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Reductive covers of klt varieties

Lukas Braun and Joaquin Moraga

Abstract. In this article, we study G-covers of klt varieties, where G 1is a reductive
group. First, we exhibit an example of a kit singularity admitting a PGL,, (K)-cover
that is not of kit type. Then, we restrict ourselves to G-quasi-torsors, a special class
of G-covers that behave like G-torsors outside closed subsets of codimension two.
Given a G-quasi-torsor X — Y, where G is a finite extension of a torus T, we show
that X is of kit type if and only if ¥ is of klt type. We prove a structural theorem
for T-quasi-torsors over normal varieties in terms of Cox rings. As an application,
we show that every sequence of T-quasi-torsors over a variety with kit type singu-
larities is eventually a sequence of T -torsors. This is the torus version of a result due
to Greb—Kebekus—Peternell regarding finite quasi-torsors of varieties with klt type
singularities. On the contrary, we show that in any dimension there exists a sequence
of finite quasi-torsors and T -quasi-torsors over a klt type variety, such that infinitely
many of them are not torsors. We show that every variety with kit type singularities is
a quotient of a variety with canonical factorial singularities. We prove that a variety
with Zariski locally toric singularities is indeed the quotient of a smooth variety by a
solvable group. Finally, motivated by the work of Stibitz, we study the optimal class
of singularities for which the previous results hold.

1. Introduction

In algebraic geometry, we often encounter singularities which are quotients of other sin-
gularities by algebraic groups. Orbifold singularities are finite quotients of smooth points,
toric singularities are abelian quotients of smooth points [ 16], and terminal 3-fold singular-
ities are finite quotients of hypersurface singularities [35]. Furthermore, many interesting
factorial singularities are SL, (K)-quotients of smooth points [8, 9]. In most cases, the
respective group is reductive [32]. Indeed, the reductivity assumption is what ensures
that the quotient is of finite type. Reductive quotients preserve normal singularities and
rational singularities [7]. Recently, together with Greb and Langlois, the authors proved
that reductive quotients preserve the singularities of the minimal model program [13], the
so-called kit type singularities [24].

In this article, we study a central topic in algebraic geometry: how to improve the
singularities of an algebraic variety by taking appropriate covers. We focus on the singu-
larities of the minimal model program. To tackle this question, we need to comprehend
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what type of covers will indeed improve the singularities that we are studying. This will
lead us to the concepts of G-covers and G-quasi-torsors.

1.1. G-covers of klt singularities

Let G be an algebraic group. A G-cover of a singularity (X; x) is an algebraic singular-
ity (Y'; y) endowed with a G-action fixing y so that X is isomorphic to the quotient Y /G
and x is the image of y (see Definition 2.6). In this setting, we say that (Y; y) is a G-cover
of (X; x), and we say that (X ; x) is a G-quotient of (Y; y). One can think about a G-cover
of a singularity as a degenerate principal G-bundle over the singularity having maximal
degeneration at the distinguished singular point. G-covers often occur in singularity the-
ory; when replacing a singularity with its universal cover [10, 12, 28], when taking the
index one cover with respect to a Q-Cartier divisor [25], and when taking the Cox ring
of the singularity [11, 14]. G-covers are often useful to compute invariants of singularit-
ies [30]. Thus, it is natural to ask whether a class of singularities is preserved by G-covers.
Of course, the answer to this question depends on the choice of G. The first question that
we settle on in this article is whether the class of kit type singularities is closed under
reductive covers. Our first theorem is a negative answer to this question. We show the
existence of a 3-dimensional toric singularity admitting a 5-dimensional PGL3(K)-cover
which is not of kit type.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a 3-fold toric singularity (X ; x) that admits a PGL3(K)-cover
(Y;y) = (X; x) from a 5-dimensional singularity (Y; y) which is not of kit type.

In Proposition 3.2, we give further examples in this direction in which the group
PGL, (K) acts freely on an open subset Y . However, the singularities are of higher dimen-
sion in these cases.

The previous theorem is the local analog of the well-known fact that projective bundles
over Fano type varieties may not be of Fano type. Indeed, there exist projective bundles
over Fano type surfaces that are not Mori dream spaces [20]. However, it is known that
split projective bundles over Fano type varieties are Fano type [14]. Furthermore, finite
covers of Fano type varieties are again Fano type varieties, under a restrictive hypothesis
in case there is ramification in codimension one (see, e.g., Lemma 3.18 in [31]). These
two facts motivate the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X; x) be a kit type singularity. Let G be a finite extension of a torus
and let Y — X be a G-quasi-torsor. Then (Y ; y) is a kit type singularity.

A G-quasi-torsor is a special kind of G-cover which behaves like a G-torsor outside
codimension two subsets of X and Y. G-quasi-torsors are also called almost principal
fiber bundles in the literature. Hence, the class of klt type singularities is preserved under
reductive quotients and under G-quasi-torsors, whenever G is a finite extension of a torus.
We emphasize that the condition on the ramification is necessary: even finite covers of a
smooth point with codimension one ramification may not be of klt type (see Example 7.1).
Note that G being a finite extension of a torus is equivalent to asking that the derived sub-
group of its connected component is trivial [23]. It is an open problem to decide whether
the previous statement holds for G a reductive group (see Question 7.8). With the previous
theorem, we have found the right type of covers that can improve our klt type singularity:
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finite quasi-torsors and torus quasi-torsors. Whenever these are torsors, i.e., finite étale
covers and toric bundles, the class of singularities of our variety will not change. Thus, we
are mostly interested in the finite quasi-torsors and T -quasi-torsors that are not torsors.
These are the covers for which the étale class of a singularity may change. Moreover,
these are exactly the covers detected by the regional fundamental group of the singularity
and by the local Cox ring of the singularity (see [10] and Definition 2.11).

1.2. Torus covers of kIt varieties

As mentioned above, one way to improve the singularities of a variety is to produce
T -quasi-torsors. For instance, all toric varieties are quotients of a smooth affine variety
by the action of an abelian linear algebraic group. In a similar vein, the local Cox ring of
a singularity often simplifies the singularity. A natural way to obtain a T -quasi-torsor of
a variety is to mimic the Cox ring construction. For example, if we consider Weil divisors
Wi, ..., Wi in X spanning the subgroup N of WDiv(X), then we can define the sheaf

RX)n = @B  Ox(mWi+--+mW).

(my,...,my) €Lk

Then, the relative spectrum
Y := Specy (R(X)n) — X,

admits a natural T -cover structure over X which is a T -quasi-torsor. Here, T is a k-di-
men-sional algebraic torus, and the action of T on Y is induced by the Z*-grading of the
sheaf R(X)n. Note that Y — X is a T -torsor precisely at the points at which all the W;’s
are Cartier divisors. The variety Y will be called a relative Cox space of X. Indeed, this
relative version of the Cox space locally behaves like the Cox space of the singularities
of X.

Our next theorem states that every T -quasi-torsor over a normal variety is equivari-
antly isomorphic to a relative Cox space.

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a normal variety. Let Y — X be a T -quasi-torsor. Then, we can
find Weil divisors Wy, ..., Wy on X for which there is a T -equivariant isomorphism

Y :Specx( @ (QX(m1W1+-~-+mka)).

(my,...,my)€ZF

Theorem 1.2 implies that a T -quasi-torsor over a klt type singularity is again of kit
type. On the other hand, Theorem 1.3, implies that a relative Cox ring of a normal variety
is equivariantly isomorphic to a T-quasi-torsor. Combining these two results, we obtain
that a relative Cox ring of a klt type variety also has kit type singularities.

Theorem 1.4. Let X be a variety with kit type singularities. Let Y — X be a relative Cox
ring. Then Y has kit type singularities.

In summary, the class of T -quasi-torsors of kit type varieties agrees with the class
of relative Cox spaces. Furthermore, the Cox spaces again have klt type singularities. In
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Example 7.3, we show that the singularities can indeed improve by taking the relative
Cox ring.

In Theorem 1.1 of [21], the authors show that any sequence of finite quasi-torsors
over a variety with kit type singularities is eventually a sequence of finite torsors. This
means that all but finitely many of the finite quasi-torsors are torsors, i.e., finite Galois
étale covers. It is natural to ask if a similar principle holds for T -quasi-torsors. In this
direction, we prove a torus version of the theorem due to Greb, Kebekus, and Peternell.

Theorem 1.5. Let X be a variety with kit type singularities. Consider a sequence of
morphisms

X =X, 91 X, 2 X, 3 X; P4 i X; Di+1 Xit1 Pit2

such that each ¢;: X; — X;—_1 is a T-quasi-torsor. Then, there exists j such that, for
everyi > j, the morphism ¢; is a T -torsor.

1.3. Iteration of torus and finite covers

Our previous theorem states that any sequence of T-quasi-torsors over a variety with klt
type singularities is eventually a sequence of T -torsors. It is natural to investigate what
happens for sequences of T -quasi-torsors and finite quasi-torsors, i.e., to study mixed
sequences of torus and finite covers. In this direction, we will show that all but finitely
many of the finite quasi-torsors are indeed torsors.

Theorem 1.6. Let X be a variety with kit type singularities. Consider a sequence of
morphisms

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 Xs 4 [ X, i+1 Xt it2

such that each ¢; is either a finite quasi-torsor or a torus quasi-torsor. Then, all but finitely
many of the finite quasi-torsors are torsors, i.e., finite étale Galois morphisms.

Note that the previous theorem gives a generalization of Theorem 1.1 in [21]. Indeed, if
we require that each ¢; is a finite quasi-torsor, then we recover this statement. It is natural
to wonder whether in the context of the previous theorem we can further obtain that all but
finitely many of the T-quasi-torsors are torsors. First, notice that such a statement holds
trivially for smooth varieties. Indeed, by the purity of the branch locus, every finite quasi-
torsor over a smooth variety is a finite torsor. On the other hand, by Theorem 1.3, every
T -quasi-torsor over a smooth variety is a T -torsor. Hence, in order to produce interesting
sequences of quasi-torsors we need to consider singular varieties. Toric singularities are
arguably the simplest kind of klt singularities because of their combinatorial nature. The
following theorem shows that even for varieties with toric singularities, we may produce
infinite sequences of finite quasi-torsors and T -quasi-torsors so that infinitely many of the
T -quasi-torsors are not torsors.

Theorem 1.7. For each n > 2, there exists an n-dimensional projective variety X" with
toric singularities and an infinite sequence of morphisms

91 92 3 4 @i dit+1

. . i+2
X7 X!

n
Xi+1

xn=xp <2 xp <= x;
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such that the following conditions hold:
(1) each ¢; is either a finite quasi-torsor or a T -quasi-torsor,
(2) infinitely many of the ¢;’s are finite torsors, and

(3) infinitely many of the ¢;’s are T -quasi-torsors that are not torsors.

Note that (2) in the previous theorem is implied by Theorem 1.5. Thus, the import-
ance relies on (3). It shows that a full generalization of Greb-Kebekus-Peternell to the
case of T -quasi-torsors and finite quasi-torsors is not feasible. Our final statement in this
subsection says that this failure can be fixed if we restrict ourselves to a special class
of T-quasi-torsors. A T-quasi-torsor ¥ — X is said to be factorial if the variety Y is
factorial.

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a variety with kit type singularities. Consider a sequence of
morphisms

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 X; 4 i X; Dit+1 Xit1 Pit2

such that each ¢; is either a finite quasi-torsor or a factorial T -quasi-torsor. Then, all but
finitely many of the ¢; are torsors.

1.4. Factorial models

In this section, motivated by the previous statement, we study factorial covers of kit
varieties. In Theorem 1.5 of [21], the authors prove that a variety X with kit type singu-
larities admits a quasi-étale finite Galois cover Y — X for which 71 (Y ™#) is isomorphic
to 71 (Y). In particular, every étale cover of Y ™8 extends to an étale cover of Y. Our next
aim is to improve this result by considering both; finite quasi-torsors and torus quasi-
torsors. By doing so, we can also improve the local class groups of the variety Y obtained
by Greb, Kebekus, and Peternell. We show that any variety with klt type singularities is
a G-quotient of a variety with canonical factorial singularities for which its étale funda-
mental group agrees with the étale fundamental group of its smooth locus.

Theorem 1.9. Let X be a variety with kit type singularities. Then, there exists a variety Y
satisfying the following conditions:
(1) the natural epimorphism 71(Y™8) — 711(Y) of étale fundamental groups is an iso-
morphism,

(2) for every finite quasi-étale morphismY' — Y, the variety Y' has canonical factorial
singularities,

(3) Y admits the action of a reductive group G,
(4) the group G is the extension of an algebraic torus by a finite solvable group, and
(5) the isomorphism X >~ Y J|G holds.
In particular, Y itself has canonical factorial singularities.
In general, this factorial variety is highly non-unique. The previous theorem can be

regarded as a generalization of Theorem 1.5 in [21]. Part (1) of Theorem 1.9 follows from
Theorem 1.1 in [21]. An equivalent statement of the latter does not hold for combinations
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of finite and torus covers (cf. Theorem 1.7). However, the statement is still valid if we
restrict ourselves to finite quasi-torsors and factorial torus quasi-torsors. Thus, we may
still apply Theorem 1.8. We also observe that the singularities of the variety ¥ produced
in the previous theorem cannot be improved by taking finite quasi-étale covers and relative
Cox rings. Indeed, every finite quasi-torsor or torus quasi-torsor over Y is a torsor.

A classic topic in algebraic geometry is deciding when a variety which is locally a
quotient is indeed globally a quotient. Fulton asked whether varieties with finite quotient
singularities are finite quotients of smooth varieties. In [17], the authors prove that a vari-
ety with finite quotient singularities is the quotient of a smooth variety by a linear algebraic
group. In [27], it is proved that a variety with finite quotient singularities admits a finite flat
surjection from a smooth variety. In Theorem 1.2 of [18], the authors show that a variety
with finite abelian quotient singularities that is globally the quotient of a smooth variety
by a torus is globally the quotient of a smooth variety by a finite group. In this last paper,
the language of stacks and Cox rings is used. In this direction, we prove the following
positive result in the case of locally toric singularities.

Theorem 1.10. Let X be a variety with locally toric singularities. Then, X admits a torus
quasi-torsor which is a smooth variety. In particular, X is the quotient of a smooth variety
by the action of a torus.

In the previous theorem, a singularity x € X is said to be locally toric if there exists a
toric variety T and a closed invariant point ¢ € T such that X, ~ T;. Here, X (respective-
ly, T) is the spectrum of the local ring Oy, (respectively, Or,;). The previous theorem
can be regarded as a generalization of the fact that a toric variety is the quotient of an open
subset of A” by a torus action. A point x € X is said to be formally toric if there exists a
toric variety 7" and a closed invariant point # € T such that X x 7A"z. The statement of the
previous theorem does not hold if we replace the condition on locally toric singularities
with formally toric singularities (see Example 7.4).

1.5. Normal singularities

Throughout the introduction, we focused on varieties with kit type singularities. In this
last part, we discuss what class of singularities is the optimal class for which the previous
theorems work. We recall the following theorem due to Stibitz (see Theorem 1 in [37]).
Theorem 1.11. Let X be a normal variety. The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) Every sequence of finite quasi-torsors

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 X; 4 i X; i+1 Xit1 ¢i+2.“

is eventually a sequence of torsors.

(2) For every point x € X, the image of the homomorphism 7} °(X;x) — 71 °(X)
is finite.

The group 7, #(X) is the étale fundamental group of the smooth locus of X. On the
other hand, 7,#(X; x), called étale regional fundamental group, is the profinite comple-
tion of the fundamental group of the smooth locus around the singularity (see, e.g., [11]).
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The regional fundamental group of klt type singularities is finite, so the previous theorem
recovers Theorem 1.1 in [21]. Motivated by the previous result, we prove the following
theorem regarding T -quasi-torsors and the Zariski-local class group C1(X; x) of X at x,
cf. [2], p. 61.

Theorem 1.12. Let X be a normal variety. The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) Every sequence of T -quasi-torsors

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 X, P4 i X; it+1 Xiti it2

is eventually a sequence of torsors.

(2) For every point x € X, the group CI(X; x) is finitely generated.

Due to Theorem 1.7, we know that the similar statement for finite quasi-torsors and
torus quasi-torsors fails, even for toric singularities. However, in view of Theorem 1.8,
we can expect a similar statement to hold for finite quasi-torsors and factorial T -quasi-
torsors. In order to state the following theorem, we need to introduce the concept of partial
quasi-étale Henselizations.

Definition 1.13. Let X be an algebraic variety and let x € X be a point. The partial
quasi-étale Henselization of X at x, denoted by X Eh, is the spectrum of the colimit of all
quasi-étale covers Oy, — R that extend to quasi-étale covers of X itself.

With the previous definition, we can state the theorem that describes the optimal class
of singularities for which every sequence of finite quasi-torsors and factorial T -quasi-
torsors is eventually étale.

Theorem 1.14. Let X be a normal variety. The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) Every sequence of finite quasi-torsors and factorial T -quasi-torsors

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 Xs P4 i X; it+1 Xit1 Pit2

is eventually a sequence of torsors.

(2) For every point x € X, the following two conditions are satisfied:
(a) the image 7} °(X; x) — 7, 5(X) is finite, and
(b) the class group CI(X Eh) is finitely generated.

The proofs of Theorem 1.12 and Theorem 1.14 are quite similar to those of the state-
ments for kit type singularities. We will prove these statements in Subsection 6.1.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the definitions of the singularities of the minimal model program.
We also recall the definition of G-quotients and G-quasi-torsors, and prove some prelim-
inary results. We work over an algebraically closed field K of characteristic zero. All the
considered varieties are normal unless stated otherwise. A reductive group G is a linear
algebraic group G for which the unipotent radical is trivial.
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2.1. Singularities of the MMP
In this subsection, we recall the definitions of the singularities of the MMP.

Definition 2.1. A log pair (X, A) consists of the data of a quasi-projective variety X
and an effective Q-divisor A for which Ky + A is Q-Cartier. The standard approxima-
tion of A is the largest effective divisor Ay with coefficients of the form coeffp (Ay) =
1 — 1/np for positive integers np and satisfying A > A;. Let x € X be a closed point.
We write (X, A; x) for the log pair (X, A) around x. When we write statements about
(X, A; x), we mean that such statement holds for (X, A) on a sufficiently small neighbor-
hood of x.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, A) be a log pair. Let 7: Y — X be a projective birational morph-
ism from a normal quasi-projective variety Y. Let E C Y be a prime divisor. We let Ay
be the strict transform of A on Y. We fix canonical divisors Ky on Y and Kx on X for
which 7« Ky = Kx. The log discrepancy of (X, A) at E, denoted by ag (X, A), is the
rational number

1 + coeffg (Ky — n*(Kx + A)).

Hence, the following equality holds:
7*(Kx + A) = Ky + Ay + (1 —ag(X,A))E.

The log discrepancy a g (X, A) only depends on E and does not depend on Y. We say that
(X, A) is a Kawamata log terminal pair (or kit pair for short) if the inequality

aE(X,A) >0

holds for every prime divisor E over X. We say that the pair (X, A) is log canonical (or lc
for short) if the inequality
agp(X,A) >0

holds for every prime divisor E over X.

Definition 2.3. We say that (X, Ag) is of kit type if there exists a boundary A > Ag on X
for which the pair (X, A) is klt. We say that (X, Ag) is of Ic type if there exists a boundary
A > Ag on X for which the pair (X, A) is lc.

The following proposition is proved in Section 4 of [13].

Proposition 2.4. The kit type condition is an étale condition. More precisely, let X be an
algebraic variety, if for every point x € X we can find an étale neighborhood U, — X
and a boundary Ay for which (Uy, Ay) is klt, then there exists a boundary A on X for
which (X, A) is klt.

2.2. G-quotients and G -quasi-torsors
In this section, we recall the definitions of G-quotients and G-quasi-torsors.

Definition 2.5. Let (X, A) be a pair. Let G be a reductive group acting on (X, A). Assume
that the quotient Y := X /G exists. Then, we say that Y is a G-quotient of X. We also
say that X is a G-cover of the variety Y.
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Definition 2.6. Let (X, A; x) be a singularity of a pair. Assume that X is an affine variety.
Let G be a reductive group acting on (X, A) and fixing x, i.e., we have that g*A = A and
g(x) = x foreach g € G. Let (X, A; x) — (Y; y) be the quotient morphism where y is
the image of x. We say that (X, A; x) — (Y; y) is a G-quotient around x. The morphism
X — Y will be called a G-quotient. We say that Y is the G-quotient of X and that X is
the G-cover of Y.

Now, we turn to define better behaved quotients. We introduce the concept of G -qguasi-
torsors.

Definition 2.7. Let (Y, Ay) be alog pair. Let X be a variety with the action of G reductive
for which Y ~ X/ G. We say that the quotient morphism ¢: X — Y is a G-quasi-torsor
for (Y, Ay) if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) there are codimension two open subsets Uy C Y and Uy = ¢_1 (Uy) C X for which
dluy : Ux — Uy

is a G-torsor, and
(2) the global invertible homogeneous functions on X descend to Y via the induced
homomorphism @(X)¢ ~ O(Y) — O(X).

In general, the G-quotient ¥ does not come with a naturally defined boundary. How-
ever, in some cases, it is possible to introduce such boundary and compare the log dis-
crepancies on X with those on Y. The following lemma is well known to the experts (see,
e.g., Proposition 2.11 in [29]).

Lemma 2.8. Let (X; x) be a kit type singularity. Then, the following statements hold.
(1) Let G be a finite group acting on (X; x). The G-quotient (Y; y) is of kit type.
(2) Let G be a finite group and let (Y ; y) — (X; x) be a G-quasi-torsor. Then, (Y; y) is
of klt type.
Definition 2.9. We say that a G-quasi-torsor is an abelian quasi-torsor if G is an abelian
group. We say that a G-quasi-torsor is a forus quasi-torsor if G is a torus. In this case,

we also write T -quasi-torsor or T -torsor. A quasi-torsor ¥ — X is said to be a factorial
quasi-torsor if Y is factorial.

The next lemma follows from the definitions.

Lemma 2.10. Let Y — X be a T -quasi-torsor and let Ty < T be a sub-torus. Let Y — Y’
be the quotient of Y by Ty, and let Y' — X be the induced morphism. Then, both Y — Y’
andY' — X are torus quasi-torsors.

2.3. Cox rings

In this subsection, we recall some statements about Cox rings for singularities and pairs.
First, we define the concept of affine local Cox rings.

Definition 2.11. Let (X; x) be a singularity. Recall that by C1(X; x) we denote the Zariski-
local class group of X at x. Assume that CI(X; x) is finitely generated. Let N < WDiv(X)
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be a free finitely generated subgroup surjecting onto C1(X ; x) and N ° be the kernel of the
surjection 7: N — CI(X; x). Consider a group homomorphism y: N° — K(X)* for which

div(z(E)) = E

forall E € N°. We call such x a character. Let § be the sheaf of divisorial algebras asso-
ciated to N and J be the ideal subsheaf generated by sections 1 — y(E), where E € N°.
Then, we define the affine local Cox ring of (X, A) at x to be

@ @D’en*l([D]) Sp/(X) .

Cox(X;x)ﬁ\f,fX = 1(X)

[D]eCl(X;x)

Now, we define the concept of relative Cox ring for a log pair (X, A). Recall from
Definition 3.1 in [14] that the group WDiv(X, A) of orbifold Weil divisors is the free
abelian group generated by QQ-divisors D on X so that for the standard approximation
As =Y (1 —1/np)P and every prime divisor P C X, the denominator of coeffp (D)
divides np.

Definition 2.12. Let (X, A) be a log pair. Let Wy, ..., Wi be orbifold Weil divisors on
(X, A). Let N be the subgroup of WDiv(X) spanned by Wi, ..., Wi. We define the sheaf

R(X)y = @(9)((D)2 @ Ox(m Wy + - + mp Wy).
DeN (m1 ..... mk)EZk

The ring R(X)n is called a relative Cox ring of X . The relative spectrum
Y := Specy (R(X)n) — X,

is called a relative Cox space of X. We may also call R(X)y the relative Cox ring asso-
ciated to N and Y the relative Cox space associated to N.

Note that in the definition of the local Cox ring, we quotient by a certain ideal J(X)
which comes from a character y. However, in our definition of the relative Cox ring we
do not perform such a quotient. Example 7.2 shows some pathology that would happen
otherwise. The definition of the relative Cox ring does not depend on the choice of W; in
its linear equivalence class.

Lemma 2.13. Let X be an algebraic variety. Let Wy, ..., Wy be Weil divisors on X
spanning N in WDiv(X). Foreachi € {1,...,k}, let W/ ~ W;. Let N' be the subgroup in
WDiv(X) spanned by the Weil divisors W/. Then, we have a T -equivariant isomorphism

ﬁ(X)N ~ R(X)N/

The following is proved in Proposition 4.10 of [14] for the case of klt type singularities.
The general case follows from the theory of polyhedral divisors [1]. It states that in the
affine setting a torus quasi-torsor is the same as a relative Cox space.

Lemma 2.14. Let X be a normal affine variety and x € X a closed point. Let Y — X
be a T -quasi-torsor over X. Then, up to shrinking X around x, we can find a finitely
generated subgroup N < WDiv(X) for which the following isomorphism holds:

Y ~ spec( P Hx, (DX(D))).

DeN
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Furthermore, the Cox ring in the local setting has kit type singularities (see, e.g., The-
orem 3.23 in [14]).

Lemma 2.15. Let X be an affine variety and let (X; x) be a kit type singularity. Let
N <WDiv(X, A) be a free finitely generated subgroup and let N° :=ker(N — CI(X; x)).
Let y: N® — K(X)* be a character. Then, the spectrum of the affine local Cox ring,

. \aff
Cox(X; x)j‘v’x,
is an affine variety with kit type singularities.

Remark 2.16. Usually, when defining a Cox ring over some variety X, finite generation
of CI(X) is required. On the other hand, even if CI1(X) is not finitely generated, as long
as the group N/ N is so, we can still investigate finite generation properties of Cox rings
Cox(X; x)‘}\f,f, X In other words, finite generation of CI(X) and finite generation of Cox
rings over X associated to finitely generated groups of Weil divisors is a priori unrelated.
This can be seen in the finite generation statement (Corollary 1.1.9 in [4]), which makes
no assumption on the class group and is formulated relatively for a pushforward of a
Cox sheaf.

This very statement leads to the well-known finite generation property of the Cox
ring of a Fano variety, see Corollary 1.3.2 in [4]. The original statement is again relative
over an affine base U, and when U is chosen to be a point, then X becomes a Fano
variety and the pushforward Cox sheaf from Corollary 1.1.9 in [4] becomes the Cox ring.
A central observation from [11], further developed in [14], is that if one considers the
other extreme for the structure morphism X — U, namely the identity, then one achieves
finite generation of Cox rings —associated to finitely generated groups of Weil divisors —
over affine kit type varieties.

Apart from the finite generation claim, Lemma 2.15 makes a statement about klt-ness
of the Cox ring. Similar to the question of finite generation, this is analogous to the pro-
jective case, where [15, 19] shows that the Cox ring of a Fano variety has klt singularities.
Indeed, the local and the global statement are equivalent. While [19] uses reduction to
characteristic p, the proof in [15] reduces the question iteratively to line bundles. In [14],
see Lemma 3.22, Theorem 3.23 and Corollary 3.24, the statement is proven with a flavor
similar to [15], but in the relative and, in particular, in the affine setting. The reason that
the global Cox ring of a kit but non-Fano variety may be non-klt, is that it captures global
geometry of X in the non-klt points. These points are in the vanishing locus of the so-
called irrelevant ideal, so they are not in the relative spectrum of the Cox sheaf (which is
klt), and consequently do not map to some point of X .

The next lemma will be used in the comparison of quasi-torsors and relative Cox rings.

Lemma 2.17. Let W and W' be two Weil divisors on a normal variety X . Denote
Xw = SpecX< @ (9X(mW)) and Xy = SpecX( @ OX(mW/)).
meZ meZ
Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) There is a Gy,-equivariant isomorphism Xw >~ Xy
(2) We have that W ~ W' on X.
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Proof. We first prove that item (1) follows from item (2). This follows verbatim from the
proof of Construction 1.4.1.1 in [2]. Since the conditions there are different from ours (but
lead to the same conclusion), we recall the argument. Let W — W’ = div( /') and define a
homomorphism

n:(Wz) > K(X)* and kW — fk.
Then we obtain an equivariant isomorphism between the sheaves €D,z Ox (mW) and
D,.cz Ox (mW'’) by mapping f € Ox (kW) to n(kW) - f e Ox(kW').

Now, we prove that item (2) follows from item (1). This is essentially contained in
the proof of Proposition 1.6.4.5 in [2]. Denote the multiplicative groups of homogeneous
rational functions on Xy and Xy by E(Xw) and E(Xw), respectively. Denote by
q*: WDiv(Xw )€ — WDiv(X) the pushforward from invariant Weil divisors on Xy to
Weil divisors on X sending prime divisors to the closure of their images if it is of codi-
mension 1 and to O otherwise. By abuse of notation, we denote the respective pushforward
for Xw' by ¢* as well. Then we have homomorphisms

0w : E(Xw) — WDiv(X) and dw : E(Xw') = WDiv(X)

mapping a rational function f to g*div(f). As the proof of Proposition 1.6.4.5 in [2]
shows, these induce monomorphisms Z — CI(X) from the respective grading groups
mapping m € Z to [8w ()] = [mW] (or [8w/(f)] = [mW'], respectively) for some f €
Ox (mW) (or f € Ox(mW’), respectively). The claim follows since the G,,-equivariant
isomorphism Xy =~ Xw induces an isomorphism of the grading groups. ]

3. G-covers of kit type singularities

In this section, we study G-covers of kit type singularities. As seen in Example 7.1, we
need to focus on those G-covers that are unramified over codimension one points. First,
we will show that semisimple covers of klt type singularities may not be of klt type. The
following is a generalization of Theorem 1.1 to higher-dimensional toric singularities.

Theorem 3.1. For any n > 2, there exists a (n + 1)-dimensional toric singularity (X ; x)
that admits a PGL, (K)-cover Y — X, satisfying the following conditions:

(1) we haver =3 if n € {2,3} and r = n otherwise,
(2) the singularity (Y; y) has dimension (n + r — 1), and
(3) the singularity (Y'; y) is not of kit type.

Proof. First, we choose an appropriate projective toric variety, depending on the value
of n.If n =2, we choose a smooth projective toric surface T of Picard rank 4 and fix r = 3.
If n = 3, we choose a smooth projective toric threefold T of Picard rank 3 and fix r = 3.
For n > 4, we choose a smooth projective toric (n — 1)-fold T of Picard rank n and we
fix r = n. In any of the previous cases, by Theorem 1.1 in [20], we can find a vector
bundle & of rank r over T such that the Cox ring of P (&) is not finitely generated. We fix
G := PGL, (K) to be the projective linear group acting on P(&). Note that 7: P(§) — T
is a quotient for the G-action. Let A7 be an ample toric divisor on 7. Let m be a positive
integer. Then

Ope)(1) ® Upe) (™ AT /m)
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is an ample Q-line bundle on P (&), for m large enough, which is G-invariant. Thus, the
affine variety

Y = Spec( @D H® (P(6). Op(s) (n) ® Op (s (n* A7 /m)) )
nez
admits a G -action which fixes the vertex y € Y of the G,,-action induced by the Z-grading.
Observe that an element

fe H° (P(E),Ope)(n) ® Ope)(nn* A /m))

is preserved by the action of G if and only if it is constant along the fibers of P (&) — T.
In other words, the G-invariant elements must have the form f = n*g, for some g €
HYT,Or(nAr/m)). We conclude that there is an isomorphism

Y)G ~ spec(@HO(T, (9T(nAT/m))) - X.
nez

Thus, the quotient Y /G is isomorphic to the cone over a Q-ample toric divisor on a
smooth projective toric variety. Hence, (X; x) is a toric singularity of dimension n. It
suffices to check that (Y'; y) is not of klt type.

We proceed by contradiction. Assume that (Y'; y) is of kit type. Let Y — Y be the
blow-up of Y at the maximal ideal of y. Then, the exceptional divisor E of ¢: Y > Yis
isomorphic to P (&). Since P (&) is smooth, we conclude that Y has Q-factorial singular-
ities. Let Ay be the effective divisor through y for which (Y, Ay; y) has kit singularities.
Let Ay be the strict transform of Ay on Y. We write

¢*(Ky + Ay) = Ky + Ay + (1 —a)E,

for some positive number a. Note that Ay is ample over Y as p(f/ Y) = 1. We conclude
that Ky + (1 —a) E is antiample over Y, so Ky + E is antiample over Y as well. Since E
is smooth, we conclude that the pair (Y, E) is plt. Thus, the pair Kg + Ag = (Ky + E)|E,
obtained by performing adjunction to E, is log Fano. In particular, the projective variety
P (&) ~ E is of Fano type. Thus, the Cox ring of P(&) is finitely generated, by Corol-
lary 1.9 in [4]. This leads to a contradiction. We conclude that (Y; y) is not a kit type
singularity. ]

In the previous theorem, the action is not free outside the point y € Y. We show that
this can be improved in the following statement.

Proposition 3.2. For any n > 2, there exists a (n + 1)-dimensional toric singularity
(X; x) that admits a PGL, (K)-cover Y — X, satisfying the following conditions:

(1) we have thatr = 3 if n € {2,3} and r = n otherwise,

(2) the germ (Y'; y) has dimension n + r?,

(3) the action of PGL,(K) on Y is free on a dense open set, and

(4) the singularity (Y'; y) is not of kit type.
Proof. Let T be a n-dimensional smooth projective toric variety. Let P (&) be the rank r

vector bundle over T considered in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Hence, the variety P(&)
is not a Mori dream space. Let Yy — T be the associated principal PGL, (K)-bundle. Con-
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sider a PGL, (K)-equivariant projectivization Yy < Y with a relatively ample line bundle
Oy (1) over T. Observe that the action of PGL, (K) on Y is free on the open subset Y.
We claim that Y is not a Mori dream space. Let p: PGL, (K) — Aut(P") be the standard
representation. Then ¥ x P” admits the action of G given by g - (u,v) = (g7 u, p(g)v).
The quotient of ¥ x P” by G is isomorphic P(&). If Y is a Mori dream space, then P(&)
is also a Mori dream space, by Theorem 1.1 in [33]. This leads to a contradiction. We con-
clude that Y is not a Mori dream space. The rest of the proof proceeds as in Theorem 3.1,
by replacing P(&) with Y. |

Now, we turn to prove that G-covers of klt type singularities are again of klt type,
provided that G is a finite extension of a torus. The following is a generalization of The-
orem 1.2 which allows ramification over codimension one points.

Theorem 3.3. Let (X, A;x) be a kit type singularity. Let G be a finite extension of a torus.
Let m: Y — X be a G-quasi-torsor. Then, the variety Y is of kit type.

Proof. By Lemma 2.8, we know that kit type singularities are preserved under finite cov-
ers and finite quotients. Hence, we may assume that G ~ an for some k. By Lemma 2.14,
we know that there exists a finitely generated subgroup N < WDiv(X, A) such that the
isomorphism
Y ~ spec( P 1. (9X(D)))
DeN

holds. Let w: N — CI(X, A; x) be the induced homomorphism. Let Ny be the kernel
of 7. We can choose a homomorphism y: No — K(X)* so that div(x(E)) = E for every
E € Ny. Then, we can define the local-affine Cox ring of (X, A; x) associated to the
data N and y as in Definition 2.11. We denote this ring by

Cox(X, A; x)j‘g’x

and we denote by Yy its spectrum. By Lemma 2.15, we know that Yy has klt type sin-
gularities. Applying Lemma 2.14 to the torus cover Y — Yy, we can find a free finitely
generated subgroup N; < CaDiv(Yy) for which the isomorphism

Y ~ Spec( @ HO(YO»@YO(D)))

DeN;

holds. Observe that we can choose the divisors of N; to be Cartier on Y. Indeed, these
divisors correspond to the divisors of N, which become Cartier on Yy. Thus, we conclude
that the torus quotient Y — Y is a principal torus cover. Hence, the variety Y has kit type
singularities, since the klt type property is locally étale by Proposition 2.4. ]

4. Weil divisors modulo Cartier divisors
In this section, we study the group of Weil divisors modulo Cartier divisors, which is called

the local class group in [6]. In general, the group WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) is not finitely
generated. This group is trivial if and only if X is locally factorial. In [5], the authors
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prove that the Q-factorial and factorial locus of an algebraic variety are open. In Section 14
of [26], the author studies the non-Q-Cartier loci of Weil divisors. We recall the following
proposition due to Kolldr (see Proposition 138 in [26]).

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a normal proper variety. Let Z C X be an irreducible variety.
There exists a dense open subset Z° C Z such that the following holds. Let D be a Weil
divisor that is Cartier at the generic point nz of Z. Then, the divisor D is Cartier at
every closed point of Z°.

Due to the previous proposition, we can prove the following theorem using Noetherian
induction.

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a normal variety. There are finitely many closed points x1, . .., Xy
€ X such that the homomorphism

WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) — @5 CI(X: x;).

i=1
is a monomorphism.

Proof. Let Uy, ..., Us be an affine open cover of X. Observe that the homomorphism

WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) — @ WDiv(U;)/CaDiv(U;),

i=1

induced by restricting D — (D|y,, ..., D|y,), is a monomorphism. Hence, it suffices to
prove the statement for an affine variety.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that X is affine. Let X be its closure in
a projective space. By Proposition 4.1, there exists an open set X C X so that every
Weil divisor on X is Cartier at every closed point of X0 Let Z 1,-..,Zj be the irredu-
cible components of X \ X0 Foreachi € {1,...,k}, we choose Z? as in the statement
of Proposition 4.1. Then, we proceed inductively with the irreducible components of
each Z; \ Z?. )

We obtain a finite set of irreducible subvarieties Zy, ..., Z,, C X and dense open
subsets Z ? C Z; so that the following set-theoretic equality holds:

ro
x=Jz
i=1
We may assume that there exists r < r¢ for which
r
4.1 X:UZ?mX,
i=1

and each intersection le N X is non-empty fori € {1,...,r}. Foreachi € {1,...,r}, we
choose a closed point x; € Z? N X. The homomorphism

4.2) WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) — €D CI(X: x;).

i=1
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is well defined. Indeed, Cartier divisors are mapped to the zero element on the right-
hand side.

It suffices to prove that (4.2) is a monomorphism. Let D be a Weil divisor on X . Let D
be the closure of D on X. Assume that [D,,] = 0 € CI(Xy,) for every i € {1,...,r}.
Then, D is Cartier at the generic point nz; of Z; for every i € {1,...,r}. By Proposi-
tion 4.1, we conclude that D is Cartier at every closed point of Z ? foreveryi e {1,...,r}.
In particular, D = D N X is Cartier at every closed point of Z? N X. By equality (4.1),
we conclude that D is Cartier at every closed point of X . This means that

[D] = 0 € WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X).
This finishes the proof of the theorem. ]

We conclude that the group WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) is finitely generated if the variety
has rational singularities. In particular, we have the following statement.

Theorem 4.3. Let X be a normal variety. Then, the group WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) is finitely
generated if X has kit type singularities.

Proof. Let X be a variety with klt type singularities. Let x1, ..., x, € X be closed points.
By Theorem 3.27 in [14], we know that ;_, CI(X; x;) is a finitely generated abelian
group. By Theorem 4.2, we conclude that WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) is a finitely generated
abelian group. ]

We have the following corollary from the previous theorem.

Corollary 4.4. Let (X, A) be a kit type pair. Then, the group WDiv(X, A)/CaDiv(X) is
finitely generated.

5. Torus covers of kit type varieties

In this section, we study torus covers. We establish a characterization theorem for torus
quasi-torsors over varieties with klt type singularities. We will start with the following
lemma, that will be used in this section.

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a variety that admits a T -action. Let W be a Weil divisor on X.
We can find a T -invariant Weil divisor W' on X for which W ~ W',

Proof. By Sumihiro’s equivariant completion [38], we may assume that X is an affine
T -variety, where T is an n-dimensional torus. By Proposition 1.6 in [1], we can find T -in-
variant divisors Dy, ..., Dy such that X \ Ule D; >~ T x U for some variety U. We may
assume that U is smooth. Let U < Y be a smooth projectivization. By Exercise 12.6 (b)
in [22], we know that C1(Y x P*) >~ CI(Y') x Z. The class group of Y x P" is generated by
Y x H and divisors of the form I'y x P”, ..., I, x P", where I'; C Y are prime divisors
and H C P” is a hyperplane. Hence, the class group of T x U is generated by torus
invariant divisors. This implies that the class group of X is generated by torus invariant
divisors. ]
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Now, we can prove that every torus quasi-torsor is a relative Cox ring.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let X be a normal variety. Let Y — X be a T-quasi-torsor. We
will prove the statement by induction on &, the dimension of T. First, we will show that
the statement holds for k = 1.

Let 7: Y — X be a Gy,-quasi-torsor. Let U C X be the largest open subset of X for
which there is a G,,-equivariant isomorphism

(5.1) 7\ U) ~ spch( D (9U(mW))

meZ

for a certain Weil divisor W on U. By Lemma 2.14, we know that U is not empty. We
claim that U = X. By contradiction, assume that U ¢ X. Let x € X be a closed point
contained in the complement of U. By definition, we can find a Weil divisor W on X
for which the isomorphism (5.1) holds. By Lemma 2.14, we may find an affine neighbor-
hood V of x and a Weil divisor W’ on V for which there is a G,,-equivariant isomorphism

(5.2) NV ~ SpecV( D coV(W’)).

mezZ

In particular, there is a G,-equivariant isomorphism

SPGCUnV( @ (9Umv(mW|UnV)) ~ Specumv< @ QUOV(mW/|UﬁV))

meZ meZ

over U N V. By Lemma 2.17, we conclude that W|yny ~ W/ |yay holds in U N V.
Write
Wlvay — Wiy = div(H)lunv

for some f € K(X). We can replace W’ with W’ + div(f). By Lemma 2.13, this replace-
ment preserves the equivariant isomorphism (5.2). Thus, we may assume that Wyny =
W'|uny. Hence, we can find a Weil divisor W” on U U V for which there is a G,,-equi-
variant isomorphism

U UV) ~ SpecX< D OUUV(W”)).

meZ

This contradicts the maximality of U. We conclude that U = X. Thus, the statement of
the theorem holds for k = 1.

Now, let Y — X be a T-quasi-torsor. Let Y — Y, be the quotient by a sub-torus
To < T of dimension k — 1. By Lemma 2.10, we conclude that 7r1: Y — Y is a Ty-quasi-
torsor and 7g: Yo — X is a G,,-quasi-torsor. By induction on the dimension, we can find
Weil divisors Wi, ..., Wi_1 on Yy for which

Y ~ Specy, @ Oy, (miW1 + - + mk—ka—1)),

(my,...,mp_y)€Z*-1

and W on X for which
Yo >~ SpecX( @ (9X(mW)).

meZ
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Both isomorphisms are torus equivariant. By Lemmas 5.1 and 2.13, we may assume that
each W;, withi € {1, ...,k — 1} is torus invariant. Since Yy — X contains no horizontal
Gpm-invariant divisors, we conclude that W; = w5 W; x for some Weil divisors W; x. Here,
the pull-back is defined by restricting to the smooth locus. We set

Y= Specx( B W+ e Wy +my Wk))-
(my,..., mk)EZk
Note that Y’ has a To-quotient Y obtained by considering the graded subring given by

m; = 0foreveryi € {1,...,k — 1}. This quotient is isomorphic to Yy. Hence, we have a
commutative diagram

Y Y’
ml ln{
Yo —2= ¥}

o

-

!
/rro

>

By construction, we have that
Wi =7y Wy, = ¢ )" Wi

holds for every i € {1,...,k — 1}. We conclude that Y’ is T -equivariantly isomorphic
to Y. This finishes the proof. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.4. This statement is local. Hence, it follows from Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.3. |

In order to prove Theorem 1.5, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢:Y — X be a Ty-quasi-torsor and lety: Z — Y be a T, -quasi-torsor.
The following statements hold:

(1) the composition ¢ o : Z — X is a torus quasi-torsor,

(2) if ¢ corresponds to the subgroup Ny < WDiv(X) and Z — X corresponds to the
subgroup Nz < WDiv(X), then Ny < Nz, and

(3) the torus quasi-torsor ¥ is a torsor if and only if for every closed point x € X,
the images Ny — CI(X; x) and Nz — CI(X; x) agree. In particular, if the images
of Ny and Nz agree on

WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X),

then  is a torsor.

Proof. We start by showing thatif ¢: Y — X and ¥: Z — Y are two torus quasi-torsors
with acting tori Ty and T, respectively, then ¢ o ¢: Z — X is a torus quasi-torsor as well.
By Theorem 1.3, ¥ corresponds to a relative Cox ring, i.e., to a sheaf of graded algebras as
in Section 4.2.3 of [2]. Thus, we can lift the action of Ty on Y to Z by Proposition 4.2.3.6
in [2]. The quotient by the action of Ty x T, is ¢ o ¥. This is a quasi-torsor, since ¢ and ¥
are so. Again by Theorem 1.3, ¢ o ¥ corresponds to a relative Cox ring with respect to a
subgroup N < WDiv(X). This shows (1). The previous construction also shows (2).
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For (3), note that v is a torsor if and only if every element of ¢* Nz is Cartier in Y.
Since Ny < Nz, this happens if and only if the image of Nz equals the image of Ny in
every local class group of X. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let X be a variety with klt type singularities. Consider a sequence
of morphisms

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 X; P4 i X; dit+1 Xit1 Dit2

such that each ¢;: X; — X;_; is a T-quasi-torsor. We write {; = ¢; o --- o ¢;. By
Lemma 5.2 (1), we know that each v; is a T-quasi-torsor corresponding to a subgroup
N; < WDiv(X). By Lemma 5.2 (2), we know that there is a sequence of subgroups

Ni<sNy<--- <N <.,

By Theorem 4.3, we know that WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) is a finitely generated abelian group.
In particular, for some iy, we have that the image of every N;, with i > iy, stabilizes in
WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X). By Lemma 5.2 (3), we conclude that each ¢;, with i > iy, is a torus
torsor. This finishes the proof of the theorem. ]

6. Iteration of torus and finite covers

In this section, we study the iteration of quasi-étale G-covers, where G is either finite or a
torus.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We consider a sequence

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 Xs P4 i X, i+1 Xit1 Pit2

as in the statement of Theorem 1.6. We claim that if ¢; is a T-cover and ¢;y is a finite
G;1-cover (for any i > 1), then we have a variety X i’ , a commutative diagram

it1
Xig1 —=Xi

l{+1l l‘l’i
¢;

X —— X1,
where ¢; (respectively, ¢/, ;) is a G;41-cover (respectively, T-cover), which is étale if

and only if ¢; 41 (respectively, ¢;) is étale. This claim holds since, by the proof of Propos-
ition 5.1 in [14], we have an exact sequence

LT oy (X)o7 (X)) — 1,

where T is the general fiber of ¢;. Thus if the finite cover ¢;+ corresponds to the normal
subgroup N < 1 (X;®), then we get ¢/ as the finite cover of X;_; corresponding to
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the image of N in mq (X ireg) under the above homomorphism ¢. By the fiber product
Xiv1 = Xi xx,_, X i’ (which preserves étaleness, finiteness and GIT-quotients), we get
the commutative diagram.

Thus, if for all j € N, there exists a k > j such that ¢y is a finite quasi-étale but not
étale cover, by reordering of the ¢; according to the claim just proven, we can construct
an infinite sequence

’ ’
¢i+1 ¢i+2

/ /
X; Xipg<~—"

] %, o4 &

X' = Xo

Xi X

where the ¢! are finite Galois quasi-étale but not étale covers. But this is a contradiction
to Theorem 1.1 in [21]. Thus, there are only finitely many finite Galois quasi-étale and not
étale covers in the sequence, i.e., there are only finitely many finite quasi-torsors in this
sequence that are not finite torsors. ]

In what follows, we turn to prove Theorem 1.7. To do so, we will use the following
lemmata.

Lemma 6.1. Let ¢: Y — X be a T-quasi-torsor of a kit type variety corresponding to
the subgroup N of WDiv(X). Let w: X' — X be a finite torsor. Let Y =Y xx X’ and
Y’ — X’ be the associated T -quasi-torsors so that we have a commutative diagram

Y ~—Y'

ol

X <"—X.
Then, ¢' is the T -quasi-torsor associated to the subgroup w*N of WDiv(X").

Proof. We consider the dual diagram

@Bpey 9x (D) — (Bpey 9x (D)) ®oy Ox

! T

(9X (DX/.

The top right entry equals ey (Ox (D) ®, Ox'). By definition of the pull-back, we
have Ox/(7* D) = Ox (D) ®py Ox'. So the claim follows. [ ]

Lemma 6.2. Let Y — X be a torus quasi-torsor corresponding to the subgroup Ny of
WDiv(X). Let Z — X be a torus quasi-torsor corresponding to the subgroup Nz of
WDiv(X). If Nz = Ny and Nz /Ny is torsion free, then there is an induced torus quasi-
torsor Z — Y.

Proof. The condition that Nz /Ny is torsion free means that we have a direct product
representation Nz = Ny @ N’ with a subgroup N’ of Nz isomorphic to Nz/Ny. The
downgrading of @z from Nz to N’ gives an action of a subtorus Ty < Ty, on Z. By
construction, Z /Tx = Y. Now the statement follows from Lemma 2.10. n
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Proof of Theorem 1.77. The proof of the theorem will consist of three steps. We briefly
explain the steps here. In the first step, we will produce a singular variety with a special
toric divisor. In the second step, we will produce an infinite sequence of finite torsors for
such a singular variety. We show that the rank of the group of Weil divisors modulo Cartier
divisors diverges in this sequence. Finally, we will use this divergence property to produce
the infinite sequence of T -quasi-torsors that are not torsors.

Step 1. For each n > 2, we construct a n-dimensional projective variety with a single
isolated toric singularity and infinite étale fundamental group.

Let Z" be a smooth projective variety with infinite étale fundamental group. Let
z € Z" be a smooth point. In local coordinates around z € Z, the formal completion Oz ,
corresponds to the standard fan (eq,...,e,) C R”. For each n > 2, we consider the blow-
up given by the fan decomposition

En = {(51,82,63,...,8;1,1)), (611527e2se3v~--7v)7---7 (el,---sen—laénav)}v

where v = 2e; +e; +e3+ -+ e,. Welet Y — Z" to be the corresponding blow-up.
Observe that Y” has a unique isolated toric singularity. We let y” € Y be such isolated
toric singularity. Note that the local class group of Y at y” is Z,. For n = 2, this point
is a rational double point. By construction, there is a divisor 7" C Y” which is a normal
projective toric variety and y” is contained in 7”. Indeed, this toric variety corresponds to
the primitive lattice generator v € X, (1). Since Y" has klt singularities and Z” is smooth,
we conclude that 71 (Y") >~ 71(Z"). In particular, the étale fundamental group of Y is
infinite.

Step 2. We construct a sequence of finite étale Galois covers of Y” and study their
groups of Weil divisors modulo Cartier divisors.

Let
yn — YOn N Yln f2 an f3 Y3" fa fi Y,'n fi+1 Y,”fH fiv2
be an infinite sequence of finite étale Galois covers. Let k; := deg(Y;", | — Y/") be the

degree of the cover. Then, the variety Y} is n-dimensional and it has ko - - - k; 1 isolated
singularities. We denote these singularities as

n n
Vismo,...omi—y) € Y,

where 1 < m; < k; for each j. We can order the singularities in such a way that

ki
—1
Ji (yi—l,(mo,n-,mi—l)) = U yirf(mo,...,mi,l,m)'
=1

Since T" has trivial fundamental group, we conclude that f;* ... f*T" is the disjoint
union of kg --- k;—1 toric varieties isomorphic to 7". We write Ti”(mO i) with 1 <
m; < k; for such toric divisors. By construction, the toric divisor Tl” ) contains

] . . s(mo,....mi—y
the singular point y{’(mo i) We claim that

ko~ki—1
(6.1) WDiv(Y/")/CaDiv(¥/") ~ € Za.

i=1
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First, observe that T” Mol is not a Cartier divisor. Indeed, if this was the case, then
l’,’(mo, i) Would be analytlcally Cartier around y” (omi1)” This implies that T is
analytically Cartier around y”, leading to a contradiction.

On the other hand, 2T i) is Cartier in an as it is the pull-back of 27"
on a neighborhood of the only smgular point that it contains. We conclude that each
Tl"(mo, m;_y) 18 2-torsion in the abelian group WDiv(Y")/CaDiv(Y"). Let J C ([1,ko] N
Z)Xx--+x ([1 ki—1] N Z) be a subset. Assume that we have a relation of the form

> TP =0 € WDiv(Y")/CaDiv(Y").

jeJ
This means that the divisor } ;. ; 7}"; is Cartier in Y. Let jo € J be a fixed element.
For each ji # jo in J, we have that T”Jk is Cartier at y7', . We conclude that 77", is

Cartier at yl’ jo- Hence, it is a Cartier divisor. This leads to a contradiction. Then, the
isomorphism (6.1) holds.

Step 3. We construct an infinite sequence of finite torsors and torus quasi-torsors of Y.
Foreachi > 1, we denote by N; the group of WDiv(Y;") generated by

T normp | 1 =mo <ko,....1 <mj—p <ki—, and1 <m;—1 < kj—1 —1}.

For each i > 0, we define X 5‘1. to be the relative Cox ring of Yl.” with respect to N;. We

define X5; 41 to be X»; Xyn Y/, . We define ¢;11: X3, ; — XJ; to be the induced

morphism. Thus, we have a commutative diagram as follows:

$2i+1
Xn th+1

Jit+1 l
Yn Yl’:—l

By Lemma 6.1, the torus quasi-torsor X3, ; — Y/, | is induced by the subgroup f;* | N; <
WDiv(Y/", ;). By construction, we have that f_H < Nj41. By Lemma 6.2 there is a
corresponding quasi-torsor ¢, +1): X2(i+1) —> X21+1

We claim that ¢,;41) is not a torus torsor. Let C be the class group of Y; 1 at the
point Y; 41, (ko,....ki_1,1)- By the isomorphism (6.1), we know that C >~ Z,. Note that the
image of N;4+1 in C is isomorphic to Z,. Indeed the image of the divisor 77", (Ko it 1)
generates C.. On the other hand, the image of f;%, ;| N; in C is trivial since no divisor among
the generators of N; pass through y; (k,,....k;_;)- By Lemma 5.2, we conclude that ¢, 41)
is a torus quasi-torsor which is not a torsor. We deduce that there exists an infinite sequence

é1 2 ¢3 on &i bi+1 i+2

X" =Xy Xy X3 X3 X7 X

satisfying the following conditions:
e X" is a n-dimensional projective variety with a single isolated toric singularity,
e each ¢;, with i odd, is a finite torsor, and
* each ¢;, withi > 2 even, is a T-quasi-torsor which is not a torsor.
This finishes the proof. |
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Now, we turn to prove Theorem 1.8. We will need the following two lemmata.

Lemma 6.3. Let f: X' — X be a finite G-torsor. Let x € X and x' € f~1(x) be two
closed points. Then, the induced homomorphism f*:Cl(X;x) — CI(X'; x") is a mono-
morphism.

Proof. Let W be a Weil divisor through x € X such that f*W is principal near x’. We
can even assume that there is a G-invariant open around x” where f*W = div(h). By
Theorem I1.3.1 in [36], & is a semiinvariant, i.e., g*h = yx(g)h, where y(g) € K*, for
every g in G. But the induced action via y: G — K* € K[X]* on X is ramified if it is
nontrivial. This cannot happen since f is étale. Therefore, /& is G-invariant and defines
W = divy (h) on some x € U € X. The claim follows. L]

Lemma 6.4. Let Y — X be the T-quasi-torsor associated to the group N < WDiv(X).
The variety Y is locally factorial if and only if N — CI(X ; x) is surjective for every closed
point x € X. In particular, if N — WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) is surjective, then Y — X isa
factorial T -quasi-torsor.

Proof. The statement follows from Theorem 1.3.3.3 in [2] applied to the spectrum X,
of the local ring Ox,x, where we view N as a subgroup of WDiv(X,) by restriction.
Then the aforementioned theorem says that the stalk R (X ) x is factorial if and only if
N — CI(X; x) is surjective. In fact, Theorem 1.3.3.3 in [2] only states one direction, but
it directly follows from applying Theorem 1.3.3.1 in [2] to the smooth locus, which gives
an equivalence. It is clear that Y is locally factorial if and only if all the stalks R(X)n x
are factorial. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Consider a sequence

X =X, 1 X, 2 X, 3 Xs P4 i X; it+1 Xit it2

as in the statement of the theorem. This means that every ¢; is either a factorial T -quasi-
torsor or a finite quasi-torsor. By Theorem 1.6, we may assume, after possibly truncating
our sequence, that every finite quasi-torsor in this sequence is a finite torsor, i.e., a finite
Galois étale cover. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 1.6, we obtain a sequence of
finite torsors

¢l/ +1 l{+2

/ /
X; Xipg<~—-

A %, b3

®, @]
X! X} X} 4.

X' = X}

so that each X; — X is a relative Cox ring with respect to the subgroup N; < WDiv(X/).
By Lemma 5.2, we know that every T -quasi-torsor over a factorial variety is indeed a
torsor. We write ¥; = ¢; o--- o ¢;. By Theorem 3.4 (1) in [3], there exists a locally closed
decomposition
/_ /
X' =]y
jeJ
such that the class group of X/ at x is independent of x € ¥, I YJ.’ ). Applying Lemma 6.3

to closed points of ¥ i/ , we conclude that there exists iy € Z~¢ such that

(6.2) ¢;" : Cl(X[: y) = CI(X], ;%)
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is an isomorphism for every x € X/, every y € ¢, -1 (x),and i > ig. It suffices to show that
whenever X; is factorial and X;4+7 — X; is a finite étale Galois cover in our sequence,
the variety X; is again factorial for every i > iy. In this case, we have a commutative
diagram

i
Xi<~— Xi

ﬂil lﬂiﬂ
¥

X} <=— Xit1.

where 7; is the relative Cox ring over X/ with respect to the subgroup N; < WDiv(X)).
By Lemma 6.1, the T -quasi-torsor X;4+; — X; is induced by ¢;*N,- < WDiv(X;4+1). By
Lemma 6.4, we know that for every closed point x € X/, the induced homomorphism

(6.3) N; — CI(X/; x)

is surjective. By isomorphism (6.2) and surjectivity (6.3), we conclude that for every
closed point x € X i’ 11> WE have that
¢"Ni — CI(X/ ;)

is surjective. By Lemma 6.4, we conclude that X;_ is a factorial variety. This finishes the
proof. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Due to Theorem 1.8, we may find a variety Y satisfying the fol-
lowing properties:

(i) every finite quasi-torsor over Y is a finite torsor,

(ii) every factorial T -quasi-torsor over a finite torsor of Y is a T -torsor,

(iii) Y admits the action of a reductive group G,

(iv) the group G is an extension of an algebraic torus by a finite solvable group, and
(v) the isomorphism X =~ Y /G holds.

Note that condition (i) implies that the natural epimorphism
11 (Y™) — m1(Y)

is an isomorphism. Otherwise, we could find a finite Galois quasi-étale cover of Y that
ramifies over the singular locus. This shows that (1) in the statement of the theorem holds.

Let Y/ — Y be a finite quasi-étale morphism. By condition (i) this morphism is
indeed a finite étale morphism. Assume that Y is not factorial at the point y’. By The-
orem 3.7 in [21], there exists a finite étale Galois morphism Y” — Y such that Y” admits
a finite étale Galois morphism to Y’. By Lemma 6.3, we conclude that Y is not factorial.
Thus, Y admits a factorial T -quasi-torsor that is not a T -torsor. Indeed, we can take the
relative Cox ring of Y” with respect to a subgroup N of WDiv(Y") that surjects onto
WDiv(Y"”)/CaDiv(Y"). This contradicts condition (ii). We conclude that (2) in the state-
ment of the theorem holds. Note that (iii)—(v) are the same than (3)—(5) in the statement
of the theorem. This finishes the proof. ]
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Proof of Theorem 1.10. Locally toric singularities are klt type singularities. Then, we can
apply Theorem 1.6 to deduce that X admits a torus quasi-torsor Y that is factorial. By
Theorem 1.4, the variety Y has klt type singularities, hence canonical factorial singular-
ities. The local Cox ring of a locally toric singularity is a locally toric singularity. Hence,
the variety Y has factorial locally toric singularities. However, a factorial toric singularity
is smooth. We conclude that Y is a smooth variety. ]

6.1. Normal singularities

In this subsection, we show that some of the proofs explained above naturally generalize
to normal singularities with some minor considerations.

Proof of Theorem 1.12. If each class group CI(X; x) is finitely generated, then by The-
orem 4.2, we know that WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X) is finitely generated. Then, the proof is
verbatim from the proof of Theorem 1.5. This shows that (2) implies (1).

Now, we turn to prove that (1) implies (2). On the other hand, assume that some
local class group CI(X; xo) is not finitely generated. We consider an infinite sequence of
divisors {W; };en in WDiv(X) such that the image of Ny := (W1, ..., W) in CI(X; x¢)
strictly contains Ng_;. Let X; — X be the T-quasi-torsor associated to N;. By con-
struction, the quotients N; 41/ N; are free. Then, by Lemma 6.2, we have associated torus
quasi-torsors

X =X, 91 X, 2 X, 3 X5 P4 i X; dit+1 Xits Pit2

By Lemma 5.2 (3), no ¢; is a T -torsor. ]

Now, we turn to give a proof of Theorem 1.14 that discusses optimal normal singular-
ities for which sequences of quasi-torsors are eventually torsors. We will use the following
lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let f: X' — X be a quasi-étale finite Galois morphism. Let x € X and
x' € f7Y(x) be finite points. Then, if CI(X'; x") is finitely generated, then CI(X; x) is
finitely generated.

Proof. Let W be a Weil divisor through x € X such that f*W is Cartier. Then, passing
to a G-invariant affine, we may assume f*W = div(h). The regular function A!°! is
G-invariant. Hence mW ~ 0 around x. We conclude that the kernel of f*:Cl(X;x) —
CI(X’; x") is torsion. So, if CI(X; x) is not finitely generated, then f*CI(X;x) is not
finitely generated and the claim follows. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.14. First, assume that conditions (a) and (b) are satisfied. In the proof
of Theorem 1.8, we used the argument of Theorem 1.6 to deduce that the finite quasi-
torsors are eventually torsors. The same argument goes through in the present case by
replacing Theorem 1.1 in [21] with Theorem 1 in [37].

On the other hand, in the proof of Theorem 1.8, we used the constructibility of the
functor ClI in the étale topology. We argue that this still holds in the present setting. By
Lemma 6.5, every local class group CI(X; x) is finitely generated. Let f: X’ — X be a
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resolution of singularities. In this case, we have that R1 f«(Ox) = 0 as the local class
groups are finitely generated. Then, we can apply Theorem 3.1 (4) in [21] to conclude that
the class group functor is constructible in the étale topology. Now, the proof is verbatim
from the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Now, assume that condition (1) is not satisfied. By Theorem 1 in [37], there is an
infinite sequence of finite quasi-torsors of X that are not torsors. On the other hand, assume
that condition (2) is not satisfied. Then, there exists a finite quasi-étale cover X’ — X and
apoint x’ for which CI(X’; x’) is not finitely generated. Hence, proceeding as in the proof
of Theorem 1.12, we conclude that there exists an infinite sequence of T -quasi-torsors
over X' that are not torsors. ]

7. Examples and questions

In this section, we collect some examples related to the theorems of the article and some
questions that lead to further research.

Example 7.1. In this example, we show that finite covers of klt singularities ramified over
codimension one points may not be klt. Let

D={(y.2) |y +z2" =0} CA} .

Then the singularity
X i={(x,y,2) | x>+ > +z" =0}

is a double cover of Ai,z ramified along D. The singularity (X; (0,0, 0)) is Du Val for
m € N<s. Otherwise, it is not a klt surface singularity.

Example 7.2. In the construction of the local Cox ring of a singularity (X ; x), we choose a
homomorphism N — CI(X; x) with kernel Ny and a character y: N° — K(X)* for which
div(y(E)) = E forall E € N°.If X is a projective variety for which WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X)
is torsion, then we can consider a surjective homomorphism N — WDiv(X)/CaDiv(X)
with kernel N and a character as before y: N° — K (X)*.If 4 is the ideal sheaf generated
by 1 — y(E) with E € N, then the morphism

Y := Specy (R(X)n/d) = X

is finite and ramifies over codimension one points. A priori, it is not clear how to control
the divisors over which the previous morphism ramifies. Hence, it is not clear whether Y
has klt type singularities provided that X has kit type singularities. This means that the
concept of relative Cox ring with quotients induced by characters is not well behaved from
the singularities perspective.

Example 7.3. The local Cox ring of a kit type singularity (X; x) is non-trivial whenever
CI(X; x) is non-trivial. If (Y'; y) — (X; x) is the spectrum of the local Cox ring of (X; x),
then we expect that the equations defining (Y'; y) are somewhat simpler than the equations
defining (X; x). Although, whenever CI(X; x) has non-trivial free part, the dimension of
(Y; y) is larger than the dimension of (X ; x). For instance, if (X; x) is a toric singularity,
then Cox(X; x) is a smooth point of dimension dim X + p(Xy).
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Example 7.4. Consider the affine variety
X ={(x,y.z,w) | xy +zw+ 2> + w® = 0}.

The variety X is canonical with isolated singularities. Furthermore, X is factorial at x :=
(0,0,0,0). However, X is not analytically factorial at x. Let Y — X be a T -quasi-torsor.
Then, 7: Y — X is a T-torsor on an affine neighborhood of x € X, by Lemma 5.2.
Hence, Y is singular along 7~ (x). This leads to a contradiction.

Example 7.5. Over a smooth point, every finite quasi-torsor is a torsor and every torus
quasi-torsor is a torsor. In this example, we show the existence of a SL,, (K)-quasi-torsor
over a smooth germ that is not a torsor. We refer the reader to [34] for more examples in
this direction.

In what follows, we let n > 2. Let W be the space of linear transformations from cnrtl
to C". Note that W has dimension n? + n. Let SL,,(C) act on W by acting on the range
of the linear function. The action is free exactly at all the points corresponding to surject-
ive linear transformations. The closure of the orbit of an element contains 0 € W if and
only if the corresponding linear transformation does not have full rank. Let U C W be the
open set consisting of surjective linear transformations. Note that the SL,, (C)-action nat-
urally extends to a Gl,, (C)-action. The space of surjective linear transformations, up to the
GL,, (C)-action, is parametrized by their kernels. Hence, the quotient U /GL, (C) ~ P”.
Furthermore, we have that U /SL,, (C) ~ A"*1 — {0}. It follows that W//SL,(C) ~ A".
As explained above, the action is free on U, so W — A" is a SL,, (C)-torsor over A" — {0}.
On the other hand, the fiber over {0} is given by the vanishing of at least #n minors, so its
codimension in W is at least 2. Thus, W — A" gives a SL,, (C)-quasi-torsor which is not
a torsor.

Remark 7.6. One of the reasons that makes the understanding of finite quasi-torsors of a
singularity (X ; x) easier than other kinds of quasi-torsors is the existence of an algebraic
object that detects them. The same holds for torus quasi-torsors.

The previous example might point in the direction that this is not true anymore for
arbitrary reductive groups, which might render the study of their (quasi-)torsors a lot more
complicated.

Question 7.7. In Theorem 1.1, we showed that there exists a 3-fold toric singularity (7';¢)
that admits a PGL3(K)-cover from a 5-dimensional singularity which is not of klt type.
This cover is unramified over codimension points over 7" so the pathology in Example 7.1
does not happen. This naturally leads to the following question. Is there a G-cover over
a surface kit singularity that is unramified over codimension one points and is not of kit

type?

Question 7.8. In Theorem 1.2, we showed that if (X; x) is a klt type singularity and G
is a finite extension of a torus, then a G-quasi-torsor over (X; x) is of klt type. Does this
statement still hold if we only assume that G is a reductive group? We expect that there
are counter-examples for this statement if G is a unipotent group.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Olivier Benoist and Ofer Gab-
ber for helpful discussions. The authors would like to thank Burt Totaro for providing
Example 7.5.



L. Braun and J. Moraga 1728

Funding. During the work on this article, L. B. was partially supported by DFG grant
452847893 and by FWF grant PAT9495823.

References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

(14]

[15]

(16]

(17]

Altmann, K. and Hausen, J.: Polyhedral divisors and algebraic torus actions. Math. Ann. 334
(2006), no. 3, 557-607. Zbl 1193.14060 MR 2207875

Arzhantsev, 1., Derenthal, U., Hausen, J. and Laface, A.: Cox rings. Cambridge Stud. Adv.
Math. 144, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2015. Zbl 1360.14001 MR 3307753

Bingener, J. and Flenner, H.: Variation of the divisor class group. J. Reine Angew. Math. 351
(1984), 20-41. Zbl 0542.14003 MR 0749675

Birkar, C., Cascini, P., Hacon, C. D. and McKernan, J.: Existence of minimal models for vari-
eties of log general type. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 23 (2010), no. 2, 405-468. Zbl 1210.14019
MR 2601039

Boissiere, S., Gabber, O. and Serman, O.: Sur le produit de variétés localement factorielles ou
Q-factorielles. Preprint 2019, arXiv: 1104.1861v4.

Boucksom, S., de Fernex, T., Favre, C. and Urbinati, S.: Valuation spaces and multiplier ideals
on singular varieties. In Recent advances in algebraic geometry, pp. 29-51. London Math.
Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 417, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2015. Zbl 1330.14025
MR 3380442

Boutot, J.-F.: Schéma de Picard local. Lecture Notes in Math. 632, Springer, Berlin, 1978.
Zbl 0371.14005 MR 0492263

Braun, L.: Completing the classification of representations of SL; with complete intersection
invariant ring. Transform. Groups 26 (2021), no. 1, 115-144. Zbl 1482.20025 MR 4229661

Braun, L.: Invariant rings of sums of fundamental representations of SL; and colored hyper-
graphs. Adv. Math. 389 (2021), article no. 107929, 34 pp. Zbl 1483.13015 MR 4289050

Braun, L.: The local fundamental group of a Kawamata log terminal singularity is finite. Invent.
Math. 226 (2021), no. 3, 845-896. Zbl 1479.14029 MR 4337973

Braun, L.: Gorensteinness and iteration of Cox rings for Fano type varieties. Math. Z. 301
(2022), no. 1, 1047-1061. Zbl 1485.14072 MR 4405677

Braun, L., Filipazzi, S., Moraga, J. and Svaldi, R.: The Jordan property for local fundamental
groups. Geom. Topol. 26 (2022), no. 1, 283-319. Zbl 1496.14004 MR 4404879

Braun, L., Greb, D., Langlois, K. and Moraga, J.: Reductive quotients of klt singularities.
Preprint 2021, arXiv:2111.02812v2.

Braun, L. and Moraga, J.: Iteration of Cox rings of klt singularities. J. Topol. 17 (2024), no. 1,
article no. 12321, 71 pp. Zbl 07824475 MR 4701644

Brown, M.: Singularities of Cox rings of Fano varieties. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 99 (2013),
no. 6, 655-667. Zbl 1432.14013 MR 3055212

Cox, D. A., Little, J. B. and Schenck, H. K.: Toric varieties. Grad. Stud. Math. 124, American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011. Zbl 1223.14001 MR 2810322

Edidin, D., Hassett, B., Kresch, A. and Vistoli, A.: Brauer groups and quotient stacks. Amer.
J. Math. 123 (2001), no. 4, 761-777. Zbl 1036.14001 MR 1844577


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-005-0705-8
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1193.14060
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2207875
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781139175852
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1360.14001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3307753
https://doi.org/10.1515/crll.1984.351.20
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0542.14003
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0749675
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-09-00649-3
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-09-00649-3
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1210.14019
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2601039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.1861v4
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781107416000.004
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781107416000.004
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1330.14025
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3380442
https://doi.org/10.1007/bfb0068424
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0371.14005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0492263
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00031-020-09605-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00031-020-09605-0
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1482.20025
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4229661
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2021.107929
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2021.107929
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1483.13015
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4289050
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-021-01062-0
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1479.14029
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4337973
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-021-02946-w
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1485.14072
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4405677
https://doi.org/10.2140/gt.2022.26.283
https://doi.org/10.2140/gt.2022.26.283
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1496.14004
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4404879
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.02812v2
https://doi.org/10.1112/topo.12321
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:07824475
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4701644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpur.2012.10.003
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1432.14013
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3055212
https://doi.org/10.1090/gsm/124
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1223.14001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2810322
https://doi.org/10.1353/ajm.2001.0024
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1036.14001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1844577

Reductive covers of kit varieties 1729

(18]

(19]

(20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

(26]

[27]

(28]

(29]
(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

(34]

[35]

(36]

Geraschenko, A. and Satriano, M.: Torus quotients as global quotients by finite groups.
J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 92 (2015), no. 3, 736-759. Zbl 1351.14030 MR 3431660

Gongyo, Y., Okawa, S., Sannai, A. and Takagi, S.: Characterization of varieties of Fano type
via singularities of Cox rings. J. Algebraic Geom. 24 (2015), no. 1, 159-182.
7Zbl 1444.14044 MR 3275656

Gonzélez, J., Hering, M., Payne, S. and Siif}, H.: Cox rings and pseudoeffective cones of pro-
jectivized toric vector bundles. Algebra Number Theory 6 (2012), no. 5, 995-1017.
Zbl 1261.14002 MR 2968631

Greb, D., Kebekus, S. and Peternell, T.: Etale fundamental groups of Kawamata log terminal
spaces, flat sheaves, and quotients of abelian varieties. Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), no. 10,
1965-2004. Zbl 1360.14094 MR 3522654

Hartshorne, R.: Algebraic geometry. Grad. Texts in Math. 52, Springer, New York-Heidelberg,
1977. Zbl 0367.14001 MR 0463157

Humphreys, J.E.: Linear algebraic groups. Grad. Texts in Math. 21, Springer, New York-
Heidelberg, 1975. Zbl 0325.20039 MR 0396773

Kolldr, J.: Singularities of the minimal model program. Cambridge Tracts in Math. 200, Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013. Zbl 1282.14028 MR 3057950

Kolldr, J. and Mori, S.: Birational geometry of algebraic varieties. Cambridge Tracts in
Math. 134, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998. Zbl 0926.14003 MR 1658959

Kolldr, J.: What determines a variety? Preprint 2020, arXiv:2002.12424v2.

Kresch, A. and Vistoli, A.: On coverings of Deligne-Mumford stacks and surjectivity of the
Brauer map. Bull. London Math. Soc. 36 (2004), no. 2, 188-192. Zbl 1062.14004
MR 2026412

Laface, A., Liendo, A. and Moraga, J.: The fundamental group of a log terminal T-variety.
Eur. J. Math. 5 (2019), no. 3, 937-957. Zbl 1425.14041 MR 3993273

Moraga, J.: On a toroidalization for kit singularities. Preprint 2021, arXiv:2106.15019v3.

Moraga, J.: Small quotient minimal log discrepancies. Michigan Math. J. 73 (2023), no. 3,
593-619. Zbl 1527.14029 MR 4612165

Moraga, J.: Kawamata log terminal singularities of full rank. Preprint 2021, arXiv:
2007.10322v2.

Nagata, M.: On the 14th problem of Hilbert. Stigaku 12 (1960/61), 203-209.
Zbl 0114.36303 MR 0154867

Okawa, S.: On images of Mori dream spaces. Math. Ann. 364 (2016), no. 3-4, 1315-1342.
Zbl 1341.14007 MR 3466868

Popov, V.L.: Groups, generators, syzygies, and orbits in invariant theory. Transl. Math.
Monogr. 100, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1992. Zbl 0754.13005
MR 1171012

Reid, M.: Young person’s guide to canonical singularities. In Algebraic geometry, Bowdoin,
1985 (Brunswick, Maine, 1985), pp. 345—414. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 46, American Math-
ematical Society, Providence, RI, 1987. Zbl 0634.14003 MR 0927963

Shafarevich, I. R.: Algebraic geometry. IV. Linear algebraic groups. Invariant theory. Encyc-
lopaedia Math. Sci. 55, Springer, Berlin, 1994. Zbl 0788.00015


https://doi.org/10.1112/jlms/jdv046
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1351.14030
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3431660
https://doi.org/10.1090/S1056-3911-2014-00641-X
https://doi.org/10.1090/S1056-3911-2014-00641-X
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1444.14044
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3275656
https://doi.org/10.2140/ant.2012.6.995
https://doi.org/10.2140/ant.2012.6.995
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1261.14002
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2968631
https://doi.org/10.1215/00127094-3450859
https://doi.org/10.1215/00127094-3450859
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1360.14094
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3522654
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-3849-0
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0367.14001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0463157
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4684-9443-3
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0325.20039
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0396773
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139547895
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1282.14028
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3057950
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511662560
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0926.14003
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1658959
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.12424v2
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0024609303002728
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0024609303002728
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1062.14004
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2026412
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40879-018-0296-z
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1425.14041
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3993273
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15019v3
https://doi.org/10.1307/mmj/20205985
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1527.14029
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4612165
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.10322v2
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0114.36303
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0154867
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-015-1245-5
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1341.14007
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3466868
https://doi.org/10.1090/mmono/100
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0754.13005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1171012
https://doi.org/10.1090/pspum/046.1/927963
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0634.14003
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0927963
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-03073-8
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0788.00015

L. Braun and J. Moraga

1730

[37] Stibitz, C.: Etale covers and local algebraic fundamental groups. Preprint 2017, arXiv:

1707.08611v1.

[38] Sumihiro, H.: Equivariant completion. J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 14 (1974), 1-28.

Zbl 0277.14008 MR 0337963

Received May 9, 2023; revised April 3, 2024.

Lukas Braun

Institut fiir Mathematik, Fakultit fiir Mathematik, Informatik und Physik,
Leopold-Franzens-Universitit Innsbruck

Technikerstrae 13, 6020 Innsbruck, Austria;

lukas.braun @uibk.ac.at

Joaquin Moraga

Department of Mathematics, University of California, Los Angeles
520 Portola Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90024, USA;
jmoraga@math.ucla.edu


https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.08611v1
https://doi.org/10.1215/kjm/1250523277
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0277.14008
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0337963
mailto:lukas.braun@uibk.ac.at
mailto:jmoraga@math.ucla.edu

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. G-covers of klt type singularities
	4. Weil divisors modulo Cartier divisors
	5. Torus covers of klt type varieties
	6. Iteration of torus and finite covers
	7. Examples and questions
	References

