = E_1 + · · · + E_r) → (X, Δ)

is said to be of qdlt Fano type if there is an effective Q-divisor D on Y such that ⌊D⌋ = 0, D ≥ f^{−1}_∗ Δ, (Y, D + E) is qdlt, and −(K_Y + D + E) is f-ample.

The model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is called a qdlt anti-canonical model if one can take D = f^{−1}_∗ Δ above, that is, (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is qdlt and −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is f-ample.

Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity. A qdlt anti-canonical model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is called a Kollár model at x if all components of E are centered at x.

Remark. If f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is a Kollár model at x ∈ (X, Δ) and E is irreducible, then E is a Kollár component of x ∈ (X, Δ), and f is the corresponding plt blow-up.

Lemma 3.2 ([XZ22, Prop. 3.9]). Let (X, Δ) be an affine klt pair, and f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) be a model of qdlt Fano type. Then there exists a birational contraction ϕ: Y Y over X that is a local isomorphism at generic points of strata of (Y, E), such that f̄ : (Y , E = ϕ_∗E) → (X, Δ) is a qdlt anti-canonical model.

Lemma 3.3. Let (X, Δ) be an affine klt pair, and f̄ : (Y , E = ∑_r i=1 E_i) → (X, Δ) be a qdlt anti-canonical model. Suppose f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is a model such that E = ∑_r i=1 E_i contains all f-exceptional divisors, and ord_{Ei} = ord_{Ei} for each i. Then (Y, E) is of qdlt Fano type, and the birational map ϕ: Y Y over X is a local isomorphism at each stratum of (Y, E).

Proof. Note that the birational map ϕ = f̄^{−1} ∘ f : Y Y is an isomorphism in codimension 1. Thus if −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is f-ample, then ϕ is an isomorphism.

Assume that −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is f-semi-ample, then ϕ: Y → Y is the ample model for it over X, so in particular ϕ is a morphism. Since ϕ has no exceptional divisors, it is a local isomorphism over the locus where Y is Q-factorial, which contains all generic points of strata of (Y , E) as (Y , f̄^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is qdlt. Thus f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is of qdlt Fano type by [XZ22, Prop. 3.6].

In general, choose a general Q-divisor G ∈ |−(K_Y + f̄^{−1}_∗ Δ + E)|_Q such that (Y , f̄^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E) is qdlt and ⌊f̄^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E⌋ = E. Let Γ = f̄_∗G, then (X, Δ + Γ) is lc, f̄^∗(K_X + Δ + Γ) = K_Y + f̄^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E,

and LCP(X, Δ + Γ) = QM(Y , E). In particular, A_{X,Δ+Γ}(E_i) = A_{X,Δ+Γ}(E_i) = 0 for all i since E_i and E_i corresponds to the same divisorial valuation on X. Hence we have

f^∗(K_X + Δ + (1 − t)Γ) = K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ (Δ + (1 − t)Γ) + r∑ i=1 (1 − t ord_{Ei} (Γ))E_i

for all t ≥ 0. Thus (Y, f^{−1}_∗ (Δ + Γ) + E) is lc, and Y is of Fano type over X.

Since (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is potentially lc, by [Kol18, Prop. 19], there exists a small lc modification

μ: (Y^c, (f^c)^{−1}_∗ Δ + E^c) → (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E), where f^c = f ∘ μ, E^c = μ^{−1}_∗ E, and μ is a local isomorphism at every lc center of (Y^c, (f^c)^{−1}_∗ Δ + E^c). Then it suffices to show that f^c : (Y^c, E^c) → (X, Δ) is of qdlt Fano type by [XZ22, Prop. 3.6].

Hence we may assume that −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is Q-Cartier. Since Y is of Fano type over X, we can run a −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E)-MMP and get a good minimal modelY Y^′

X ψf f^′

over X. Note that f̄ : Y → X is the ample model for −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) over X, so it is also the ample for −(K_Y ′ + f^{′−1}_∗ Δ + ψ_∗E). Since ϕ is small, none of the component E_i is contracted by ψ. Now by the relatively semi-ample case we proved above, f^′ : (Y^′, E^′ = ψ_∗E) → (X, Δ) is a model of qdlt Fano type. In particular, (Y^′, f^{′−1}_∗ Δ + E^′) is qdlt. By the MMP we have

A_Y ′_{,f} ′−1_{∗ Δ+E}′ (F ) ≤ A_{Y,f} −1_{∗ Δ+E} (F )

for every prime divisor F , and the strict inequality holds if and only if ψ is not a local isomorphism at center_Y (F ). Hence ψ is a local isomorphism at every lc center z ∈ (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E), and ψ(z) is also an lc center of (Y^′, f^{′−1}_∗ Δ + E). Thus (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is simple-toroidal at z. So (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is qdlt.

Since f^′ : (Y^′, E^′) → (X, Δ) is of qdlt Fano type, by definition there exists a Q-divisor D^′ ≥ f^{′−1}_∗ Δ on Y^′ such that ⌊D^′ + E^′⌋ = E^′, (Y^′, D^′ + E^′) is qdlt, and −(K_Y ′ + D^′ + E^′) is f^′-ample. Let A be an f-ample divisor on Y , and A^′ = ψ_∗A. Replacing A with ϵA for some 0 < ϵ ≪ 1, we may assume that −(K_Y ′ + D^′ + E^′) − A^′ is f^′-ample. Let

H^′ ∈ |−(K_Y ′ + D^′ + E^′) − A^′|_Q

be a general Q-divisor, so that H^′ does not contain any stratum of (Y^′, E^′). Thus H = ψ^{−1}_∗ H^′ does not contain any stratum of (Y, E) since ψ is a local isomorphism at the generic points thereof, and nor does D = ψ^{−1}_∗ D^′. Hence −(K_Y + D + H + E) ∼_Q A is f-ample, and (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + ϵ(D + H − f^{−1}_∗ Δ) + E) is qdlt for some 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. Recall that

K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ (Δ + Γ) + E ∼_{X,Q} 0

and (Y, f^{−1}_∗ (Δ + Γ) + E) is lc. Let D_Y = f^{−1}_∗ Δ + ϵ(D + H − f^{−1}_∗ Δ) + (1 − ϵ)f^{−1}_∗ Γ = ϵ(D + H) + (1 − ϵ)f^{−1}_∗ (Δ + Γ)

then D_Y ≥ f^{−1}_∗ Δ, ⌊D_Y ⌋ = 0, −(K_Y + D_Y + E) ∼_{X,Q} ϵA is f-ample, and (Y, D_Y + E) is qdlt. That is, f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is of qdlt Fano type. □

Definition 3.4 ([XZ22, Def. 3.12]). Let S be a reduced scheme, and π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities. A family of models f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) at x is called a locally stable family of Kollár models at x if π ∘ f : (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) → S is a locally stable family with qdlt fibers, and −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is f-ample.

Note that the fiber f_s : (Y_s, E_s) → (X_s, Δ_s) is a Kollár model at x_s for every s ∈ S.

Remark. Let S be a regular local scheme of dimension d, with the generic point η ∈ S and the closed point s ∈ S. Let H = ∑_d j=1 H_j be an snc divisor on S defined by a regular system of parameters.

Suppose (X, Δ) is a pair, and π : X → S is a dominant morphism that is separated and of finite type. Then π : (X, Δ) → S is a locally stable family if and only if (X, Δ + π^∗H) is slc; see [Kol23, Thm. 4.54]. By inversion of adjunction, π : (X, Δ) → S is a locally stable family of qdlt (resp., klt) pairs if and only if (X, Δ + π^∗H) is qdlt (resp., qdlt with ⌊Δ⌋ = 0).

Suppose π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S is a locally stable family of klt singularities, then a locally stable family of Kollár models f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is a model for (X, Δ) such that each component of E is centered on X_η, (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E + f^∗π^∗H) is qdlt, and −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is f-ample. In other words, f : (Y, E + f^∗π^∗H) → (X, Δ) is a qdlt anti-canonical model for (X, Δ).

3.2. Special valuations and complements.

Definition 3.5. Let (X, Δ) be a pair. A subset σ ⊆ Val_X is called a quasi-monomial (simplicial) cone for (X, Δ) if σ = QM_y(Y, E), where f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is a model, E contains all f-exceptional divisors, and y ∈ (Y, E) is a generic point of a stratum such that (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is simple-toroidal at y.

Note that by taking a log resolution (Y^′, E^′) → (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) that is a local isomorphism over y, we may assume that (Y, E) is a simple-toroidal model.

If E_1, . . . , E_r are the components of E that contain y, then there is an isomorphism σ ≃ R^r_{≥0} . If τ ⊆ σ corresponds to a rational simplicial cone in R^r_{≥0} , then τ ⊆ Val_X is also a quasi-monomial simplicial cone for (X, Δ). If K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier, then the log discrepancy function A_{X,Δ} is linear on σ.

Definition 3.6. Let (X, Δ) be an affine klt pair, and f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) be a simple-toroidal model. A Q-complement Γ of (X, Δ) is said to be special with respect to f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) if f^{−1}_∗ Γ ≥ G for some effective f-ample Q-divisor G on Y whose support does not contain any stratum of (Y, E).

A quasi-monomial simplicial cone σ ⊆ Val_X for (X, Δ) is said to be special if there is a simple-toroidal model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ), a special Q-complement Γ of (X, Δ) with respect to f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ), and a generic point y of a stratum of (Y, E), such that σ ⊆ QM_y(Y, E) ∩ LCP(X, Δ + Γ).

A real valuation v ∈ Val_X is said to be special for (X, Δ) if v ∈ σ for some special quasi-monomial simplicial cone σ ⊆ Val_X . In particular, v is quasi-monomial.

Lemma 3.7. Let (X, Δ) be an affine klt pair, and σ ⊆ Val_X be a quasi-monomial cone for (X, Δ). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) σ is special.

(ii) there exists a model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) of qdlt Fano type such that σ = QM(Y, E);

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). See [XZ22, Thm. 3.14] or [Xu24, Thm. 5.26].

(ii) ⇒ (i). By Lemma 3.2, we may assume (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is qdlt and −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is ample. We can choose a general Q-divisor G ∈ |−(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E)|_Q such that (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E) is qdlt, and ⌊f^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E⌋ = E. Note that f_∗(G + E) ∼_Q −(K_X + Δ), where f_∗E consists of components of E that are not f-exceptional. Let μ: (Z, F ) → (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E) be a log resolution such that μ is a local isomorphism over the simple-toroidal locus of (Y, E), and there is a μ-ample divisor −A on Z with A ≥ 0 and Supp(A) = Ex(μ). Then we have

0 ∼_Q μ^∗(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E) = K_Z + μ^{−1}_∗ f^{−1}_∗ Δ + (μ^∗G − ϵA) + μ^{−1}_∗ E + F^′ + ϵA.

where F^′ = ∑ i A_{Y,f} −1_{∗ Δ+E} (F_i) · F_i and F_i ranges over all μ-exceptional divisors. By our choice of μ, we have ⌊F^′⌋ ≤ 0. Thus ⌊F^′ + ϵA⌋ ≤ 0, and μ^∗G − ϵA is ample for 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. Now

LCP(Z, μ^{−1}_∗ f^{−1}_∗ Δ + μ^{−1}_∗ E + F^′ + ϵA) = QM(Z, μ^{−1}_∗ E) = QM(Y, E).

Choose a general H ∈ |μ^∗G − ϵA|_Q, such that (Z, μ^{−1}_∗ f^{−1}_∗ Δ + H + μ^{−1}_∗ E + F^′ + ϵA) is sub-lc and

LCP(Z, μ^{−1}_∗ f^{−1}_∗ Δ + H + μ^{−1}_∗ E + F^′ + ϵA) = LCP(Z, μ^{−1}_∗ f^{−1}_∗ Δ + μ^{−1}_∗ E + F^′ + ϵA).

Let Γ = f_∗μ_∗H + f_∗E ∼_Q f_∗(G + E) ∼_Q −(K_X + Δ), then

μ^∗f^∗(K_X + Δ + Γ) = K_Z + μ^{−1}_∗ f^{−1}_∗ Δ + H + μ^{−1}_∗ E + F^′ + ϵA.

Hence Γ is a special Q-complement with respect to (Z, F ) → (X, Δ), and LCP(X, Δ + Γ) = σ. □

Lemma 3.8. Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity. Suppose v ∈ Val^{qm}_{X,x}, and let a_• = a_•(v) denote the associated ideal sequence. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) v is special;

(ii) there exists a Kollár model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) at x such that v ∈ QM(Y, E); (iii) the associated graded ring

R_v = gr_v(O_X ) = ⨁ λ≥0 a_λ/a_{>λ} is a finitely generated graded κ(x)-algebra, and the pair (X_v = Spec(R_v), Δ_v) is klt, where Δ_v is defined by the divisorial part of the initial ideal of Δ.

(iv) there exists δ > 0 such that if D is an effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X with v(D) < δ, then (X, Δ + D) is klt and v is special for (X, Δ + D).

(v) there exists δ > 0 such that if D is an effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X with v(D) < δ, then (X, Δ + D) is klt and v computes the lc threshold lct(X, Δ + D; a_•).

(vi) for every effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor D on X, there exists a Q-complement Γ of (X, Δ) such that Γ ≥ ϵD for some ϵ > 0, and v ∈ LCP(X, Δ + Γ).

Proof. (i), (ii), and (iii) are equivalent by [XZ22, Thm. 4.1].

(i-iii) ⇒ (iv). The valuation v induces a canonical valuation wt_v on X_v , such that wt_v(D_v ) = v(D) for every effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor D on X. By the Izumi type inequality [Zhu24, Lem. 3.5],

lct(X_v, Δ_v ; D_v) ≥ c_0

^vol(x_v ; X_v , Δ_v) ^vol_{Xv ,Δv} (wt_v) · A_{Xv ,Δv} (wt_v ) wt_v(D_v ) , where x_v ∈ X_v is the vertex defined by the irrelevant ideal of R_v, and c_0 is a constant only depending on dim_x(X) = dim(X_v ). Thus, if

v(D) = wt_v (D_v) < δ := c_0

^vol(x_v ; X_v, Δ_v) ^vol_{Xv ,Δv} (wt_v)

A_{Xv ,Δv} (wt_v ),

then (X_v , Δ_v + D_v) is klt. Since we know (iii) ⇒ (i), this implies that v is special for (X, Δ + D).

(iv) ⇒ (v). It suffices to show that if v is special for (X, Δ), then v computes the lc threshold of a_•. Suppose v is special, then v ∈ LCP(X, Δ + Γ) for some Q-complement Γ. Hence we get the conclusion by [JM12, Thm. 7.8]. We also give a proof here: For w ∈ Val_{X,x}, we have

A_{X,Δ}(w) − w(Γ) = A_{X,Δ+Γ}(w) ≥ 0

since (X, Δ + Γ) is lc, and w(a_•) ≤ w(Γ)/v(Γ). Meanwhile, A_{X,Δ}(v) = v(Γ) since v ∈ LCP(X, Δ + Γ). Thus A_{X,Δ}(w) w(a_•) ≥ A_{X,Δ}(w) w(Γ) v(Γ) ≥ v(Γ) = A_{X,Δ}(v) = A_{X,Δ}(v) v(a_•) . Taking infimum over all w ∈ Val_{X,x}, we get lct(X, Δ; a_•) = A_{X,Δ}(v)/v(a_•).

(v) ⇒ (vi). Let ϵ < δ/v(D), so (X, Δ + ϵD) is klt and v computes the lc threshold lct(X, Δ + ϵD; a_•) by (v). Then the conclusion follows from the fact that a quasi-monomial valuation that computes the lc threshold of an ideal sequence is an lc place of a Q-complement; see [LX18, Rmk. 4.4]. This fact is also the special case of Lemma 4.2 when the base S is 0-dimensional.

(vi) ⇒ (i). The proof is the same as [XZ22, Lem. 3.4]. Let f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) be a simple-toroidal model, and y ∈ (Y, E) be a generic point of a stratum, such that v ∈ QM_y(Y, E), and there is an f-ample divisor −A with A ≥ 0 and Supp(A) = Ex(f). Then −A is ample since X is affine. Let H ∈ |−A|_Q be a general Q-divisor whose support does not contain any stratum of (Y, Supp(f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E + Ex(f))). Let

D = f_∗H, then there is a Q-complement Γ ≥ ϵD of (X, Δ) such that v ∈ LCP(X, Δ + Γ) by (vi). By construction, f^{−1}_∗ Γ ≥ ϵH. That is, Γ is a special Q-complement with respect to f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ). □

Remark. We have A_{Xv ,Δv} (wt_v ) = A_{X,Δ}(v) and ^vol_{Xv ,Δv} (wt_v ) = ^vol_{X,Δ}(v) by [LX18, Lem. 4.10]. Thus we can take δ = c_0

^vol(x_v ; X_v, Δ_v ) ^vol_{X,Δ}(v) A_{X,Δ}(v). in (iv) and (v). Moreover, if v is the minimizer of the normalized volume function for x ∈ (X, Δ), then it is proved that one can take δ = A_{X,Δ}(v)/(dim X) in [XZ22, Lem. 3.3] using K-stability of valuations, hence v is special.

Lemma 3.9. Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity. Suppose v ∈ Val_{X,x} is a special valuation for (X, Δ), and a_• = a_•(v) is the ideal sequence associated to v. Then, up to scaling, v is the unique valuation that computes the lc threshold lct(X, Δ; a_•).

Proof. We know v computes the lc threshold of a_• by Lemma 3.8. Suppose w ∈ Val_{X,x} such that A_{X,Δ}(v) v(a_•)

= lct(X, Δ; a_•) = A_{X,Δ}(w) w(a_•) . By rescaling, we may assume that A_{X,Δ}(v) = A_{X,Δ}(w) = 1. Hence

inf_{λ>0} w(a_λ(v)) λ = w(a_•) = v(a_•) = 1.

Thus w(f) ≥ v(f) for every f ∈ O_X . Assume that w(f) > v(f) for some f, then f ∈ m_x ∖ {0}, where m_x ⊆ O_X is the maximal ideal of x. Let D = div(f). Then, for ϵ > 0, A_{X,Δ+ϵD}(w) w(a_•) = 1 − ϵw(f) < 1 − ϵv(f) = A_{X,Δ+ϵD}(v) v(a_•) . This contradicts to that v computes lct(X, Δ + ϵD; a_•) for 0 < ϵ ≪ 1 by Lemma 3.8. □

Remark. If v = ord_E is divisorial, and f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is the prime blow-up where −E is f-ample. Then the lemma follows from that (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is plt.

4. Families of Kollár models 4.1. Degeneration of valuations via families of models. In this subsection, let S be a regular local scheme of dimension d, with the closed point s ∈ S and the generic point η ∈ S. Let H = ∑_d j=1 H_j be an snc divisor on S defined by a regular system of parameters. The subscript (−)_t will denote the fiber at a point t ∈ S for objects over S.

Lemma 4.1. Let π : (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of pairs. Then there exists ϵ > 0 such that if f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) is a family of models where E is Q-Cartier and (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + (1 − ϵ)E) → S is locally stable, then (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) → S is also locally stable.

Proof. This follows from the ACC for lc thresholds; see [HMX14]. □

Lemma 4.2. Let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities, and I_• ⊆ O_X be an ideal sequence on X cosupported on {x} such that lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,•}) = lct(X_η, Δ_η ; I_{η,•}) < ∞ Suppose v_0 ∈ Val^{qm}_{Xη ,xη} computes the lc threshold of I_{η,•}, and σ ⊆ Val_{Xη ,xη} is a quasi-monomial simplicial cone for (X_η, Δ_η ) such that v_0 ∈ σ. Then there exists a family of models at x over S f : (Y, E = E_1 + · · · + E_r) → (X, Δ) such that the following hold:

(1) E_1, . . . , E_r are all the exceptional divisors of f;

(2) the valuations ord_{E1,η} , . . . , ord_{Er,η} span a simplicial cone τ ⊆ σ such that v_0 ∈ τ; (3) π ∘ f : (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) → S is a locally stable family.

(4) there exists a relative Q-Cartier Q-divisor Γ on X/S such that π : (X, Δ + Γ) → S is a locally stable family, K_X + Δ + Γ ∼_{S,Q} 0, and τ ⊆ LCP(X_η , Δ_η + Γ_η).

Furthermore, we may assume that either Y is Q-factorial and −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is f-semi-ample, or each E_i is Q-Cartier and there exists an f-ample divisor −A on Y with A ≥ 0 and Supp(A) = E.

Proof. By rescaling the index of I_•, we may assume that lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,•}) = lct(X_η , Δ_η; I_{η,•}) = 1. The assumption that v computes the lc threshold means

lct(X_η, Δ_η ; I_{η,•}) =

A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_0) v_0(I_{η,•}) . By rescaling v_0, we may assume A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_0) = 1. Hence v_0(I_{η,•}) = 1. Since X_η ⊆ X is the generic fiber, we identify Val_{Xη ,xη} = Val_{X,x}, so that A_{X,Δ}(v_0) = v_0(I_•) = 1. By inversion of adjunction, (X, Δ + π^∗H) is dlt, and lct(X, Δ + π^∗H; I_•) = lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,•}) = 1.

It follows that lct(X, Δ; I_•) = 1, and v_0 computes the lc threshold of I_• on (X, Δ).

Fix an isomorphism σ ≃ R^r_{≥0} . Note that the function

A_{X,Δ+I•} (v) := A_{X,Δ}(v) − v(I_•) = A_{X,Δ}(v) − inf_{λ>0} v(I_λ) λ is non-negative, homogeneous, and convex on σ ≃ (R_{≥0} )^r. Choose a norm ‖ · ‖ on R^r , and write d(·, ·) for the induced metric on σ. Then A_{X,Δ+I•} is a Lipschitz function on σ. Hence there exists C > 0 such that A_{X,Δ+I•} (v) ≤ A_{X,Δ+I•} (v_0) + C · d(v_0, v) = C · d(v_0, v).

Fix 0 < ϵ < 1 as in Lemma 4.1 for π : (X, Δ) → S. By Diophantine approximation (see [LX18, Lem. 2.7] or [Xu24, Lem. 4.47]), there exist v_1, . . . , v_r ∈ σ and q_1, . . . , q_r ∈ Z_{>0} such that:

(1) v_0 is in the convex cone τ spanned by v_1, . . . , v_r;

(2) q_iv_i = c_i ord_{Ei} , where E_i is a prime divisor over X and c_i ∈ Z_{>0}, for all i = 1, . . . , r; (3) d(v_0, v_i) <^ϵ_{2Cqi} for all i = 1, . . . , r.

Thus 0 ≤ A_{X,Δ+I•} (E_i) = q_i c_i A_{X,Δ+I•} (v_i) < ϵ 2 . for all i = 1, . . . , r.

Choose ϵ^′ > 0 such that 2ϵ^′ ord_{Ei} (I_•) < ϵ for all i = 1, . . . , r. Since

sup_{λ>0} λ · lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,λ}) = lim_{λ→∞} λ · lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,λ}) = lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,•}) = 1,

we have (1 − ϵ^′)/λ < lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,λ}) ≤ 1/λ for λ ≫ 0. Write c = (1 − ϵ^′)/λ, then lct(X, Δ; I^c_λ) ≥ lct(X_s, Δ_s; I^c_{s,λ}) > 1, and

A_{X,Δ+I} c_λ (E_i) ≤ A_{X,Δ+I•} (E_i) + (ord_{Ei} (I_•) − c ord_{Ei} (I_λ)) < ϵ 2 + (1 − ϵ^′) ( ord_{Ei} (I_•) − 1 λ ord_{Ei} (I_λ) ) + ϵ^′ ord_{Ei} (I_•) < ϵ 2 + 0 + ϵ 2 = ϵ. where we used the general fact that v(I_•) ≤ v(I_λ)/λ for every valuation v.

Write a_i := A_{X,Δ+I} c_λ (E_i) < ϵ < 1. By Lemma 2.4, there exists a model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) such that E = E_1 + · · · + E_r is the sum of all exceptional divisors of f, and we may assume that either Y is Q-factorial, or each E_i is Q-Cartier and there exists an f-ample divisor −A on Y with A ≥ 0 and Supp(A) = E. Since lct(X, Δ + π^∗H; I^c_λ) = lct(X_s, Δ_s; I^c_{s,λ}) > 1, (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + ∑_r i=1(1 − a_i)E_i + f^∗π^∗H) is lc, that is, π ∘ f : (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + ∑_r i=1(1 − a_i)E_i) → S is locally stable. Thus π ∘ f : (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) → S is locally stable since a_i < ϵ for all i, by Lemma 4.1.

Now we get (1), (2), and (3). Choose a model f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) as above such that Y is Q-factorial. Since Y is of Fano type over X, so we can run a −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E)-MMP over X and get a Q-factorial good minimal model Y Y^′ X ϕf f^′

where −(K_Y ′ + f^{′−1}_∗ Δ + ϕ_∗E) is f-semi-ample. As above, (Y^′, f^{′−1}_∗ Δ + ∑_r i=1(1 − a_i)ϕ_∗E_i + f^{′∗}π^∗H) is also lc, hence π ∘ f^′ : (Y^′, f^{′−1}_∗ Δ + ϕ_∗E) → S is locally stable by Lemma 4.1. In the MMP, we have A_{Y,f} −1_{∗ Δ+E+f ∗π∗H} (F ) ≥ A_{Y ′ ,f} ′−1_{∗ Δ+ϕ∗E+f ′∗π∗H} (F ) for every prime divisor F , and the equality holds if and only if ϕ is a local isomorphism at center_Y (F ). Thus ϕ is a local isomorphism at every lc center of (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E + f^∗π^∗H). In particular, ϕ does not contract any component E_i of E. It follows that f^′ : (Y^′, E^′ = ϕ_∗E) → (X, Δ) is the desired Q-factorial semi-ample model satisfying (1), (2), and (3).

It remains to show (4). Take a model as above such that Y is Q-factorial and −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is f-semi-ample. As X is affine, let G ∈ |−(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E)|_Q be a general Q-divisor, such that (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E + f^∗π^∗H) is lc. Let Γ = f_∗G ∼_Q −(K_X + Δ), then

f^∗(K_X + Δ + Γ + π^∗H) = K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + G + E + f^∗π^∗H,

so π : (X, Δ + Γ) → S is locally stable, and each E_i is an lc place of (X, Δ + Γ). Since the function v → A_{X,Δ+Γ}(v) = A_{X,Δ}(v) − v(Γ) is non-negative, homogeneous, and convex on τ, while vanishing at ord_{Ei} , we get A_{X,Δ+Γ}(v) = 0 for all v ∈ τ, that is, τ ⊆ LCP(X, Δ + Γ). □

Remark. Assume that v_0 is a special valuation, and σ is a special quasi-monomial cone. Then τ is also special, so f_η : (Y_η , E_η) → (X_η , Δ_η) is a model of qdlt Fano type by Lemma 3.3, with QM(Y_η , E_η ) = τ. In particular, v_0 ∈ QM(Y_η , E_η).

In this case, none of E_i is contracted in the ample model for −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) over X, since on the generic fiber we get the Kollár model for τ. Thus we may assume that −(K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is ample as well. Since (Y_η , (f_η)^{−1}_∗ Δ_η + E_η ) is qdlt, and every lc center of (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) lies over η (see [Kol23, Cor. 4.56]), we conclude that (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) is qdlt. However, f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) need not be a locally stable family of Kollár models over S.

Definition 4.3. Let π : (X, Δ) → S be a family of pairs, and f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) be a family of models over S where E = ∑_k i=1 E_i is the sum of all f-exceptional divisors. Let Z be an irreducible component of E_I = ⋂ i∈I E_i. Suppose ζ is the generic point of Z, and z is a generic point of Z_s = Z ∩ Y_s. Assume that π ∘ f : (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E) → S is locally stable in an open neighborhood of z, and each E_i is Q-Cartier at z. Then (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E + f^∗π^∗H) is lc near z, and Z is an lc center thereof. Thus its generic point ζ lies over η. Since each E_{i,η} is Q-Cartier, (Y_η , E_η) is simple-toroidal at ζ by Lemma 2.2. Now z ∈ ⋂ i∈I E_i ∩ d⋂ j=1 f^∗π^∗H_j where each E_i is Q-Cartier, and each f^∗π^∗H_j is Cartier. Since z has codimension at most |I| + d in Y , (Y, E + f^∗π^∗H) is simple-toroidal at z by Lemma 2.2, hence (Y_s, E_s) is simple-toroidal at z as well. By Lemma 2.8, there are canonical maps QMζ (Yη , Eη ) QMz (Y, E + f^∗π^∗H) QMz(Ys, Es)

R^I_{≥0} R^I_{≥0} × R^d_{≥0} R^I_{≥0} i≃ p≃ ≃ α→(α,0) (α,β)→α

which sends E_{i,η} to the unique irreducible component E^′_{i,s} of E_{i,s} containing z.

For v^α_η ∈ QM_ζ (Y_η, E_η ), its image v^α_s ∈ QM_z (Y_s, E_s) is called a quasi-monomial degeneration of v^α_η via the family of models f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ), and v^α_η is said to degenerates to v^α_s via (Y, E).

Lemma 4.4. Let π : (X, Δ) → S be a family of pairs. Suppose v_η ∈ Val^{qm}_{Xη} degenerates to v_s ∈ Val^{qm}_{Xs} via a family of models f : (Y, E = ∑_k i=1 E_i) → (X, Δ) over S. Then the following hold:

(1) v_η(a_η ) ≤ v_s(a_s) for every coherent ideal a ⊆ O_X ; (2) if K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier, then A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_η ) = A_{Xs,Δs} (v_s);

(3) if Γ is a relative Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X/S such that π : (X, Δ + Γ) → S is locally stable and v_η ∈ LCP(X_η , Δ_η + Γ_η), then v_s ∈ LCP(X_s, Δ_s + Γ_s) and v_η (Γ_η) = v_s(Γ_s).

Proof. Suppose Z is an irreducible component ⋂ i∈I E_i as in Definition 4.3, such that v_η maps to v_s in

QM_ζ (Y_η , E_η) ≃ R^r_{≥0} ≃ QM_z(Y_s, E_s),

where ζ is the generic point of Z_η, and z is a generic point of Z_s, and they are given by α = (α_i) ∈ R^I_{≥0} in coordinates. Then (1) follows from Lemma 2.8.

(2). Write

f^∗(K_X + Δ + π^∗H) = K_Y + f^{−1}_∗ Δ + k∑ i=1 (1 − A_{X,Δ}(E_i)) · E_i + f^∗π^∗H.

Restricting to f_η : (Y_η , Δ_η) → (X_η, Δ_η ) and f_s : (Y_s, Δ_s) → (X_s, Δ_s), respectively, by adjunction we get A_{Xη ,Δη} (E_{i,η} ) = A_{X,Δ}(E_i) = A_{Xs,Δs} (E^′_{i,s}) for every component E^′_{i,s} of E_{i,s}. Hence A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_η ) = ∑ i∈I α_iA_{X,Δ}(E_i) = A_{Xs,Δs} (v_s). (3). By (1) and (2) we have

A_{Xs,Δs+Γs} (v_s) = A_{Xs,Δs} (v_s) − v_s(Γ_s) ≤ A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_η ) − v_η(Γ_η ) = A_{Xη ,Δη +Γη} (v_η ) = 0,

while A_{Xs ,Δs+Γs} (v_s) ≥ 0 since (X_s, Δ_s + Γ_s) is slc. Thus all the inequalities above must be equalities, that is, A_{Xs ,Δs+Γs} (v_s) = 0 and v_s(Γ_s) = v_η (Γ_η ). □

Lemma 4.5. Let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities, and I_• ⊆ O_X be an ideal sequence on X cosupported on {x} such that

lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,•}) = lct(X_η , Δ_η; I_{η,•}) < ∞.

Suppose v_s ∈ Val^{qm}_{Xs ,xs} and v_η ∈ Val^{qm}_{Xη ,xη} are special valuations with

A_{Xs ,Δs} (v_s) = A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_η ) = 1,

satisfying the following: for every relative effective Q-Cartier divisor D on X/S with v_s(D_s) = v_η(D_η ), there exists ϵ > 0 such that π : (X, Δ + ϵD) → S has klt fibers, and v_s and v_η are, up to scaling, unique quasi-monomial valuations computing lc thresholds lct(X_s, Δ_s + ϵD_s; I_{s,•}) and lct(X_η , Δ_η + ϵD_η; I_{η,•}), respectively. Then there exists a locally stable family of Kollár models at x f̄ : (Y , E) → (X, Δ) such that v_s ∈ QM(Y_s, E_s), v_η ∈ QM(Y_η, E_η), and v_η degenerates to v_s.

Proof. First note that for D = 0 we have

v_s(I_{s,•}) = A_{Xs ,Δs} (v_s) · lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,•}) = A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_η ) · lct(X_η , Δ_η; I_{η,•}) = v_η (I_{η,•}).

Assume D is a relative effective Q-Cartier divisor on X/S with v_s(D_s) = v_η (D_η), then

lct(X_s, Δ_s + ϵD_s; I_{s,•}) = A_{Xs ,Δs} (v_s) − ϵv_s(D_s) v_s(I_{s,•}) = A_{Xη ,Δη} (v_η) − ϵv_η (D_η) v_η (I_{η,•}) = lct(X_η , Δ_η + ϵD_η; I_{η,•}).

Thus we can apply Lemma 4.2 to the family π : x ∈ (X, Δ + ϵD) → S, the ideal sequence I_•, and v_η , which gives a family of models f^D : (Y^D, E^D ) → (X, Δ), via which v_η degenerates to some v^D_s ∈ Val^{qm}_{Xs,xs} as in Definition 4.3 (see the remark after Lemma 4.2). Then

lct(X_η , Δ_η + ϵD_η; I_{η,•}) = A_{Xη ,Δη +ϵDη} (v_η ) v_η(I_{η,•}) ≥ A_{Xs,Δs+ϵDs} (v^D_s ) v^D_s (I_{s,•}) by Lemma 4.4. This implies that v^D_s computes lct(X_s, Δ_s + ϵD_s; I_{s,•}). By the uniqueness assumption, we conclude that v^D_s = v_s since A_{Xs,Δs+ϵDs} (v^D_s ) = A_{Xη ,Δη +ϵDη} (v_η ) = A_{Xs ,Δs+ϵDs} (v_s). Moreover, there is a relative effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor Γ ≥ ϵD on X/S such that π : (X, Δ + Γ) → S is locally stable, K_X + Δ + Γ ∼_{S,Q} 0, and v_η ∈ LCP(X_η, Δ_η + Γ_η ). By Lemma 4.4, we get v_s ∈ LCP(X_s, Δ_s + Γ_s).

Now we apply Lemma 4.2 for D = 0, and choose a family of models f : (Y, E = ∑_r i=1 E_i) → (X, Δ) such that each E_i is Q-Cartier, and there exists an f-ample divisor supported on E. Moreover, we may assume that Z = ⋂_r i=1 E_i is irreducible, with the generic point ζ such that v_η ∈ QM_ζ (Y_η , E_η ). Let z be a generic point of Z_s, then (Y, E + f^∗π^∗H) is simple-toroidal at z, and v_s ∈ QM_z (Y_s, E_s) such that v_η and v_s corresponds to α = (α_i) ∈ R^r_{≥0} under

QM_ζ (Y_η , E_η) ≃ R^r_{≥0} ≃ QM_z(Y_s, E_s).

In fact, by the uniqueness assumption, z is the unique generic point of Z_s. Let

μ: (W, F ) → (Y, f^{−1}_∗ Δ + E + f^∗π^∗H)

be a log resolution that is a local isomorphism over z and the generic point of Y_s, such that there is a μ-ample divisor supported on Ex(μ). Hence there is a g-ample divisor −A with Supp(A) = Ex(g) and A ≥ 0, where g = f ∘ μ. Since X is affine, −A is ample. Let G ∈ |−A|_Q be a general Q-divisor whose support does not contain any stratum of (W, F ), and let D = g_∗G = g_∗(G + A). Then D is Q-Cartier, and Supp(D) does not contain X_s. Thus D is flat over S. Write

f^∗D = f^{−1}_∗ D + r∑ i=1 ord_{Ei} (D)E_i

where the support of f^{−1}_∗ D = μ_∗G does not contain z. Hence v_s(D_s) = ∑_r i=1 α_i ord_{Ei} (D) = v_η (D_η).

By the argument above, there exists a relative effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor Γ ≥ ϵD on X/S, for some ϵ > 0, such that π : (X, Δ + Γ) → S is locally stable, K_X + Δ + Γ ∼_{S,Q} 0, and v_η ∈ LCP(X_η, Δ_η + Γ_η ).

Moreover, consider the diagram QM_ζ (Y_η , E_η ) QM_z (Y, E + f^∗π^∗H) QM_z(Y_s, E_s)

R^r_{≥0} R^r_{≥0} × R^d_{≥0} R^r_{≥0} i≃ p≃ ≃ α→(α,0) (α,β)→α

Suppose α = (α_i) ∈ R^r_{≥0} corresponds to v^α_η ∈ QM_ζ (Y_η , E_η ) ∩ LCP(X_η, Δ_η + Γ_η ), then

v^α_s ∈ QM_z(Y_s, E_s) ∩ LCP(X_s, Δ_s + Γ_s) and v^α_s (Γ_s) = v^α_η (Γ_η ) by Lemma 4.4. For every β = (β_j ) ∈ R^d_{≥0} and v^{α,β} ∈ QM_z(Y, E + f^∗π^∗H), A_{X,Δ+π}∗_H (v^{α,β} ) = r∑ i=1 α_iA_{X,Δ+π}∗_H (E_i) + d∑ j=1 β_j A_{X,Δ+π}∗_H (f^∗π^∗H_j ) = r∑ i=1 α_iA_{X,Δ+π}∗_H (E_i)

since A_{X,Δ+π}∗_H (f^∗π^∗H_j ) = 0. Thus A_{Xη ,Δη} (v^α_η ) = A_{X,Δ+π}∗_H (v^{α,β} ) = A_{Xs,Δs} (v^α_s ). Also, v^α_η (Γ_η) ≤ v^{α,β} (Γ) ≤ v^α_s (Γ_s) by Lemma 2.8, so all the equality holds. Then we get A_{Xη ,Δη +Γη} (v^α_η ) = A_{X,Δ+Γ+π}∗_H (v^{α,β} ) = A_{Xs,Δs+Γs} (v^α_s ) = 0.

Let σ_η ⊆ QM_ζ (Y_η, E_η ) ∩ LCP(X_η , Δ_η + Γ_η) be a simplicial cone containing v_η , and let σ ⊆ R^r_{≥0} be the corresponding cone, then the cone Σ ⊆ QM_z (Y, E + f^∗π^∗H) corresponding to σ × R^d_{≥0} satisfies Σ ⊆ QM_z(Y, E + f^∗π^∗H) ∩ LCP(X, Δ + Γ + π^∗H).

Now Γ + π^∗H is a special Q-complement with respect to g : (W, F ) → (X, Δ), since g^{−1}_∗ (Γ + π^∗H) ≥ ϵG. Thus, by Lemma 3.7, we get a qdlt anti-canonical model f̄ : (Y , E + H) → (X, Δ) with QM(Y , E + H) = Σ. Thus all components of E are centered at x, and H = f̄^{−1}_∗ π^∗H = f̄^∗π^∗H. So f̄ : (Y , E) → (X, Δ) is a locally stable family of Kollár models (see the remark after Definition 3.4). It is clear that v_η ∈ QM(Y_η, E_η ) degenerates to v_s ∈ QM(Y_s, E_s). □ 4.2. Multiple equivariant degenerations.

Definition 4.6. Let x ∈ (X, Δ) be a klt singularity of finite type over a field k, with x ∈ X(k). Suppose f : (Y, E = E_1 + · · · + E_r) → (X, Δ) is a model of qdlt Fano type at x. Let R be the extended Rees algebra R := ⨁ (a_1,...,a_r )∈Z^r f_∗O_Y (a_1E_1 + · · · + a_rE_r)t^{a1}_1 · · · t^{ar}_r ⊆ O_X [t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_r ].

Then R is a finitely generated k-algebra, and we have X = Spec(R) → A^r_k with an isomorphism X ×_A r_k (G_{m,k} )^r ≃ X ×_k (G_{m,k} )^r.

Let Δ_X be the closure of Δ ×_k (G_{m,k} )^r. The morphism (X, Δ_X) → A^r_k is called the multiple degeneration of (X, Δ) induced by f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ). Moreover, there is an action of (G_{m,k} )^r on (X, Δ_X) such that the multiple degeneration is equivariant, and the point x ∈ X(k) induces a section x ∈ X(A^r_k ).

By [XZ22, §4], x ∈ (X, Δ_X) → A^r_k is a locally stable family of klt singularities, and R/(t_1, . . . , t_r) ≃ gr_v(O_X ) for every v ∈ QM^∘(Y, E), which induces (X_v , Δ_v) ≃ (X, Δ_X) ×_A r_k {0}.

Lemma 4.7. Let S be a regular scheme. Suppose π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S is a locally stable family of klt singularities, and f : (Y, E = E_1 + · · · + E_r) → (X, Δ) is a locally stable family of Kollár models at x. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, let (X^{(i)}, Δ^{(i)}) → A^i_S be the multiple degeneration induced by E_1 + · · · + E_i, that is, R^{(i)} := ⨁ (a_1,...,a_i)∈Z^i π_∗f_∗O_Y (a_1E_1 + · · · + a_iE_i)t^{a1}_1 · · · t^{ai}_i ⊆ π_∗O_X [t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_i ],

and X^{(i)} = Spec_S R^{(i)} → A^i_S . Then the following hold:

(1) (X^{(i)}, Δ^{(i)}) → A^i_S is a locally stable family of klt pairs.

(2) There exists a locally stable family of Kollár models f^{(i)} : (Y^{(i)}, E^{(i)}) → (X^{(i)}, Δ^{(i)}) over A^i_S with (Y^{(i)}, E^{(i)}) ×_A i_S (G_{m,S} )^i ≃ (Y, E) ×_S (G_{m,S} )^i as families of models for (X, Δ) ×_S (G_{m,S} )^i.

(3) (X^{(i+1)}, Δ^{(i+1)}) → A^{i+1}_S is the degeneration of (X^{(i)}, Δ^{(i)}) → A^i_S induced by the component E^{(i)}_{i+1} corresponding to E_{i+1}.

(4) For every s ∈ S, the base change (X^{(i)}_s , Δ^{(i)}_s ) → A^i_s is the multiple degeneration of x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s) induced by f_s : (Y_s, E_{1,s} + · · · + E_{i,s}).

Proof. The case when S is a point is proved in [XZ22, §4.2]. In general, we may assume that S is affine. If we have (1) and (2), then (3) holds by [Xu21, Prop. 3.6]. We prove (1) and (2) by induction on i. By (3), it suffices to prove the case i = 1. By shrinking S, we may assume that there is a relative effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor Γ for X/S such that π : (X, Δ + Γ) → S is locally stable, K_X + Δ + Γ ∼_{S,Q} 0, and LCP(X_s, Δ_s + Γ_s) = QM(Y_s, E_s) for every s ∈ S. Now

X^{(1)} = Spec_S ( ⨁ m∈Z π_∗f_∗O_Y (mE_1)t^m ) → A^1_S = Spec_S (O_S [t]).

By [XZ22, Lem. 3.13(4)], E_1 gives a locally stable family of Kollár components for (X, Δ + (1 − ϵ)Γ) at x for all 0 < ϵ ≤ 1, and the fiber X^{(1)}_s → A^1_s is the degeneration of X_s induced by E_{1,s} for every s ∈ S. Hence by [Xu21, Lem. 3.3] and the case over a point, (X^{(1)}, Δ^{(1)} + (1 − ϵ)Γ^{(1)}) → A^1_S is a locally stable family with klt fibers. It follows that (X^{(1)}, Δ^{(1)} + Γ^{(1)}) → A^1_S is a locally stable family, and (4) holds.

It remains to prove (2) when i = 1. Since (X^{(1)}, Δ^{(1)} + Γ^{(1)}) ×_A 1_S G_{m,S} ≃ (X, Δ + Γ) ×_S G_{m,S} , we can extract the divisors E_i ×_S G_{m,S} to get a model f^{(1)} : (Y^{(1)}, E^{(1)}) → (X^{(1)}, Δ^{(1)}).

by Lemma 2.4. Passing to the ample model over X^{(1)}, we may assume −(K_Y(1) + (f^{(1)})^{−1}_∗ Δ^{(1)} + E^{(1)}) is ample, and there is an isomorphism (Y^{(1)}, E^{(1)}) ×_A 1_S G_{m,S} ≃ (Y, E) ×_S G_{m,S} .

Hence E^{(1)} is the closure of E ×_S G_{m,S} , and K_Y(1) + (f^{(1)})^{−1}_∗ (Δ^{(1)} + Γ^{(1)}) + E^{(1)} = (f^{(1)})^∗(K_X(1) + Δ^{(1)} + Γ^{(1)}).

Suppose t_0, . . . , t_d is a regular system of parameters at a closed point of A^1_S , and H = div(t_0) + · · · + div(t_d) ⊆ X^{(1)}.

Then (X^{(1)}, Δ^{(1)} + Γ^{(1)} + H) is lc. Hence (Y^{(1)}, E^{(1)} + (f^{(1)})^{−1}_∗ (Δ^{(1)} + Γ^{(1)}) + (f^{(1)})^∗H) is lc, that is, (Y^{(1)}, E^{(1)} + (f^{(1)})^{−1}_∗ (Δ^{(1)} + Γ^{(1)})) → A^1_S is locally stable. Hence, for every s ∈ S, the fiber f^{(1)}s : (Y^{(1)}s , E^{(1)}s ) → (X^{(1)}s , Δ^{(1)}s ) is a family of models which extends (Y_s, E_s) ×_{κ(s)} G_{m,κ(s)} → (X_s, Δ_s) ×_{κ(s)} G_{m,κ(s)} such that −(K_Y(1)_s + (f^{(1)}_s )^{−1}_∗ Δ^{(1)}_s + E^{(1)}_s ) is ample. By the case over a point, (Y_s, E_s) ×_{κ(s)} G_{m,κ(s)} → (X_s, Δ_s) ×_{κ(s)} G_{m,κ(s)} can also be extended to a locally stable family of Kollár models, which must coincide with f^{(1)}_s : (Y^{(1)}_s , E^{(1)}_s ) → (X^{(1)}_s , Δ^{(1)}_s ). So every fiber of (Y^{(1)}, E^{(1)} + (f^{(1)})^{−1}_∗ Δ^{(1)}) → A^1_S is qdlt, that is, f^{(1)} : (Y^{(1)}, E^{(1)}) → (X^{(1)}, Δ^{(1)}) is a locally stable family of Kollár models. □ Lemma 4.8. Let S be a regular scheme. Suppose π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S is a locally stable family of klt singularities, and f : (Y, E = ∑_r i=1 E_i) → (X, Δ) is a locally stable family of Kollár models at x. Suppose α = (α_i) ∈ R^r_{≥0} , and v^α_s ∈ QM(Y_s, E_s) is the corresponding quasi-monomial valuation for every s ∈ S. For each λ ≥ 0, let a_λ := ∑ ⟨α,m⟩≥λ f_∗O_Y ( − r∑ i=1 m_iE_i ) ⊆ O_X , where the sum ranges over all m = (m_i) ∈ N^r such that ∑_r i=1 α_im_i ≥ λ. Then the following hold:

(1) a_• = {a_λ}_λ is an ideal sequence on X centered at x, and a_λ/a_{>λ} is flat over S for all λ ≥ 0. (2) Let X_α = Spec_S ⨁ λ≥0 a_λ/a_{>λ} with the canonical section x_α ∈ X_α(S) and the induced divisor Δ_α, then x_α ∈ (X_α, Δ_α) → S is a locally stable family of klt singularities.

(3) For every s ∈ S, the restriction a_{s,•} = {a_λO_{Xs} }_λ is the ideal sequence associated with v^α_s . (4) For every s ∈ S, the fiber x_{α,s} ∈ (X_{α,s}, Δ_{α,s}) is the degeneration of x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s) induced by v^α_s .

Proof. (1). It is clear that a_• = {a_λ}_λ is an ideal sequence on X. Write

I_m = f_∗O_Y ( − r∑ i=1 m_iE_i ) ⊆ O_X for m ∈ Z^r, and I_{>m} := ∑ m^′>m Im^′ , where m

′ = (m^′_i) > (m_i) = m if and only if m^′_i ≥ m_i for all i and m^′ ≠ m. By Lemma 4.7, R := ⨁ m∈Z^r I_mt^{−m1}_1 · · · t^{−mr}_r . is flat over O_S [t_1, . . . , t_r]. Hence R/(t_1, . . . , t_r) ≃ ⨁ m∈Z^r I_m/I_{>m} is flat over O_S . Note that I_m ∩ I_n = I_{max(m,n)}, where max(m, n) = (max(m_i, n_i))_i. Hence a_λ/a_{>λ} ≃ ⨁ ⟨α,m⟩=λ I_m/I_{>m} is also flat over O_S .

(2). By the computation above, (X_α, Δ_α) → S is isomorphic to the central fiber (X, Δ_X) ×_A r_S 0_S → S of the multiple degeneration in Lemma 4.7. Hence it is a locally stable family of klt singularities.

(3) and (4). For every s ∈ S, we construct I_{s,m} ⊆ O_{Xs} and R_s := ⨁ m∈Z^r Is,mt −m_1 1 · · · t^{−mr}_r as above from f_s : (Y_s, E_s) → (X_s, Δ_s). Then R_s = R ⊗_{OS} κ(s) as subrings of O_{Xs} [t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_r ], by Lemma 4.7. So I_{s,m} = I_mO_{Xs} = I_m ⊗_{OS} κ(s) for all m ∈ Z^r. By [XZ22, Cor. 4.10], we have a_λ(v^α_s ) = ∑ ⟨α,m⟩≥λ I_{s,m}

Thus a_λ(v^α_s ) = a_λO_{Xs} , and a_λ(v^α_s )/a_{>λ}(v^α_s ) ≃ (a_λ/a_{>λ}) ⊗_{OS} κ(s). So we get (3) and (4). □

5. Families with constant local volume 5.1. Degeneration of the minimizer over a DVR. In this subsection, let S = Spec(A), where A is a DVR, with the generic point η ∈ S and the closed point s ∈ S.

Theorem 5.1. Let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities with ^vol(x_η ; X_η, Δ_η ) = ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s).

Suppose v^m_η ∈ Val_{Xη ,xη} and v^m_s ∈ Val_{Xs ,xs} are minimizers of the normalized volume for x_η ∈ (X_η , Δ_η) and x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s), respectively, scaled such that A_{Xη ,Δη} (v^m_η ) = A_{Xs ,Δs} (v^m_s ). Then there exists a locally stable family of Kollár models f : (Y, E) → (X, Δ) at x over S such that v^m_η ∈ QM(Y_η , E_η ) and v^m_s ∈ QM(Y_s, E_s), and they are identified under the canonical isomorphism QM(Y_η , E_η ) ≃ QM(Y_s, E_s).

Proof. Let a_•(v^m_η ) ⊆ O_{Xη} and a_•(v^m_s ) ⊆ O_{Xs} be the ideal sequences associated with v^m_η and v^m_s , respectively. We may assume that A_{Xη ,Δη} (v^m_η ) = A_{Xs,Δs} (v^m_s ) = 1, so that

lct(X_η, Δ_η ; a_•(v^m_η )) = lct(X_s, Δ_s; a_•(v^m_s )) = 1,

since they are computed by v^m_η and v^m_s , respectively, by Lemma 2.17. Thus

e_{Xη} (a_•(v^m_η )) = ^vol(x_η ; X_η, Δ_η ) = ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s) = e_{Xs} (a_•(v^m_s )).

Let I_• = j_∗a_•(v^m_η ) ∩ O_X , where j : X_η → X is the inclusion, and O_X → j_∗O_{Xη} is injective since X_s is a Cartier divisor. It is clear that O_X /I_λ is supported on the section {x} and torsion-free over S for all λ > 0. Since S is the spectrum of a DVR, we conclude that O_X /I_λ is flat over S. Hence

e_{Xη} (I_{η,•}) = e_{Xs} (I_{s,•}),

where I_{η,•} = I_•O_{Xη} = a_•(v^m_η ), and I_{s,•} = I_•O_{Xs} . Since lct is lower semi-continuous in a family, we have

^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s) ≤ lct(X_s, Δ_s; I_{s,•})^n · e_{Xs} (I_{s,•})

≤ lct(X_η , Δ_η; I_{η,•})^n · e_{Xη} (I_{η,•}) = ^vol(x_η ; X_η, Δ_η),

where n = dim_{xη} (X_η ) = dim_{xs} (X_s). But ^vol(x_η ; X_η, Δ_η ) = ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s), so all the inequalities above must be equalities. Thus by the uniqueness up to saturation in Lemma 2.17, we have I_{s,•} ⊆ ~I_{s,•} = a_{c•}(v^m_s ) for some c > 0. In fact, c = 1 since e_{Xs} (~I_{s,•}) = e_{Xs} (I_{s,•}) = e_{Xs} (a_•(v^m_s )).

Next, we will verify conditions of Lemma 4.5. Assume D is a relative effective Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X/S, such that v^m_η (D_η ) = v^m_s (D_s).

By Lemma 3.8, there exists δ > 0 such that if ϵ < δ/v^m_η (D_η ) = δ/v^m_s (D_s), then v^m_η and v^m_s are special valuations for x_η ∈ (X_η , Δ_η + ϵD_η) and x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s + ϵD_s), respectively. In fact, we can take δ = 1/n; see the remark after Lemma 3.8.

By Lemma 3.9, v^m_η and v^m_s are the unique, up to scaling, real valuations that compute lc thresholds lct(X_η , Δ_η + ϵD_η; a_•(v^m_η )) and lct(X_s, Δ_s + ϵD_s; a_•(v^m_s )), respectively. Then by Lemma 2.15, v^m_s is also the unique, up to scaling, real valuation that compute lct(X_s, Δ_s + ϵD_s; I_{s,•}). Now the theorem follows from Lemma 4.5. □

5.2. General base schemes.

Corollary 5.2. Let S be a semi-normal scheme. Let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities such that s → ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s) is a locally constant function on S. Suppose v^m_s ∈ Val_{Xs ,xs} is a minimizer of the normalized volume for x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s), scaled such that A_{Xs,Δs} (v^m_s ) = 1 for all s ∈ S. Then there is an ideal sequence a_• ⊆ O_X centered at x, such that the following hold:

(1) a_λ/a_{>λ} is flat over S for all λ ≥ 0. (2) Let X_0 = Spec_S ⨁ λ≥0 a_λ/a_{>λ} with the canonical section x_0 ∈ X_0(S) and the induced divisor Δ_0, then x_0 ∈ (X_0, Δ_0) → S is a locally stable family of K-semistable log Fano cone singularities.

(3) For every s ∈ S, a_{s,•} is the ideal sequence associated with v^m_s , and the fiber x_{0,s} ∈ (X_{0,s}, Δ_{0,s}) is the K-semistable degeneration induced by v^m_s .

Proof. First assume that S = Spec(A), where A is a DVR. By Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 4.8, we have an ideal sequence a_• ⊆ O_X such that a_λ/a_{>λ} is flat over S for all λ ≥ 0, x_0 ∈ (X_0, Δ_0) → S is a locally stable family of klt singularities, and a_{s,•} is the ideal sequence associated with v^m_s for each s ∈ S. Since v^m_s is a minimizer of the normalized volume function, x_{0,s} ∈ (X_{0,s}, Δ_{0,s}) is a K-semistable log Fano cone singularity by [LX18, Thm. 1.1].

In general, we may assume that S is connected. Let a_•(v^m_s ) ⊆ O_{Xs} be the ideal sequence associated with v^m_s . Note that if κ(s) ⊆ K is field extension, then a_•(v^m_s ) ⊗_{κ(s)} K is the ideal sequence associated with the minimizer of the normalized volume function for x_K ∈ (X_K , Δ_K ). Suppose A is a DVR, and g : T = Spec(A) → S is a morphism, then the base change x_T ∈ (X_T , Δ_T ) → T is a locally stable family of klt singularities, so that we have an ideal sequence a_{T,•} ⊆ O_{XT} , whose fibers are the base changes of the corresponding a_•(v^m_s ). Therefore, the function

ℓ_λ : s → length_{OXs} (O_{Xs} /a_λ(v^m_s ))

is constant under specialization, hence constant, for all λ ≥ 0. Consider the Hilbert scheme

h_λ : Hilb^{ℓλ}_{X/S} → S

parameterizing closed subschemes of X that are finite flat over S with length ℓ_λ. Then h_λ is separated and of finite type. For each s ∈ S, we have a κ(s)-point σ_λ(s) = [O_{Xs} /a_λ(v^m_s )] ∈ h^{−1}_λ (s). If A is a DVR, and g : T = Spec(A) → S is a morphism, then by the argument above, there is a lifting f : T → Hilb^{ℓλ}_{X/S} of g such that f(t) = σ_λ(g(t)) for every t ∈ T . Thus, by Lemma A.1, the set map s → σ_λ(s) underlies a morphism of schemes σ_λ : S → Hilb^{ℓλ}_{X/S} , which is a section of h_λ. Hence we get an ideal sequence a_• on X such that a_{s,λ} = a_λ(v^m_s ) for all s ∈ S. Each a_λ/a_{>λ} is a finitely generated O_S -module with constant rank, hence flat over S.

Then X_0 = Spec_S ⨁ λ≥0 a_λ/a_{>λ} → S is flat and of finite type, with normal and geometrically integral fibers X_{0,s} = Spec ⨁ λ≥0 a_λ(v^m_s )/a_{>λ}(v^m_s ). By a similar argument as above, using the representability of relative Mumford divisors (see [Kol23, Thm. 4.76]), there is a relative Mumford Q-divisor Δ_0 on X_0/S such that Δ_{0,s} is the induced degeneration of Δ_s for all s ∈ S. Then Δ_0 coincides with the degeneration of Δ defined by initial ideals, as they coincide on generic fibers. Finally, x_0 ∈ (X_0, Δ_0) → S is a locally stable family by the valuative criterion of local stability (see [Kol23, Thm. 4.7]). □

Corollary 5.3. Let S be a regular local scheme, and π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities such that the function s → ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s)

is constant on S. Suppose v^m_s ∈ Val_{Xs,xs} is a minimizer of the normalized volume for x_s ∈ (X_s, Δ_s), scaled such that A_{Xs,Δs} (v^m_s ) = 1 for all s ∈ S. Then there exists a locally stable family of Kollár models f : (Y, E = ∑_r i=1 E_i) → (X, Δ) at x over S such that v^m_s ∈ QM(Y_s, E_s), and the coordinate s → (v^m_s (E_{i,s}))_i ∈ R^r_{≥0} is a constant function on S.

Proof. By Corollary 5.2, there is an ideal sequence a_• on X centered at x such that a_{s,•} = a_•(v^m_s ) for all s ∈ S. By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, we can apply Lemma 4.5 to get the desired locally stable family of Kollár models. □

Corollary 5.4. Let S be a reduced scheme, and let π : x ∈ (X, Δ) → S be a locally stable family of klt singularities. Then there exists a locally closed stratification ⨆ i S_i → S satisfying the following condition:

if g : T → S is a morphism where T is a semi-normal scheme, then the base change x_T ∈ (X_T , Δ_T ) → T admits an equivariant degeneration to a locally stable family of K-semistable log Fano cone singularities if and only if g factors through S^{sn}_i → S for some i, where S^{sn}_i is the semi-normalization of S_i.

Proof. The function s → ^vol(x_s; X_s, Δ_s) is constructible and lower semi-continuous on S, by [Xu20, Thm. 1.3] and [BL21, Thm. 1.1]; if the family degenerates to a family of K-semistable log Fano cone singularities, then the function is locally constant. Hence it suffices to take each S_i ⊆ S to be a level set of this function by Corollary 5.2. □

Appendix A. A valuative criterion for sections

Lemma A.1. Let S be a locally Noetherian semi-normal scheme, and π : Z → S be a morphism that is separated and of finite type. Suppose |σ|: |S| → |Z| is a map between underlying sets that is a section of the map |π|: |Z| → |S|, such that for every morphism g : T = Spec(A) → S, where A is a DVR, there exists a morphism f : T → Z such that π ∘ f = g and |f| = |σ| ∘ |g|. Then there is a section σ : S → Z of π whose underlying map between sets is |σ|.

Moreover, if S is locally essentially of finite type over a field k, then it suffices to consider A that are also essentially of finite type over k.

Proof. We may assume S is affine. If T is the spectrum of a DVR, we write ζ ∈ T for the generic point, and t ∈ T for the closed point. For s ∈ S with residue field κ = κ(s), let A be a DVR with residue field κ, say, A = κ[ϖ]_{(ϖ)}, and consider the map T = Spec(A) → Spec(κ)^s−→ S.

Then we conclude that |σ|(s) ∈ |Z_s| is a κ-point of Z_s. In particular, it is a closed point of |Z_s|.

Let |S^′| = |σ|(|S|) ⊆ |Z| be the image of |σ|. Note that |σ|: |S| → |S^′| is a bijection, and the restriction of |π| is the inverse. Suppose x^′ ∈ |S^′| specializes to y^′ ∈ |Z|, and y^′ ≠ x^′. Let x = π(x^′) and y = π(y^′). Since x^′ = |σ|(x) is a closed point in Z_x, we have y ≠ x. Then there exists a DVR A with fraction field K = κ(x) and a morphism f^′ : T = Spec(A) → Z such that f^′(ζ) = x^′, and f^′(t) = y^′ (see [Stacks, Tag 00PH]), and we may assume that A is essentially of finite type over k if S is so. By assumption, there exists a morphism f : T → Z such that π ∘ f = π ∘ f^′, f(ζ) = |σ|(x) = x^′, and f(t) = |σ|(y). Since T has function field K = κ(x), we must have f|_{Spec(K)} = f^′|_{Spec(K)}. Since π is separated, we conclude that f = f^′ by the valuative criterion. Thus y^′ = f(t) = |σ|(y) ∈ |S^′|. So |S^′| is stable under specialization.

Let η_1, . . . , η_n ∈ S be the generic points, and η^′_i = |σ|(η_i) ∈ |S^′|. Then ⋃_n i=1 {η^′_i} ⊆ |S^′|. Conversely, if x^′ ∈ |S^′|, then x = π(x^′) ∈ S generalizes to some η_i. Let A be a DVR and g : T = Spec(A) → S be a morphism such that g(ζ) = η_i and g(t) = x. By assumption, there is a lifting f : T → Z of g such that f(ζ) = |σ|(η_i) = η^′_i and f(t) = |σ|(x) = x^′. Hence x^′ ∈ {η^′_i}. Thus we conclude that ⋃_n i=1 {η^′_i} ⊆ |S^′|. Hence |S^′| ⊆ |Z| is closed. Let S^′ ⊆ Z be the corresponding reduced closed subscheme.

By the valuative criterion, π|_S′ : S^′ → S is proper. Moreover, it is bijective and induces isomorphisms on residue fields. Since S is semi-normal, we conclude that π|_S′ : S^′ → S is an isomorphism. Therefore we get a section σ : S ≃ S^′ → Z. □

References [ATW20] Dan Abramovich, Michael Temkin, and Jarosław Włodarczyk. “Principalization of ideals on toroidal orbifolds”. In: J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 22.12 (2020), pages 3805–3866. doi: 10.4171/jems/997.

[BCHM10] Caucher Birkar, Paolo Cascini, Christopher D. Hacon, and James McKernan. “Existence of minimal models for varieties of log general type”. In: J. Amer. Math. Soc. 23.2 (2010), pages 405–468. doi: 10.1090/S0894-0347-09-00649-3.

[Blu18] Harold Blum. “Existence of valuations with smallest normalized volume”. In: Compos. Math. 154.4 (2018), pages 820–849. doi: 10.1112/S0010437X17008016.

[BL21] Harold Blum and Yuchen Liu. “The normalized volume of a singularity is lower semicontinuous”. In: J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 23.4 (2021), pages 1225–1256. doi: 10.4171/jems/1032.

[BLQ24] Harold Blum, Yuchen Liu, and Lu Qi. “Convexity of multiplicities of filtrations on local rings”. In: Compos. Math. 160.4 (2024), pages 878–914. doi: 10.1112/S0010437X23007972.

REFERENCES 25

[Cut14] Steven Dale Cutkosky. “Asymptotic multiplicities of graded families of ideals and linear series”. In: Adv. Math. 264 (2014), pages 55–113. doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2014.07.004.

[ELS03] Lawrence Ein, Robert Lazarsfeld, and Karen E. Smith. “Uniform approximation of Abhyankar valuation ideals in smooth function fields”. In: Amer. J. Math. 125.2 (2003), pages 409–440.

[dFKX17] Tommaso de Fernex, János Kollár, and Chenyang Xu. “The dual complex of singularities”. In: Higher dimensional algebraic geometry—in honour of Professor Yujiro Kawamata’s sixtieth birthday. Volume 74. Adv. Stud. Pure Math. Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2017, pages 103–129. doi:

10.2969/aspm/07410103.

[HMX14] Christopher D. Hacon, James McKernan, and Chenyang Xu. “ACC for log canonical thresholds”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 180.2 (2014), pages 523–571. doi: 10.4007/annals.2014.180.2.3.

[JM12] Mattias Jonsson and Mircea Mustaţă. “Valuations and asymptotic invariants for sequences of ideals”. In: Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 62.6 (2012), pages 2145–2209. doi: 10.5802/aif.2746.

[KKMSD73] G. Kempf, F. Knudsen, D. Mumford, and B. Saint-Donat. Toroidal embeddings. I. Volume 339. Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1973. viii+209.

[Kol13] János Kollár. Singularities of the minimal model program. Volume 200. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. With a collaboration of Sándor Kovács. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013. x+370. doi: 10.1017/CBO9781139547895.

[Kol18] János Kollár. “Log-plurigenera in stable families”. In: Peking Math. J. 1.1 (2018), pages 81–107. doi: 10.1007/s42543-018-0002-6.

[Kol23] János Kollár. Families of varieties of general type. Volume 231. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. With the collaboration of Klaus Altmann and Sándor J. Kovács. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2023, pages xviii+471.

[Li18] Chi Li. “Minimizing normalized volumes of valuations”. In: Math. Z. 289.1-2 (2018), pages 491– 513. doi: 10.1007/s00209-017-1963-3.

[LLX20] Chi Li, Yuchen Liu, and Chenyang Xu. “A guided tour to normalized volume”. In: Geometric analysis—in honor of Gang Tian’s 60th birthday. Volume 333. Progr. Math. Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2020, pages 167–219. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-34953-0.

[LX18] Chi Li and Chenyang Xu. “Stability of valuations: higher rational rank”. In: Peking Math. J. 1.1 (2018), pages 1–79. doi: 10.1007/s42543-018-0001-7.

[Liu18] Yuchen Liu. “The volume of singular Kähler-Einstein Fano varieties”. In: Compos. Math. 154.6 (2018), pages 1131–1158. doi: 10.1112/S0010437X18007042.

[Mor20] Joaquín Moraga. “Extracting non-canonical places”. In: Adv. Math. 375, 107415, 12 (2020). doi:

10.1016/j.aim.2020.107415.

[Oda24] Yuji Odaka. Compact moduli of Calabi-Yau cones and Sasaki-Einstein spaces. 2024. arXiv: 2405.07939 [math.AG]. [Stacks] The Stacks project authors. The Stacks project. https://stacks.math.columbia.edu. 2023. [Xu20] Chenyang Xu. “A minimizing valuation is quasi-monomial”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 191.3 (2020), pages 1003–1030. doi: 10.4007/annals.2020.191.3.6.

[Xu21] Chenyang Xu. “Towards finite generation of higher rational rank valuations”. In: Mat. Sb. 212.3 (2021), pages 157–174. doi: 10.4213/sm9448.

[Xu24] Chenyang Xu. K-stability of Fano varieties. 2024. url: http://math.princeton.edu/~chenyang/Kstabilitybook.pdf. [XZ21] Chenyang Xu and Ziquan Zhuang. “Uniqueness of the minimizer of the normalized volume function”. In: Camb. J. Math. 9.1 (2021), pages 149–176. doi: 10.4310/CJM.2021.v9.n1.a2.

[XZ22] Chenyang Xu and Ziquan Zhuang. Stable degenerations of singularities. 2022. arXiv: 2205.10915 [math.AG]. [Zhu23] Ziquan Zhuang. Stability of klt singularities. 2023. arXiv: 2307.10525 [math.AG]. [Zhu24] Ziquan Zhuang. “On boundedness of singularities and minimal log discrepancies of Kollár components”. In: J. Algebraic Geom. 33.3 (2024), pages 521–565.

Department of Mathematics, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ, 08544-1000, USA Email address: zc5426@princeton.edu