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Testing K-stability with anticanonical bases
Work over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let X be an n-dimensional Q-Fano variety: X is
projective and klt, and −KX is ample and Q-Cartier. For a basis s1, . . . , sNk

of H0(X, −kKX), with Di = div(si),
form the basis-type divisor

D = D1 + · · · + DNk

kNk
∼Q −KX . (1)

Define
δk(X) = inf

D of
k-basis type

lct(X; D), δ(X) = lim sup
k→∞

δk(X). (2)

Main theorem (Fujita–Odaka, Theorems 0.3 and 2.1). If δ(X) > 1, then (X, −KX) is uniformly K-stable. If
δ(X) ≥ 1, then (X, −KX) is K-semistable.

This turns a condition involving all test configurations into an asymptotic singularity test for concrete anticanonical
divisors. The paper conjectures the converse, but proves only the sufficient direction stated above.

The valuative target
For a prime divisor F over X, write AX(F ) for its log discrepancy, τ(F ) for the pseudo-effective threshold of −KX

along F , and V = (−KX)n. Set

β(F ) = AX(F )V −
∫ ∞

0
vol(−KX − xF ) dx, (3)

j(F ) =
∫ τ(F )

0

(
V − vol(−KX − xF )

)
dx. (4)

The valuative criterion recalled as Theorem 1.1 says that K-semistability is equivalent to β(F ) ≥ 0 for every F , while
uniform K-stability is equivalent to β(F ) ≥ c · j(F ) for one c > 0 and every F .
Concavity of volume gives

V τ(F ) ≥
∫ ∞

0
vol(−KX − xF ) dx ≥ V τ(F )

n + 1 . (5)

Consequently, a uniform strict inequality

(1 − ε)AX(F )V ≥
∫ ∞

0
vol(−KX − xF ) dx (6)

implies the β ≥ cj criterion (Theorem 1.3). Thus the problem is to extract (6) from the singularities of basis-type
divisors.

Ingredient I: a basis adapted to a valuation
Filter H0(−kKX) by vanishing along F :

FaH0(−kKX) = H0(−kKX − aF ).

Choose a basis compatible with this decreasing filtration. If ia = h0(−kKX − aF ), summation by parts shows that
the largest possible vanishing of (1) along F is

sup
D

vF (D) =
∑

a≥1 h0(−kKX − aF )
k · h0(−kKX) . (7)

Therefore Lemma 2.2 gives the exact discrepancy formula

min
D

A(X,cD)(F ) = AX(F ) − c

∑
a≥1 h0(−kKX − aF )

k · h0(−kKX) . (8)

The minimum is important: the global infimum in δk(X) controls the worst basis simultaneously for every divisorial
valuation.
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Ingredient II: discrete vanishing becomes volume
By definition of δk(X), equation (8) implies

AX(F ) ≥ δk(X)
∑

a≥1 h0(−kKX − aF )
k · h0(−kKX) . (9)

As k → ∞, the quotient is a Riemann sum for the normalized volume integral:∑
a≥1 h0(−kKX − aF )

k · h0(−kKX) −→ 1
V

∫ τ(F )

0
vol(−KX − xF ) dx. (10)

If δ(X) ≥ 1, (9)–(10) give β(F ) ≥ 0 for every F . If δ(X) > 1, they leave a uniform positive margin, yielding (6) and
hence uniform K-stability. This is the whole proof’s central conversion: singularities of many explicit divisors encode
the expected vanishing of every anticanonical linear series.

A one-dimensional model
For X = P1, take the monomial basis xiy2k−i of H0(OP1(2k)). At F = {x = 0} the vanishing orders are 0, 1, . . . , 2k, so
their sum is k(2k + 1). Dividing by kNk = k(2k + 1) in (1) gives vF (D) = 1; in fact this basis produces D = [0] + [∞].
Thus its log canonical threshold is exactly one. The toy case shows why the boundary value δ = 1 naturally corresponds
to semistability, whereas the theorem needs a strict gap above one for uniform K-stability.

Two further consequences
The Berman–Gibbs invariant γk(X) is defined from the determinantal divisor on XNk along the diagonal. Blowing
up the product center F Nk compares its multiplicity with the same sum

∑
a≥1 h0(−kKX − aF ) appearing in (7).

Theorem 2.5 obtains
δk(X) ≥ γk(X),

so Berman–Gibbs stability implies uniform K-stability, and its semistable version implies K-semistability.
The same valuative language also gives a new algebraic proof of Tian’s criterion. The alpha invariant satisfies

α(X)τ(F ) ≤ AX(F ). (11)

For a dreamy F , finite generation produces a birational model on which an Okounkov body ∆ε records the volume
function. Its first-coordinate barycenter is the corresponding ε-truncated ratio; as ε → 0, this ratio tends to the
normalized integral in (10). The centroid bound for a convex body yields∫ τ(F )

0
vol(−KX − xF ) dx ≤ n

n + 1τ(F )V. (12)

Combining (11)–(12) with the valuative criterion proves that α(X) > n/(n + 1) implies uniform K-stability, while
equality or a larger value implies K-semistability (Theorem 3.2).

Proof roadmap and the hard point
The main theorem follows in four moves: fix an arbitrary divisor F over X; choose an anticanonical basis adapted to
its vanishing filtration; identify the extremal discrepancy through (7)–(8); and pass from the discrete dimensions to
the volume integral (10), where the valuative K-stability criterion applies.
The delicate point is uniformity. An arbitrary basis need not see the worst vanishing along F , and a basis optimized
for one valuation need not be optimized for another. Taking the infimum over all basis-type divisors before passing to
the limit makes (9) valid for every F with the same δk(X). The filtration-compatible basis then computes the exact
worst case.
The result is a sufficient criterion, not the conjectured equivalence. It assumes characteristic zero and the Q-Fano
(hence klt) hypotheses. Its alpha-invariant proof initially reduces to dreamy divisors through the cited valuative theory;
the finite-generation model and Okounkov-body argument are not asserted for an arbitrary non-dreamy valuation.
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