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1. 555U
MDETIE [EERY MVROIEEM:E ZOEMA ] 1IZBT 5 I E TOWEX, AWt
DEHEZ BRI NEES . ITFM o O WR Y, RS KL W2 IXC EOW S H
RS RRIk e § 5.

1.1. Tx D EEMEE=FOIHFEDEEEEE.
CDEEZBLTEVWEZWVWIEZRODZILETHS.

REE AR X DIERIEEN T BV Ty X KAEHER T — K 28
ISP DOFERTIEMMEEZFOGE, X OEERESIN5.

TS NDOEKRTIEMEMEZ RO L 132 & 72505, S ENXIRD 4 DIZRE
T5.
E%ll_E%XL@A7Fw%tb7rME%+X%E®% SRET D,

(1) Oppy(1) B P(E) D ETEHETHZ L E, EXEETHI L VD

(2) Opy(1) BP(E) D ETH 7 TH5LE EZRTTHHEVD.

(3) T(BL(Opp)(1))) # X THZ L E EZERTHD LN ]

(4) 7(B_(Opp)(1)) # X THB L &, ERFHATHD NS P

BIfRE UCTIRERMEKREFUKBATDO@ED TH 5.

S2E = EX

| |
37 = AR
FDIZFBA U2 VDIE, IROBRIZ LB EHTH 5.

EE 1.2. Mor9) Tx EETHIHLE, X IZCP" LHMTHS.

Z i Hartshorne PR EIEIENTWAMETH L. TE Ty DR 7DGEIFE D
725 D0, T3 LU T Campana-Peternell X Demailly-Peternell-Schneider & 3K
ZRLUTWVWS.

EIE 1.3. [CPUT|[DPSY| Tx X4 7 TH D & &, IRDED L.

(1) BT R =N AN—7: X' = X & X' D5 Abel ZRK A ~D¥ 5 D725
¢: X' = AWGFHET S,
(2) pDT 7 AN—% FeT5L Tpld* 7 TF I Fano %K TH 5.

LZ @5 #%1d [Lazid, Chapter 6] DEH L D . Viehweg DEILTHEK (
B (augmented base locus) (2B L Tl [Cazid, Def 10.3.2] ZHDOZ L. B, 13&
EoTELZARW.

2 DR TS IEAH (weakly positive in the sense of Nakayama) & [@{ET& %. B_ (restricted base
locus) (2 U Tld [ELMNPOS, Definition 1.12] 2D Z L. B_ &4 71272 57\ locus & 8-> T#
LA,

g) LEILEND.

V.
& 725720 locus

bi
=1



X’LA

g

X

DED Ty DA TDEZE, X I1F Abel ZHAK L Fano ZHAK TR I N5 Z &b
5.

Tl Tx WERPBAN TH 256, X OMEIXE SR04 50 Tx BWEK
DA Fulger-MILNIZ X D IRD Z & 3o h o 7=,

EHE 1.4, [FNu2T] Tx BERKTHZ L E, X IZCP" LHETH .

BRRIZ Tx DA DOGEIZE U TR, RN K EHIE K L OLFRFFETIRO Z &
bhhroTz.

EIR 1.5. [HIN2I| Ty BMRENTH D & SIRDD LD,
(1) BRTZ R =NV AN=71: X' — X & X' D5 Abel hkK A ~DH & 2722t
¢: X' — ADFET 5.
(2) pD—M T 7AN—% F LT 2L, TrldENTFIIEIEESRETH S

DED Ty BEAMD & Z, X 1 Abel ZHRIA & FHERE L RIATHE TN TVWS
CESTRW. BEIZED Ty PNIEENZEOBAED X OMEIZIFIFA oL E
5.

EHL A DGO IZEA L T— SRR TH <. EHIF 13RO Horing 12 & 5%
R,

EHE 1.6. [Hor07, Corollary 2.11] F C Tx 2N KL R 2EELT5. FOHD—
DDENI Y NRT N THHEREZRATH D L &, HEIRBEIRY ~DWE S 7
B f: X 5> YDDY, F=kerdf 22 fODETDT 7 A N—2HHEREL KL
ANAS

TEIE A DEEER DR,
Tx WRESTHELINETS. ETMRC 77147 —Yavep: X -»Y %22
D, TNOARMEERREZ T X =2Y, ¢ X Y &T5.

X/
)
(N

F % m(kerdd) D2 WA &3 &, CNAEHLID &7 THRER L 25, M
LD ERIZEMRC 774 TV — a Y AMEIET .

Ky 3ESTHS. —FHdp: Tx — ¢ (Ty) IR TH 5720 o (Ty) XA TH
%. ZH & D [HIM2T, Theorem 1.2] 22 &, Ty I$BUERIFEE (Ty & 752 ¢ (Ty) = 0)
ThHd. FiZce(Ty) =c(Ty) = 00720, Y OHIERPEZIS & Abel ZFRAIZ
25, HEITEREEEZINEEHTE O FEREZE5.



ZOFHHAGEIXEH IR OMGEHZ 52 TW5S. EBE [Tr 2 70D F H L
o lE, FlFano 28k TH 2] Z RN, CBI3DEREE2E5. ZOFER
IZ [DPS94, Proposition 3.8, 3.10] \Z&H 720, jt4 DEHII DFEH L D T 5 LT
»5.

1.2. Ty DMDRNEEMZRDIFEDEEEE.

Tx DR F BIEEMEE2 KOS, X OMEIXESRED7E55Hh. Thik
[Pef0l] TEIFONTEMETEH S, WS INFHOEMETE X OBENREINS
CEHFVERZLVN, BIZK U TROMMEIH SN T WS,

EIR 1.7. [AWOT|[ILnl9] BATEEESE F C Tx PEER S, X X CP" &R
THY, FIx Tepn £721% Ocpe (1)®" L AMTH 5.

&SI [LOY20] 1I2BWT, [T H D E F C Tx 23584 7 (strictly nef) T %
LEDX DHEEDLRP>TWVSD.

T FHR2 7, BX, BAOGEIEE 5705725 557 [wa2l] Tlk F 23EB5 K
TERBBLEZFE O E, X OEZIZIFHS Iz Uz,

EIHE 1.8, [wa2l] FCTx 277 r DR RETD. FORBRANLERTHD L
X, DOEWODEH f: X Y &Y EOBAENTEHRMARE R LPERG C Ty B
HY, RZEWT-T.
o fDT 7 AN—IT&THHHER
o F=f71G. D% FiZG D "ERDEET "pull-back £ 72 5.
o NI MIVRDTESRS] 0= Ty = F = [*G — 0 BMFET 5.
FEORIUZENWT, T HIZA R D 2D,
(1) FREE251F X IZCP" LABTH Y, FlE Tepn & [6HEL
(2) FIRA 7251, fORTDT 741N Fano Z A TH 5.
(3) FIRERZOIE, fORTDT 7 A N—IZCP" THY, FldTx)y &AL
(4) FRRZT7HOERZESIE, X IZCP" LABITH Y, F i Tepn & [FIHL

To WS & IO RBER FBEMEEZRD L &, X 13 [CP" % Fano ZHk{k
R EDAEMHMEE LA & TR 2800 R B8 2 R D RS RIR ) Thgk
SN, TBUEN TR RRERE G C Ty 2R 2RBEHIKY ] ORxb fliHx
BillL, Abel ZRIRTH B, ZD L & G 2MPER L TR .

1.3. =Ky X7 THDFEDEETEE.
FWTHALEZVWDIE — Ky A7 THIGEOEEEHETHS. ZHIZEHLT
(AR [CaoTd][CHTY 12 & > THS NZ 7 5 72,

EIE 1.9. [Caold][CHIY] —Kx 234 772 S IXIRDIK D 3L D.
(1) X @ Albanese map 1% locally trivial T 5. DX D Albanese map % o : X —
ALTdL EEDyYy € YIZDOWTy D Buclidiifi U 7d>T a Y(U)
Ux X, k2%,
(2) X BEEHETHL LT L. ZOLEHHERBLZRIKF & o(Ky) =045
BERIRY Do T X XY x FLisb.
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(3) X O 478 25 M3 BLERE 2 AR IR & 3R Buclid 22/ CN & Calabi- Yau %
BRAK L Hyper-Kihler ZFMADERTH 5.

EH A DOFEHIEL FTOFiEEZ KESHWS.
o NI MVRDOFFERE & KINTIE L2 ILREH 8 & D% 2 BE A i 7s L2
P G
o THMIBIZXZEREAZHW/ZMRC 774 7L —>a vz EHIEAIZEDF
Z 5 Fik
[Caol9][CHT9]) OEHIZ KLT MBI L CoitiEAH 5. Z Z T KLT & 1% Kawa-
mata Log Terminal DZ & TH 5. ZOHERIZIR D, KLT X (X, D) & FEW5E
X 3@ o mRBEHEETHY, DITAMATFTHL LIRET 5]

EE 1.10. [CCMTY] (X, D) iZ KLTHTHY, —(Kx + D) IZx 7 ThHhdHL &, o
DI MRC 7747 V—=yave: X Y BMEELTCIREGZT.

(1) Yide (Ky) =0 REEZHRIAETHS.

(2) p:(X,D) =Y & locally trivial TH 5.

KLT ZHADfEEEH /SN T WS, ELD —Ky X2 72 51F, KLT 3%
KLT Z84KI2 L TH MRC 7 71 7L —Y a VIRIEHIBEBIZILD B2 5, Th
N5 (HEHEZEMRED) BEEHEEO NI L VWI L TH S,

1.4. KLT ZHAEDMR & A ROBHK.
KLT Z k4 % FHX B 5% 1 Greb, Kebekus, Peternell 72 D 12 & > T 2010 4E< 5
WRLIRE D, R D Z L DFERPHTWE. BA/RBDEHITHL

(1) KLT 2D = [M-Yau NER & &5 AL O 56 OREIEE .

(2) KLT Z#£{A®D Nonabelian Hodge X} )its.

(3) KLT Z#£{AD Beauville-Bogomolov 43 fi#.
REDRBETOND D TS DOMHP [MW2T] 72 212 & - T, KLT Z4KICB L Tl
FIEIFIE Doz 525,

TIFKLT IZB9 % EDO—#H D% LC(Log Canonical) IZZEZA 5 & ED85D
725507 LA L2 HimE2 WA HAIZE > T, oD RERIETT
EHZLFKLTTETED LEONTE . ERZDO LIRS T VWS, L
MU LC Tk L2 B — 5l A <7255 20O KLT 56 LCITER S L E
ZETCRIUIEMEATEZICEVYEHZONL WS DAL FETET, HiTW

S & U T KLT 28k (KLT BB % b o 450K EXHIL W5 TH B,

11)(2) TELTOY—R1 & LT [GKTIR] A2 IF 5N5. (3) L TOY =11 (FHEI5 R
D) VY, [CIRM] OH 1 MzFFHE (3) 1B 2EBmA RNS. X550 R0bhbR
TWOTHARAATH .

SIRERA [, rodr id o> —1 RS IIRT 5. $HD & 2% KLT 13 a > 1 1ZE LR AR $
2h 0 L2 HERMAEZS. LC Ik a > —1 12/ UBAAIFE S 2005 L? BERDMER 20 &\ o 72 &
ULTh3.
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ZIXZTZICHBAZI R DD e Bbond. IETAEARZEHZ LCIZIEREL 258 XD &
DILEACIHEZ B DD % RIS B 72D IZRKIGE %2 1T - 7-.

2. GG o N AE R & BEM S

DETIIEH TR EMERIZEA LU THBNAT S, #1OIX [T VRO EMEYE
EEDRL] \CBEENIR T Z D IRGEEE R R DD, TTHRNZZE 0.
2.1. uniformization B¢ EIE.

POfiZzBLCEVWZWI EIZROZETHS.

H-Yau AERR EDMPRWAERDE ST 255,
RELHRIR X ORS&EIZIREINS.

ZDED%Z Ll (AR 2R D Tld) uniformization” LIFENZ L5 Th 2. 25
WO 72D —BHDDEHEDE U TLLFD Chen-#k EDEHDNZEIT 51 5.

EE 2.1. [COT75] (X,w) & Kdhler-Einstein Z A& U o .= {w} € HY(X,R) &F
5. ZO& EEM-Yau AEFEX

(@Gk%—ﬂgjﬁﬁﬂkf>d%220

DEK D LD, X HIZEFEFKILIE X OB E LMD CP?, C, C* D HEALERDWT 1
TR 5.

Sl 4 DR N D 5 DL Ty WIEEEEZFFOGETH S, TDHLER TR Z
REHT LT D@ED 705,

% 2.2. —Kx BNEEDD X 2 Kihler-Einstein it B2 DO & &

<c2(TX) - ﬁcl(m)?) (—Kx)"2>0.

DD, T HIZHEFEALIE X 2 CP" D& ICHS.

& ZATHREEM-Yau REXRBER DN DDTH A 507 1850 R 72 5 B 1
[Kobh&7, Chapter 4] Z RNIXONENZZTIEHIOT7 Tu—F%2EFEXTHS. %
D7 Tu—F &k

B -Yau REXIL"H 2 X T MIVEH” D Bogomolov-Gieseker N5FA 77
EWIEDTHS. T Z T Bogomolov-Gieseker NEXLNILATDOAEANTH 5.

n

EH 2.3 (Bogomolov, Gieseker). E% > 27 r D7 MUK E U, H % 8 E EHRH
&3 5. ED (Munford VT RDEERT ) H FLER SIXIRDARERDK D LD,

(CQ(E) . T;nlcl(Ef) H™2 > 0.

I TEM-Yau RERIZRES. —Kxy BNEEDGE, EO"H BT MIVE 1725
5 H? Z 1 Tian 12 & A7 canonical extension sheaf’ TH 5.




EF 2.4. [[a92] L #EARRE T 5.

HY(X,0%) % HY(X, Q%) = Ext'(Ox, Q%)
LW HER BT K 5T, o) (L) M SFEEI NIRRT MVR W, LIFORY b
RDOFTERFIDFEIET 5.

0— QY =W, = Ox —0.
FITE W, DNNRET B L,
0=>0x =& —Tx —0.
EWITERFEGS. T D E, % extension sheaf of Ty by Ox with the extension
class ¢; (L) & MO, €k, % canonical extension sheaf of Tx by Ox & FEZP

EZBPO k(ED) =n+ 1, (&) = a(Tx), 2(Er) = o(Tx) 35, [T1a92] T
Tian IAFDZ & &R U7z,

EIE 2.5. [Ta%] — Ky W& E T X W Kdihler-Einstein st &2 272 51X, canonical
extension sheaf & g, V& —Kx FLETH 5.

Z OEM L Bogomolov-Gieseker A5ERZ HhOE 5 k%G5,

% 2.6. —Kx D& & T X D Kdihler-Einstein st &% ff2 72 61X, ‘& - Yau REXD
RVASS
n

(CQ(T)() — mcl(Tx)2> (—Kx)n_2 2 0.
Z D &S I EM-Yau AEXDGEHTETLE 5720

2.2. Greb-Kebekus-Peternell D EHE.
X CTEM-Yau AEXNIIFHHEICRE D7D, 2O AIETIZESHRALOHED
X OREERDLIP S o572, DF DIROMEDES.

BRSE 2.7. —Kx BEEND E o 1 Ky BEEET 25 EM-You FER

(all) = 5" pyen(To?) (-2 20

DEFSMVALT 256, X OMEIXE SR04 507

ZOLEDOHEZ T-Kx %71 LWI A28, T S5ICKLT FHEMAZROZ
BRAR X A2 D WTHRZD M, Greb-Kebekus-Peternell DfEHTH 5.

EIE 2.8. [GKP2] X % KLITHERZRO>FERBE AL TE. —Kx 27T
HBHERETS. ZOLELAFILAMETH 5.

CHAZERNE N ODPR VDO THEO F FHILTS.

TZ OHHAED R I LB LS RS EH S HHE D bR T VEES .
8 IKihler-Einstein FHEZFiD | & W EMED TE g 1F —Kx $LE] L WA EDboEE-
TELUXA RV, EBREBEORMEO ATV TV,



(1) »52E7% Cartier ¥ H 3% > T canonical extension sheaf & g & H
LEMD E i, 2T B Bogomolov-Gieseker NERDEFHEKALT 5 1

(o) = 5oy (= —o.

2(n+1)
(2) X 1% CP" D Abel ZhkiA % BIREECEI > -SRIk TH Y, T DEERESIX
ARG I TH 5.

fEIZ VD EEH PR X &k, IZBIF % Bogomolov-Gieseker A5 R D555 A3k AL
THIE X 1T CP" D Abel ZRRIZ B WS 2 THD. filide LT, EHEIDIK
W72 IND5E Tx 342 712725, DF D EH IR I T A EMEMEZFOHED
MEEHO—FTH 5.

B 2.9. [GKP2| X & KLTHR RS 2R DR REBERIE TR 2 B9 5.
H %8575 Cartier RT- 2T 5, QU 5 H 2258 h >
n—1.

(o)) - "o 1 = o

72 513 Abel ZREIK X 55 D quasi-étale cover X — X DFAET 3.

fEEIZW S L EH PO 1 Ty (Z2B99 % Bogomolov-Gieseker A& A DE S DKL
L X 1 Abel ZRKIZ R VWS 2 TH B ™

2.3. SEIDOEEE.
a5 72D I
FEM IR PEM Y Z LCXIZHR U258 X 5725725 507
EWVWSHIETH D, 1270 ERD LCXE —RIIZX2DIZHLZ 52D T, £7
& D % BHEMRAZRTIZ L T log smooth X (X, D) 2F A5 &iZ L7z, ZDH;
&7 canonical extension sheaf’ IZEI U CTIFLA T DERHEIZZ 5T

EF 2.10. [[18] D 2 HIERLAERN T U L Z2HRE T 5.

HY(X,0%) 2 HY(X, QL) 2 HY(X, Q4 (log D)) = Ext'(Ox, Q4 (log D)),

EWVWSTHENEBRIZE 5T, O(cy (L)) M HSFEINZRT PIVH W, ELARDORZS
NVRDSE RIS 5.

QQ[;(] I& smooth locus D Ny, ZAEEHTHUHLT2EIN LD E LTEET . 726
® A B U TED, KLT Z4KI3RIKOE 3 DEEG 2RV TE2 RN ZRODT, Znzflio
T Chern &2 E# T 5. L <& [GKTIR, Section 1.7] Z S .

00), 2 2 RTVWBDTOY % Ty WEZATLALZILTH S,

HZznid—Mo LC i (X, D) L THEHTE S, 2T [Camlb] O orbifold #X2 b ILK
T(X,D) 2o TEHET 5. LC HITIFEHERIZ orbifold HEDS A % DT, orbifold #_27 MV AE
ETEED, 0PI UL#HL 425 ki, KLT $f 0854 1 orbifold #~_2 NVK T(X, D) %
ZEZLTH —(Kx + D) 2ZALAVPRVEERPELDT, SEIFEZ RN LIZ U7



FTITE W, OMHEERET B L,
0— OX —>8L %Tx(—IOgD> — 0.

WD R EGS. TDEL % extension sheaf of Tx(—log D) by Ox with the
extension class c1(L) & IEER.

%%7}))5) l"k(gL) =n-+ 1, Cl<gL) = Cl(Tx(— IOg D)), CQ(gL) = CQ(TX<— IOgD)) %
=5,

FRHABRRDENC-ERRTEL. BHEIIZLCK (X, D) TEHV LD LD
ZEDNG. FEWE ey (Ty(—log D)) = 0 DEAITIZRDEID B 5.

EHE 2.11. [LiIR] ¢ (Tx(=log D)) = —(Kx + D) = 025X, (RO S EEMR H
IZOWT E IZ HYLETHS.

[CiTR] Tl X 512 KLT Fano X (X, D) 23K B4 5E %L 5 X canonical extension sheaf
E_kx+p) M —(Kx+ D) FLETH S I L 2RL TV, KEARGEHT [[a)] &
[ U D70, GHREDF % Z 72 D orbiford iR MIVHAHTE /20 LTHAD
#HL<72>TW5. TIELC Fano X (X, D) IZBI L T%H canonical extension sheaf ®
ZREMEREIBZEZZDON? BURTIRINE W o 2RV RDP o TWian, 22T
e U TR L TEL.

B8 2.12. LC Fano X (X, D) IZBIU T, canonical extension sheaf E_(xy 1 py 1EWD
—(Kx + D) ¥ LELmoh?

[HLABIZ 1 LC Fano & (X, D) A8 K B2 51E £ 10y & —(Kx + D) 25
EIRDEITHD.

SEHEN U2 WEEHIZLATD 2D TH 5.
B 2.13. [waZl] X Zi%w 2L EORBE MK E U, D 2 B ERIL AR 1, H %
BENTLTE. X561 (Kx+D) P2 7%2KET 3.

HBHEMK L D3 - T extension sheaf Er, N H PEZEMND

n
(02(TX(_10gD)) Tt D)
THHHEOIE, IROEL SRR DLD.

(1) (X,D) 1% (BRBEEEZBRNT ) Abel 2K ED N =V v 7 HTH 5.
(2) (X,D) 1% (CP",0) LR TH 5.

IR 2.14. [wa2l] X 2kt 2 EORES AL U, D 2 BRIERRENRN T, H %
BENTFLTE. 610 (Kx +D) DX 7 %2BET 5.
Tx(—log D) H* H Y& »D
-1
<02(TX(—log D)) - = —o (Tx(—log D))2> H"2 =

THBESIE, KD ED SMAKD .
(1) (X,D) 1% (HHTEEBRNT ) Abel R ED ~— ) v 2 HTH 3

¢1(Tx (—log D))2> H™2=0
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(2) X \FEMELS o) (Kx+D) #0THY, 5 Cartier AT BH#H->T Tx(—log D)

Ox(B)¥ 742 5.
SO (2) WD IS (X, D) B3R 7 74 N—2E[{72 518 (X, D) 1 (CP", Hepn ) & H
BMThHsbd. T T Hepr 1 CP" D hyperplane &9 5.

Abel ZRRIK ED b —1 v 7 Hid Abel ZHIAD log smooth ik & B2 5 728, EH
CIRISEMH IR Ok 225, 20 KLT # LCIZEXTHEWII TR
Moz,

—ATHHWVWOREHETATH L. SHIE —(Kx + D) B2 T7DHEDAZH->
2, ZOBATEI L X a7 -4l (FHEZE TO (2) KHT-5) BTV S. F
3"5\’661 Abel ZHAR ED b =) v ZERUDpHZRWEAS S LB oTWaER, L 0HZT
— DD (CP", Hepn) BT E 72

ZZT [(CP" Hepr) K LWUNEH T DIRE %7235 DIERND TIERW
] EEbNERE LNV, BREZ S B o TWADED, BiFFARI & I1dk<,
FEH 1A OARRE % i 723 log smooth Xt (X, D) 3% < H 5 &btz
Bl 2.15. [wa2l] 1 LA EO AR m 2 DWT, BURAEL D 32D log smooth X (X, D,y,)
PFET 5.

(1) X = P(Oppr @ Ogpr (m)). T X, IFHEHEETH B

(2) c1(Kx,, + Dy,) # 0.

(3) @5 Cartier K+ B, B’® > T Tx, (—log D,,) 2 Ox, (B,)"* &7 5.
FHZ (X, D) % (CP?, Hepe) THB. 5Zm > 2 THE5E (X, Dyy) DIUNE
TV (CP?, Hepe) & AIRLTIE AR,

EoTHEDOEFEHTIE, LCEERD EEHMTKLT & IFES HA WK Z
52l bhrotz. B 7272 EH IO log smooth BRIZE U ToREIZIZDD 6D 5
ZOTIDOZEIZELTIZaETHNS.

BRABRIZEMIIRORE DR THEL. ke oo e o 2MAa50
EHAUXEIEEIZH 5.

% 2.16. c1(Tx(—log D)) = 02D co(Tx(—log D)) H"* = 07 51 (X, D) 1 (H
PEAE % PR T ) Abel 2R ED b =Y v J IR TH 5.

TN Yau DFEER Tey(Tx) = co(Tx) = 072 51F X 13 (BREE % FR\T)Abel %

BRAA ] @D log smooth k& X 5.

2.4, TEBICET 2EEME.

B P03 X E B 21 72 £ D log smooth X (X, D) @ uniformization B4 DA 5812 D
WTHARTEL. 2L BMFEDOF TR RERMHELVZITIROEHTH S 5.
EIE 2.17. [TsulR|[IYRY] Kx + D 2 7 D2EKRKTH YD, & 512 ample modulo D T
HBHLTBH. ZOLEHM-You AEX

(02 (Qx(log D)) — 1 (Qx (log D))z) 1 (Qx (log D))n*2 >0,

RKIT 13 S h RS AEOHERTTEZ 5722, LC 2 2 5 LM HETIES F< Whiad Z5
WS ZETHDE. 250l f b Fas—NRI o HFRHENRELUTIEEAVWESIZES.

2(n+1)
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DO NLD. I SIZEBMPEILT DL E X\ D OEEMHEZEMIZC OFMERE 5.

AERH DR & IR R TH <. £9 X\ D _EIZ5Ef# Kahler-Einstein 71 & w % i
9 5. —HT(X,(1-21)D) & W5 HUIZB U THHERZ: orbifold D& Z AN 5 &,
Z 1L F 7= orbifold Kéhler-Einstein g1 & w,, DMK TE 5. 215 D Kihler-Einstein
FHER ORI [Tsuss] ARTOFETT TIZR 6N T W2, 220560 [Tsus8] 0T 1
TTEECHAV. 2D w, DRI w THBI L amL, (X,(1-1)D) BT
5§ﬁmm$%ﬁ®@@%mmﬁw D)l %?55H%m7#ﬁ#%6M5.%
FEALRMZBE L TED, T [(‘()75] LHUL wik X\ D ETEMRTHS Z
EMERDDT, TNEHANWT X\ D OE@HFEZEMA C ORMIRTHE I L%
R

ZOHMDFERE U T, 54 Deng BWIRZ R LU 72

EIR 2.18. [Den20] HRZ log & v 7 AH (Q (log D) & Ox,0) H* H-polystable T
HY,
n 2\ Lrne
(CQ(Qx(IOg D)) — mcl (QX(log D)) ) H 2 _ 0
Thd7%%0lE, X\ DOEEHKEIZC DBRARTH 5.
PLE=>oxE#IE O (log D) D EMEMZFFDEE, WA S & Tx(—log D)

BN 2R OGEDRERTH 5.
RIZHBAT 3 5 Dld Druel-LoBianco 12 K A%ERETH 5.

Eﬁ219UL*qTﬂ—by»#ﬁ@%¥ﬁ(oibTﬂ—b@»ﬁ%7#0$
H) 72513, (X, D) 13 (BBRBEEZRNT ) Abel SRR LD b=V v 2R TH 5.
ZDEMIE Tx(—log D) PWMEHZRIGEDFERTH 5.
SR U7z € R X @ 1a DIREN S Tx(—log D) X 7 TH B Z L INFE
Z2%. DEDINSDOTHIL Tx(—log D) WIEMEMEZFEOGEDIMERTH 5.

3. EEHDFEH & Z Dl

3.1. EEHEDEER.
EMPETIDFEHIZ DO WTHRAR S, e R EHIFROFILNIZ L SEMTHS.
EHE 3.1, [Nakld)| EA2 7 V27 r ORI MUVKRE TS, RIZFAMETH 5.
(1) Sym"E @ det BV 2% 7. (D& b B(ILEY) iz 7 B
(2) & 5EEEMEK H 2D ->T, EN HYLLENPD
r—1

(@wy—quuW)HW%:a

ZD(1)X (2 YLD E &, F Z2BUERR R F3H (numerically projectively flat)
CIpERH
BUERIS R FHICBI L TR T O Z e s T WnWab.

13Q-twisted X2 MUK TH 5. E#&HIZE L TlE [Lazid, Chapter 6.2] 2.
Ypumerically projectively flat & \\5 FHFEZ E# L 72D [LOY] TH 5.
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EIE 3.2. [GKPA| [LOY20] E ABUEMH IR 51X, E 3R EHTHS. D
0 EDOHHEPE) IZm(X)DP ~OEHATHEINS.

DF 0 [BUEREHZAR SIEEH] WO EHORENN—Ya vy Tthd. ZOEH
MOIREGES.

% 3.3. X ’gudtE D B BSBUERSTRE I 51X, HAEMRE M BH->TE =2 Mo
Lins.

EH T3 2T 5. ifBHIZKOWT L EF A IEHEBETH 5.

Proof. B EZIIDNE LD, FHE B M5 & XBUENHFEHTH L. IRE LD
—(Kx + D)W Ax7THEDTTx(~logD) 517 TH5.

D=0D, EXTx %7 & 0 EM I3 OREEINMEX 272D HED. L
U Tx(—log D) W4 7 DEGAHED (X, D) DMEEHIT L ZMHZINTWRW. LA
ZFDEIBHEEMIBZ S FELBVWEEbNS (ZNIZEL TIFERIRT 5).

ZFITALEDLOEETS. Tx(—logD) B3 7 &0 Tx BIEENTHS. £oT
EH IR ZOFEHOBIED &, HEMRBERERY LHOPZH [ X Y b o
TR Z§7-7.

o Y DHDEMMEIL Abel ZIRIATH 5.

o LED fO7 7 A N—IIEHEIETH 5.
EINTER X =Y & DOBERBESORSRN. LU ZORMZ EIRDVE
Ab.

FiE 1. f: (X, D) = Y iZlog £ (logarithmic deformation) T#H 5.=

HLIIGERTETEEITITHS.
(r—=21). FEDT7 7 A N—=FIZDWT ¢ (Kp+ Dp)=0TH 254,
N2kl

0 — Tp(—log Dr) — Tx(—1log D)|p — ORI™Y — 0.

D5 Tp(—log Dp) WBUEIHTH 52 DT, F BWEELERE X D Tr(—log Dp) =2 O

THhb. LoT[Wnld] 225 (F,Dp) & b=V v 2 Th5b. £oT(X,D)(HEHK

BEROWT)Abel ZRIKEDO =Y v 7R TH 5.

(T—R2). 57 7AN—FDH>Tc(Kp+ Drp) #0 72554
ZDGELEDRERFNS, dimY =022 5. 2F 0 X IFEHELETHS. IoT

BRI NS HDEMKRM DdH->T —(Kx+D) ~ (n+1)M &5, Xo5TKx+D

DR T THRNODT, [EMi20] 5 (X, D) = (CP*,0) TH 5. O

Wi 3.4, FHEZDTOORFHE LTE I S, Tx(—log D) D EBUERIFEHETH 57 51X,
—(Kx+D)iZAx7ThHd. LoTFEDETHU LD ITHAIED. 7F—R 213
IOR/RIRVNDT, F—A1ZFRRI D R T, (X, D) |\ (GREE %R\ T)Abel %
FRIKED =Yy 7 _THS.

Blogarithmic deformation (2 U Tldfl % @A 2%, Slalld [Kaw7S] TOHRAZEE % V7.
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3.2. Tx(—log D) h*'x 7 DHEETEE.

REHDH T T (—log D) 234 7 DRGEEEIIF/E LR W E B b NE” Lk /e
DI EIZEUTEFHULS ST 5.

FTHELRD2DBROEHTH 5.

EIE 3.5. [CDPIH) X BWEHERETH L Z 2, [TEOBEEMRKAIZOWVWT,
LHBRBm(A) BH->T, m>m(A) BoIXHI (X, 9", @A) =0THsBI L] &
Al

INEHFIZE 5T, LCX (X, D) 2D\ THBEMEZ2 EHT 5.

EZ 3.6. [Cam16) LC X} (X, D) I22WT QY(X, D) % orbifold REFERZ MV E T
5. EEOESEEMRK AIZDOWT, H25EHRBm(A) H->T, m > m(4) %51F
HY(X,@mQYX,D)® A) =0Thd2E, LCK (X, D) F A0 — 7HHEHEEE (slope
rationally connected) TH 5 &\ 5.

REBEFEIR X ITDODWTMRC 7747V —YaryNERTE. [ARRIZ LC X
(X,D)IZDOWTEMRC 7714 7L —ya vk nAlHERE2EHETES

(v

EZ 3.7. [Caml6] LCX (X, D) IZ2WT, AN %1729 orbifold map p : (X, D) --»
(R, Dg) MW BREME & PR CTHE—{F(ET 5.
(1) Kr + Dg 3G TH 2™
(2) & % birational map 7 : (X', D’) — (X, D) & orbifold map p' : (X', D) —
(R,DR) D’ >T, p=por D p DIFSNIRT 74 3N— (X!, D) lFA0—
THEHERETH 5.

(X', D)

|~
(X>D> - = (RaDR)
Z D p % sRC quotient(slope rationally connected quotient) &\ 9.

D =0DHBED sRC quotient X’MRC 7 714 7L —> 3 v Ths.

TlEZ D sRC quotient (W DOIEHIEBHRIZINOBA 6NDEDH? D =0 DEEIE,
Tx AN THELERX —Kx WX T THDHLEIZMRC 7710 7L —a UHIE
AN BR SNz, ZOERP SR TFRINSG.

T8 3.8. (X,D) % KLTX &3 5.
(1) T(X,D) WA TH 27251, sRC quotient |X3 5 D72 IERIGRIZHL D £
ZAbb.
(2) (c.f. [CONMTY, Conjecture 1.5]) —(Kx+D) D% 7 ThH 27 51X, sRC quotient
W& locally trivial 72 IERIEBRIZNDBZ 5N 5.

65D MRC 774 TL—va Yy f: X ——» RIZDWT K EBESTHE. ZhaFicr-T
EBITHAAATZ.
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F18 3.9. (X,D) % KLTx & 5. T(X,D) WREMEZI1Z —(Kx + D) 17 7%
S, (X, D) g An — FHHEEFELRRIRE ¢ (Ky + Dy) =072 KLTX (Y, Dy) T
T 5.

FHEBER2) X dim X =2 THEMILINT WS, 72, PRBR PR TIE
FRBEAELT IR LBbhE. RO IS BONRERIETEDIDRS
W, KLT (IZHEER U CH DAL DEA S | L WO HBFEDEZNSET WS,

ITCLOCHDEFIZREZS. KLT 2 & L2HZEHRDS WA LOXZ L L2 Hign
SEL WA WVWERR, FOLORBIDLRIZRAEETH S,

%8 3.10. PHEEBIXLCHTHR D NI DDH?

TN Lo T NE —(Kx + D) 32 7 TH 25 LCK (X, D) DG EH (P47
BA D LCK) WD LD Z &hbohrd. [wa2l] DWf%E%E 3 ARHE I N D D&
L TV LORT7Z e PRBRIFE D L7202 e bbb o 7z

Bl 3.11. [wa2l] Hy,Hy % P2 DMHRELBEMREL, D =H +H, &35, §5¢&
T(P? D) = Tp2(—log D) 134 7 TH 5. — 5 TEERF (P2, D) --» (P, [0] + [o0])
7 sRC quotient Td 5728, (P2, D) I A v — FHHEGELE CIZRWV. o T (P2 D)
X T(X,D) D337 TH 5D sRC quotient 1 1EHIEHIZEZR N LC X (X, D) O

INH [Tx(—log D) D3+ 7 DEGED (X, D) DREEEIHIZB T 5 SHFELRNE
Bbihsd] LABRRZHEEHTHS.

MR THEN, CHIE@PTH I DHRENS, Tx(—logD) A7 ThHbH I LN
brs. IHIZZDHAE (X, D) D sRC quotient [FMEFEGMEPEHREGHRIZRSE. Lo
TEHRID &S BIEEEMER/LII LN TEZLVWHZ L THE. T

4. R E

[GKPZI] D log smooth kRAYF 72k TETWARW. DFE O I FORENKITIR -
TW5.

IR 4.1. (X,D) % log smooth Xt &3 %. Tx(—log D)(EXHL) X7 TH 2354
(X,D) DFEEIZE D7 B725 507

D =0D%E, FEHEA LD T (EX) 232 773 513 X 1% (FBRIE 2 R\ T)Abel
LRI DD THo7-. U UEH 14 5 5 log smooth DE 72 & Abel Z kR
EDORN =V 7RUNEHETLKBZENRTTORoTWVS.

COHATONRYPTV2DODTr —RIZEUTRE LW,

41. —(Kx + D) 5% 7 DIBA.
DEDEHEZIAD (2) B D S DEETH S, T DEE (Kx+D)-negative extremal
contraction DFEEIX DR > TS,

17SRC quotient % RAVFEH 13 R EH 12 12 IFIFTHPAAERTH 5. BAIEFD & 5 AiF %z L
TV, 2 e X vy THRHETET, SEDO LS HRIFHIZZ>T L E o 7.
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R 4.2. [wa2l] (X, D) % log smooth Xt &9 5. X 612 X WEEERS —(Kx + D)
D27, ci(Kx + D) #0, % Cartier ¥ B2% > T Tx(—log D) = Ox(B)*" %
RET 5.
Z D& E (Kx + D)-negative extremal contraction f : (X, D) — Y IZDWTIRD
EH SN DL,
(1) dimY = 0% (X, D) = (CP", Hepn).
(2) 5 D DRI C93dH->T, f(O)IE—HESR, Bxc(f) =C, C = CP"
C D D DRERIA S 2132 5 7\ /T f 1E divisorial contraction TH 5

ZDFmEGINZSVWNOTIREBbNEDs Ly, LU f.B A Cartier
Wy ThWZ ens, 2ok (Y, Dy) IIEERTE RV, MARIZIE —(Kx + D)
M 7 3GAEOMELNIZBL T, ZOMUNETIL SWIEbNREDTIHEES.

42. Kx + DR 7 DIFE
ZDGEIFIRBEK O NLDEEZT WS,

F18 4.3. Kx + D & Tx(—log D)(EXE2Y 932 772 51, Kx + D I3 EETH 5.

BUET NV XV ATFTRDBEDNLDE VWD 2 ThD. THUZIIMBIA D 5. [GKPZI|
DFEHDOFTHNUILA T D@D TH 5.
(1) Tx () 2 7556, X I3 AHBEMAFEEL BN 2 RT. KoT Ky i
27 TH5.
(2) Kx & Tx(BY R 7005, k(Kx) = v(Kx) 2R, 0 & D Ky 2V PEEE
AN
(3) Kx DREEEP D QL B2 T7THDHI e h 5, Horll] &0, (R %R
T) b— 7277471/ Yav i X oY BRHoTKy WEFLRS. b
LIZ[IBRDE) DA — TR Fo723mIc &0, dimY =0 &7 0, X 1% (GR#
BEIRVT)Abel ZRRIA L 72 5.
IO@ERERD L FPRIBIMYIEE S THS. PRI SMBEED 2D H 5%
EARPAZZR, PR3 BEACE HaEHWIEEZ b s,

4.3. BAEEERE.
BARIZARIEN 7 PVHR QY DEEN 2D & & O EEIZE T 2 FRIZOWT
N5 KREmF- iLJ\TOD%D’Ci)é

T8 4.4. (WZ02] QY AR 7261, (BREEZRNT) b—F A7 714 7L —¥ 3
VXY DRBoTKy BWEFELRD.

DED TRERI MVRQY DA TIRET NV R AP O SLDOMN?] &0
ZeTHh5. ZNTIFEDARERDBF SN T NS
EIR 4.5. (WZ02)[GLintd] BUERIBrmE iR A 72 51X (ARMEZRWT ) h—
TAT7A TV =yavf: X Y RbHoT Ky WEELRD.

\\\\\\ & U COBIE R h R A 2172 51X, Q4 12 Griffith *EIEDEIEVBAZ DT,
Ciz T7THDB. £z Wz T ciiu\m\m\iﬁ [DruTs] DR % 2 11, o
ﬁ%"&%ﬁéﬁw 1T Abel ZFRIK & Ky 75%2.%@4%&%’71‘%%42& Y DERRIZ 53 iR X ns.
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(WZ02) DFEIZ BT ROIEKFEL TE D, L2 bEEDr — 77— »
SD%EKRELMS. ZUTRDOHBRD [WZID| Z RBCGEATHZFEH U T\ 5 SRk
F. UMD [WZ02) DR T ER SO REEHA KI5 2 ATHS. &
7= Q% 28 Griffith *FIEDFH&EZ K DHE TH NI, Druel 512 K 5 FEJgHEm (H A 1%
[Drul8] T Bost 12 & 2 ER ORI Z M S & 25740 8) 2 Hyhid, &
CHIZEEATE 2D TIHR VWL ITES.
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