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ON THE SUBADDITIVITY OF GENERALIZED KODAIRA

DIMENSIONS

BOJIE HE AND XIANGYU ZHOU

Abstract. The goals of this paper are of two aspects. Firstly, we intro-
duce the notion of generalized numerical Kodaira dimension with multiplier
ideal sheaf and establish the subadditivity inequalities in terms of this notion,
which can be used to give an analytic proof of O. Fujino’s result on the sub-
additivity of the log Kodaira dimensions. Secondly, motivated by Zhou-Zhu’s
subadditivity of generalized Kodaira dimensions, we adopt another definition
of generalized Kodaira dimension with multiplier ideal sheaf and show they
are equal by using Okounkov bodies. As one application, we show that the
superadditivity part in Zhou-Zhu’s setting also holds true. As another ap-
plication, we give an alternative proof of Zhou-Zhu’s subadditivity formula,
in the case when the singular metric hL has analytic singularities, by using
generalized Iitaka fibrations.

1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Introduction and background. Let X and Y be two compact connected
complex manifolds of dimension n and m (n ≥ m). In the analytic setting, we call
f : X → Y an (analytic) fiber space, if f is a surjective holomorphic mapping
with connected fibers. Moreover, when X and Y are supposed to be projective
manifolds (resp. Kähler manifolds), the fiber space f : X → Y is usually called an
algebraic fiber space (resp. Kähler fiber space).

Let

κ(X) := max{ν ∈ Z
⋃

{−∞}; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X,OX(kKX))

kν
> 0} ∈ {−∞, 0, 1, . . . , n}

be the Kodaira dimension of X , where KX is the canonical divisor. When κ(X) =
dimX = n, X is said to be of general type.

Conjecture 1.1 (Conjecture Cn,m or Iitaka conjecture). Let f : X → Y be an
algebraic fiber space between two projective manifolds X and Y . Let F denote the
general fiber of f , then

(1.1) κ(X) ≥ κ(F ) + κ(Y ).

Note that when X is not assumed to be Kähler, inequality (1.1) does not always
hold in general (cf. Remark 15.3 of [32]).

In [33], E. Viehweg proposed a stronger version of Iitaka conjecture:
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Conjecture 1.2 (Conjecture C+
n,m or generalized Iitaka conjecture). Let f : X → Y

be an algebraic fiber space between two projective manifolds X and Y . Let F
denote the general fiber of f , then

(1.2) κ(X) ≥ κ(F ) + max{Var(f), κ(Y )}.
Here Var(f), roughly speaking, stands for the dimension of the birational equiv-

alence class of all the general fibers F .

Let L (resp. D) be a Q-line bundle (resp. Q-Cartier divisor) over a compact
(connected) complex manifold X , its Iitaka L(resp. D)-dimension κ(X,L)
(resp. κ(X,D)) is usually defined as

κ(X,L) := max{ν ∈ Z
⋃

{−∞}; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X, kk0L)

kν
> 0} ∈ {−∞, 0, . . . , dimX}

(resp . κ(X,D) := max{ν ∈ Z
⋃

{−∞}; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X,OX(kk0D))

kν
> 0}

∈ {−∞, 0, . . . , dimX}),
where k0 is the smallest integer such that k0L (resp. OX(k0D)) is a line bundle.
One may see in section 4 for some basic and further explanations of this notion.

Assume that X is projective and let A be an ample line bundle on X . By
perturbing all sections of kk0L with A, Nakayama’s numerical dimension of D
or L = O(D) (cf. Definition 2.7 in [15], Chapter V in [27] or Definition 2.4.8 in
[12]) is defined as

κσ(X,L) := max
E:a divisor of X

{κσ(X,L;E)} = max
m∈N

{κσ(X,L;mA)},

where κσ(X,L;E) is defined to be

max{ν ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X, kk0L+ E)

kν
> 0}.

There are some basic properties about κ and κσ. For example, κ(X,L) ≥ 0
if and only if m0L is effective for some m0 ∈ N, κσ(X,L) ≥ 0 if and only if L
is pseudoeffective. Some other properties are e.g. κ(X,L) ≤ κσ(X,L), κσ(X,L)
equals the numerical dimension ν(X,L) when L is nef, etc. To see other various
useful characterizations of κ and κσ, one may refer to [27] or [12].

In case when L = KX is the canonical bundle, κ(X,KX) (resp. κσ(X,KX)) is
called the Kodaira dimension (resp. numerical Kodaira dimension) of X .

When L is moreover assumed to be pseudoeffective, i.e. which can be equipped
with a singular metric hL whose curvature current is semi-positive, one may sim-
ilarly define the generalized Kodaira dimension (cf. Definition 1.1 in [40])
κ(X,KX + L, hL) as

(1.3) max{ν ∈ Z
⋃

{−∞}; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X, kk0(KX + L)⊗ Ikk0 (hL))
kν

> 0}

and the generalized numerical Kodaira dimension κσ(X,KX + L, hL) as

max
E:a divisor of X

{κσ(X,KX + L, hL;E)} = max
k∈N

{κσ(X,KX + L, hL; kA)},

where κσ(X,KX + L, hL;E) is defined to be

(1.4) max{ν ∈ Z
⋃

{−∞}; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X, (kk0(KX + L) + E)⊗ Ikk0(hL))
kν

> 0}.
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Here the kk0-multiplier ideal sheaves Ikk0 (hL) are precisely defined as in (2.1).
The definition of generalized Kodaira dimensions with multiplier ideal sheaves

is motivated by the study of the graded subalgebra S =
⊕

k∈N
Sk ⊂ R(X,KX +L)

with Sk = H0(X, kk0(KX + L) ⊗ Ikk0 (hL)) (cf. (4.6)), according to the very
basic relationship Ik(hL)Il(hL) ⊂ Ik+l(hL) (which is due to Hölder inequality) for
k, l ∈ N.

1.2. Subadditivity of generalized numerical Kodaira dimension. The fol-
lowing result obtained by O. Fujino is mainly motivated by the study of the sub-
additivity of the logarithmic Kodaira dimension of algebraic varieties, which is
denoted by Conjecture Cn,m (see its precise form in e.g. Conjecture 1.2.2 in [13]).

Note that Conjecture Cn,m is a special case of Conjecture Cn,m.

Theorem 1.1. (Theorem 1.3 in [15] or Theorem 2.1 in [16]) Let f : X → Y be
an algebraic fiber space between two projective manifolds X and Y . Let DX (resp.
DY ) be a simple normal crossing divisor (see Definition 9.1.7 in [24]) on X (resp.
Y ). Assume that f∗DY ⊂ DX , then

(1.5) κσ(X,KX +DX) ≥ κσ(F,KF +DF ) + κ(Y,KY +DY )

and

(1.6) κσ(X,KX +DX) ≥ κ(F,KF +DF ) + κσ(Y,KY +DY ),

where F is a sufficiently general fiber of f : X → Y .

Thus Conjecture Cn,m follows immediately from the generalized abundance con-
jecture (cf. Conjecture 2.10 in [15]), which implies that

κ(X,KX +DX) = κσ(X,KX +DX)

whenever DX is a simple normal crossing divisor on the projective manifold X .
Our first goal will be to generalize the above theorem with multiplier ideal

sheaves involved. To this end, let us recall that the key ingredient of the original
proof of Theorem 1.1 gives a generically globally generated proposition of direct
image sheaves (cf. Corollary 3.7 in [15] or Theorem 3.35 of Chapter V in [27]). His
proof of this property is based on Nakayama’s theory of ω-sheaves, which is closely
related to Viehweg’s covering trick and weak positivity ([33], [34]).

To convert this important (general) global generation property into a purely
analytic statement (e.g. see Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5), we present the following
theorem, which is an application of Ohsawa-Takegoshi L2 extension theorem on
weakly pseudoconvex Kähler manifolds (cf. Theorem 2.3 and Remark 2.3). One
might also compare it with Siu’s uniform global generation formula on pseudoef-
fective line bundles (cf. Chapter 6.E in [6]).

Theorem 1.2. Let f : X → Y be an algebraic fiber space between two projective
manifolds X and Y , L → X a line bundle equipped with a singular hermitian
metric hL whose curvature current is semi-positive. Then there exist two ample
line bundles G→ Y and H → X such that

(1.7) F1 := OY (G)⊗ f∗OX((kKX/Y + kL)⊗ Ik(hL))
is sufficiently generically globally generated and

(1.8) F2 := OY (G)⊗ f∗OX(kKX/Y + kL+H)

is generically globally generated for any integer k ≥ 1.
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Here by saying a coherent sheaf F is “generically globally generated” (resp. “suf-
ficiently generically globally generated”), we mean F globally generates its stalks
on a Zariski open dense subset (resp. on a subset whose complement has measure
zero).

Theorem 1.2 will be obtained through two extension statements: Lemma 2.4
with multiplier ideal sheaves and Lemma 2.5 without multiplier ideal sheaves. As
an immediate application of Theorem 1.2 (or more precisely, Lemma 2.4), we obtain
an analogue of Theorem 1.1 for the subadditivity of generalized numerical Kodaira
dimensions.

Theorem 1.3 (Main Theorem 1). Let f : X → Y be an algebraic fiber space
between two projective manifolds X and Y . Let L be a Q-line bundle on X equipped
with a singular metric hL whose curvature current is semi-positive. Then inequality

(1.9) κσ(X,KX + L, hL) ≥ κσ(F,KF + LF , hL|F ) + κ(Y,KY )

and

(1.10) κσ(X,KX + L, hL) ≥ κ(F,KF + LF , hL|F ) + κσ(Y,KY )

holds, where F is a sufficiently general fiber of f : X → Y .

By “sufficiently general”, we mean this inequality holds for F = Xy when y
varies outside a measure zero subset of Y . In terms of (1.10), we will see from
its proof that the left hand side κσ can be optimized by a smaller number, which
is defined to be the generalized numerical Kodaira dimension along the horizontal
direction, i.e.

(1.11) κσ,f,hor := max
E:a divisor of Y

{κσ(X,KX + L, hL; f
∗E)} ≤ κσ.

Let us remark that κσ(F,KF + L|F , hL|F ) is invariant for sufficiently general
F. Indeed, for any k, l ∈ N, there exists Zariski open dense subsets Yk,l ⊂ Y such
that h0(Xy, kk0(Xy + L|Xy ) ⊗ lA ⊗ Ikk0 (hL)|Xy ) is invariant when y ∈ Yk,l (e.g.
Theorem 10.7 in [3]). As Ikk0 (hL)|Xy = Ikk0 (hL|Xy ) holds for y ∈ Σk, where Y \Σk
is a subset with zero measure, it follows that κσ(F,KF + LF , hL|F ) is constant on⋂∞
k,l=1(Yk,l

⋂
Σk). Note also by almost the same argument, κ(F,KF + L|F , hL|F )

does not vary for almost all F . One can refer to Remark 1.1 in [40] or Section 2.1
for further explanations of this result.

At the end of the proof of Theorem 1.3, we will provide an analytic approach
towards Theorem 1.1 (cf. Remark 3.2), which can be respectively viewed as an
application of Theorem 1.2 (or more precisely, Lemma 2.5).

1.3. Subadditivity of generalized Kodaira dimension. The second goal of
this paper is to give another interpretation of the subadditivity of generalized
Kodaira dimension, which is mainly motivated by a recent result of Zhou and Zhu.

Theorem 1.4. (Theorem 1.1 in [40]) Let f : X → Y be an analytic fiber space
between a compact Kähler manifold X and a connected compact complex manifold
Y . Let L → X be a Q-line bundle equipped with a singular metric hL with semi-
positive curvature current. Assume that Y has general type, then inequality

(1.12) κ(X,KX + L, hL) ≥ κ(F,KF + L|F , hL|F ) + dim Y

holds, where F denotes the sufficiently general fiber of f .

Remark 1.1. As a slight improvement to Theorem 1.4, we can show that (1.12) is
indeed an equality without any singularity restrictions on hL (cf. Proposition 5.1).
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Note that in [40] κ(X,KX + L, hL) is defined (cf. 4.19) to be the largest order
m ∈ N

⋃{−∞}, where some subsequence of {h0(X, k(KX+L)⊗Ik(hL))}∞k=1 grows
as O(km), k → ∞. Essentially, Zhou and Zhu’s proof of Theorem 1.4 is mainly
based on two ingredients: Demailly’s L2 extension theory on weakly pseudoconvex
manifolds ([8]) and their results on positivity of relative k-Bergman metrics for
Kähler fibrations ([39]).

However, we will try NOT to adopt the definition of generalized Kodaira dimen-
sion along this direction. Instead, we define κ̃(X,KX+L, hL) (cf. (4.18)) to be the
maximal dimension of the image of the meromorphic Kodaira map corresponding
to the linear system

(1.13) |H0(X, kk0(KX + L)⊗ Ikk0 (hL))|
(cf. 4.18) as k varies among all integers. We will show that both κ(X,KX +L, hL)
and κ̃(X,KX + L, hL) coincide with the dimension of an appropriate Newton-
Okounkov body (cf. Proposition 4.14), even when X is possibly non-algebraic,
which will be crucial for the improvement of Theorem 1.4 as mentioned in Remark
1.1. Note in the usual setting (i.e. set (L, hL) to be the trivial line bundle equipped
with the complex Euclidean metric), the fact that κ(X,KX) = κ̃(X,KX) has
already been proved in [26]; the fact that both κ(X,KX) and κ̃(X,KX) coincide
with an appropriate Newton-Okounkov body in caseX is algebraic has been proved
in (Theorem 3.3 and 3.4 of) [22].

Before turning to the second main results, let us talk about the singularities of
hL. Recall that hL is said to be of analytic singularities, if the local weight
function of hL has the form c · log(|F1|2 + · · ·+ |FN |2) +O(1), where the Fj are all
local holomorphic functions and c > 0.

Now let us first fix the notation Sk = H0(X, kk0(KX + L) ⊗ Ikk0 (hL)). Then
the second main result of this paper, which guarantees the existence of generalized
Iitaka fibration when hL has analytic singularities, can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.5 (=Theorem 4.15, Main Theorem 2). Let X be a compact complex
manifold and L → X be a pseudoeffective line bundle equipped with a singular
metric hL whose curvature current is semi-positive. Assume that hL has analytic
singularities and κ(X,KX + L, hL) ≥ 0. Let f ♭ : X♭ → Y ♭ be a representative of
the Kodaira meromorphic mapping

(1.14) f(= Φ|Sk|) : X 99K ImΦ|Sk| =: Y

associated to Sk for any k ∈ N(X,KX + L, hL) sufficiently large. Then f ♭ :
X♭ → Y ♭ is an analytic fiber space, κ(X,KX + L, hL) = dimY ♭ and κ(F,KF +
LF , hL|F ) = 0, where F is the very general (which means, F = Xy when y varies

outside a countable union of analytic subsets of Y ) fiber of f ♭.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 4.15 generalizes a classical result on Iitaka fibration (cf. (i)
of Theorem 1.11 in [26]) with multiplier ideal sheaves involved.

The key to the proof of Theorem 1.5 is using the fact that κ(X,KX + L, hL) =
κ̃(X,KX +L, hL), where κ̃(X,KX + L, hL) is defined by (1.13). As an immediate
application of Theorem 1.5, we are able to obtain a distinct proof of Theorem 1.4
in the case when hL has analytic singularities.

Corollary 1.6 (a special case of Theorem 1.4). Let f : X → Y be an analytic
fiber space between a compact Kähler manifold X and a projective manifold Y . Let
L → X be a Q-line bundle equipped with a singular metric hL with semi-positive
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curvature current. Assume moreover that hL has analytic singularities and Y has
general type, then

(1.15) κ(X,KX + L, hL) = κ(F,KF + L|F , hL|F ) + dim Y

holds, where F denotes the sufficiently general fiber of f .

Remark 1.3. In the case when (X,∆) is a compact Kähler klt pair with a Q-
effective divisor ∆, Y is of general type and set (L, hL) = (OX(∆), h∆), it follows
immediately from Corollary 1.6 that

(1.16) κ(X,KX + L) = κ(F,KF + LF ) + dimY.

Such addition formula (1.16) has also been proved in [4] and [27] when (X,∆) is a
projective log canonical pair (see also Theorem 1.7 in [14]).

The proof of Corollary 1.6 will be different from that of Theorem 1.4. It is based
on a quantitative analysis of the classical Kodaira meromorphic map (cf. Theorem
1.5) and some recent developments of analytic tools, which mainly consists of L2

extension theory and the positivity of relative k-Bergman metrics.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give some preliminaries for
the proofs of main theorems. The most important results will be the extension
results: Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5. In section 3, we will complete the proofs of
Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. We also provide an analytic approach to Theorem
1.1. In section 4, we first recall some basic results about Iitaka D-dimension and
Okounkov body associated to graded algebra of almost integral type. Then we
discuss their applications to generalized Kodaira dimensions. Consequently, we
give the proof of Theorem 1.5 in the end. In section 5, we give another proof of
Corollary 1.6 in the special case when hL has analytic singularities, which will be
different from that of [40].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Relative k-Bergman metrics for Kähler fibrations. Let f : X → Y be
a surjective holomorphic map between an n-dimensional compact Kähler manifold
X and an m-dimensional compact connected complex manifold Y . Let L be a
pseudoeffective line bundle over X equipped with a (semi-)positively curved sin-
gular hermitian metric hL = e−ϕL , where ϕL ∈ L1

loc is a plurisubharmonic local
weight function. For k ∈ N, the stalk of the k-multiplier ideal sheaf Ik(hL) ⊂ OX

at x ∈ X is defined as follows:

(2.1) Ik(hL)x := {F ∈ OX,x; |F |2/ke−ϕL ∈ L1
loc nearx}.

When k = 1, It is well-known from Nadel’s theorem that I(hL) = I1(hL) is a
coherent analytic sheaf. For general k, the coherence of the k-multiplier ideal sheaf
follows from the strong openness property of the multiplier ideal sheaves ([18]) and
Demailly’s equisingular approximation theorem ([9]) for plurisubharmonic func-
tions (cf. [31], [5]).

Let KX/Y := KX − f∗KY be the relative canonical bundle. We set

Y0 := {y ∈ Y | rank df(x) = m, ∀x ∈ f−1(y)}
to be the regular values of f , Yh := {y ∈ Y0 : hL|Xy 6≡ +∞} and

(2.2) Yk,ext := {y ∈ Y0| rank f∗(kKX/Y + kL) = h0(Xy, kKXy + kL|Xy )}.



SUBADDITIVITY OF GENERALIZED KODAIRA DIMENSIONS 7

and respectively Xk,ext := f−1(Yk,ext). It is clear that both Y0 and Yk,ext are
Zariski open dense subsets of Y . Assume that

H0(Xy, (kKXy + kL|Xy )⊗ Ik(hL)) 6= 0

holds for some y ∈ Yk,ext
⋂
Yh. Now we can assign the k-Bergman metric, denoted

by B−1
k,y , where

Bk,y(x) := sup{u(x)⊗ u(x);u ∈ H0(Xy, kKXy + kL|Xy ) and

∫

Xy

|u|2/khL ≤ 1},

to each fiber Xy for y ∈ Yk,ext. Gluing them together we may endow (kKX/Y +

kL)|Xk,ext
with a metric denoted by B−1

k,X/Y , which is known as the relative k-

Bergman metric. It has been proved that

Theorem 2.1. (Theorem 1.5 in [39]) B−1
k,X/Y has semi-positive curvature current

on Xk,ext. Furthermore, it can be extended across X\Xk,ext as a new metric with
semi-positive curvature current.

Remark 2.1. When f is projective, this result was initially obtained in [30] (see
also [1]). When k = 1 and f is a proper fibration between a Kähler manifold X
and a complex manifold Y (X not necessarily compact), this result was obtained in
[37] by using the so-called Guan-Zhou method in [19]. For general k ≥ 2, a crucial
step in [39] to establish Theorem 2.1 is overcoming the extension difficulties which
were pointed out in Remark 4.2.4 in [30].

Now consider the set Ỹk,hL,ext := {y ∈ Y0;h
0(Xy, (kKXy+kL|Xy )⊗Ik(hL)|Xy ) =

rank f∗(kKX/Y + kL)⊗ Ik(hL)} and respectively

Yk,hL,ext := {y ∈ Yk,ext
⋂
Ỹk,hL,ext; Ik(hL)|Xy = Ik(hL|Xy )}.

In [10], the authors has obtained another new proof of the positivity of the relative

k-Bergman metric on f−1(Ỹk,hL,ext). According to Fubini’s theorem and the basic
extension property of k-multiplier ideal sheaves (cf. Theorem 2.4 in [40] or Propo-
sition 0.2 in [2]), one may find that Ik(hL)|Xy = Ik(hL|Xy ) for almost all y ∈ Y

and Y \Yk,hL,ext is of measure zero. As a consequence, for any y ∈ ⋂∞
k=1 Yk,hL,ext,

h0(Xy, (kKXy + kL|Xy ) ⊗ Ik(hL|Xy )) is constant for any k ∈ N, which explains
why κ(F,KF + L|F , hL|F ) does not vary for almost all F in Theorem 1.4.

The following proposition will be useful for clarifying the relationship between
Nadel’s multiplier ideal sheaves and k-multiplier ideal sheaves:

Proposition 2.2. Let L be a line bundle, k ∈ N and B−1
k,X/Y be the natural ex-

tension of the relative Bergman metric on k(KX/Y +L) according to Theorem 2.1,
then

a) Γ(Xy, k(KXy+L|Xy )⊗Ik(hL|Xy )) ⊂ Γ(Xy, k(KXy+L|Xy )⊗I((B− k−1
k

k,X/Y ·hL)|Xy ))

for general Xy;

b) Let G be a line bundle on Y . Then Γ(X, k(KX/Y +L)⊗f∗G⊗I(B− k−1
k

k,X/Y ·hL)) ⊂
Γ(X, k(KX/Y + L)⊗ f∗G⊗ Ik(hL)).

Proof. a) Note B−1
k,X/Y |Xy for y ∈ Yk,ext is nothing but the k-Bergman kernel

metric on Xy, therefore, for any s ∈ Γ(Xy, k(KXy +L|Xy )⊗ Ik(hL|Xy )) we get

(2.3)

∫

Xy

|s|2B− k−1
k

k,X/Y · hL ≤
∫

Xy

|s|2 · (‖s‖k|s| )2
k−1
k · hL = ‖s‖2k,
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where

(2.4) ‖s‖k := (

∫

Xy

|s|2/khL)k/2.

Our claim follows by (2.3).

b) We first denote that h̃ := B
− k−1

k

k,X/Y · hL. For any s̃ ∈ Γ(X, k(KX/Y +L)⊗ f∗G⊗
Ik(hL)), and any smooth metric hKY (resp. hG) on KY (resp. G), we have

∫

X

|s̃| 2k hL · f∗(h
1
k

Gh
−1
KY

) =

∫

X

|s̃| 2k f∗(hGh
−1
KY

)
1
k

B
k−1

k2

k,X/Y

·
B

k−1

k2

k,X/Y

(f∗hKY )
k−1
k

· hL

(Hölder inequality) ≤ (

∫

X

|s̃|2hLf∗(hGh
−1
KY

)

B
k−1
k

k,X/Y

)
1
k (

∫

X

B
1
k

k,X/Y hL

f∗(hKY )
)

k−1
k

= (

∫

X

|s̃|2h̃f∗(hGh
−1
KY

))
1
k (

∫

X

B
1
k

k,X/Y hL

f∗(hKY )
)

k−1
k

(2.5)
Fubini
= (

∫

X

|s̃|2h̃f∗(hGh
−1
KY

))
1
k (

∫

y∈Y

1

hKY

∫

Xy

B
1
k

k,yhL)
k−1
k .

To analyze the last integral, one just needs to use the fact that

(2.6)

∫

Xy

B
1
k

k,yhL ≤ rank f∗((kKX/Y + L)⊗ Ik(hL)) <∞

holds for y ∈ Yk,ext (cf. Lemma 2.7 in [40]). Finally we verify our claim from
inequality (2.5).

�

Remark 2.2. When L is a pseudoeffective Q-line bundle which can be equipped
with a (semi-)positively curved singular metric hL, Proposition 2.2 is still true for
any k ∈ N sufficiently divisible (so that kL is a line bundle).

2.2. L2 Extension theory on weakly pseudoconvex manifolds. We will
adopt the following Ohsawa-Takegoshi L2 extension theorem on weakly pseudo-
convex Kähler manifolds:

Theorem 2.3. (Theorem 2.8 and Remark 2.9 (b) in [7], or Theorem 2.1 in [40])
Let (X,ω) be a weakly pseudoconvex Kähler manifold and ψ be a quasi-psh function
on X with neat analytic singularities, i.e. ψ can be locally written as:

ψ = c log(|F1|2 + · · ·+ |FN |2) + u,

where each Fj is holomorphic, c ∈ R≥0 and u is smooth. Let S be the zero variety
V (I(ψ)). Assume that ψ has log canonical singularities, i.e.

I((1 − ε)ψ)|S = OX |S
holds for every ε > 0. Denote by S0 the regular set of S. Let P be a holomorphic
line bundle over X equipped with a singular hermitian metric hP . Assume that
there is an α > 0 such that

(2.7)
√
−1ΘhP + ξ

√
−1∂∂ψ ≥ 0
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holds for all ξ ∈ [1, 1 + α]. Then for every

f ∈ Γ(S0, (KX + P )|S0)

and ∫

S0

|f |2hω⊗hP
dVX,ω[ψ] <∞,

there exists an F ∈ Γ(X,KX + P ) such that F |S = f and

(2.8)

∫

X

ρ(αψ)

eψ
|F |2hω⊗hP

dVX,ω ≤ 34

α

∫

S0

|f |2hω⊗hP
dVX,ω[ψ],

where ρ : R → R is defined by ρ(t) = e−
t
2 when t > 0, ρ(t) = 1

1+t2 when t ≤ 0.

Remark 2.3. Here the Ohsawa measure dVX,ω [ψ] on S
0 is defined by

(2.9)

∫

S0

gdVX,ω [ψ] := lim sup
t→−∞

∫

{x:t<ψ<t+1}

g̃e−ψdVX,ω ,

where g̃ is any smooth extension of a non-negative continuous function g ∈ C(S0)
with compact support. Originally, the measure dVX,ω [ψ] was claimed to be well-
defined on S0 by Proposition 4.5 in [7].

However, as the latest paper [23] suggests, this claim was made under the implicit
“unique lc place” assumption, which says that each irreducible component of the
non-klt locus S is dominated by a unique divisor with discrepancy equals to −1.
It can be checked easily that when ψ is locally of the form ψ = k · log(|z1|2 + ...+
|zk|2) + C∞ (which is also the setting for later use), where (z1 = ... = zk = 0) are
local defining equations for S (thus S is non-singular and k is the codimension of
S), the so-called “unique lc place” assumption is automatically satisfied and the
Ohsawa measure dVX,ω [ψ] has smooth positive density with respect to the measure
dVS,ω|S (cf. (2.6) in [7]). In fact, this special log canonical singularity assumption
on ψ is the setting where the Ohsawa measure first appeared (cf. [28]).

One can also refer to [38] for an optimal version of the above theorem.

Lemma 2.4. Let f : X → Y be a surjective holomorphic mapping between a
compact Kähler manifold X and a compact complex manifold Y . Let L→ X be a
pseudoeffective Q-line bundle equipped with a singular metric hL whose curvature
current is semi-positive. Let k0 be the least integer so that k0L is a line bundle and
let G be an ample line bundle over Y . Let ψ ≤ 0 be a quasi-psh function on Y ,
which is smooth outside a very general point y ∈

⋂∞
k=1 Ykk0,ext and assume that

ψ(z)− log |z − y|2m

is smooth near y (such ψ always exists! cf. (3.12)). Moreover, assume that there
exists a hermitian metric hG−KY on G−KY such that:

(2.10)
√
−1ΘhG−KY

(G−KY ) + ξ
√
−1∂∂ψ ≥ 0

for all ξ ∈ [1, 1 + α] and α > 0. Then for any integers k and

s ∈ Γ
(
Xy, kk0

(
KXy + L|Xy

)
⊗ Ikk0 (hL|Xy )

)

and y ∈
⋂∞
k=1 Ykk0,ext, there exists a section

s̃ ∈ Γ(X, (kk0(KX/Y + L) + f∗G)⊗ Ikk0 (hL))
such that s̃|Xy = s.
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Proof. This is proved by a similar argument of Theorem 1.2 in [40]. Let

(2.11) P := (kk0 − 1)(KX/Y + L) + L+ f∗(G−KY )

be a line bundle endowed with a singular hermitian metric:

(2.12) hP := B
−(kk0−1)/kk0
kk0,X/Y

· f∗hG−KY · hL.

According to (2.10), (2.12) and Theorem 2.1, we may compute its curvature by:
√
−1ΘhP + ξ

√
−1∂∂f∗ψ = (kk0 − 1)

√
−1Θ

B
−1/kk0
kk0,X/Y

(KX/Y + L) +
√
−1ΘhL(L)+

(2.13) f∗(ξ
√
−1∂∂ψ +

√
−1ΘhG−KY

(G−KY )) ≥ 0.

Note V (J (f∗ψ)) = Xy and f∗ψ has log canonical singularities (which also satisfies
the “unique lc place” assumption), applying Theorem 2.3 and Remark 2.3 we see
that

Γ(X, (KX + P )⊗ I(hP )) = Γ(X, (kk0(KX/Y + L) + f∗G)⊗ I(B−
kk0−1
kk0

kk0,X/Y
· hL)) →

Γ(Xy, (KX+P )|Xy⊗I(hP |Xy )) = Γ(Xy, kk0(KXy+L|Xy)⊗I(B−
kk0−1
kk0

kk0,X/Y
|Xy ·hL|Xy ))

is surjective for every y ∈ Y0. Combining relation a) and b) in Proposition 2.2
(see also Remark 2.2) we immediately get the desired extension section s̃ when
y ∈ ⋂∞

k=1 Ykk0,ext. �

Remark 2.4. One may refer to Theorem 2.11 in [11] for a qualitative formulation of
this result under the assumption that f is projective. Our improvement consists of
two aspects. One is that it gives a more precise version of a quantitative estimate
of the restriction map, the other is that we only assume f : X → Y to be a Kähler
fiber space with the help of Theorem 2.1. Compared with Theorem 1.2 in [40], we
do not assume the positivity of the canonical bundle KY to control the negative
part of the closed (1, 1)-current f∗

√
−1∂∂ψ.

We can also formulate a slight modified version of Lemma 2.4. The main differ-
ence is that the inequality does not involve any multiplier ideal sheaves.

Lemma 2.5. Let f : X → Y be an algebraic fiber space between two projective
manifolds X and Y . Let k ∈ N. Let L = OX(D) be a line bundle over X, where
D is a simple normal crossing divisor on X. Let G be an ample line bundle over
Y . Let H be an ample line bundle over X. Let y be a very general point in Y and
ψ ≤ 0 be a quasi-psh function on Y which is smooth outside y. Assume that

ψ(z)− log |z − y|2m

is smooth near y. Moreover, assume that there exists a hermitian metric hG−KY on
G−KY such that:

(2.14)
√
−1ΘhG−KY

(G−KY ) + ξ
√
−1∂∂ψ ≥ 0

for all ξ ∈ [1, 1 + α] and α > 0. Then for any k ∈ N and

s ∈ Γ(Xy, k(KXy + L|Xy ) +H |Xy ),

there exists a section

s̃ ∈ Γ(X, (k(KX/Y + L) +H + f∗(G))

such that s̃|Xy = s.
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Proof. Since D is a simple normal crossing divisor, for each k ∈ N, the big Q-line
bundle Lk := L + 1

kH can be equipped with a singular metric hk with analytic
singularities, whose curvature current is semi-positive and multiplier ideal sheaf

I(hk) is trivial. Thus I(hk|Xy ) is also trivial for general y ∈ Y . Hence ||s||2/kk =∫
Xy

|s|2/khk <∞. Let B−1
k,X/Y,Lk

denote the (extended) relative k-Bergman kernel

metric on k(KX/Y + Lk), with respect to the algebraic fiber space f : X → Y and
the metric hk on Lk. Fix the integer k ∈ N. Then for general y ∈ Y and s ∈
Γ(Xy, k(KXy + L|Xy ) +H |Xy ) = Γ(Xy, k(KXy + Lk|Xy )), the following inequality

(2.15) (B
− 1

k

k,X/Y,Lk
)|Xy = B

− 1
k

k,y,hk
≤ | s

||s||k
|− 2

k

holds, where Bk,y,hk
stands for the k-Bergman kernel of k(KXy + Lk|Xy ) with

respect to the metric hk|Xy . Let

(2.16) P := (k − 1)(KX/Y + Lk) + Lk + f∗(G−KY )

be a line bundle over X . Now we define a metric on P as

(2.17) hP := B
−(k−1)/k
k,X/Y,Lk

· hk · f∗hG−KY

whose curvature current is semi-positive, according to (2.14) and Theorem 2.1.
Then for general y ∈ Y ,
(2.18)

Cy ·
∫

Xy

|s|2hP =

∫

Xy

|s|2B−(k−1)/k
k,X/Y,Lk

· hk ≤ ||s||
2(k−1)

k

k ·
∫

Xy

|s| 2k · hk = ||s||2k <∞

holds thanks to (2.15), where Cy > 0 is a constant depending only on y. Therefore,
applying Theorem 2.3 and Remark 2.3 again we get a section

s̃ ∈ Γ(X,KX + P ) = Γ(X, (k(KX/Y + L) +H + f∗(G))

such that s̃|Xy = s. As k varies among all integers, the desired extension property
holds for very general y ∈ Y . �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3

Before giving the proof, let us give some simple but useful lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a compact complex manifold and (L, hL) be a pseudoeffective
line bundle over X. Let a ∈ N and κσ,a,A(X,KX +L, hL) be the following number

(3.1) max{ν ∈ Z; lim sup
k→∞

h0(ka(KX + L)⊗A⊗ Iak(hL))
kν

> 0}

and κσ,a := maxl∈N{κσ,a,lA}. Then κσ,a = κσ.

Proof. It suffices to prove κσ,a ≥ κσ. By the definition of κσ there exists l0 and
a sequence {kν}∞ν=1 such that Nν := h0(kν(KX + L) ⊗ l0A ⊗ Ikν (hL)) ≥ C · kκσ

ν ,
then we obtain

(3.2) h0(akν(KX + L)⊗ al0A⊗ Iakν (hL)) ≥ Nν ≥ C · kκσ
ν

for any ν ∈ N. Therefore, κσ,a ≥ κσ,a,al0A ≥ κσ. �

Lemma 3.2. Let f : X → Y be an algebraic fiber space between two projective
manifolds X and Y . Let DY be an effective divisor on Y and E be a coherent sheaf
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on X. Assume F = f∗E is a sufficiently generically globally generated coherent
sheaf on Y . Then

(3.3) h0(X, E ⊗ f∗OY (DY )) ≥ h0(Y,OY (DY )) · rkF ,
where rkF is the rank of F .

Proof. Let us assume q = h0(Y,OY (DY )) ≥ 1, r = rkF ≥ 1 without loss of general-
ity. According to projection formula, H0(X, E⊗f∗OY (DY ))=H

0(Y,OY (DY )⊗F).
It follows from (generalized) Grauert’s direct image and semi-continuity theorem
(cf. Theorem 10.6 and Theorem 10.7 in [3]) that F|Y0 is locally free for some
analytic Zariski open dense subset Y0 contained in the regular values of f and
Fy ⊗ k(y) = H0(Xy, E|Xy ), rkF = h0(Xy, E|Xy ) for any y ∈ Y0. Since F = f∗E
is sufficiently generically globally generated, one may pick y0 ∈ Y0 and r linearly
independent sections σ1, . . . , σr ∈ H0(Y,F) such that σ1,y0 , . . . , σr,y0 generates the
stalk Fy0 . Note F is coherent, hence there is a small open neighborhood Ω ⊂ Y0
of y0, such that σ1,y, . . . , σr,y generates the stalk Fy for any y ∈ Ω. In particular,
σ1|Xy , . . . , σr|Xy form a basis of H0(Xy, E|Xy ) for y ∈ Ω.

Let ξ1, . . ., ξq be a basis of H0(Y,OY (DY )). We claim that {ξiσj}i=1,...q,j=1,...,r

are linearly independent in H0(Y,OY (DY ) ⊗ F) = H0(X, E ⊗ f∗OY (DY )) and
h0(X, E ⊗ f∗OY (DY )) ≥ qr.

Actually, consider the following equations for tij ∈ C:

(3.4)
∑

i=1,...q,j=1,...r

tijξiσj = 0,

We will show tij = 0. Take q general points y1, . . . , yq ∈ Ω which will be determined
later. Assume Ω also trivializes OY (DY ) with a holomorphic frame e and ξi|Ω =

ξ̃i(y) ·e with ξ̃i ∈ O(Ω). When restricting (3.4) to Xy1 , . . . Xyq , we find q equations:

(3.5)
r∑

j=1

(

q∑

i=1

tij ξ̃i(yk) · f∗e)σj |Xyk
= 0, k = 1, . . . q

Since σ1|Xy , . . . , σr|Xyk
are linearly independent,

(3.6)

q∑

i=1

tij ξ̃i(yk) = 0, j = 1, . . . , r, k = 1, . . . q.

Fix any j now and consider the q × q matrix [ξ̃i(yk)], if [ξ̃i(yk)] is non-degenerate,
then tij = 0 for all i = 1, . . . q. To this end, we will pick yk ∈ Ω as follows.

We will argue step by step. First choose y1 such that ξ̃1(y1) 6= 0, this is possible

since ξ1 6= 0. Consider the analytic subset A2 := {y ∈ Ω; ξ̃1(y1)ξ̃2(y)−ξ̃2(y1)ξ̃1(y) =
0} of Ω. It can be shown that A2 6= Ω since otherwise ξ̃1(y1)ξ2 − ξ̃2(y1)ξ1 = 0,
which contradicts the fact that ξ1, ξ2 are linearly independent. Therefore we pick
y2 ∈ Ω\A2. Iterating this process q − 1 times, we finally get an analytic subset

(3.7) Aq := {y ∈ Ω;

q∑

i=1

(−1)q−iαiξ̃i(y) = 0}

with αi = det(ξ̃s(yt))s=1,...,̂i,...,q,t=1,...,q−1 and αq 6= 0. Therefore, Aq is proper since

ξ1, ..., ξq are linearly independent. One may pick yq ∈ Ω\Aq and [ξ̃i(yk)]i,k=1,...,q is
non-degenerate.

In summary, tij = 0 and h0(X, E ⊗ f∗OY (DY )) ≥ qr. �
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Now we are in position to give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof. (Proof of Theorem 1.3) Let us first verify that for any semi-positive line
bundle H → X and any k ∈ N, some divisible k0 ∈ N (such that k0L is a line
bundle) and some ample enough line bundle G→ Y ,

(3.8) F := OY (G) ⊗ f∗OX((kk0KX/Y + kk0L)⊗H ⊗ Ikk0 (hL))
is sufficiently generically globally generated. H is to be determined at the end of
the proof.

Actually, It suffices to show that the restriction morphisms

Γ(X, (kk0KX/Y + kk0L+ f∗G+H)⊗ Ikk0(hL)) →

(3.9) Γ
(
Xy, kk0

(
KXy + L|Xy

)
⊗O(H |Xy )⊗ Ikk0 (hL|Xy )

)

are surjective for sufficiently general y. The reason why (3.9) implies (3.8) is that

(3.10) Fy = Γ
(
Xy, kk0

(
KXy + L|Xy

)
⊗O(H |Xy )⊗ Ikk0 (hL)|Xy

)
⊗OY,y

for y belonging to a Zariski dense open subset of Y thanks to the Grauert’s direct
image and semi-continuity theorem (cf. Theorem 10.6 and Theorem 10.7 in [3]),
and

(3.11) Ikk0 (hL)|Xy = Ikk0 (hL|Xy )

holds for sufficiently general y ∈ Y .
The function ψ can be constructed as in [40] as follows. Take a smooth concave

function θ : R → (−∞, 0] such that θ(t) = t when t ∈ (−∞,−1], θ(t) = 0 when
t ∈ [1,∞) and 0 ≤ θ′ ≤ 1, θ′′ ≥ −C1 for all t ∈ R. Let z = (z1, . . . , zm) be the
coordinate functions on a coordinate chart U centered at y. Let ψ be a global
quasi-plurisubharmonic function on Y defined by

(3.12) ψ = θ(log |z − y|2m).

In fact, ψ ≤ 0 and i∂∂ψ is only supported on U ′ := U
⋂{z;−e ≤ |z − y| ≤ e} and

(3.13) i∂∂ψ|U ′ ≥ θ′′(log |z − y|2m) · (i∂∂ log |z − y|2m)|U ′ ≥ −C2ω|U ′

for some Kähler metric ω and C2 > 0. By compactness, for any y ∈ Y , we find a
uniform constant C3 independent of y, so that there exists a quasi-plurisubharmonic
function ψ such that ψ ∼ 2m log |z − y| near y and i∂∂ψ ≥ −C3ω.

Now applying Lemma 2.4 (replace L in Lemma 2.4 by L+ (kk0)
−1H equipped

with the metric h
1/kk0
H · hL, where hH is semi-positive) we know that (3.9) holds

true for some G ample enough, which finishes our claim of (3.8).
Setting h0 as the complex dimension of the cohomology group H0 and using

projection formula, one may observe that

h0(X, kk0(KX + L)⊗H ⊗ f∗G⊗ Ikk0 (hL)) ≥ rkF · h0(Y, kk0KY )

(3.14) = h0(F, kk0(KF + LF )⊗H |F ⊗ Ikk0 (hL|F )) · h0(Y, kk0KY )

holds for sufficiently general fiber F thanks to Lemma 3.2.
In order to prove (1.9), let us take a positive integer k1 and a positive integer

C4 such that

(3.15) h0(Y, kk1KY ) ≥ C4k
κ(Y,KY )

holds for every integers k ≫ 0. Then we obtain

h0(X, kk2(KX + L)⊗H ⊗ f∗G⊗ Ikk2 (hL)) ≥
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(3.16) C5k
κ(Y,KY ) · h0(F, kk2(KF + LF )⊗H |F ⊗ Ikk2 (hL|F ))

holds for k2 = k1k0 and every positive enough integer k according to (3.14) and

(3.15), where C5 = C4k
κ(Y,KY )
0 . If we choose H to be sufficiently ample then

h0(F, kνk2(KF + LF )⊗H |F ⊗ Ikνk2(hL|F )) ≥

(3.17) C′k
κσ,k2

(F,KF+LF ,hL|F )
ν = C′kκσ(F,KF+LF ,hL|F )

ν

holds true with C′ > 0, by Lemma 3.1 and passing to some subsequence {kν}∞ν=1.
Finally, inequality (1.9) follows immediately by the fact that for any ν ≫ 0
(3.18)

h0(X, kνk2(KX + L)⊗H ⊗ f∗G⊗ Ikνk2(hL)) ≥ C5C
′kκσ(F,KF+LF ,hL|F )+κ(Y,KY )
ν ,

which is due to (3.16) and (3.17).
It remains to prove (1.10). For this purpose, by setting DY = kk0KY +(N−1)G

and H = OX in Lemma 3.2, it follows that

h0(X, kk0(KX + L)⊗ f∗(NG) ⊗ Ikk0(hL)) ≥ rkF · h0(Y, kk0KY + (N − 1)G)

(3.19) = h0(F, kk0(KF + LF )⊗ Ikk0 (hL|F )) · h0(Y, kk0KY + (N − 1)G)

holds for sufficiently general fiber F , where N is any positive integer (actually, we
see from its proof that (3.14) still holds if we replace G by NG for any positive

integers N). Let us take another positive integer k̃1 so that

(3.20) h0(F, kk̃1(KF + LF )⊗ Ikk̃1 (hL|F )) ≥ C̃4k
κ(F,KF+LF ,hL|F )

holds for every integers k ≫ 0 from the definition of κ(F,KF + LF , hL|F ). There-
fore, thanks to (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain that

h0(X, kk̃2(KX + L)⊗ f∗(NG)⊗ Ikk̃2 (hL)) ≥

(3.21) C̃5k
κ(F,KF+LF ,hL|F ) · h0(Y, kk̃2KY + (N − 1)G)

holds for k̃2 = k̃1k0 and every k ≫ 0, where C̃5 = C̃4k
κ(F,KF+LF ,hL|F )
0 . Now choose

N sufficiently large so that after extracting a subsequence {kν}∞ν=1,

(3.22) h0(Y, kν k̃2KY + (N − 1)G) ≥ C̃′kκσ(Y,KY )
ν

holds for every ν with C̃′ > 0. In conclusion, we finally get that

(3.23) h0(X, kν k̃2(KX+L)⊗f∗G⊗Ikν k̃2(hL)) ≥ C̃5C̃
′kκ(F,KF+LF ,hL|F )+κσ(Y,KY )
ν

for any ν ≫ 0 by (3.21) and (3.22), which confirms (1.10). �

Remark 3.1. From the proof of (1.10), we may observe that the left hand side in
(1.10) can be replaced by a more optimal number κσ,f,hor defined as in (1.11).

Remark 3.2 (Analytic proof of Theorem 1.1). By the same token as above, we can
also give an analytic method towards Theorem 1.1. For this purpose, we first claim
that for any k ∈ N

(3.24) OY (G)⊗ f∗OX(kKX/Y + k(DX − f∗DY ) +H)

is generically globally generated for some ample line bundle G over Y and any
ample line bundle H over X .

Indeed, the projection formula yields that

Γ(Y,OY (G)⊗ f∗OX(kKX/Y + k(DX − f∗DY ) +H)) =
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(3.25) Γ(X, k(KX/Y +DX − f∗DY ) +H + f∗G)

holds. Since DX ⊃ f∗DY , DX − f∗DY has simple normal crossings. Hence we
can also construct ψ as in (3.12) and choose G and H as in Lemma 2.5. Then the
general stalk of the locally free sheaf (3.24) (whose restriction to the complement
of some codim ≥ 2 analytic subset in Y is locally free) becomes

(3.26) Γ(Xy, (k(KXy +DX |Xy ) +H |Xy )⊗OY,y

and our claim is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.5 by setting L = OX(DX−
f∗DY ).

The rest of the proof follows by Lemma 3.2 and the last half (i.e., computing
and estimating h0) of the proof of Theorem 1.3. The only difference is that in
order to prove (1.6), though the use of ample H in (3.24) is unavoidable, we can
still apply inequality

(3.27) h0(F, kk̃1(KF +DF ) +HF ) ≥ h0(F, kk̃1(KF +DF )) ≥ C̃kκ(F,KF+DF )

to substitute (3.20).

Remark 3.3 (about the proof of Theorem 1.2). Among the first half (i.e. the
reduction to the surjective statement and the construction of ψ) of the proof of
Theorem 1.3 and Remark 3.2 as above, we have seen that Theorem 1.2 can be
obtained via Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 immediately.

4. Iitaka D-dimensions and their generalizations

The goal of this part is to recall three equivalent definitions of IitakaD-dimensions
and generalize these results to generalized Kodaira dimensions. The main refer-
ences for this section are [26] and [32].

4.1. Iitaka D-dimension. Let us first recall some facts in commutative algebra.
Let R =

⊕
k∈N

Rk be a graded C-algebra and an integral domain (or briefly, C-
domain). Suppose that Rk = 0 for all k < 0 and R0 = C. Let Q(R) be the quotient
field of R. Let R(m) :=

⊕
k∈N

Rkm be the graded C-subdomain for some m ∈ N.

Let R# denote the multiplicative subset of all nonzero homogeneous elements.
The the quotient ring of R, denoted by R#−1R, is also a graded C-domain. Its

degree 0 part (R#−1R)0 is also a field which will be denoted by Q((R)). It will be
easy to check Q((R(m))) = Q((R)) for any m ∈ N.

Let N(R) := {k > 0;Rk 6= 0} and let M≥n := {k ∈ M ; k ≥ n} for any subset
M ⊂ N and n ∈ N. Since N(R) is a semigroup, we know that N(R)≥n = (dN)≥n
for n≫ 0 and some d = gcdN(R) ∈ N.

Let S =
⊕

k∈N
Sk be a graded C-subalgebra of R. For any k ≥ 0, let S0[Sk]

denote the graded C-subdomain generated by S0 and Sk.
The following propositions are a list of basic properties in commutative algebra.

Proposition 4.1. R(m) ⊂ R is an integral extension of rings for any integers
m ∈ N. In particular, the Krull dimensions of all R(m) are all the same.

Proposition 4.2. If R is finitely generated over R0 = C, then the Krull dimension
of R equals the transcendence degree of Q(R) over C.

Proposition 4.3. If R is finitely generated over R0, then for all sufficiently di-
visible d ∈ N, the graded subalgebra R(d) is finitely generated in degree 1 over R0

(i.e., R(d) = R0[R
(d)
1 ]).
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Proposition 4.4. If R is finitely generated in degree 1 over R0, then the Hilbert
function HF : k ∈ N 7→ dimCRk ∈ N has growth order δ − 1, where δ is the Krull
dimension of R. Precisely, this means HF(k) ∼ C ·kδ−1 as k → ∞ for some C > 0.

Let X be a smooth projective variety, Q(X) be the rational function field of X
and D be a Cartier divisor on X . Let L = OX(D) be the corresponding invertible
sheaf of D.

From now on, we always set R(X,L) := R =
⊕

k∈N
Rk and

Rk := H0(X,OX(kD)) = H0(X, kL)

be the associated C-graded algebra. We also set N(X,L) := N(R), Q((X,L)) :=
Q((R)). Note Q((R)) is algebraically closed in Q(X) (cf. Proposition 1.4 in [26]).

For any k ∈ N(X,L), Rk induces a Kodaira meromorphic mapping (cf. examples
below Definition 4.6)

(4.1) Φ|kL| : X 99K P(H0(X, kL)),

which is a morphism outside the base locus. When N(X,L) = ∅, set κ(X,L) to be
−∞. When N(X,L) 6= ∅, the Iitaka D-dimension κ(X,L) or κ(X,D) is defined
as either one of the following numbers.

Proposition 4.5. The following numbers are equal when N(X,L) 6= ∅:

1. κ(1)(X,L) := tr . degCR(X,L)− 1 = tr . degCQ((X,L));
2. κ(2)(X,L) := maxk∈N(X,L) dimΦ|kL|(X);

3. κ(3)(X,L) := max{ν ∈ N; lim supk→∞
h0(X,kL)

kν > 0}.

Let us briefly explain the idea to the proof of Proposition 4.5. It follows easily
from the fact that

(4.2) Q((X,L)) = Q(ImΦ|kL|)

for all k ∈ N(X,KX + L) sufficiently large (cf. Proposition 1.4 in [26]) that
κ(1)(X,L) = κ(2)(X,L).

To see the reason why κ(2)(X,L) = κ(3)(X,L), there are, to the best of the
authors’ knowledge, at least two ways to show this result. On one hand, the first
strategy relies on the existence of Iitaka fibration (cf. Theorem 1.12 and Corollary
1.13 in [26]), which aims at reducing the problems on the line bundle L to a big
line bundle on a smooth model of ImΦ|kL|. On the other hand, by fixing a faithful
Zn-valued valuation v : Q(X)\{0} → Zn on X a priori, the second strategy (cf.
Theorem 3.3 + Corollary 1.16 in [22]) considers a general graded algebra R ⊂ Q(X)
(in this case we set R = R(X,L)) of almost integral type and applies some basic
facts from convex geometry (cf. Theorem 1.14 in [22]) to obtaining that both
κ(2)(X,L) and κ(3)(X,L) coincide with the dimension of its Newton convex body
of ∆v(X,L) related to R = R(X,L). We will see in the next subsection that how
these two methods can be generalized, when considering the graded subalgebra
containing multiplier ideal sheaf and assuming X is merely compact (i.e. possibly
non-algebraic).

In the special case when R(X,L) is a finitely generated algebra, κ(2)(X,L) =
κ(3)(X,L) can be proved by directly applying Proposition 4.1-4.4. In fact, if
R(X,L) is finitely generated, then by choosing d sufficiently divisible, we obtain
κ(3)(X,L) = κ(3)(X, dL) = dimR(d) − 1 = tr . degCQ((R(d))) = κ(2)(X, dL) =
κ(2)(X,L).
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4.2. Generalized Kodaira dimension. In this part, we will still adopt the no-
tation as in subsection 4.1. Given a vector space V , the notation PV stands for all
1-dimensional quotients of V or all hyperplanes of V ∗.

Let X be a compact (connected) complex manifold. Let L be a pseudoeffective
line bundle over X equipped with a singular hermitian metric hL whose curva-
ture current is semi-positive. The following results in this subsection can all be
generalized when L is a Q-bundle.

Let Ik(hL) be the k-multiplier ideal sheaf as in (2.1), then

(4.3) Sk := H0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL))
contains all holomorphic sections s of OX(k(KX + L)) on X and

(4.4) ‖s‖k := (

∫

X

|s|2/khL)k/2 <∞.

Note although at each k-level ‖ · ‖k does not satisfy the triangle inequality (hence
not a norm), it still can be checked that

(4.5) ‖s1 + s2‖k ≤ 2k(‖s1‖k + ‖s2‖k)
holds for any s1, s2 ∈ Sk.

From now on, let us take Rk = H0(X, k(KX + L)) and R =
⊕

k∈N
Rk. Set

(4.6) S =
⊕

k∈N

Sk ⊂ R,

where Sk is defined as in (4.3). By the basic fact that Ik(hL) is a coherent sheaf,
it is recognized that Sk is a linear subspace of Rk. Since for sm ∈ Sm and sl ∈ Sl

(4.7) ‖sm · sl‖m+l ≤ ‖sm‖m · ‖sl‖l
holds by Hölder inequality, S becomes a graded C-subalgebra of R.

Let Q((X,KX+L, hL)) andN(X,KX+L, hL) denote the degree zero part of the
quotient ring of S and respectively the corresponding semigroup of S (see section
4.1). Let PH0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL)) be the projective space of all hyperplanes
of H0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL)).
Definition 4.6. (Definition 2.2 in [32]) Let X,Y be two complex spaces. A mapping
from X to the power set of Y , denoted by Φ : X 99K Y , is called a meromorphic
mapping, if the followings are satisfied:

1. The graph G := {(x, y) ∈ X × Y ; y ∈ ϕ(x)} is an irreducible analytic subset in
X × Y ;

2. The projection map pX : G→ X is a proper modification.

Take k ∈ N(X,KX + L, hL), then basic examples of meromorphic mappings

(4.8) Φ|Sk| : X 99K PH0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL)) = PSk

will be constructed as follows (cf. Example 2.4.1 and 2.4.2 in [32] when Ik(hL) is
trivial).

Let {s0, . . . , sNk
} be a basis of Sk and set

(4.9) Σ := {x ∈ X ; s0(x) = · · · = sNk
(x) = 0}

to be a nowhere dense analytic subset of X . Then there is a holomorphic mapping

(4.10) Φ : X\Σ → PNk , x 7→ {s ∈ Sk; s(x) = 0}
and G be the closure of the graph of Φ in X × PNk . One can conclude that G is
an (irreducible) analytic subset and pX : G → X is a proper modification. Hence
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G induces a meromorphic map denoted by (4.8). Let ImΦ|Sk| be the image of the

projection of G onto PNk . By Remmert’s proper mapping theorem, ImΦ|Sk| is a

projective algebraic variety in PNk .

Proposition 4.7. Q(ImΦ|Sk|) = Q((X,KX+L, hL)) for all k ∈ N(X,KX+L, hL)
sufficiently large enough.

Proof. By the very basic fact that the (meromorphic) function field Q(X) is finitely
generated (cf. Theorem 3.1 in [32]), any subfield of Q(X) will be finitely generated.
As a consequence, Q(X,KX + L, hL) is finitely generated over C. Then there
exists M > 0 so that Q((X,KX + L, hL)) = Q((S0[Sk])) = Q(ImΦ|Sk|) for all
k ∈ N(X,KX + L, hL)≥M (cf. (1.2 i) in [26]). �

Proposition 4.8. Q((X,KX + L, hL)) is algebraically closed in Q(X).

Proof. Let us first show S is integrally closed in R. Take any r ∈ Rν(ν ∈ N)
satisfying the following equation

(4.11) rk + s1r
k−1 + · · ·+ sk−1r + sk = 0

where sj ∈ Sνj for j = 1, . . . , k, we claim that r ∈ Sν or equivalently

(4.12) ‖r‖ν ≤ 2νk
2

(k + 1) max
j=1,...k

{‖sj‖1/jjν } <∞.

Indeed, if by contradiction (4.12) does not hold, then

(4.13) ‖r‖jν > 2νk
2

(k + 1)‖sj‖νj
holds for any j ∈ [1, k]. According to (4.5) and equation (4.11), we get

‖r‖kν = ‖rk‖νk ≤ 2νk(‖s1rk−1‖νk + ‖rk + s1r
k−1‖νk)

≤ 2νk(‖s1rk−1‖νk + 2νk(‖rk + s1r
k−1 + s2r

k−2‖νk + ‖s2rk−2‖νk)) ≤ . . . .

(4.14) ≤ 2νk
2

(‖s1rk−1‖νk + · · ·+ ‖sk‖νk).

It follows from (4.7), (4.4) and (4.13) that

(4.15) ‖sjrk−j‖νk ≤ ‖sj‖νj · ‖rk−j‖ν(k−j) = ‖sj‖νj · ‖r‖k−jν ≤ 1

2νk2(k + 1)
‖r‖kν

for j ∈ [1, k]. Thanks to (4.14) and (4.15), we eventually get the contradiction:

(4.16) ‖r‖kν ≤ 2νk
2 · k · 1

2νk2(k + 1)
‖r‖kν =

k

k + 1
‖r‖kν

as r 6= 0. Hence (4.12) has been proved.
The rest of the proof will be almost the same as Proposition 1.4 in [26]. Let ξ

be the Q(X)-scheme SpecQ(X) and ξ → X be the inclusion (see Ex2.7 in GTM52
for the details of this map). Let (KX + L)ξ be the pull back of KX + L. Since
S is integrally closed in R, R is integrally closed in R(ξ, (KX + L)ξ), we know
that S is integrally closed in R(ξ, (KX + L)ξ). Therefore, Q((S)) is algebraically
closed in S#−1R(ξ, (KX +L)ξ) by (1.2) in [26]. Note Q(X) = R(ξ, (KX +L)ξ)0 ⊂
S#−1R(ξ, (KX + L)ξ), we can now obtain that Q((S)) is algebraically closed in
Q(X). �
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Consider the following three numbers when N(X,KX + L, hL) 6= ∅:

(4.17) κ(1)(X,KX + L, hL) := tr . degCQ((X,KX + L, hL))

(4.18) κ(2)(X,KX + L, hL) := max
k∈N(X,KX+L,hL)

dim ImΦ|Sk|

(4.19)

κ(3)(X,KX + L, hL) := max{m ∈ N; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL))
km

> 0}.

Note κ(3)(X,KX + L, hL) has already been introduced in [40].
The following proposition illustrates how these numbers vary under blow-ups.

Proposition 4.9. Let µ : X ′ → X be a blow-up of X with smooth center Z of
codim ≥ 2, then inequality

(4.20) κ(j)(X,KX + L, hL) = κ(j)(X ′,KX′ + L′, hL′)

holds for j = 1, 2, 3, where (L′, hL′) = (µ∗L, µ∗hL).

Proof. By definition of κ(j)(X,KX+L, hL), since H
0(X ′, k(KX′ +L′)⊗Ik(hL′)) =

H0(X,µ∗(kKX′ ⊗ kL′ ⊗ Ik(hL′))), it will be sufficient for us to show

(4.21) µ∗(OX′(kKX′ + kL′)⊗ Ik(hL′)) = OX(kKX + kL)⊗ Ik(hL)
for any k ∈ N. Let us write hL = e−2ϕL on some open coordinate U ⊂ X which
trivializes L, then hL′ = e−2µ∗ϕL on µ−1(U).

By the definition of multiplier ideal sheaves, given any open subset U ⊂ X , the
coherent analytic sheaf OX(kKX + kL) ⊗ Ik(hL)(U) consists of all holomorphic

k-canonical (i.e. K⊗k
U -valued) forms f on U such that

(4.22)

∫

V

cn(f ∧ f)1/ke−2ϕL <∞

holds for any V ⋐ U . The change of variable formula yields that

(4.23)

∫

µ−1(V )

cn(µ
∗f ∧ µ∗f)1/ke−2µ∗ϕL =

∫

V

cn(f ∧ f)1/ke−2ϕL <∞.

Hence µ∗f is the pull-back holomorphic k-canonical form on µ−1(U) such that
(4.23) holds. Therefore, µ∗(kKX′ ⊗ kL′ ⊗ Ik(hL′)) ⊃ kKX ⊗ kL⊗ Ik(hL).

On the other side, if we a priori know that a holomorphic k-canonical form µ∗f on
µ−1(U) satisfies (4.23), then f must be a holomorphic k-canonical form on U by the
fact that µ is an isomorphism outside µ−1(Z). Actually, this can be done according
to the codim ≥ 2 extension theorem for holomorphic functions. Moreover, it must
also satisfy (4.22). As a result, µ∗(kKX′ ⊗ kL′ ⊗ Ik(hL′)) ⊂ kKX ⊗ kL ⊗ Ik(hL)
holds. This finishes the proof of (4.21). �

Now let us turn to compare κ(1), κ(2) and κ(3). Our next goal is to show these
three numbers all coincide with the dimension of an appropriate Newton-Okounkov
body associated toX , L and hL, which also equals the so-called generalized Kodaira
dimension. To this end, let us first recall some basic constructions of the Newton-
Okounkov body of any given graded algebra S ⊂ Q(X), where Q(X) is the rational
function field of a projective manifold X . A systematic study of the Newton-
Okounkov body can be referred to [25] and [22], which was based on the pioneering
work of A. Okounkov (cf. [29]). The following notations and basic facts are mainly
taken from [22].
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Let P ⊂ Zn be a semigroup. Let G be the subgroup of Zn generated by P , L be
the subspace of Rn spanned by P . Let C be the smallest closed convex cone with
apex at the origin generated by P . The regularization P̃ of P is defined to be the
semigroup G

⋂
C contained in L. Now assume that the cone C is strongly convex

(i.e. the linear subspace contained in C is only zero) and set dimL = q + 1. Fix a
rational half-spaceM ⊂ L (i.e. ∂M can be spanned by rational vectors) containing
P . Take a linear map πM : L → R so that ker πM = ∂M , πM (L

⋂
Zn) = Z and

πM (M
⋂
Zn) = Z≥0.

LetHP (k) := Card(P
⋂
π−1
M (k)) andHP̃ (k) := Card(P̃

⋂
π−1
M (k)) be the Hilbert

function of P and P̃ respectively, where Card(·) stands for the cardinality of a set.
Then the convex body (i.e. a compact convex set, which can be confirmed due to

the fact that C is strongly convex) ∆(P ) := P̃
⋂
π−1
M (1) of dimension q is called the

Newton-Okounkov body of the semigroup P . Let us fix the notations m(P ), ind(P )
standing for the index of the subgroup πM (G) in Z, and the index of the subgroup
G
⋂
∂M in Zn−1 × {0} respectively.

Let X be a projective manifold and Q(X) be the rational function field. Let
S =

⊕
k∈N

Sk ⊂ Q(X) be a graded algebra of almost integral type (see the pre-
cise definition in section 2.3 in [22]). The basic example for such S includes all
graded subalgebras of R(X,L) associated to an arbitrary line bundle L over X
(cf. Theorem 3.7 in [22]). Fix a faithful Zn-valued valuation v : Q(X)∗ → Zn

(i.e. v(Q(X)∗) = Zn) with respect to the total ordering of Zn (e.g. for p =
(p1, ..., pn), q = (q1, ..., qn) ∈ Zn, say p > q iff for some 1 ≤ r < n we have
pi = qi for i = 1, ..., r and pr+1 > qr+1). Then v naturally induces a valuation
vt : Q(X)[t]∗ → Zn+1 extending v (see the details of the construction in section 2.4
in [22]). The valuation vt maps non-zero elements of S[t] :=

⊕
k∈N

Skt
k to a semi-

group, denoted by P (S), of integral points contained in Zn×Z≥0. Fix the rational
half-space M = Rn × R≥0 and take πM : Rn+1 → R to be the projection map to
the last coordinate. It can be shown that the cone associated to P (S) is strongly
convex since S is of almost integral type (cf. Theorem 2.30 in [22]). Then one can

define the convex body ∆(P (S)) = P̃ (S)
⋂
(Zn ×{1}) to be the Newton-Okounkov

body, denoted by ∆(S), of the algebra S. Let us fix the notations m(S), ind(S)
standing for the indices m(P (S)), ind(P (S)) for the semigroup P (S) respectively.

We will adopt the following two important properties of Newton-Okounkov bod-
ies in our context.

Lemma 4.10 (Theorem 2.31 in [22]). Let S =
⊕

k∈N
Sk be an algebra of almost

integral type with the Newton-Okounkov body ∆(S). Put m = m(S), q = dim∆(S)
and the Hilbert function HS(k) := dimSk. Then the q-th growth coefficient of the
function HS(m·)

aq := lim
k→∞

HS(mk)

kq

exists and aq = Volq(∆(S))/ind(S) > 0.

Lemma 4.11 (a part of Theorem 3.3 in [22]). Let S be an algebra of almost integral
type in Q(X) and Sk be the k-th subspace of the algebra S. Let Yk := ImΦk, where
Φk is the Kodaira map defined in (4.8) associated to the linear subspace Sk. If p is
sufficiently large and divisible by m(S), then dimYp is independent of p and equals
the dimension of the Newton-Okounkov body ∆(S).
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Let X now be a (possibly non-algebraic) compact complex manifold. The al-
gebraic dimension a(X) of X is defined to be the transcendental degree of Q(X),
namely the field of meromorphic functions, over C.

Definition 4.12 (Algebraic reduction, cf. p. 25 in [32]). A surjective morphism
a : X ′ → A is called an algebraic reduction if it satisfies the following conditions:

1) X ′ is also a complex manifold and bimeromorphically equivalent to X.
2) A is a projective manifold and dimA = a(X).
3) a induces an isomorphism between Q(X) and Q(A).

An algebraic reduction always exists (cf. p. 24-25 in [32]), and is unique up to
a bimeromorphic equivalence. In addition, by the very basic fact Corollary 1.10 in
[32], the fibers of a : X ′ → A are connected (i.e. a : X ′ → A is an analytic fiber
space) from the above condition 3).

Let F be a holomorphic line bundle over X . The following result will be a useful
tool for the study of the asymptotic behavior of a graded linear system associated
to X and F . For completeness, we will also give a sketch of proof of the following
lemma, whose original idea comes from [36].

Lemma 4.13 (Theorem 1 in [36]). Let a0 ∈ N such that a0F is effective. Then
there exists a smooth projective variety A (independent of a0) and an algebraic
reduction of X such that there exists a Q-effective divisor D over A and

(4.24) H0(A, kD) = H0(X, ka0F )

holds for k > 0 sufficiently divisible.

Proof. With the existence of the algebraic reduction of X (cf. Definition 4.12) and
the neat model of any holomorphic fibrations between compact complex manifolds
(cf. Lemma 1.3 in [4] or Lemma 2 in [36]), we may assume there exists a proper
modification µ : X ′ → X and an algebraic reduction a : X ′ → A, so that every
a-exceptional divisor is also µ-exceptional. We decompose the divisor µ∗(a0F )
by (the dimension of the image of each irreducible component of µ∗F under the
algebraic reduction a)

(4.25) µ∗(a0F ) = N ′ +

J∑

j=1

bjD
′
j +R′,

where N ′ is an effective divisor so that a(N ′
0) = A for each irreducible component

N ′
0 of N ′ (thus N ′ is non-polar, in the sense of Definition 1.2 in [4]), each D′

j is
a prime divisor whose image under a is of codimension one (hence also a prime
divisor in A, according to section 9.1.3 in [17]) with coefficients bj ∈ Z>0 and R′

stands for an a-exceptional divisor.
Let us denote Dj := a(D′

j) for j = 1, ..., J and assume all Dl (l = 1, ..., L) are

not equal to each other with L ≤ J , while Dj1 (j1 > L) equals one of the Dj2

(j2 = 1, ..., L) (since it might happen that Dp = Dq for p 6= q ∈ {1, ..., J}). Then
we consider the following decomposition

(4.26) a∗Dl =
J∑

j=1

cj,lD
′
j +

Ml∑

m=1

dm,lE
′
l +R′

l, l = 1, ..., L

with prime divisors E′
l for l = 1, ..., L which do not contain any D′

j for j = 1, ..., J ,

a-exceptional divisors R′
l for l = 1, ..., L and all integers cj,l ≥ 0, dm,l > 0 and
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cj,l > 0 for at least one j ∈ {1, ..., J}. For j ∈ {1, ..., J}, we set fj,l = bj if cj,l > 0
and fj,l = 0 if cj,l = 0. Then

(4.27) G′
l :=

J∑

j=1

fj,lD
′
j > 0

will be the maximal divisor whose support is contained in all D′
j (j = 1, ..., J) and

a∗Dl, so that µ∗(a0F )−G′
l is still effective.

Consider the Q-effective divisor

D :=
L∑

l=1

glDl

with gl = minj=1,...,J
bj
cj,l

∈ Q if Ml = 0; gl = 0 if Ml 6= 0 (l = 1, ..., L). If

gl = 0, then it can be shown that G′
l will be partially supported on the fibers

of a (see its definition in Definition 1.21 in [4]). In this case, we set T ′
l := 0.

If gl > 0, then all fj,l are not zero. Set T ′
l := glR

′
l then G′

l − glµ
∗(Dl) + T ′

l

will also be a Q-effective divisor partially supported on the fibers of a, thanks

to (4.26) and (4.27). Denote by T ′ :=
∑L

l=1 T
′
l the a-exceptional (hence also µ-

exceptional) Q-effective divisor. Summing up with the index l = 1, ..., L, thus
we obtain P ′ := µ∗(a0F ) − N ′ − a∗D + T ′ will be a Q-effective divisor partially
supported on the fibers of a according to (4.25).

Choosing k ∈ N sufficiently divisible, we will see that

H0(X, ka0F ) = H0(X ′, kµ∗(a0F )+kT
′) = H0(X ′, kP ′+kN ′+ka∗D) = H0(A, kD)

holds, by the basic property of exceptional divisors (cf. Lemma 3 in [36]), non-polar
divisors (cf. Lemma 4 in [36]) and partially supported divisors (cf. Lemma 1 in
[36] or Lemma 1.22 in [4]). �

We are now in position to show that the aforementioned three numbers defined
from (4.17) to (4.19) all coincide, which will all be denoted by κ(X,KX + L, hL)
from now on.

Proposition 4.14. κ(1)(X,KX + L, hL) = κ(2)(X,KX + L, hL) = κ(3)(X,KX +
L, hL).

Proof. The first equality follows easily from the fact that

(4.28) Q((X,KX + L, hL)) = Q(ImΦ|Sk|)

for all k ∈ N(X,KX + L, hL) sufficiently large.
Let us then show that

(4.29) κ(2) = κ(2)a , κ(3) = κ(3)a

for any integers a ∈ N, where

(4.30) κ(2)a := max
k∈N

dim ImΦ|Sak|

and

(4.31) κ(3)a := max{m ∈ N; lim sup
k→∞

h0(X, ak(KX + L)⊗ Iak(hL))
km

> 0}.
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For κ(2), one just need to use the fact Q((S(a))) = Q((S)) and the first equality
κ(2)(X,KX + L, hL) = κ(1)(X,KX + L, hL) = tr . degCQ((S)). For κ(3), by defi-

nition, it is clear that κ(3) ≥ κ
(3)
a . On the other side, if there exists {kν}∞ν=1 such

that

(4.32) Nν := h0(X, kν(KX + L)⊗ Ikν (hL)) ≥ Ckκ
(3)

ν

for some C > 0, then h0(X, akν(KX + L) ⊗ Iakν (hL)) ≥ Nν ≥ Ckκ
(3)

ν and κ(3) ≤
κ
(3)
a . Hence κ(3) = κ

(3)
a .

Applying Lemma 4.13 with F = KX+L, there exist a smooth projective variety
A and a Q-effective divisor D on A so that H0(A, kD) = H0(X, ka0(KX + L)) =
H0(X ′, ka0(KX′ + L′)) holds for some integer a0 > 0, any k ∈ N sufficiently
divisible. Furthermore, the following diagram

(4.33)
X ′ µ−→ X
↓
A

holds, where µ : X ′ → X is a proper modification and X ′ → A is a surjec-
tive holomorphic map with connected fibers. We may assume H0(A, kaD) =
H0(X, kaa0(KX + L)) holds for some other integer a and any integers k.

Therefore, S(aa0) ⊂ W :=
⊕

k∈N
H0(A, kaD) will be an algebra of almost inte-

gral type according to Theorem 3.7 in [22]; thus we can consider ∆(S(aa0)), which is
defined to be the Newton-Okounkov body of S(aa0). We highlight that ∆(S(aa0))
might depend on the choice of the algebraic reduction and A as pointed out in
Remark 1 in [36] (however, its dimension does not rely on the choice of A).

Identifying S′
kaa0

:= H0(X ′, kaa0(KX′ + L′)⊗ Ikaa0(hL′)) as a linear subspace

Vk of H0(A, kaD) via an isomorphism θk for any k ∈ N (note S′
kaa0

= S
(aa0)
k by

Proposition 4.9), then VkVl ⊂ Vk+l and we have the following diagram

(4.34)
X ′

Φ|S′
kaa0

|

99K ImΦ|S′
kaa0

| ⊂ PN

↓ θ∗k ↓
A

Φ|Vk|

99K ImΦ|Vk| ⊂ PN

with θ∗k an isomorphism between ImΦ|S′
kaa0

| and ImΦ|Vk| (indeed, θ
∗
k ∈ Aut(PN ))

induced by θk. Hence κ(2)(X,KX + L, hL) = maxk∈N dim ImΦ|Vk|. Now applying

Lemma 4.11 and Lemma 4.10 respectively to the graded algebra S(aa0) ≃ ⊕
k∈N

Vk

of almost integral type, we then obtain that both κ
(2)
aa0 and κ

(3)
aa0 are equal to

dim∆(S(aa0)). Our claim follows in the end as κ
(2)
aa0 = κ(2) and κ

(3)
aa0 = κ(3), thanks

to (4.29). �

In the special case when S is finitely generated,

κ(2)(X,KX + L, hL) = κ(3)(X,KX + L, hL)

can be obtained immediately as mentioned in the previous subsection. However, it
is still in question that whether S defined as in (4.6) is finitely generated or not.
In [21], the authors has reduced this problem to the study of the singularities of
admissible Bergman metrics.

A dominating meromorphic map f : X 99K Y between a compact complex
manifold X and a projective algebraic variety Y is determined by the subfield
K = Q(Y ) ⊂ Q(X) up to bimeromorphic equivalence. For such f , there exist two
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proper modifications g′ : X ′ → X and h′ : Y ′ → Y such that Y ′ is a projective
manifold and the induced map f ′ : X ′ 99K Y ′ is actually a morphism. This
is obtained by choosing X ′ as a non-singular model (whose existence is due to
Hironaka, cf. Theorem 2.12 in [32]) of the graph of the meromorphic mapping
X 99K Y ′ and g′ as the projection onto the factor X . In this way, f ′ is called a
representative of f or the function field K. Recall that f ′ is a fiber space if and
only if K is algebraically closed in Q(X) (cf. Corollary 1.10 in [32]).

We can now state the following main result of this subsection, whose main idea
comes from (the proof of) Theorem 1.11 in [26].

Theorem 4.15. Let X be a compact complex manifold and L → X be a pseudo-
effective line bundle equipped with a singular metric hL whose curvature current
is semi-positive. Assume that hL has analytic singularities (see its definition in
section 1) and κ(X,KX + L, hL) ≥ 0. Let f ♭ : X♭ → Y ♭ be a representative of

(4.35) f(= Φ|Sk|) : X 99K ImΦ|Sk| =: Y

for any k ∈ N(X,KX + L, hL) sufficiently large so that Proposition 4.7 holds.
Then f ♭ : X♭ → Y ♭ is an analytic fiber space, κ(X,KX + L, hL) = dimY ♭ and
κ(F,KF + LF , hL|F ) = 0, where F is the very general (which means, outside a
countable union of analytic subsets) fiber of f ♭.

Proof. According to Proposition 4.8, one may find f ♭ : X♭ → Y ♭ as an alge-
braic fiber space and κ(2)(X,KX + L, hL) = dim Y ♭. By the analytic singularities
assumption on hL, we see that by taking a resolution of singularities of f ♭∗ϕL
(hL = e−ϕL locally) one may assume

(4.36) f ♭∗ϕL ∼ α
∑

λj log |gj |,

where α ∈ R>0, gj are local generators of the invertible sheaves OX(−Dj) and D =∑
λjDj is a normal crossing divisor on X♭ which also contains all the components

of the exceptional divisors. Then Ik(f ♭∗ϕL) is computed by

(4.37) Ik(f ♭∗ϕL) = OX′(−
∑

([kαλj ]− k + 1)Dj)

and therefore locally free.
Let El denote the Cartier divisor on X♭ associated to the invertible sheaf

OXb(l(KX♭ + L♭) ⊗ Il(f ♭∗hL)) and l ∈ N. Let H be a very ample divisor on
Y ♭, we claim that

(4.38) f ♭∗OY ♭(H) ⊂ OXb(Ek)

holds with our choice of k.
Indeed, let 1, σ1, . . . , σN be a basis of H0(Y ♭,OY ♭(H)) = {σ ∈ Q(Y ♭); (σ)+H ≥

0}. Here, for a Cartier divisor D, ′′D ≥ 0′′ means all the coefficients of D
is non-negative, i.e. D is effective. By our choice of k so that Q((S0[Sk])) =
Q((X,KX + L, hL)) ⊃ Q(Y ♭) (cf. Proposition 4.7), there exist N > 0 and
ξ0, . . . , ξN ∈ H0(X♭,OX♭(Ek)) such that ξ0 6= 0 and σj = ξj/ξ0, j = 0, . . .N .
Hence we get

(4.39) 0 ≤ (ξj) + Ek = f ♭∗((σj) +H) + ((ξ0) + Ek − f ♭∗H).

Since H is very ample, we have
⋂N
j=1 f

♭∗((σj)+H) = ∅; thus (ξ0)+Ek−f ♭∗H ≥ 0.

Hence multiplying by ξ0 gives f ♭∗OY ♭(H) ⊂ OXb(Ek), which confirms our claim.
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Since κ(2)(X,KX+L, hL) ≥ 0, we have H0(X♭, k1(KX♭ +L♭)⊗Ik1(f ♭∗hL)) 6= 0
for some k1 ∈ N(X,KX + L, hL). It follows from the restriction map

H0(X♭, k1(KX♭ + L♭)⊗ Ik1(f ♭∗hL)) → H0(X♭
y, k1(KX♭

y
+ L♭y)⊗ Ik1(f ♭∗hL)|X♭

y
)

that κ(2)(F,KF +LF , hL|F ) ≥ 0 for general fibers F = X♭
y, thanks to the fact that

Ik1(f ♭∗hL|Xy ) = Ik1(f ♭∗hL)|Xy holds generally. Therefore, to prove κ(2)(F,KF +
LF , hL|F ) = 0 holds for very general F , it only suffices to show the coherent sheaf

(4.40) Fa := f ♭∗O(a(KX♭ + L♭)⊗ Ia(f ♭∗hL)) =: f ♭∗O(Ea)

has rank at most 1 for every a ∈ N(X,KX + L, hL).
Thanks to (4.38), there exist injections

(4.41) O(Ea)⊗ f ♭∗OY ♭(bH) ⊂ O(Ea)⊗O(bEk)

for any b ∈ N (since O(Ea) is locally free). By the basic relation Ik(f ♭∗hL)⊗b ·
Ia(f ♭∗hL) ⊂ Ia+kb(f ♭∗hL) and the left exactness of the functor f ♭∗ , (4.41) also
induces injections

(4.42) Fa⊗O(bH) →֒ f ♭∗O((a+kb)(KX+L)⊗Ik(f ♭∗hL)⊗b⊗Ia(f ♭∗hL)) →֒ Fa+kb
for all b. One may obtain a commutative diagram
(4.43)

H0(Y ♭,Fa ⊗O(bH)) →֒ H0(Y ♭,Fa+kb) = H0(X♭,O(Ea+kb))
↓ β ↓ γ

Fa ⊗O(bH)⊗O
Y b

OY ♭,y/my →֒ Fa+kb ⊗O
Y b

OY ♭,y/my

from (4.42). Since Q((X,KX + L, hL)) = Q(Y ) (cf. Proposition 4.7), Im γ is a
vector space of dimension ≤ 1. Since β is surjective for b≫ 1, thus Fa has rank at
most 1. �

5. Proof of Corollary 1.6

In this section, for a holomorphic vector bundle E (resp. coherent sheaf E),
the notation P(E) (resp. P(E)) stands for the projective fiber space containing all
1-dim quotients of fibers of E (resp. the set of all quotient invertible sheaves of E ,
cf. (2.8) and (2.9) in [32]).

To give the proof of Corollary 1.6, we first consider some results on general-
ized Kodaira dimensions from the viewpoint of birational geometry. The following
proposition is a slight modification of Theorem 5.11 in [32]. For completeness, we
give details of its proof here.

Proposition 5.1. Let f : X → Y be a surjective and proper holomorphic map
between two compact complex manifolds X and Y with connected fibers. Let L→ X
be a Q-line bundle equipped with a singular metric hL with semi-positive curvature
current. Then there exists a set Σ ⊂ Y whose complement has measure zero, such
that

(5.1) κ(X,KX + L, hL) ≤ κ(F,KF + L|F , hL|F ) + dimY,

where F ⊂ f−1(Σ) denotes the sufficiently general fiber of f .

Proof. Let us assume κ(X,KX + L, hL) 6= −∞ without loss of generality. Then
for sufficiently large and divisible k ∈ N, we set

(5.2) Fk := f∗(k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL)) 6= 0,
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which is coherent over Y by Grauert’s direct image theorem. Moreover, by Grauert’s
theorem (cf. Theorem 10.6 and Theorem 10.7 in [3]), there exists a Zariski open
dense subset Uk ⊂ Y0 such that Fk|Uk

is locally free and the following base change
property

(5.3) Fk,y ⊗OY,y/my = H0(Xy, (kKXy+kL|Xy)⊗ Ik(hL)|Xy )

holds for y ∈ Uk. As mentioned in section 2, we already obtain that

(5.4) Ik(hL)|Xy = Ik(hL|Xy )

for all y ∈ Σk where Σk ⊂ Y is a subset with full measure. Let P(Fk) be the pro-
jective fiber space associated to Fk, then f |f−1(Uk) factors through a meromorphic
map hk : X 99K P(Fk) and a morphism gk : P(Fk) → Y , i.e. f |f−1(Uk) = gk ◦ hk
(cf. (2.10) in [32]).

On one side, by (5.3) and (5.14), hk|Xy for y ∈ Σk
⋂
Uk is given by the following

meromorphic map

(5.5) Φk,y : Xy 99K PH0(Xy, (kKXy + kL|Xy )⊗ Ik(hL|Xy ))

with respect to a sublinear series of the divisor kKXy + L|Xy (cf. (2.10) in [32]).
It follows that

(5.6) dim hk(X) = dimY + dim ImΦk,y

holds for y ∈ Σk
⋂
U ′
k, where U

′
k ⊂ Uk is another Zariski open dense subset (cf.

Remark 5.1).
On the other side, identifying

(5.7) H0(Y,Fk) = H0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL))
we obtain a meromorphic map

(5.8) h : P(Fk) 99K PH0(P(Fk),OP(Fk)(1)) = PH0(Y,Fk) = PNk

such that h ◦ hk is the Kodaira meromorphic mapping Φk on X with respect to
|H0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL))|, here Nk = dimH0(X, k(KX + L)⊗ Ik(hL))− 1.

Therefore, there is a generically surjective (cf. Definition 2.6 in [32]) mero-
morphic map h : hk(X) 99K ImΦk. Taking k sufficiently large and divisible, we
conclude from (5.6) and Proposition 4.14 that

κ(X,KX + L, hL) = dim ImΦk ≤ dimhk(X) = dimY + dim ImΦk,y ≤

(5.9) dim Y + κ(Xy,KXy + L|Xy , hL|Xy )

for y ∈ Σ. �

Remark 5.1. We might give some details of (5.6) as follows.

Let Γk := hk(f−1(Uk)) be the closure of the image of hk in P(Fk), which is
a complex analytic subspace of P(Fk) (or the projection of the graph of hk onto
the second factor P(Fk)). When considering the generically surjective morphism
g̃k : Γk → Y induced by the restriction of gk on Γk, there is a Zariski open dense
subset U ′

k ⊂ Uk such that dim g̃−1
k (y) = dimΓk−dimY is constant for any y ∈ U ′

k.
Since hk|Xy is given by (5.5) for any y ∈ Σk

⋂
U ′
k, we conclude that

dim ImΦk,y = dimhk(Xy) = dim g̃−1
k (y) = dimΓk − dimY

holds for sufficiently general y.

The following lemma can be seen as a quantitative version of Lemma 3.1 in [35].
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Lemma 5.2. Let f : X → Y be a surjective holomorphic map between a compact
complex manifold X and a projective manifold Y with connected fibers. Let L→ X
be a Q-line bundle equipped with a singular metric hL with semi-positive curvature
current and A → Y be an ample Q-line bundle. If κ(X,KX/Y + L, hL) ≥ 0 and
hL has analytic singularities, then

(5.10) κ(X,KX/Y + L+ f∗A, hL) = κ (F,KF + L |F , hL|F ) + dim Y,

where F = Xy for sufficiently general y ∈ Y .

Proof. By multiplying a sufficiently large and divisible integer k0, we may assume
that H0(X, (k0KX/Y + k0L)⊗ Ik0(hL)) 6= 0 and k0A is a very ample line bundle
over Y .

Now we consider the meromorphic map

(5.11) Φ := Φ|Vk0
| : X 99K PVk0

by enlarging k0 so that Proposition 4.7 holds, where Vk0 = H0(X, (k0KX/Y +k0L+
k0f

∗A) ⊗ Ik0(hL)). Upon a modification µ : X ′ → X , where X ′ is obtained as a
smooth model of the graph of the meromorphic map Φ|Vk0

|, we obtain that

Φ′ := Φ′
|V ′

k0
| : X

′ → ImΦ′
|V ′

k0
| = ImΦ|Vk0

| ⊂ PV ′
k0 = PVk0

is an analytic fiber space (i.e. Φ′ is a representative of Φ, cf. Theorem 4.15), where

V ′
k0 := H0(X ′, k0(KX′/Y + L′ + µ∗f∗A)⊗ Ik0(h′L)) = Vk0 , (L

′, h′L) = (µ∗L, µ∗hL).

We also obtain

κ̃(F,KF + L|F , hL|F ) = κ̃(F ′,K ′
F + L′|F ′ , h′L|F ′)

(5.12) κ̃(X,KX/Y + L+ f∗A, hL) = κ̃(X ′,KX′/Y + L′ + (f ′)∗A, hL′)

by Proposition 4.9, where F (resp. F ′) is the general fiber of Φ (resp. Φ′). Addi-
tionally we have dim ImΦ′ = κ̃(X ′,KX′/Y+L+(f ′)∗A, hL). ViewingH

0(Y, k0A) =

H0(X ′, k0(f
′)∗A) →֒ V ′

k0
, the following commutative diagram

(5.13)

PV ′
k0

99K PH0(Y, k0A)
Φ′ ↑ ↑
X ′ f ′=f◦µ−→ Y

holds. As a consequence of (5.13), the general fiber G′ of Φ′ is contracted by
f ′, hence we obtain a fiber space Φ′|F ′ : F ′ → ImΦ′|F ′ whose general fiber is
G′ (note F ′ is connected and G′ is also connected thanks to Proposition 4.8).
It is already known that Ik0(hL′)|F ′ = Ik0(hL′ |F ′) holds for sufficiently general
fibers F ′. Therefore, Φ′|F ′ is determined by a sublinear series of |H0(F ′, (k0KF ′ +
k0L

′|F ′)⊗ Ik0(hL′ |F ′))|, which contains elements that can be extended to V ′
k0
.

On one hand, we obtain

κ̃(F ′,KF ′ + L|F ′ , hL′ |F ′) ≥ dim ImΦ′|F ′ = dimF ′ − dimG′ =

(5.14) dim ImΦ′ − dim Y = κ̃(X ′,KX′/Y + L′ + (f ′)∗A, hL′)− dimY.

On the other hand, applying Proposition 5.1 to Φ′|F ′ we get

κ̃(F ′,KF ′ + L′|F ′ , hL′ |F ′) = κ̃(F ′,KF ′ + (L′ + (f ′)∗A)|F ′ , hL′ |F ′) ≤
dim ImΦ′|F ′ + κ̃(G′,KG′ + (L′ + (f ′)∗A)|G′ , hL′ |G′) =

(5.15) dim ImΦ′|F ′ = κ̃(X ′,KX′/Y + L′ + (f ′)∗A, hL′)− dimY.
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To see why κ̃(G′,KG′ + (L′ + (f ′)∗A)|G′ , hL′ |G′) = 0 in (5.15) (where we have used
the assumption on hL), one can just apply Theorem 4.15 to the generalized Iitaka
fibration Φ′. In the end, our claim of (5.10) follows easily by (5.14), (5.15) and
(5.12) and Proposition 4.14. �

We are now in position to accomplish the proof of Corollary 1.6.

Proof. (Proof of Corollary 1.6) Let us first fix an ample bundle A over Y such that
A − KY is sufficiently ample and satisfies the assumption (2.10) in Lemma 2.4.
Since KY is a big line bundle, we may write

(5.16) kKY = A+ E

for some large k ∈ N with an effective line bundle E. We may assume that
f∗((2kKX/Y + 2kL) ⊗ I2k(hL)) 6= 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Then

Lemma 2.4 already implies that κ
(
X,KX/Y + L+ 1

2kf
∗A, hL

)
≥ 0, hence one can

apply Lemma 5.2 to obtain that

κ(X,KX + L, hL) = κ(X,KX/Y + L+ f∗KY , hL) ≥

κ(X, (KX/Y + L+
1

2k
f∗A) +

1

2k
f∗A, hL) = κ(F,KF + L|F , hL|F ) + dimY

holds for general F . For the other direction, it will just be an immediate conse-
quence of Proposition 5.1. �
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