arXiv:1901.09341v2 [math.AG] 15 Feb 2020

SUCCESSIVE MINIMA OF LINE BUNDLES

FLORIN AMBRO AND ATSUSHI ITO

ABSTRACT. We introduce and study the successive minima of line bundles on proper algebraic
varieties. The first (resp. last) minima are the width (resp. Seshadri constant) of the line bundle
at very general points. The volume of the line bundle is equivalent to the product of the successive
minima. For line bundles on toric varieties, the successive minima are equivalent to the (reciprocal
of) usual successive minima of the difference of the moment polytope.

INTRODUCTION

The motivation for this paper is the classical problem in Algebraic Geometry of finding numerical
criteria for a linear system on an algebraic variety to be non-empty, or to define a birational
embedding. The equivalent problem in Geometry of Numbers is finding numerical criteria for a
convex body to contain sufficiently many lattice points.

For a complex projective manifold X, Demailly [5] introduced the Seshadri constant e(L,z) of
an ample line bundle L at a point z of X. This invariant is constant if z is very general, denoted
¢(L) and called maximal Seshadri constant, and one can show that if e(L) is sufficiently large, then
the linear system |Kx + L| is non-empty, and even defines a birational embedding (see [5} [7], or
Theorem [5.1]).

For a convex body (I C R%, the flatness theorem of Khinchin states that if the lattice width w of
[0 is sufficiently large, then [J contains a lattice point (see [12]). The starting point of this paper is
to observe that the flatness theorem is just a special (toric) case of Demailly’s generation for adjoint
line bundles in terms of maximal Seshadri constants. The key point is that on toric varieties, the
maximal Seshadri constant is equivalent to the lattice width of the moment polytope:

Theorem 0.1. Let X = Ty emb(A) be a proper toric variety, of dimension d. Let L be an invariant
Cartier divisor on X, with Seshadri constant € at a general point of X. Let L1, C Mg be the moment
polytope, let w be the lattice width of UJy. Then

€ w.
l — —

The equivalence between w and € not only reproves the flatness theorem, but generalizes it as
follows:

Theorem 0.2. Let O C R? be a compact convex set, of lattice width w. If w > d? + d, there exist
Mo, . ..,mg € Z4Nint(0) such that my — myg, ..., mg — mg form a basis of RY.

The proof of the equivalence involves the transference theorem of Mahler, and the fact that w is
the first minimum of Minkowski for the polar body (0, —Oy)* C Ng. Since € is proportional to the
first minimum of Minkowski, we may think of 1/e€ as a d-th successive minimum of O, —[0;, C Mg via
the transference theorem. The question arises if the other successive minima of this 0-symmetric
body have a meaning on algebraic varieties which are not necessarily toric, and if they have a
connection with Seshadri constants. The answer turns out to be positive! We introduce in this
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paper a sequence of successive minima for a line bundle on an algebraic variety, such that the
last minimum coincides with the classical Seshadri constant, and in the toric case, these minima
are equivalent to the (reciprocal of) successive minima of the 0-symmetric body associated to the
moment polytope.

Let X be a proper complex variety, let L be a Cartier divisor on X. Let z € X be a point. For a
real number ¢ > 0, we define Bs|Z!T L|g to be the common zero locus of sections s € I'(nL) (n > 1)
such that s vanishes at x of order strictly larger than nt. Then Bs|Z!TL|g is a closed subset of X,
increasing with respect to t, and equal to X for ¢ sufficiently large. For integers ¢ > 1, the ¢-th
successive minimum of L at x is defined as

(L, z) = inf{t > 0; codim, Bs|Z\" L|q < i}.

We obtain a sequence €;(L,x) > €o(L,x) > -+ > €q(L,x) > 0 = €441(L, z), where d = dim X. As
we will see, the invariant €;(L, ) does not depend on a very general point z, is denoted ¢;(L), and
called the i-th minimum of L at a very general point. If k(L) < 0, then € (L) = 0. If L has litaka
dimension k > 1, it turns outs that €,(L) > 0 = €,41(L). We can show that ¢;(L) are numerical
invariants in case L is big.

If L is semiample and = € X is a smooth point, €4(L, x) coincides with the Seshadri constant
¢(L, z) introduced by Demailly [5]. In particular, if L is semiample, €4(L) coincides with the maximal
Seshadri constant of L, usually denoted ¢(L).

The invariant €; (L, z) is the largest asymptotic multiplicity that can be imposed at  on sections
of multiplies of L. It appears in the work of Nakamaye [I7]. If z € X is a smooth point, it coincides
with the width of L at the geometric valuation induced by the exceptional divisor on the blow-up
at  (see [1]). Due to this property, we call € (L, x) the width of L at x. We also relate the volume
of L with the successive minima. By a classical argument for counting jets, we have inequalities

.| vol(L)
mult, (X)

The second main result of the paper is the analogue of Minkowski’s second main theorem, namely
the volume of L is equivalent to the product of successive minima of L at very general points:

ca(L,x) < < e(L,z).

Theorem 0.3. Let X be a proper complex variety of dimension d, let L be a Cartier divisor on X.
Let vol(L) be the volume of L, let €;(L) be the successive minima of L at very general points. Then

[[e(@) <vol(L) <dl-[]e(L).

In particular, for a big divisor L on X we have inequalities
1< VOI(Lg < (ﬂ)d
ea(L) ea(L)
Understanding when the ratio €(L)/e (L) is too large is an interesting problem (see Naka-

maye [17]). Finally, we show that for line bundles on toric varieties, our successive minima are
equivalent to the reciprocal of usual ones:

Theorem 0.4. Let X = Tyemb(A) be a proper toric variety, of dimension d. Let L be a big
wvariant Cartier divisor on X, with successive minima €; at a very general point. Let (1, C Mg
be the moment polytope, let \i,..., g be the successive minima of the 0-symmetric convex body
Op —0Op C Mg, let A}, ..., Ay be the successive minima of the polar body (O, —Op)* C Ng. Then
€, A Ay_it1 are all equivalent. More precisely,

€

*
)\d—i-‘rl
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Our definition of successive minima is inspired by the equivalent definition of Seshadri constants
due to Eckl [6, Theorem 1.1], and by the methods developed by Ein, Kiichle, Lazarsfeld [7] and
Nakamaye [16, (17, (18], while studying effective lower bounds for maximal Seshadri constants. The-
orem [0.3] in the toric case, is just a restatement of Minkowski’s second main theorem. It is implicit
in the work of Nakamaye when X is a surface [17, Proof of Corollary 3|, and our proof is similar to
his, except that we introduce certain convex polytopes in his method of counting of jets. Eventually,
Theorem [(.3] reduces to a simple postulation problem in the projective space (Proposition [LT]).

A technical improvement in the study of Seshadri constants is that we no longer require positivity
of the line bundles, or that the ambient space is normal. On the other hand, our invariants may
not be numerical if the line bundle is not big. We hope that successive minima, and other tools
from the Geometry of Numbers, may be useful in the study of adjoint linear systems.

We outline the content of this paper. In Section 1 we setup the notation, and recall basic facts
about multiplicities, and linear systems. We also prove an inequality for symbolic powers of ideals in
the projective space, which is elementary, but new to us. In Section 2, we define successive minima
for a line bundle, study some basic properties, and compare it with Seshadri constants. In Section
3 we prove that the volume is equivalent to the product of the successive minima. In Section 4,
we estimate the successive minima for line bundles on toric varieties. In Section 5, we generalize
the flatness theorem of Khinchin, as an application of known results on adjoint linear systems, plus
the estimates in Section 4. In Section 6 we recall the statements of the second main theorem of
Minkowski, and the transference theorem of Mahler. We also present a proof of the transference
theorem in dimension two, with sharp bounds.
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1. PRELIMINARY

Throughout this paper, an algebraic variety X is a scheme of finite type, reduced and irreducible,
defined over an algebraically closed field k, of characteristic zero (the assumption char k = 0 is used
in Lemma 2.8 and its consequences in Section 3, and in Theorem [(.1]).

Vanishing orders. Let X be an algebraic variety, £ an invertible Ox-module, and s € I'(X, £)
a global section. The order of s at a closed point © € X, denoted ord,(s), is the supremum after
all integers n > 0 such that s, € Z - £,. The order is +o0 if s = 0, and a non-negative integer if
s # 0.

If f: X’ — X is a morphism of algebraic varieties and f(z') = z, then f*s € I'(X’, f*£) and
ord,/ (f*s) > ord,(s). In particular, if x € X’ C X is a closed subset, then ord,(s) < ord,(s|x).

Suppose X is smooth at the general point of a subvariety Z C X. The order of s at Z is defined
as the order of s at a general point of Z.

Order bounds. For an effective Cartier divisor D on X, the order of D at z, denoted ord, (D), is
defined as the order at x of a local equation of D.

Lemma 1.1. Let X be a projective algebraic variety, of dimension d, let A be a very ample divisor,
and D an effective Cartier divisor on X. Then ord,(D) < (D - A%Y) for every closed point x € X.

Proof. Since A is very ample, there exist Hy,..., Hy_1 € |A| such that C' = N/ H; is an effective
cycle passing through z, none of its components being contained in D. Then

(DA™Y = (D-C) > ord,(D|¢) - mult,(C) > ord, (D) - mult,(C) > ord, (D).
We note that the first inequality follows from [10, page 233] even if X is singular. U
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Volume. Let X be a proper algebraic variety, of dimension d. Let L be a Cartier divisor on X, let
R(L) = &,>0'(X,Ox(nL)) be the induced N-graded ring. Let R = &,>0R,, C R(L) be a graded
subalgebra. The volume of R is defined as

vol(R) = liinﬁs;}p dl;j;g".
The limsup is in fact a limit over sufficiently divisible n. The wvolume of L, denoted vol(L), is
defined as the volume of R(L).
We usually denote I'(X, Ox(nL)) by I'(nL).

Tlitaka map. One may define the litaka dimension and litaka map for divisors on a variety which
may not be normal. These are birational invariants if the ambient space is normal.

Let X be a proper variety, let L be a Cartier divisor on X. For n > 1 such that I'(nL) # 0,
let |nL| be the induced linear system on X. A basis sg,...,sy of I'(nL) induces a rational map
Gz X --» |nL|, with image X,,. Define the Iitaka dimension k(L) of L to be the maximum of
dim X, after all such n, and —oo if I'(nL) = 0 for all n > 1.

Suppose k(L) > 0. For each n > 1 such that ['(nL) # 0, let @, C k(X) be the field over
k generated by {<;s',s € I'(nL) \ 0}. The dominant rational map @j,z: X --» X, induces an
isomorphism k(X,)—Q,. The union Ujnrj20@n is a subfield @ of k(X), since @, U Qp € Qpyyy if
|nL| and |n'L| are non-empty. Since @ is finitely generated over k, there exists an integer m such
that Q,, = Q. For every n > 1, we have Q,,, = Qpy,, that is the rational maps ¢pp,r: X --» X,,, and
Onmr): X = Xy, differ by a birational map X, -—-» X,,. We call ¢yr: X --» X, the Iitaka
map of L. The dimension of X, is k(L).

- Suppose k(L) > 0 and X is normal. The normalization of the graph of the litaka map

@Qmr s X --+» X, induces a diagram

................................. - X,

such that X’ is proper and normal, Ox = u.Ox/, and k(u*Llx;) = 0 for a very general point
y € X,,. Note that X is connected.

- Suppose L is semiample, that is the linear system |nL| has no base points for some n > 1. Then
the litaka map ¢: X — Y is regular, Oy = ¢.Ox, and nL ~ ¢*A for some integer n > 1 and a
very ample divisor A on Y.

- Suppose p: X' — X is a proper birational morphism. If X and X’ are normal, it follows
that Ox = u.Ox. In particular, I'(nL) = I'(nu*L) for every n > 1. Therefore the rational maps
induced by non-empty linear systems [nL| and |nu*L| differ by u. It follows that (L) = x(p*L).

A morphism of algebraic varieties f: X — Y is called a contraction if Oy = f.Ox.

Isolated base points of linear systems. Let X be a proper algebraic variety, let L be a Cartier
divisor on X such that T'(L) # 0. A basis sy, ..., sy of I'(L) induces a rational map ¢: X --» PV =
|L|. Let U = X \ Bs|L|, so that ¢ is regular on U. Then Bs|Z,(L)|NU = ¢~ '¢(x) N U for every
zeU.

Lemma 1.2. Let f: X — Y be a proper contraction of algebraic varieties, let x € X be a closed
point such that dim, Xy) = 0, where Xy = f~1f(x). Then f is an isomorphism over a neigh-
borhood of f(x).

Proof. By the semicontinuity of the local dimension of the fibers of f, there exists an open subset
U’ > x such that dim, Xy = 0foralla’ € U'. Let V =Y\ f(X\U’). Since Xj(,) is O-dimensional
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and connected, it coincides with {x}. Therefore f(z) € V. Let U = f~Y(V). Then z € U C U".
Therefore f|y: U — V is a proper contraction with finite fibers, hence a finite contraction, hence
an isomorphism. O

Lemma 1.3 (Lemma 5.2.24 [13]). Let X be an algebraic variety. Let T C Ox be an ideal sheaf,
let f:Y — X be the blow-up of X along . Let E be the exceptional divisor on Y, defined by
Z-0Oy = Oy(—F). Then the natural homomorphism I" — f.Oy(—nkFE) is an isomorphism for
every n > ¢(Z), where ¢(Z) > 0 is a constant depending only on L. Moreover, ¢(Z) = 0 if Z is the
tdeal of a smooth point of X.

Proof. The statement is local, so we may suppose X = Spec R and Y = Proj S, where S is the
R-graded ring @®,>0l", for some ideal I C R. Then Oy(—nkE) = Oy(n) = S(n). The natural
homomorphism S — @,>0'(Y, S(n)) is an isomorphism in degrees n > ¢(I). This gives the claim.

If 7 is the ideal of a smooth point of X, then 7 is generated by a regular sequence. One checks
then that ¢(Z) = 0. O

Lemma 1.4 (Proposition 1.1 [8]). Let X be a proper algebraic variety, let L be a Cartier divisor
on X and x € X a closed point such that Bs|L|NU C {z} for some open neighborhood U of x in
X. Then x ¢ Bs|nL| for n > 0.

Proof. Let Z be the base locus subscheme of |L| outside z (possibly empty). Let f: Y — X be the
blow-up of X along Z,. Let Z - Oy = Oy(—FE), so that E is the exceptional divisor. Since f is an
isomorphism over a neighborhood of x, we may identify x with a point of Y.

A basis of I'(X, Zz(L)) = I'(X, Ox (L)) induces sections of I'(Y, Oy (f*L—E)) whose common zero
locus is away from E. Therefore Bs|f*L — FE| C {z}. By [9, Theorem 1.10], ¢ Bs|n(f*L — E)|
for n > ny. By Lemma [[.3] we may identify I'(X,Z%(nL)) = I'(Y,Oy(nf*L — nE)) for every
n > ¢(Zz). Therefore x ¢ Bs|Z%(nL)| for n > max(ng,c(Zz)). Since x ¢ Z, we obtain x ¢ Bs|nL|
for n > 0. O

Lemma 1.5 (Ample reduction). Let X be proper, L a Cartier divisor and x € X a closed point
such that Bs |Z,(L)| = {x} near x. Let Z be the base locus subscheme of |L|, away from x (possibly
empty). Let f: X' — X be the blow-up of X along Iy, with exceptional divisor E. Then there
exists a proper contraction g: X' — Y to a projective algebraic variety Y, such that the following
properties hold:

a) f*L— FE ~ g*A for some ample Cartier divisor A on'Y', and
b) f is an isomorphism over a neighborhood of x, and g is an isomorphism over a neighbor-

hood of g(x).
/ N

................................. N e

We obtain natural homomorphisms R(L) D @l (Z2(nL)) = R(f*L — E) ~ R(A), and « is an
isomorphism in sufficiently large degrees.

Proof. By construction, |f*L — F| is base point free near E. Therefore Bs|f*L — E| C {z}. By
the proof of Lemma [[L4 |n(f*L — E)| is base point free for n > 0. The litaka map induces the
contraction g, with property a). For b), it is clear that f is an isomorphism over a neighborhood of x.
We identify = with a point of X’. Since Bs|Z,(L)| = {x} near x, we obtain Bs |Z,(f*L — F)| = {x}
near z. Therefore Bs |Z,(nf*L — nE)| = {x} near z, for all n > 1. Therefore g~'g(x) = {z} near
x. By Lemma[[.2] g is an isomorphism over a neighborhood of ¢g(z). Finally, «, is an isomorphism
for n > ¢(Zy). O
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Generation of jets. Let X be an algebraic variety, L a Cartier divisor on X, x € X a closed
point, and p > 0 an integer. We say that L generates p-jets at x if T(L) — O,/ZPT! is surjective.
By induction and the snake lemma, this is equivalent to the following property: the Ox-module
Z7(L) is generated by global sections at z, for every integer 0 < n < p.

Lemma 1.6. Let f: Y — X be the blow-up at z, with exceptional divisor E. Suppose TPt1 5 f,(T0)
and R'f, (T8 = 0. If D(f*L) — I'(Owt1)E) is surjective, then L generates p-jets at x. The con-
verse holds if the natural homomorphism H'(L) — H(f,Oy (L)) is injective.

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram

0 — fu(Zh) — .0y —=T(Ops1)5) —= 0

I |

0 s Ox Oy /TP ——0

The bottom row is exact. The top is also exact, since R!f, (Zf;’l) = (0. The first vertical arrow is
an isomorphism, by assumption. The second vertical arrow is injective. Therefore the third arrow
is injective as well. We deduce that the second and third vertical arrows have isomorphic cokernels,
denoted by C. Ignoring the first vertical arrow, tensoring with Ox (L) and passing to global sections
on X, we obtain a commutative diagram

0 (L) L(f*L) ——=T(C)

Lk

0 —= Ox /" —=T(Op11r) —=T'(C)

with exact rows. If b is surjective, then a is surjective. The converse holds if ¢ is surjective. From
the exact sequence

0— (L) = I(f.0y(L)) = T(C) = H' (L) — H'(f.0y(L)),
we see that c is surjective if and only if H'(L) — H'(f.Oy (L)) is injective. O

If 2 is a smooth point, then ZPH'5 £,(Z5) and R' f.(Z¢*') = 0 for all p > 0, and Ox = £,Oy.
Therefore L generates p-jets at x if and only if I'(f*L) — I'(Oy41)g) is surjective.

Postulation. For an integer p > 0, denote N%(p) = {(a, ..., aq) € N% ZZ L a; = p}. For a finite
set A, denote by | A| its cardinality. We will need the followmg property on the symbolic powers of
ideals in the projective space.

Proposition 1.7. Let Z; C P4 be an irreducible subvariety of codimension i, for 1 < i < d. Let
P1,---,Dd,q > 0 be integers. Then

RO(PY N T8 © Opa(q)) < [Ny {o € N () + - + 0 < g — pi}.

When Zy D Zy D -+ D Zg is a linear flag in P, the equality holds.

Proof. 1) Suppose Z; D Zy D -+ D Zg is a linear flag in PY. Choose coordinates [z : --- : 2z4] on
P4 such that Iz, = (20, ..., 2 1) for all 4. Then T'(P4, N I(pl ® Opa(q)) is the k-vector space with
monomial basis 25° - - - 254, where a € N?*!(q) such that —I— <+ 4 ;_1 > p; for all i. Equivalently,

a; + -+ ag < g— p; for all 4. Therefore the inequality becomes an equality if Z, is a linear flag.
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2) If d = 1, the equality holds from 1). Suppose d > 1, and assume by induction that the
inequality holds in smaller dimension. Let H: {A = 0} be a general hyperplane with respect to Z,.
In particular, H does not contain the point Z;. The short exact sequence

0 — (P, Oa(q — 1)) B T(P?, Opa(q)) = T(H, Oulg)) = 0
induces an exact sequence
0 — TP, N, TP @ Opa(q — 1)) B TP, ML, ZL) © Opa(q)) — T(H, MR, © Ou(q)).

Indeed, I'(P4, ﬂleI(Z’Z_i) ® Opa(q)) consists of homogenous polynomials F' of degree ¢ such that
ord,(F') > p; for every z € Z;, for all 7. Then ord,(F|y) > p; for every x € Z; N H. If F|g =0,
then F' = AF” for some homogeneous polynomial F’ of degree ¢ — 1. For x € Z; \ H we have
ord,(F) = ord,(F"). Then F’ vanishes to order at least p; at a general point of Z;, hence everywhere
on Z;.

Moreover, the above exact sequence extends to a short exact sequence if Z, is a linear flag:

0 — 0PN, ZY) @ Opa(q — 1)) B TP, N, ZL) © Opa(q)) — T(H,NEZ1ZED, © Ou(g)) — 0.
Indeed, we may choose coordinates as in 1), and suppose A = z;. The part ag > 1 of the set
N {o e N g+ + ag < ¢ — pi}
corresponds to a monomial basis of I'(IP¢, mgl:lzgj )& Opi(q — 1)), and the part oy = 0 corresponds
to a monomial basis of T'(H, ﬂf;lll(z’z n) n ® Opg(q)). Since the dimensions add up, the sequence is
exact to the right as well.

Denote f(q) = h°(P?, ﬂﬁl:llg i) ®Opa(q)). Foreach 1 < i < d—1, choose an irreducible subvariety

W; C Z; N H, of codimension i in H ~ P?~!. The exact sequence gives
fla) = fla = 1) < KL AETE (0)
Denote g(q) = h°(P, ﬂlefgi) ® Opa(q)), where L, is a linear flag in P?. The exact sequence gives
9(a) = gla = 1) = KB NI (0)).
The inequality in dimension d — 1 gives
ROE NI (0) < BOE NS TED 4 (a).
We deduce
fl@) = fla—1) < g(q) —g(g—1) Vq.

We have F(Pd,I(Z’;‘i)(q)) = 0 for ¢ < pg. Therefore f(q) = g(q) = 0 for ¢ < pg. By increasing
induction on g > py, the above inequality gives f(q) < g(q) for all q. O
For real numbers ¢, ..., %4, define a compact convex set in R? by
Ot ... ta) =N {r € R+ + g < £}

Note that O(t1,...,tq) is not empty if and only if ¢;,...,t4 > 0. If t; > --- > t; > 0, we may
compute vol (I(¢;) = t1, 2vol (1, ty) = 2t1ty —t3, and 6 vol [I(t1, to, t3) = 6t1tatsz — 3tat, — 3tata +13.

Lemma 1.8. Suppose t; > 0 for alli. Then volO(ty,...,t5) < Hle t;.
Proof. We have an inclusion O(¢y,...,tq) C [0,%1] x O(ta, ..., tq). Therefore
vol O(t, ... ta) < t1 - volO(ta, ..., ta).
By induction on d, the desired inequality holds. U
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Using this convex set, we may restate Proposition [I.7] as follows:
RO®!, ML T8 © Opalq) < 124N DO(g = prs- - q = pa)l.
2. SUCCESSIVE MINIMA OF LINE BUNDLES

Let X be a proper algebraic variety, of dimension d. Let L be a Cartier divisor, with induced
graded ring R = @,>oI'(nL). Let x € X be a closed point. For a real number ¢ > 0, denote
Bs|Zi Llg = Nu>1{Z(s); s € Ry, ord,(s) > nt}.
It is a closed subset of X. If t < ¢, then Bs|Z/* L]y C Bs|Z!* L|g. One can rewrite Bs|Z!"L|g as
the intersection of the base locus Bs|ZP(¢L)|, after all integers p, g > 1 such that p > ¢t. Since
@n>o{s € Ry;ord,(s) > nt}
is a graded ring and X is Noetherian, there exists r > 1 such that Bs|ZitL|g = Bs IV (D).

Example 2.1. Suppose L is semiample. Let ¢: X — Y be the Iitaka map of L. Then Bs|Z%TL|g =
¢ t¢(z). Tt is connected, since ¢ is a contraction.
We have rL ~ f*A for some r > 1 and A ample on Y. Then for every t > 0, we have

Bs|Zi* Llg € f~'(Bs T}, Alo), and equality holds if f is smooth at .
Lemma 2.2. Givenu > 0, there exists e(u) > 0 such that Bs |ZE+ L|g is constant fort € [u, u+e(u)).

Proof. Denote B; = Bs|ZttL|g. We have B, = N>1B, +1. By monotonicity, and since X is
Noetherian, there exists [ > 1 such that B, = B, | 1. O

Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant ¢, depending only on X and L, such that Bs|Z: L|g = X for
everyx € X andt > c.

Proof. By Chow’s Lemma and Hironaka’s resolution of singularities, there exists a proper birational
morphism p: X’ — X such that X’ is smooth and projective. Let A’ be very ample on X’. Let
n>1and 0# s € ['(X,0x(nL)). Choose a point 2/ € u~'(z). Then 0 # u*s € I'(X’, Ox/(nu*L))
and

ord,(s) < ordy (p*s) < n(u*L - A1),
where the last inequality follows from Lemma [T Thus Bs|ZtFL|g = X for t > (p*L- A1), O

Recall that the codimension at 2 of a closed subset z € Y C X is the smallest codimension of an
irreducible component of Y passing through z. Since X is irreducible of dimension d, codim, (Y C
X) =d—dim,(Y). When the ambient space X is fixed, we will drop it from notation.

Definition 2.4. For i > 1, the i-th successive minimum of L at x is defined by
(L, z) = inf{t > 0; codim, Bs|Z\" L|q < i}.

The definition makes sense, since codim, Bs |Z: L|g = 0 for ¢ > 0. The infimum is a minimum,
by Lemma Note that codim, Bs |Z:t L|g is strictly less than i for ¢ > ¢;(L, x), and at least ¢ for
0 <t <e¢(L,x). We obtain a chain of real numbers

61(L,ZI§') > 2 Ed(L,ZIT) > Ed-i-l(Lax) = 0.
Note that codim, Bs |Zit L|g = 0 for t > € (L, x), and codim, Bs |Ztt L|g = 4 if and only if ¢;(L, z) >
t Z €i+1(L,LU).
Remark 2.5. One may similarly define successive minima ¢;(R, ) in points x € X, associated to
a graded subalgebra R C R(L). For example, when R is the image of the restriction R(X’, L) —

R(X,L'|x), where X C X’ is a closed embedding and L’ is a Cartier divisor on X’. The successive
minima of such subalgebras appear in Lemma 4.1l for example.
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Lemma 2.6. Let L, L' be Cartier divisors on X, let v € X be a closed point and 1 < i < d.

a) €(qL,x) = qe;(L, x) for every integer ¢ > 1.
b) If L ~q L', then €;(L,z) = ¢;(L, z).
c) Suppose €;,(L,x) >0 and ¢;,(L',x) > 0. Then ¢,(L + L', z) > ¢;(L,z) + ¢(L, ).

Proof. Property a) follows from Bs|Z!(¢L)|g = Bs \L?JFL\@, and b) from Bs|ZitL|g = Bs |ZE L
for all ¢ > 0.
¢) Let 0 <t < ¢(L,2) and 0 < t' < (L', x). Then both Bs|Z!t L|g and Bs|Z!*L/|g have
codimension at x at least 7. Since
B [Z0*(L + L')]q € Bs [Tt Llq U Bs [T/ L'lo,
the codimension at x of the left hand side is at least . Therefore ¢t + ¢ < ¢;(L + L', z). Letting ¢
and t" approach ¢;(L, ) and ¢;(L’, x), respectively, we obtain the claim. O

In particular, we may define the i-th successive minimum of a Q-Cartier divisor L at a point
x € X to be ¢(L,x) = %ei(qL, x), where ¢ is a positive integer such that ¢L is Cartier.

Lemma 2.7. Let f: X' — X be a proper contraction of algebraic varieties, which is smooth at a
point ' € X'. Let L be a Cartier divisor on X. Then ¢;(L, f(2')) = &;(f*L,z") for alli.

Proof. Denote L' = f*L and x = f(2’). Since f is a contraction, f* induces isomorphisms
['(nL)>T(nl') (n > 1). Since f* maps ZP into Z%,, it induces injective homomorphisms
NZ7(qL)) = T(Z; (L)) (pg = 1)

These are also surjective if f is smooth at 2/, since in this case the order of a section s at z coincides
with the order of f*s at 2’. We obtain isomorphisms

[T N@GL)) =TT (L) (pg = 1),
Therefore Bs|Z' L'|g = f~*(Bs|Z." L|g). Since f is smooth at 2/, we obtain
codim, Bs |Z5f L'|g = codim, Bs |Z.T L|g.
Therefore ¢;(L,z) = €;(f*L,2’) for all i. O

Lemma 2.8. ¢;(L,z) > 0 if and only if there exist integers p, q > 1 such that codim, Bs |ZP(qL)| > i.
Moreover, in this case we have

&:(L,x) = sup{Lip. q > 1, codim, Bs [ZP(¢L)| > i}.
q

Proof. Denote €¢; = ¢;(L, ).

Step 1: codim, Bs|ZP(qL)| < i for every p,q > 1 such that p > g¢;. Indeed, Bs|ZP(qL)| contains
Bs |Z&" L|g, which has codimension at x strictly less than i.

Step 2: Let 0 <t < ¢;. Then there exist p, ¢ > 1 with t < 2 < ¢(L, z) and codim, Bs |Z(¢L)| > i.
Indeed, we have codim, Bs|Z"L|g > i. There exists r > 1 such that Bs |t L|g = Bs |72 (rL)].
Let ¢ =r and p = |rt| + 1. By construction, t < %. By the first step, % <.

If €; > 0, there exist p, ¢ > 1 such that codim, Bs|ZF(qL)| > i, by Step 2. Conversely, the latter
implies €; > g > 0, by Step 1. The two steps give that ¢; is the supremum after all such g. O

Lemma 2.9. ¢ (L,x) = 0 if and only if one of the following holds:

a) k(L) = —o0, or
b) k(L) =0 and every 0 # s € I'(X,Ox(nL)) (n > 1) is invertible at x.
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Proof. Suppose a) or b) holds, that is I'(Z,(nL)) = 0 for n > 1. Therefore Bs|Z?"L|g = X. We
obtain € (L, z) = 0.

Conversely, suppose €1(L, ) = 0. We may assume we are not in case a), that is k(L) > 0. Let
n > 1 such that I'(nL) # 0. If dim T'(nL) > 2, then I'(Z,(nL)) # 0. This implies ¢ (L,z) > 1,
a contradiction. Therefore dimy I'(nL) = 1. Since again I'(X,Z,(nL)) = 0, we have I'(n L) = ks,
with s,(x) # 0. O

In particular, €;(L, z) is zero if k(L) < 0, and otherwise equals

U1p{01"d;;(8)

We call (L, z) the width of L at the point x, also denoted by width,(L). If z € X is a
smooth point, then €;(L,x) coincides with the width of L at the geometric valuation induced by
the exceptional divisor of the blow-up of X at z (see [1, Section 2]).

By Lemma2.8 ¢;(L, z) > 0 if and only if there exist integers p, ¢ > 1 such that Bs |ZP(qL)| = {x}
near x, and in this case, €4(L, ) is the supremum of§ after all such p, q. We call e4(L, z) the Seshadri
constant of L at x, since we will see later (Proposition [Z20)) that in the classical setting, it coincides
with the Seshadri constant introduced by Demailly.

Lemma 2.10. ¢4(L,x) > 0 if and only if there exists n > 1 such that x ¢ Bs|nL| and the induced
rational map ¢ = G X --» X, C |nL| satisfies ¢ ¢(x) = {x} near x. In particular, L is big.

Proof. Suppose €4(L,x) > 0. Then there exists p,q > 1 such that Bs|Z2(¢qL)| = {x} near z. By
Lemma [[.4] there exists [ > 1 such that Bs|glL| is empty in a neighborhood of x. Denote n = ¢l.
Let ¢ = ¢pr: X --» X,, C |nL| be the induced rational map. It is regular on the open dense
subset U = X \ Bs|nL|, which contains z. Moreover, Bs|Z,(nL)|NU = ¢ *¢(z) N U. Then

0 = dim, Bs |Z,(nL)| = dim, ¢ '¢(x) > dim X — dim X,,.

Therefore ¢~1¢(z) = {x} near z, and dim X,, = d. In particular, L is big.
Conversely, suppose ¢ = @0 X --» X, C |nL| is regular near = and ¢~'¢(z) = {z} near x.
Then Bs|Z,(nL)| equals {z} near z. Therefore €;(L,z) > < > 0. O

;0#£sel(nl),n>1}.

The following lemma is a Successive minima version of [8, Proposition 6.4]

Lemma 2.11. Let X be normal. Let x ¢ Bs|L|g. Forn > 1 such that v ¢ Bs|nL|, let ¢nr: X --»
X, C [nL| be the induced rational map. Let p,: Y, — X be the normalization of the graph of ¢j, .
In the mobile-fized decomposition | (nL)| = |M,|+F,, the mobile part is base point free. Moreover,
Iy i an isomorphism over a neighborhood of x. Then €;(L,x) is the supremum of %, after all
such n.

Proof. Since z ¢ F,, € |nu:L — M,|, we have Bs|Ztt (nu*L)|g C Bs|ZLM M, |g near x. Therefore
€(My,x) < €(nu*L,x) =ne (L, x).
Suppose now t < €;(L, z). There exist integers p,q > 1 with p > ¢t and Bs|ZtT L|g = Bs |ZE(qL)|.
The identifications I'(Yy, Oy, (M,)) = I'(Yy, Oy, (1iqL)) = I'(X,Ox(qL)) induce an identification
I'(Yy: Iy, (My)) = T'(X, Z2(qL)). Therefore codim, Bs|ZP(M,)| > i. We obtain p < €;(M,, x), that

ist <2< aMar)
9= q
The supremum is in fact a limit. O

Successive minima at a very general point. Contrary to the usual Seshadri constant, €;(L, x)
is not lower semicontinuous with respect to x € X in general. For example, €, (L, ) can be upper
semicontinuous. But one can show a weaker property, that is ¢;(L, x) is independent of the choice
of a very general point x.
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Definition-Proposition 2.12. There exists a countable intersection of open dense subsets V' C X
such that the correspondence V' 3 x + €;(L, ) is constant. The common value does not depend
on V, and is denoted by ¢;(L).

Proof. Let pi1,pe: X x X — X be the natural projections, let 6: X — X x X be the diagonal
embedding, let A C X x X be the diagonal. Let p,q > 1 be integers. Let BP? be the locus where
the composition pips, IR (qpiL) — ZX(qpiL) C O(gpiL) is not surjective. By the definition, B
contains A. There exists an open dense subset UP? C X such that the following properties hold:
1) po (TR (qpiL)) © k() ST(Z2(qL)) for every @ € UM,
2) If Y is an irreducible component of BPY which contains A, then py: Y — X is flat over
UP4, In particular, Y N p,'(z) is equi-dimensional, of dimension dimY — d, for every
x e UP,
3) 6(UP?) intersects only the irreducible components of BP? which contain A.

Indeed, conditions 1) and 2) are open dense in X. For 3), we remove from X the d-preimage of
the trace on A of the irreducible components of B? which do not contain A. By 1), the natural
inclusion Bs |ZP(qL)| € BP? N p;'(x) is an equality for every z € UP4. By 2) and 3), we have

dimg(,y B N p;y ' (z) = codim(A C B*) Vx € UP.

Let V =N, 4>1UP. It is dense in X, a countable intersection of open subsets of X. We claim that
€;(L,-) is constant for z € V. Suffices to show that if z € V, ¢ > 0 and ¢;(L, z) > t, then ¢;(L,y) >t
for every y € V. Indeed, €;(L, z) > t implies that there exists £ > ¢ such that codim, Bs |Z(¢L)| > i.

That is codims) BP Np; ' (z) > i. From above, this is equivalent to codim(A C BP?) > 4. Arguing
backwards, we see that codim, Bs |Z})(¢L)| > i for every y € V. Therefore ¢;(L,y) > £ > ¢ for every
yeV. ]

Lemma 2.13. Suppose [nL| # 0 and dim ¢y, |(X) > i. Then (L) > %

Proof. Let U, € X be the open dense subset on which ¢ = ¢j,: X --» X,, C [nL] is regular. We
have Bs|Z,(nL)| N U, = ¢~'¢(x) NU, for every z € U,. We have dim, ¢ 1¢(z) > dim X — dim X,
for all x € U, and equality holds for an open dense subset U/ C U,,. Let 2 € U},. Then

codim, Bs|Z,(nL)| = codim, ¢ *¢(x) = dim X,, > i.
By Lemma 28] (L, z) > +. O
Lemma 2.14. ¢;,(L) > 0 if and only if k(L) > i.

Proof. Suppose k(L) > i. There exists n > 1 such that |[nL| # 0, and if X --» X,, C |nL] is the
induced rational map, then dim X,, = x(L) > i. By Lemma 213 (L) > 2.

Suppose k(L) < i. Suppose ['(nL) # 0, let ¢,,: X --» X,, C |nL| be the induced rational map.
For general x € X we have

codim, Bs |Z,(nL)| = codim, ¢ ¢, (z) = dim X,, < i.
Therefore €;(L, z) < +. Letting n approach infinity, we obtain ¢;(L) = 0. O
Let k(L) = k. If kK =0, then ¢;(L) = 0 for all 7. If Kk > 1, we obtain
er(L) > >e€(L) >0=epq1(L).
Lemma 2.15. Suppose k(L' — L) > 0. Then ¢;,(L) < ¢;(L") for all i.

Proof. We may suppose |L'— L] is not empty. Choose C' € |L'—L|. Then Bs|Z2(¢L')| C Bs|ZP(qL)|U
Supp C. Therefore Bs |ZiHL'|g C Bs|ZiT Lig U Supp C. For z € X \ C, we obtain

codim, Bs|ZT L' |g > codim, Bs|Z5 L|g.
By definition, €;(L, z) < ¢,(L’, x) for all i. O
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Lemma 2.16. Let ¢;(L) >0, k(L") >0, and |IL —U'L'| # 0 for some integers I,I" > 1. Then

(nL + L'
lim M = ¢(L).
n—o00 n

Proof. Since k(L") > 0, we have ¢;(nL + L") > ne;(L). Let C € [IL —I'L'|. For n > 1, we have
(I'n+1)L~1U'(nL+L")+C.
Therefore (I'n 4+ 1)e;(L) > l'e;(nL + L') by Lemma We obtain
T
Dividing by n and letting n approach 400, we obtain the claim. O

0<e&(nL+L)—ne(L) <

Proposition 2.17. Suppose X is projective. Let L = L' be numerically equivalent big Cartier
divisors on X. Then €;(L) = €;(L") for every i.

Proof. Let A be an ample divisor on X. Since (nL + A) —nL’ is ample, €;(nL + A) > ne;(L'). By
Lemma 2.6l we obtain €;(L) > €;(L'). The other inequality holds by the same argument. O

In particular, if X is projective and L is big, €;(L) coincides with the invariant m(L) introduced
by Nakamaye [17, page 2].
We may rephrase [7, Proposition 2.3] and [18, Lemma 1.3] as follows:

Lemma 2.18. Let X be a proper algebraic variety, let L be a Cartier divisor, let t > 0. Let
x € X be a very general point and Z C Bs|ZttL|g an irreducible component containing x. Then
for integers p,q > 1 and s € I'(Z2(qL)), we have ordz(s) > p — qt.

Proof. Let p1,ps: X x X — X be the natural projections, let 6: X — X x X be the diagonal
embedding, let A C X x X be the diagonal.

Let p, ¢ > 1 be integers with p > ¢t. Let B*? be the locus where the composition psps,ZX (gpiL) —
TR (qpiL) C O(gpiL) is not surjective. There exists an open dense subset X?7 C X such that

p2.(ZX(qpiL)) @ k(2)ST(X, I3 (qL)) Vo € X7,

We deduce that Bs|Z2(qL)| € BP? N p,'(x) for all z € X, and equality holds for z € X9

Define B = N~ B, a closed subset of X x X. Denote X? = N,5,X??, a countable intersection
of open dense subsets of X. Then Bs|Z5"L|g € B Np,'(x) for all x € X, and equality holds for
re XY

We have A C B, so at least one irreducible component of B contains A. Let B’ be the union of
irreducible components of B which do not contain A. Then §~'(A N B’) is a proper closed subset
of X. Its complement U C X is an open dense subset. For every x € U, an irreducible component
of B which contains §(x) must also contain A. We may further shrink U, so that U is smooth.

Let z € UN X" Let Z be an irreducible component of Bs|Z!"L|p which contains x, let 0 #
s € I(Z¢(qL)). There exists an irreducible component Z of B, which contains d(z), such that
Z C ZNpy(x). Since Z contains §(x) and & € U, Z contains A. Since z € XP, there exists
§ € I'X x T,ZIX (gp; L)) with §|p51(w) = s, where T is a neighborhood of z in U, which we may
suppose affine and smooth. Let m = ord; 5. Since Z contains A, p;: Z — X is dominant. Let D™
be a general differential operator of order at most m on 7. Then D5 € T'(X x T, ZX " (¢qp;L)) does
not vanish along ZNX x T, by the argument of [7, Proposition 2.3] (the argument goes through even
if X is singular, since T is affine smooth and X x 7' is smooth at the general point of AN X x T).
Therefore Z N X x T is not contained BP~™4¢, Therefore p — m < gt.

We conclude ordz(s) = ordz(8,-1(,)) = ordz(s) > ordz(5) =m = p — qt. O
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Seshadri constant as d-th minimum. Recall our notation: X is a proper algebraic variety of
dimension d, L is a Cartier divisor on X, and x € X is a closed point.

Proposition 2.19 (Seshadri criterion). The divisor L is ample if and only if e4(L,x) > 0 for any
reX.

Proof. Suppose L is ample. There exists n > 1 such that nL is very ample. That is, Z,(nL
generated by global sections, for every point # € X. Then Bs|Z,(nL)| = {z}, hence ¢;(L,z) >
for every .

Conversely, suppose €;(L,x) > 0 for any z € X. To show that L is ample, by Nakai-Moishezon’s
criterion, suffices to show that for every irreducible subvariety Y C X, of dimension r > 1, we have
(L|ly)" > 0. Note that 0 < €4(L,z) < €.(L|y, ) for every x € Y. If r < d = dim X, we conclude
by induction that L|y is ample, hence (L|y)" > 0. It remains to deal with the case Y = X. Since
ea(L, x) is positive at a very general point, L is big by Lemma 214l Since L is also nef by induction,
we deduce (L9) > 0. O

3~

Proposition 2.20. Suppose X 1is projective and L is nef. Then

€q(L,x) = inf (L-C)

T (6)] = sup{0} U {g;p, q>1,T(qL) — O, /TP surjective}.

Denote by €*(L,x) the infimum after all integral curves passing through x, and by ¢/(L,x) the
supremum in the claim. First, we show the following lemma:

Lemma 2.21. For a Cartier divisor L on a proper X,

a) Ed(L>$) > Ej(L>$);

b) if L is nef, €(L,x) > eq(L,x) > € (L, x).
Proof. a) Let p,q > 1 such that I'(¢L) — O,/ZF™! is surjective. Equivalently, Z¢(¢L) is globally
generated at z for every 0 < i < p. Then Bs|Z}(qL)| = {} near x. Therefore £ < €4(L, z). Taking
the supremum after all £, we obtain €;(L, ) > é(L,x).

b) Suppose L is nef. If ¢;(L,z) = 0, €’(L,x) > €4(L,x) is clear. Assume €;(L,z) > 0 and let
0 <t <eg(L,x). Then Bs|ZLT L|g = {x} near x. Let C' C X be an integral curve passing through
x. Since C' is not contained in Bs |Z5F L|g, there exists n > 1 and D € |nL| such that ord, (D) > nt
and C' is not contained in the support of D. Then
n(L-C)=(D-C) > ord,(D) mult,(C) > ntmult,(C).

Therefore t < (L, x). Taking the supremum after all such ¢, we obtain €*(L, x) > €;(L, x). O

To prove Proposition 220, it is enough to show €(L,z) < ¢/(L,x) by Lemma 221l In fact,
e(L,x) = €/ (L, x) is well known at least for ample L and smooth z € X (see [13, Theorem 5.1.17]).

Proof of Proposition[2.20. Let f: Y — X be the blow-up of X at x, with exceptional divisor F.
Note that f*L — e*(L,x)FE is nef, and €*(L,x) > 0 is maximal with this property.
Let A be an ample divisor on X. The augmented base locus B, (L) of L is defined by

B (L) = (\Bs|iL - Alo,
1eN
which does not depend on the choice of A. By [15], [4],

B (L)=|]JV
14

holds, where the union runs over the subvarieties V' C X such that Ly is not big.
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First, assume = € B, (L). Then there exists a subvariety V' C X containing = such that L|y is
not big. Since L is nef, we have (L4™V.V) = 0. Hence €*(L,z) = 0 follows from

0< ((f*L—¢*(L,z)E) ™' V') = (L9 V)—¢* (L, z)™™ Y mult, (V) = —€*(L, 2)™™ Y -mult, (V) < 0,

where V' C Y is the strict transform of V. By Lemma 221 b), all three invariants equal to 0.

So we may assume = ¢ By (L). If we replace A with its suitable multiple, we can take [ > 1 and
an effective Cartier divisor D such that [L ~ A+ D and = & Supp D. Since A is ample and —F is
f-ample, there exists an integer a > 1 such that af*A — F is ample.

By Lemma 22T b), it suffices to show €*(L,z) < €/(L, x), which follows from the following claim:
if p,q > 1 are integers such that p — 1 < (¢ — la)e*(L, x), then I'(ngL) — O, /I is surjective for
n > 0. Indeed, the divisor

f (gL —aD) —pE = (af*A—E)+ ((¢g—la)f'L—(p—1)E)

is ample. By Serre vanishing, H*(Y,Zg(f*(nqL —naD) —npE)) = 0 for n > 0. We obtain an exact
sequence

L(Y, f*(ngL — naD)) = T((np + 1)E, Oppr1yp) — H (Y,nqf*L —naD — (np + 1)E) = 0.

Since n > 0, the hypothesis of Lemma are satisfied. Therefore I'(ngL — naD) — O, /ZMPT! is
surjective for n > 0. Since D is effective and away from x, we deduce that T'(nqL) — O, /ZP*! is
surjective. Therefore £ < €/(L, ). Since £ can be arbitrary close to €*(L, x), we obtain €'(L,z) <

(L, x). O
The equalities in Proposition 2.20] hold on proper X if L is semiample:

Lemma 2.22. Suppose X 1is proper and L is semiample. Then

€a(L, ) = inf (L-0)

inf m = sup{0} U {g;p, q>1,T(qL) — O, /TP surjective}.

Proof. There exists a proper contraction f: X — Y, with Y projective, such that nL ~ f*A for
some integer n > 1 and some ample divisor A on Y. Let Exc(f) be the exceptional locus of f, that
is the locus of points z € X such that dim, f~!f(x) > 0.

If © € Exc(f), we see that €(L,x) = e4(L,z) = €/(L,z) = 0. Suppose z ¢ Exc(f). Then
dim, f~'f(z) = 0. By Lemma [[.2 f is an isomorphism over a neighborhood of f(z). It follows
that eg(nL,z) = €4(A, f(x)) and €*(nL,z) = €*(A, f(x)) for x = s, 5. We are reduced to the ample
case, so we conclude from Proposition 2.200 O

Remark 2.23. By Lemma 2.22] the Seshadri constant of a semiample divisor L at a point z €
X defined by Demailly [5 Theorem 6.4] coincides with €;(L,z). Combining with Lemma 2.1T]
we deduce that if X is normal, projective, L is big, and x is a point away from the augmented
base locus of L, then €;(L, x) coincides with the moving Seshadri constant €,,(z, L) introduced by
Nakamaye [16, Definition 0.4] (see also [8, Section 6]).

The interpretation of the Seshadri constant in terms of jets generation can be sharpened as follows:
if e4(L,z) = € > 0, there exist constants ¢;(z) > 0 and cy(z) > 0 such that I'(¢L) — O,/ZF™! is
surjective for all integers p,q > 1 such that p > ¢;(x) and ge — p > co(x). This statement reduces
again to the ample case, which is the following Lemma.
mfft%i)@ the Seshadri constant of L at x. Then
there exist constants c1,co > 0 such that for every integers p,q > 1 with p > ¢y and ge — p > co, the
jet map T'(qL) — Ox /I is surjective.

Lemma 2.24. Suppose L is ample. Let ¢ = infos,
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Proof. Let f: Y — X be the blow-up of X at x, with exceptional divisor £. Since L is ample and
—F is f-ample, there exists an integer a > 1 such that af*L — F is ample. By Nakai’s ampleness
criterion, qf*L — pE is ample if and only if ge > p > 0. We have

qf*L — pE =m(af*L—FE)+ (¢—ma)f*L — (p—m)E.

For (¢ — ma)e > p —m > 0, the divisor (¢ — ma)f*L — (p — m)E is nef. By Fujita’s extension of
Serre vanishing (see [13, Theorem 1.4.35]), there exists an integer m = m(Oy,af*L — E) such that
H'(qf*L — pE) =0 for (¢ — ma)e >p—m > 0.

We have Z¢T = f,(Z57") and R'f.(Z6™) = 0 for p > ¢(z). Set ¢; = max(d(x),m — 1) and
co = mae —m + 1.

Let p, ¢ > 1 be integers with p > ¢ and ge—p > ¢5. Then p > ¢ (x) and (¢—ma)e > p+1—m > 0.
The latter inequality implies that we have a surjection

I(qf*L) = I'(Opt1)p) — 0.
From the former inequality and Lemma [L8, we deduce that T'(¢L) — Ox /ZPT! is surjective. [

Successive minima in terms of jets generation. Once again, X is a proper algebraic variety,
L is a Cartier divisor on X, and x € X is a closed point.

The following proposition is proved in [8, Proposition 6.6] for the moving Seshadri constant on
smooth X:

Proposition 2.25. We have e;(L,z) > 0 if and only if there exist p,q > 1 such that I'(qL) —
O, /TP is surjective. Moreover, in this case we have

ea(L,x) = sup{g;p, q>1,T(qL) — O, /T surjective}.
q

Proof. Denote by €/ (L, x) the supremum in the claim. We obtain e;(L, ) > ¢/ (L, z) by Lemma 2.21]
a). For the converse, we show the following claim:

Claim 2.26. If Bs|Z!(L)| = {x} near z for some integer r > 0, then r < €/ (L, z).

Proof. We use the notation in Lemma [L5. We identify z with the point g(f~*(z)) € Y. Recall that
we have a natural homomorphism I'(Z%(¢L)) — I'(gA), which is an isomorphism for ¢ > ¢(Zy).

Since Bs|Z.(L)| = {z} near z, Bs|Z.(A)| = {2} near € Y and hence r < ¢4(A, z) holds.
By applying Proposition to the ample divisor A, €4(A,z) = €/(A,z) holds. Hence, for any
0 <t <r, we can take t <2 <r such that I'(¢A) — O,y /IP is surjective. We note that we can
take arbitrary large such p, ¢ by Lemma So we take such p, ¢ with ¢ > ¢(Z).

Since ¢ > ¢(Zz), we have an isomorphism I'(Z%(gL)) — I'(¢A). Hence I'(Z}(qL)) — O, x/ZP is
surjective since so is I'(qA) = O,y /ZET!. Then I'(¢L) — O, x/ZP™! is also surjective since = & Z,
and hence t < § < €/(L,z). Letting t approach 7, we obtain the claim. O

For any 0 < t' < ¢4(L, ), we can take t' < I < €4(L,z) such that Bs|Z}(sL)| = {x} near z.
Applying the above claim to sL, it holds that

r<é(sL,x)<s-€e(L,z),

where the last inequality follows from the definition of €/. Hence ¢’ < =< ¢/(L,x) and the proposi-
tion follows by letting ¢ approach e,(L, x). O

Lemma 2.27. Suppose e,(L,xz) > 0. Then

er(L,x) = sup{*:p,q > 1,T(Z2(qL)) — T¢/T2*" non-zero}.
q
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Proof. Note that T'(ZP(qL)) — ZP/ZP™' is non-zero if and only if there exists s € I'(¢L) such that
ord,(s) = p. In particular, € (L,z) > £. On the other hand, let p,q > 1 such that I'(Z}(¢L)) # 0.

Let p' > p be maximal such that I'(Z? (¢L)) # 0. There exists s € I'(¢L) such that ord,(s) = p'.
Therefore § < % < €1(L, x). We conclude by Lemma 28 O
Lemma 2.28. Suppose e;(L,x) > 0. Then

€a(L.x) = sup{*1p,q > 1,T(Z2(qL)) — TL/T2*" surjective}.
q

Proof. The inequality < follows from Proposition 2.25l For the opposite inequality, suppose that
['(ZP(qL)) — ZP/ZPT! is surjective. By Nakayama’s Lemma, ZP(qL) is generated by global sections
at x. Therefore Bs|Z2(qL)| = {x} near x. Therefore p/q < €4(L, x). O

3. VOLUME VERSUS THE SUCCESSIVE MINIMA

The following well known statement may be considered as the analogue of Minkowski’s first main
theorem:

Proposition 3.1. Let X be proper of dimension d, let L be a Cartier divisor on X, let x € X be
a closed point. Then vol(L) < mult,(X) - e (L, x)%.

Proof. Let t > €;(L, x) be a real number. Let n > 1. We have F(LL"”H(nL)) = 0, that is the jet
map
I'(nL) — O, /T\"+1
is injective. Therefore h®(nL) < dim,(O,/Z" ). For n>> 0, the right hand side equals P(|nt]),
where P(T) is a polynomial with leading term %Td, where e = mult,(X). Therefore
_ h°(nL)
h;n_)solip wlid S

Letting ¢t approach €;(L, x), we obtain the claim. O

e -2,

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a proper variety of dimension d, let ¢, = €;(L,x) be the Seshadri successive
minima of a Cartier divisor L at a closed point x. Then

d
mult,(X) - [[ & (L. z) < vol(L).
i=1
In particular, mult,(X) - eq(L,x)? < vol(L).

Proof. Suffices to show that for any real numbers 0 < ¢; < ¢;, we have
d
mult, (X) - [ [ # < vol(L).
i=1

To prove this inequality, note first that there exist Dy,..., Dy € |L|g such that ord,(D;) > t; and
N, D; = {z} near z. Indeed, there exists D; € |L|g with ord,(D;) > t;. Since codim,, Bs [Z22*L|g >
2, no irreducible component of D; through z is contained in Bs|Z2" L|g. There exists Dy € |Llg
with ord,(Ds) > t; and codim,(D; N Dy) = 2. Since codim, Bs |Z%3" L|g > 3, no irreducible com-
ponent of Dy N Dy through x is contained in Bs|Z!3*L|g. Therefore there exists D3 € |L|g with
ord,(D3) > t3 and codim,(D; N Dy N D3) = 3. Iterating the construction, we obtain the chain of
divisors in d steps.

There exists an integer ¢ > 1 such that ¢D; are the zero divisors of some non-zero global sections

s; € T(X, TI¥ (4L)). Let Z be the (possibly empty) subscheme N&_,¢D; \ {z} C X. Let f: Y —
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X be the blow-up of X along Z, let E be the exceptional divisor on Y. Then f*sq,..., f*sq become
global sections of Oy (qf*L — E), having no common zeroes near E. Therefore Bs|qf*L — E| C {z}
(we identify = with a point of Y'). By Lemma [[.4l M = qf*L — E is semiample.
Set D! = f*qD; — E € |M|. By construction, N&_, D} = {z} C Y as sets. Hence we have
d d
(M%) = (D} - Dy---Dp) =iz, Dy - Dy- - DY) > mult, (V) - [[(Lgti) + 1) > mult, (X) - ] ot

i=1 i=1
by [10, page 233|, where i(x, D} - D} --- D/;Y) is the intersection multiplicity. For [ > ¢(Zy), the
natural homomorphism Z, — f,Oy(—IFE) is an isomorphism, hence so is

D(X, T (IgL)) =5 T(Y, Oy (IM)).

Therefore ¢?vol(L) = vol(¢L) > vol(M) = (M%) > mult,(X) - [[", ¢t;. Dividing out by ¢ and
letting t; approach ¢;, we obtain the claim. 0

Corollary 3.3. Let X be an algebraic variety of dimension d, let x be a closed point and L a Cartier
divisor on X. Then

.| vol(L)

< -~ 7
calls ) < ) e 0

< El(va)'

Minkowski’s second main theorem for Seshadri successive minima.

Lemma 3.4. Let L be a Cartier divisor on a proper algebraic variety X. Let ¢; = ¢;(L) be the
Seshadri successive minima of L at a very general point. Then

hO(L) < |Zd N D(Eb .- '>€d)|‘

Proof. Let x € X be a very general point.
Step 1: Let p > 0 be an integer. Then

WO(ZE(L)) — hY(ZZH(L)) < [Ny {a € N(p)iai + -+ +aq < &}.
Indeed, we have an exact sequence
0— T(ZN(L)) = D(ZZ(L)) = I3 /I = T(Opa-s(p)).

Therefore h%(ZP(L)) — h°(Zt(L)) = dimgIm(r). We may suppose Im(r) # 0. In particular,
hO(ZP(L)) > 0, hence p < €. If p < €4, the desired inequality becomes dim Im(r) < |N¢(p)|, which
follows from the inclusion Im(7) C I'(Opa-1(p)). Therefore we may suppose €¢; < p < €;.

Denote by .J the set of indices 1 < ¢ < d such that ¢, < pand¢; < ¢;_1. Fixt € J. Since ¢; < €;_1,
Bs|ZS L|g has codimension i —1 at z. Choose an irreducible component Z*~!, of codimension i —1,
passing through x. On the blow-up of X at x, the proper transform of Z*~! has in common with
the exceptional locus E ~ P?! at least one irreducible subvariety Wi~! C P?!  of codimension
i—1. Let s € I'(ZP(L)). By Lemma 218, ordzi-1(s) > p —¢;. Therefore the image of r is contained
in {P € T'(Opa-1(p)); ordyi-1(P) > p — € }. We conclude

Im(r) C Nies{P € I'(Opa-1(p)); ordyyi-1(P) > p — €}
By Proposition [LL7], the right hand side has dimension at most
| Nics {a € N¥(p);as + - -4+ g < €&}
From the definition of J, we see that
Nies{fa e NYPYas+ - +ag< et =nNy{a e NYp)a;+ - +ag < ¢}
Therefore dimg Im(r) < | N%, {a € N¥(p);a; + -+ + ag < €}
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Step 2: Let p > 0 be an integer. Then
hO(L) — °(Z2*N(L)) < |Z N O(p, €, .., €a)].

Indeed, h°(L) — h®(Zr™ (L)) = >°7_  h%(ZL(L)) — h*(ZLTH(L)). Applying Step 1 to each term of the
sum, we obtain the desired inequality.
Step 3) Set p = |1 in Step 2. Then p+ 1 > €, so h°(ZPT (L)) = 0. We obtain

RO(L) <|Z4NDO(ler], €, .., €l
Since Z4NO([t1], ..., [ta)) = Z2NO(ty, ..., t;), we obtain
RO(L) <|Z N DOey, ..., €q)|.
U

Proposition 3.5. Let L be a Cartier divisor on a proper algebraic variety X , with litaka dimension
k(L) =k > 1. Let ¢; = €;(L) be the Seshadri successive minima of L at a very general point. Then
h°(nL

lim sup (nL)

nooo  NF/K!

In particular, if L is big, vol(L) < d!-volO(ey,. .., €4).

< k!-volO(eq, ..., €x).

Proof. Suppose t,y1 =+ =1t3=0. Then O(t1,...,t5) = O(ty,...,t;) x 0, where 0 is the origin in
R Wehave ¢ > - > €, >0 =¢34 = - = €g. Smce e(n ) = ne;(L), we obtain

(n
R(nL) < |Z" N O(ney, ..., ne)| Yo >0
)

As n — oo, the right hand side grows like vol(ey, ..., €,) - n® + O(n"~1). Therefore the claim
holds. O

Proposition 3.5 generalizes the following result of Nakamaye [17, Proof of Corollary 3]: if L is an

ample divisor on a smooth projective surface, then (L?) < 2¢;(L)ex(L) — eo(L)>.

Combining Lemma[l.8, PropositionsB.2and 3.5 we obtain the following equivalent of Minkowski’s
second theorem for successive minima:

Theorem 3.6. Let L be a big Cartier divisor on a d-dimensional proper algebraic variety X. Then
< \d/ol(L) <
ITims (L)

So the volume of L is essentially the product of the successive Seshadri minima of L at a very
general point.

d!

Remark 3.7. If (X, L) = (P4, 0(1)), &(L) = 1 for any i. Hence HJOI(LEL) = 1. On the other hand,
i=1%i

consider (X, L) = ((P1)?, O(wy,...,wq)), where w; > wy > --+ > wy are positive integers. Then
&(L) = 3% w; and vol(L) = d! Hle w; as we will see in Example Hence

j=i
L — H
Hz p€i(L)
could be arbitrary close to d! if we take wy; > wy > -+ - > wy.
Thus the lower and upper bounds in Theorem are sharp. We also note that the upper

bound is not attained for d > 2 since vol (e (L), ..., eq(L)) < Hle e;(L) by O(e1 (L), ..., eq(L)) S
[07 61(L>] X D(EQ(L>7 R Ed(L))

wj
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4. SUCCESIVE MINIMA ON TORIC VARIETIES

For standard terminology on toric varieties, the reader may consult [19]. Let X = T emb(A) be
a proper toric variety (normal), of dimension d. Let L be a Cartier divisor on X. Modulo linear
equivalence, we may suppose L is torus invariant. Due to the torus action, €;(L,-) is constant on
Ty C X. Therefore ¢;(L) = €;(L,1), where 1 denotes the unit of the torus 7. We will estimate
€;(L,x) when either x is a closed invariant point, or x = 1.

At a closed invariant point. Let x € X be a closed invariant point. It corresponds to a
top cone o € A(top), and we obtain an open affine neighborhood x € U, = Speck[M N ¢"].
Denote by S the semigroup M No¥ \ 0, so that I(z € U,) = @®pesk - xX™. For p > 1, denote
S®P) = {814+ -+ 8p;81,...,8, € S}. Therefore I(x € U,)P = D,,cgmk - X™. Since L is Cartier,
there exists u € M such that (x*) 4+ L|y, = 0. We have O, —u C 0"

The subspace {s € I'(X, Ox(qL));ord,(s) > p} C I'(X,Ox(qL)) is torus invariant. Therefore a
basis over k consists of monomials Y such that m € M N ¢y, and m — qu € S®.

Let P = Conv(S + ¢¥) be the Newton polytope associated to S C ¢¥. Let B be the closure of
the complement ¢V \ P. Then B is compact and contains a relatively open neighborhood of the
origin in ¢¥. In particular, 0¥ = U;>otB. Note that B may not be convex, but in case z is a smooth
point, B is a unit simplex. Moreover, d! - voly(B) = mult,(X).

We claim that S® C M N pP CS (P=d+1)  Tndeed, the first inclusion is clear. For the second, let
m e MNpP. Then m =Y., t;m' +m/, where t; >0, m* € S, >>.t; = p and m’ € 0", and the
cardinality of I is at most d (use Carathéodory’s theorem). Then m = Y. |t;|m'+ (m/+Y_,{t;}m"),
and >.|ti] > >,(ti — 1) = p — d. Therefore m € SP=4+1),

We obtain I'(Z2(¢L)) € Bmernga,mpprquk - X™ C T(Z2741(qL)). Therefore the two algebras

@P>th(I£(qL)) g @p>qt @mEMﬂqDLﬁpP-i-qu k : Xm

have the same stable base locus. Denote tTP = Ncso(t +¢€)P. We deduce that near x, Bs|Z." L|q is
the intersection of Supp(x™), where m € (O, —u) NtTP N Mg and (x™) is the effective Q-divisor
defined by x™.

Lemma 4.1. Near z, Bs|Ztt L|q is the union of invariant closed irreducible subvarietiesx € Y C X
such that width,(R(L)|y) <t. If L is ample, the latter inequality means width,(L|y) < t.

Proof. Bs|ZL" L] is the intersection of all Supp(x™), where x € I'(Ox(¢L)) with ord,(x™) > qt.
In particular, Bs |Z:F L|g is torus invariant.

Let z € Y C X be a torus invariant subvariety. By definition, width,(R(L)|y) > ¢ if and only if
the subspace

{sly;s € I'(X,O0x(qL)), s|ly # 0,0rd,(s|y) > qt} CIT'(Y,Oy(¢L|y))

contains a non-zero element for some ¢. This subspace is torus invariant, and hence has a basis
consists of monomials. Thus this subspace has a non-zero element if and only if there exists x"* €
I'(Ox(qL)) with x™|y # 0 and ord,(x™|y) > ¢t. For monomials, the restriction to ¥ does not
change the order, that is, ord,(x™|y) = ord,(x™) if x|y # 0. Hence width,(R(L)|y) > t if
and only if there exists X € I'(Ox(¢L)) with x|y # 0 and ord,(x™) > ¢t for some ¢, which is
equivalent to say that Y is not contained in Bs|Z:t L|g.

If L is ample, the restriction map I'(¢L) — I'(¢L|y) is surjective for any ¢, and therefore
width, (R(L)|y) = width,(Lly). O

Lemma 4.2. Let x € Y C X be an invariant closed subvariety corresponding to a face 7 < o.
Then width,(R(L)|y) = min{t > 0; (0, —u) N7t CtBN 7t} € Q. In particular, width,(L) =
min{t > 0;0, —u C tB} € Q.
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Proof. By Lemma [L1], width,(R(L)|y) < t if and only if Y C Bs|ZLt L]g, if and only if (O, — u) N
tTPNTtNMg = 0. Since Oy, u, P are rational, this condition is equivalent to (O, —u)NtTPN7t = (),
which is equivalent to O, —u N7+ CtBNTt. O

We obtain the following proposition which generalizes [3, Corollary 4.2.2].

Proposition 4.3. ¢;(L, z) is the minimum of width,(R(L)|y), after all closed irreducible invariant
subvarieties x € Y C X of codimension i — 1. In particular, €;(L,z) € Q.

Suppose L is ample. Then width,(R(L)|y) = width,(L|y), and therefore ¢;(L, z) is the minimum
of width,(L|y), after all closed irreducible invariant subvarieties x € Y C X of codimension i — 1.
In particular, €;(L,z) = min{(L - C');x € C' C X invariant curve}. Moreover, we have inclusions

Eng DL—uqu,

and €4, €; are maximal and minimal, respectively, with this property.

At a general point. Let [ C Mg be the moment polytope of L. Then J — [ C Mg is a
O-symmetric compact convex set, of dimension k = x(L). The Minkowski successive minima of
(M,0—0) are

Ai = N(M,0-0) =sup{t > 0;dimM Nt(d—-0) <i}.
We have 0 < A} < Ay < --- < A\p < Aey1 = +oo. The polar convex set (O — O)* C Ng coincides
with the set of linear functionals ¢ € Ng such that length () < 1. It is unbounded if and only if
x < rank M. The Minkowski successive minima of (N, (O — )*) are

Ar = M(N, (O —0)%) = sup{t > 0:dim N Nt - (O —0)* < i}.

Example 4.4. Consider (X, L) = (P4, O(w)), where w is a positive integer. Since the ambient is
homogeneous, €;(L, x) = ¢;(L) for all x € X and i. Then

e1(L) =+ =¢(L) = V/vol(L) = w.
Let eq,. .., eq be the standard basis of Z?. The moment polytope of L is

d d
0= {ZIZ'(B,';ZEZ' > O,Za:i < w}.
i=1 i=1

The difference O — O is the convex hull of we;(1 <1i < d), tw(e; —e;) (1 <i < j <d), which is
contained in {30 zie;; || < w, |z + x5 < w}. We compute
1

NZEO-0)=—(1<i<d).
w

Let e, ..., e be the dual basis of Z¢. The polar body (O —0)* is {Zle zier; vy < 1w, o} -] <
1/w}. We compute

NZE (O -0 =w (1 <i<d).
Example 4.5. Consider (X, L) = (P14, O(wy, ..., wy)), where w; > wy > -+ > wy are positive
integers. Since the ambient is homogeneous, €;(L,z) = ¢;(L) for all x and i. Let x = [1: 0]¢ € X.

Then Bs |ZLt L|g consists of the invariant cycles Y through 2 (affine spaces with coordinates z; (i €
I)) such that » ., w; < t. Therefore ¢;(L) = minj;—g—i+1 Zjel wj. Since we ordered the weights,

we obtain
d
(L) = w.
j=i
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The volume is .
vol(L) = d! [ [ wi.
=1

The moment polytope of L is [0 = H?ZI[O, w;] C RE Then O — 0 = H?Zl[—wi, w;], 80
1
\(Z%0—-0) = —.
W
The polar body (O — O)* is {z € R: 320 | |aw; < 1}. Therefore
)\Z’(Zd, (|:| - D)*) = Wq—j+1-
We obtain I
Nt w;

Lemma 4.6. ¢;(L) - A\; > 1.

Proof. Denote p = 1/X;(M,0—0). There exist uy, ...,u; € M, primitive and linearly independent,
such that pu; = m} — m; for some m;,m; € 0. The inclusion [m;, m;] C O induces a dominant
rational map
pit (X, L) = (P, 0(u)), T > O ().

Therefore there exists uF; + D; € |L|g, where F; is the fiber of ¢; through 1, and D; is an effective
invariant divisor on X. We have F; N Ty = TNmZ_L. Since u; are linearly independent, we have
codim; N/_, F; = j.

We obtain codim; Bs |Z{'L|g > j. Therefore u < €;(L). O

Lemma 4.7. ¢5_j11(L) < j- ).

Proof. Suppose A\ = A > 0. There exist ¢1,...,¢; € NNA- (0 —0)*, linearly independent. The
property ¢; € A-(d—0)* means that the interval o;(0J) has length at most A\. Consider the induced
homomorphism of lattices ’

(P1,..,05): M =77,
whose image has rank j since ¢; are linearly independent. Then U is mapped onto a polytope
of dimension j, contained in [[/_,[x;, z; + A] for some 1, ...,z; € R. The lattice homomorphism

induces a dominant rational map X --+ Y477 whose fiber (F, L|r) through r = 1 has dimension j,
and is dominated by (P!, Opi()))7. Therefore

ei(Llp,1) < jA
by Example @5 Let D € |Z7*" L|g. Then D|p € |Z*"(L|r)|q, which is empty since e; (L], 1) < jA.
Therefore D|p = 0. We deduce ‘
F C Bs|ZI Lig.
Therefore codimy Bs |Z7*L|g <d —j < d —j+ 1. Then eg4_j 1 (L) < jA. O
Remark 4.8. For ¢;(L), Lemmas L6, 7] state that A\;' < e;(L) < AI. These inequalities also
follow from [11], Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 4.9. The invariants €;(L),1/X;, Nj_, ., are all equivalent. More precisely,

(L
1<ea(l) N\ <d- i( ) Cdgd—it)
d—i+1
Proof. Use Banaszczyk’s bound [2] in Mahler’s transference theorem 1 < M\, ; < d for the

second inequality, and the two lemmas above. [l
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Theorem 4.10. The Seshadri constant of L at a very general point is proportional to the lattice
width of the moment polytope Ly, More precisely,

WIdth(EL) 1) < width(,).

d
Proof. If L is not big, both invariants are zero. Suppose L is big. Then €(L) = €4(L) and
width(dy) = A}, and we can apply the above theorem. O

Remark 4.11. For toric varieties, we may establish the inequalities
vol(L)

B |

—_ d i
[Tioi &(L)
of Theorem as follows: the left hand side inequality is easy to see. For the right hand side, recall
the second main theorem of Minkowski, in the stronger form due to Davenport-Estermann:

d
1
= < voly (0) - [[Mo-D)<1.
i=1
We have vol(L) = d!voly/(0). From €A, > 1, we obtain [[, ¢ - [[; A; > 1. Therefore vol(L) <

5. ADJOINT LINEAR SYSTEMS AND THE FLATNESS THEOREM OF KHINCHIN
Recall first results of Demailly [5] and Ein, Kiichle, Lazarsfeld [7]:

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d, let L be a nef and big Q-Cartier
divisor on X whose fractional part has normal crossing support. Let € be the Seshadri constant of
L at a very general point x € X, which coincides with eq(L,xz). The following properties hold:

1) The jet map I'(|[Kx + L]) — OI/I%He_d_H is surjective. In particular,

dim, T([Ky + L]) > ((6;”) - %H(E—ﬂ.

2) If e >d, then I'([Kx + L]) # 0.
3) If e >d+1, then || Kx + L]| maps X onto a variety of dimension d.
4) If e > 2d, then |[Kx + L]| maps X birationally onto a variety of dimension d.

Proof. 1) Let f: Y — X be the blow-up at z, with exceptional divisor E. Since L has integer
coefficients near x, [Ky + f*L] = f*[Kx + L| + (d — 1)E. We may suppose p = [e —d — 1] is
non-negative. Then [Ky + f*L — (p+ d)E| = f*[Kx + L] — (p+ 1)E and

FOv([Ky + f'L—(p+d)E]) =TT ([Kx + L]).
By the Leray spectral sequence, the natural homomorphism
HY(X, I7"([Kx + L)) = H' (Y, [Ky + 'L = (p+ d)E])
is injective.
But f*L— (p+d)E = f*L — ([e] — 1)E is nef and big, since [¢| — 1 < e. By Kawamata-Viehweg

vanishing, H'(Y,[Ky + f*L — (p + d)E]) = 0. Therefore H'(X,ZP*([Kx + L])) = 0. Then

I([Kx+L]) — O,/ZF is surjective. Since x is a smooth point, the right hand side has dimension
p+d

7).
2) This follows from 1).
3) The 1-jet map I'([Kx + L]) — O,/Z? is surjective. Therefore |[Kx + L]| moves, and the
induced rational map is generically finite.
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4) Let x,y be two very general points, let f: Y — X be the blow-up at z,y. Then
1 1
f*L—-dE, —dE, = §(f*L — 2dE,) + §(f*L —2dE,)

is nef and big. By Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing, H'(Y, [Ky + f*L — dE, — dE,]) = 0. But
Ky + f*L — dE, —dE,] = f*[Kx + L] — E, — E,. Therefore H'(X,Z, ® Z,([Kx + L])) = 0. O

We generalize the flatness theorem of Khinchin. The original statement says that a convex
body which contains no lattice points must have lattice width bounded above by a constant which
depends only on the dimension (see [12] and part a) of the theorem below). We show that the same
conclusion holds if the lattice points of the convex body are degenerate (part b) of the theorem
below).

Theorem 5.2. Let M ~ 7% be a lattice, let 0 C Mg be a compact convex set, of dimension d. Let
w be the lattice width of I with respect to M.

a) If w> d?, then M Nint [ # ().

b) If w > d(d+1), then dim(M Nint ) = d.
c) If w > 2d?, then M Nint O spans M.

d) /d|MNintOd] > % —d.

¢) /dlvoly (0) > ©.

Proof. The width is continuous with respect to the approximation lim,, Conv(%M NnO) =0.
Therefore we may suppose [ is the convex hull of finitely many points in M.

Let X be a toric desingularization of the projective model of the graded ring @®,,>0 ®mernnok - x™.
There exists a Q-Cartier divisor L on X, semiample and big, supported by the invariant prime
divisors of X, such that [J is the moment polytope of L. We compute

D([Kx + L]) = ®memnintok - X

Therefore the semi-invariant basis of I'([ Kx + L]) is in one-to-one correspondence to the interior
lattice points of (J. Denote A = M Nint . The linear system || Kx + L]| is non-empty if and only
if A is non-empty, it maps X onto a variety of the same dimension if and only if A —a generates the
R-vector space Mg, for every a € A, and maps X birationally onto a variety of the same dimension
if and only if A — a generates the lattice M, for every a € A.

Let € be the Seshadri constant of L at a very general point of X. We have ¢ = ¢;(L). By
Theorem 410, € > %. Therefore the claims are just a restatement of Theorem 5.1l for (X,L). [

Part a) of the theorem was proved by Kannan, Lovdsz with d? replaced by cd?, for some constant
c. It is expected that the optimal bound is linear in d (see [12]). Parts b) and ¢) are new statements,
while d) and e) improve similar bounds in [12].

6. APPENDIX ON GEOMETRY OF NUMBERS

We recall the definitions and results from the Geometry of Numbers that we use. For proofs and
more, the reader may consult [14]. Let M ~ Z? be a lattice of rank d. The dual lattice N = M is
defined as Homy (M, Z), and we have a duality pairing N x M — Z, (¢, m) = p(m).

A subset A C M spans the lattice M if the difference set A — A = {a’ — a;ad’,a € A} generates
the lattice M. The dimension of a subset A C Mg, denoted dim(A), is the dimension of the R-
vector space generated by A — A. The Q-dimension of a subset A C Mg, denoted dimg(A), is the
dimension of the Q-vector space generated by AN Mg — AN Mg. We have dimg(A) < dim(A), and
equality holds if A C Mg. If 0 C Mg is a convex set, then dimg(0J) = d if and only if dim(0J) = d.
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For a convex set [ C Mg, the polar convex set [1* C Ny is defined as
O = {p € Ng; (p,m) > —1 ¥Ym € O}.

To O we can associate the difference convex set J—0 = {m/—m;m’, m € O}, which is 0-symmetric.
The polar convex set ((J—)* consists of the linear functionals ¢ € Nk such that the interval p(0J)
has length at most 1.

The lattice width of a compact convex set [1 C My is defined as the smallest length of any interval
p(0), with all ¢ € N\ 0. It coincides with the first minimum of Minkowski of ((O—[)* with respect
to N.

Let O € Mg be a closed convex set which contains the origin. For ¢ > 1, the ¢-th successive
minimum of (M, ) is defined by

Ai(M,0) = sup{t > 0; dim(M N t0) < i}.

We obtain an increasing chain 0 < A\ < Ay < -+ < A\g11 = 400. Note that ); is a finite real number
if and only if ¢ < dimg(0), and X;(M, cd) = A\ (M, 0)/c for every ¢ > 0. In case dim(d) = d, we
have the equivalent (Minkowski’s) definition

Ai(M,0) = inf{t > 0;dim(M NtO) > i}.
The second main theorem of Minkowski, in the generalized form due to Davenport-Estermann,
is
Theorem 6.1. Let [1 C Mg be a convex set of dimension d. Then

d
1
- < voly () Hl)\i(M, O-0)<1.
The transference theorem of Mahler, with the improved upper bound due to Banaszczyck [2,
Theorem 2.1], is

Theorem 6.2. Let 1 C My be a 0-symmetric compact convex set of dimension d. Let J* C Ng be
the polar body. Then
1< NM,O) - A (V,O0) < d (1 <@ < d).

With the original upper bound of Mahler ((d!)? instead of d), the transference theorem can be
deduced from the second main theorem of Minkowski. The upper bound d is sharp in dimension
one. In dimension two, Banaszczyck [2, Proof of Theorem 2.1] mentions the upper bound 2/+/3.
We show next that the sharp upper bound in dimension two is in fact 3/2.

Sharp transference theorem in dimension two. Let [J C R? be a 0-symmetric polytope, of
dimension 2, with A;(Z?,0) = 1. This means that Z? Nint 0 = {0} and Z* N o0 # 0.

We say that [ is mazimal if every top face of [ contains a lattice point in its relative interior. We
bring [] into maximal position, preserving the initial hypothesis, as follows. Since [ is O-symmetric,
the top faces come in pairs. Fix a pair F, —F. We slide out these top faces until they either a) hit a
lattice point in their relative interior, or b) these faces collapse to a point (they become redundant).
Apriori, it is also possible that we may slide out the faces to infinity, but one may easily check that
this is impossible. We repeat the argument for all pairs of top faces.

In finitely many steps, we enlarged [0 C [ such that [I' C R? is a 0-symmetric polytope, of
dimension 2, with A\;(Z2,[0') = 1, and [’ is maximal. It is enough to prove transference for (7.

From now on, we suppose [ is maximal.

Lemma 6.3. On each top face F of O choose exactly one relative interior lattice point up, in such
a way so that —up is the choice for the opposite face —F. Let () be the convex hull of these lattice
points. Then, after possibly changing the basis of Z2, Q is one of the following:
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1) The square with vertices (1,0), (0, 1), (—1,0), (0, —1).
2) The polytope with vertices (1,0),(0,1),(=1,1),(—1,0),(0,—1),(1,—1).

Proof. Let uy,uy be two adjacent vertices of (). Then Conv (0, uy, us) \ {u1, us} is contained in int [J.
Therefore Conv(0, uy, uy) contains no other lattice points besides its vertices. Therefore uy, us is a
basis of Z2. We may suppose u; = (1,0) and uy = (0,1). Thus ujus is a top face of Q. The opposite
is also a top face. The other top faces are contained in the second and fourth quadrant. Enough to
look inside the second quadrant.

If @ has 4 vertices, we obtain 1). Suppose ) has at least 6 vertices. Then there are at least
two top faces in the second quadrant. But (0,1) and (—1,0) are vertices of @), and (—1, 1) is not
contained in the interior of (). Therefore () has exactly one vertex, namely (—1, 1), in the interior
of the second quadrant. We are in case 2). O

Case 1). Here O = M?_{(z,y) € R? [{u;, (z,y))| < 1}, where uy = (1,51), ug = (—f2,1) and
b1, 82 € [0,1). Indeed, we may suppose (1, 1) is separated from O by the edge passing through
(1,0). The exterior normal to this edge is u; = (1, 81) for some §; > 0. Since (uy, (0,1)) < 1, we
deduce 1 < 1. The lattice point (—1,1) must be separated from [J by its edge through (0,1). The
exterior normal to this edge is uy = (—/f, 1) for some f > 0. Since (Fuy,(1,0)) < 1, we deduce
B < 1. Conversely, any polytope (I as above satisfies Z? Nint 0 = {0}.

Since uy, us are linearly independent, we compute

O = {aquy + agus; |ag| + |ae] < 1} = Conv(fuy, £us).
Let z = (21, 2) € Z2. Then
L Z1+5222u 22—ﬁ121u
= 1 2
1+ 512 1+ f152

and z € h(z) - O*, where

st Bezal | [z — B
hz) = 1+ 513 * L+ 518
We compute
_ 1+6 145 24 BB, 2481 b
PO = T MO = T MU= T MY =T,

We claim that \y(Z2, ) < % Indeed, suppose 0 < 31 < 3, < 1. Then

1+ 51 <14 62,2+ 01— B2 and 1+ 2,2+ 01 — B2 <2 — 1 + [a.
Therefore
1+B2 24 01— P

L+ 618" 14 Bife )
One may check that the right hand side is at most %, with equality only for 5, =0, 8 = %

Case 2). Here O = M?_{(z,y) € R? [{u;, (z,y))| < 1}, where u; = (1,61), uz = (f2,1), uz =
(—pBs3,1—P3), and By, B2, B3 € (0,1). Indeed, we may suppose (1, 1) is separated from [ by its edge
through (1,0). Let u; = (1,;) be the exterior normal, so that 8; > 0. We have (uy, (0,1)) <1
and (uq, (1,—1)) < 1. That is 0 < ; < 1. Let us and uz be the normalized exterior normals to
@ through (0,1) and (—1,1), respectively. We have (us, (1,0)) < 1 and (uq, (—1,1)) < 1, that is
0 < By < 1. Similarly, (us, (0,1)) <1 and (us, (—1,0)) < 1, that is 0 < B3 < 1.

Conversely, any polytope [J as above satisfies Z2 N int (0 = {0}. Indeed, once u; is chosen, it is
enough to consider the lattice points in the strip [(uq,-)| < 1. By symmetry, we may take y > 0.
The lattice points in the strip with x < —1 must be separated from [] by its top face through
(—1,1). We are left with the lattice points (0,n) (n = 1,2,3,...). But these are separated from [
by its edge through (0, 1).

Ao(Z?, K*) < min(
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Note that " is the O-symmetric polytope with vertices +uy, £us, +u3, and is inscribed in the
polytope Q* = Conv(=£(1,0),4(1,1),£(0,1),£(—1,1)). For e € Z%2\ 0, let h(e) = inf{t > 0;e €
t-O*}. Denote s, = (1 — h(e)™')~L. We compute

1 1 1 1 1 1
TR TR M TII g T M TR T
For t1,t5 > 0, we have %%—% > tlitz‘ Thus
81,04—8171:1 ! ! —|—i24+#+i>6

—+ -

Bo 1=0r 1-=01 B3 1-581 B3

Similarly, s10 + so,1 > 6 and s11 + 591 > 6. Therefore two of the s;, 51,1, 50,1 are strictly larger
than 3. Therefore A\y(Z?,00%) < 2. We obtained:

Theorem 6.4. Let 0 C R? be a 0-symmetric convex body. Then
< 3

1<\ (Z20) - \(22,0° < 3

Proof. The first inequality is trivial. For the second, suppose by contradiction that it fails. Then
we may approximate [J with a polytope, and suppose [J is a polytope. If [ is a polytope, we may

scale so that Ay = 1, and we are done by the two cases above. O
Example 6.5. The upper bound % is attained for O in Case 1) with §; = 0, 5y = % In this case,
O = Conv(£(1, 3), £(1, 1)), 0 = Conv(£(1,0), £(—31,1)) and \(Z% 0) = 1, (22, 0%) = 3.
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