arXiv:math/0305297v3 [math.AG] 25 Sep 2003

MIRKOVIC-VILONEN CYCLES AND POLYTOPES IN TYPE A

JARED ANDERSON AND MIKHAIL KOGAN

ABSTRACT. We study, in type A, the algebraic cycles (MV-cycles) discovered by I. Mirkovié¢ and
K. Vilonen [MV]. In particular, we partition the loop Grassmannian into smooth pieces such that
the MV-cycles are their closures. We explicitly describe the points in each piece using the lattice
model of the loop Grassmannian in type A. The partition is invariant under the action of the
coweights and, up to this action, the pieces are parametrized by the Kostant parameter set. This
description of MV-cycles allows us to prove the main result of the paper: the computation of the
moment map images of MV-cycles (MV-polytopes) by identifying the vertices of each polytope.

(Mathematics subject classification number: 14L35)

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a connected complex algebraic reductive group. The loop Grassmannian G for G is
the quotient G(K)/G(O) where O = C[[t]] is the ring of formal power series and K = C((t)) is its
field of fractions, the ring of formal Laurent series. The same set is obtained using polynomials
instead of power series: G = G(C[t,t7!])/G(CJt]). G may be realized as an increasing union of finite-
dimensional complex algebraic varieties [[J; more formally, it has the structure of an ind-scheme
whose set of geometric points is G(K)/G(O). In type A, when G = SL,, or G = GL,, there is a
simple, well-known lattice model for the loop Grassmannian, described in Section Bl It allows one
to study G using finite-dimensional linear algebra, as we will do throughout.

Our main results are concerned with certain finite-dimensional algebraic subvarieties of G, which
we call MV-cycles. These were discovered by Mirkovié¢ and Vilonen [MV] and provide a canonical
basis of algebraic cycles for the intersection homology of the closures of the strata of G, for the
natural stratification by G(O)-orbits.

To define MV-cycles, we first need some more notation. Choose a maximal torus T of G and let
A = Hom(C*,T) be the coweight lattice. A coweight A\, viewed as a map from C* to T, is given by
a trigonometric series, which, after substituting ¢ for ¢, produces an element in G(K), and hence
in G, which we denote by A. These are the T-fixed points in G. A coweight A, treated as an element
of G(K), defines a shift o of G by left multiplication. This is an isomorphism of G, taking any fixed
point « to the fixed point o + A.

Denote by IV and N~ the unipotent radicals of opposite Borel subgroups of G intersecting along 7.
Each N(K)-orbit on G contains a unique T-fixed point ¢; similarly for N~ (K). For a, 8 € A, set
Sa,p = N(K)an N—(K)B; this is nonempty if and only if a — /5 is a linear combination of positive
coroots with nonnegative integer coefficients. We define the MV-cycles with highest coweight o
and lowest coweight 8 to be the irreducible components of the closure of S, g. As shown in [A2],
the results of [MV] imply that this definition of MV-cycles is equivalent (up to shifts) to the one
in [MV]. Except for this equivalence of definitions, this paper is independent of the results of [MV].
In particular, we provide, in type A, an independent proof of the important purity property of
MV-cycles established in [MV], by showing that S, g is a complex algebraic variety of pure complex
dimension equal to the height of a — .

As shown in [AP], the left action of the maximal compact torus T C T on G can be viewed as
a Hamiltonian action whose moment map values lie in Lie(Tk). Given an MV-cycle M, we denote
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its image under this moment map by Pp; and call it an MV-polytope. See [A2] for many examples
of MV-polytopes in low rank groups.

Our aim is to provide a detailed, explicit, and useful description and parametrization of MV-cycles
and MV-polytopes in type A. This is not straightforward because of the use of irreducible components
in the definition. I. Mirkovi¢ and M. Finkelberg, using work of G. Lusztig, have a different way of
finding a dense open subset of each cycle, which works for any type [M]. The results of Gaussent
and Littelmann [GLJ], which we learned of when this paper was almost completed, also provide a
different explicit description of MV-cycles, which works for any type. It would be very interesting
to compare these approaches, particularly with a view to calculating MV-polytopes in all types.

There are many reasons for wanting to understand MV-cycles as explicitly as possible; let us men-
tion three of them. First, these varieties are intrinsically interesting since they provide a canonical
basis for representations of the (Langlands dual) group. Second, as shown in [A2], MV-polytopes al-
low for combinatorial calculations in representation theory: weight multiplicities and tensor product
multiplicities equal the number of MV-polytopes fitting inside a certain region. Third, as conjec-
tured in [AT], there is a natural Hopf algebra structure on the vector space spanned by (equivalence
classes under shifts of) MV-cycles, isomorphic to the algebra of functions on the group N. Moreover
there seems to be a canonical set of generators and relations, which were calculated in the cases of
Sp, and SL,, n <5, by looking at MV-polytopes. As observed by B. Sturmfels and A. Zelevinsky,
these provide examples of cluster algebras in the sense of Fomin and Zelevinsky [FZ2]. We hope
that the explicit understanding of MV-cycles here will eventually allow for the construction of this
cluster algebra structure in type A.

Using the lattice model for the loop Grassmannian in type A, namely when G = SL,, or G = GL,,,
we provide, in Theorem [Al a decomposition of G into smooth pieces whose closures are the MV-
cycles. The partition is invariant under the action of the coweights and, up to this action, the pieces
are parametrized by the Kostant parameter set. The description of the pieces is very explicit and in
the spirit of the definition of Bruhat cells in the Grassmannian: just as every Bruhat cell contains
those vector spaces for which the dimensions of intersections with a fixed flag is determined by a
partition, every piece of our decomposition contains those lattices for which dimensions (understood
in the proper sense) of intersections with a fixed collection of infinite-dimensional vector spaces is
determined by a Kostant partition.

Using this decomposition, we prove our main result: the computation of MV-polytopes by ex-
plicitly identifying their vertices in Theorem The key is a combinatorial algorithm presented
in Section EZ4l which, given an MV-polytope, constructs certain lower-dimensional MV-polytopes
that are faces of it. Repeated application of the algorithm yields the vertices. While the algorithm
is combinatorial in nature, we don’t know how to prove some of its properties without using the
geometry of the loop Grassmannian, our decomposition in particular.

The paper is largely self-contained, using only linear algebra, combinatorics, and the most basic
complex algebraic geometry. One exception is that we take as given, in Section [l the existence and
basic properties of the moment map for the torus action.

We begin, in Section Pl by describing the lattice model for G in type A and use it to state our main
results: Theorem [Aland Theorem [Bl In Section Bl we discuss certain combinatorial properties of the
abovementioned algorithm. SectionHlis the heart of the paper and uses the lattice model to construct
open dense sets of points in each cycle. Included here is an explicit identification (Proposition EE2))
of each piece of our decomposition with an open Zariski subset of a product of projective spaces.
In Section B which is the only one containing results for all types, we discuss the moment map
and the moment images of three well-known coarse decompositions of the loop Grassmannian by
certain group actions. Theorem [[J describes the general shape of moment images of subvarieties
of G. In Section @, we discuss the relation of our decomposition of the loop Grassmannian to the
finer decomposition into torus orbit types. We calculate moment images of torus orbits and, in
Theorem [E] identify all torus orbits inside each MV-cycle for which the moment map image of the
orbit’s closure is the whole MV-polytope. We end this section by proving our main results.
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2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we give precise statements of our main results, which are in type A. We partition the
loop Grassmannian into smooth pieces such that the MV-cycles are the closures of these pieces. This
decomposition is invariant under shifts by coweights, and, up to shifts, the pieces are parametrized
by the Kostant parameter set. We give a combinatorial algorithm for constructing the vertices of
the MV-polytope corresponding to an element of the Kostant parameter set.

2.1. Lattice model. Following Lusztig [[J], we will use the lattice model of the loop Grassmannian G
in type A. Points in G are subspaces of a certain infinite-dimensional complex vector space, satistying
some extra conditions. The vector space X is defined by specifying a basis: if ey, es, ..., e, denotes
the standard basis for C", then X is the span of t/e; for 1 <i < n, —oo < j < 0o, where we regard
this as a symbol with two indices. We usually picture these basis vectors in an array consisting of n
columns, infinite in both directions. Let ¢ be the invertible linear operator on X that sends each t/e;
to t't1le;. Then Gqr, consists of those subspaces Y of X such that

(1) Y is closed under the action of .

(2) tV Xy CY Ct~N X, for some N, where X is the span of those t/e; with j > 0.
We call such Y lattices. Three examples of lattices are illustrated by the pictures in Figure [l Each
dot, or set of dots connected by line segments, represents a vector; these, together with all the dots
tie;, j > 3 below the pictures are a C-basis for the lattice. The first picture represents the torus
fixed point associated, by our convention, to the coweight (2,0, —2,0,—1,—2). The second picture
represents the lattice that is generated as a C[t]-module by the vectors t=2e1 +3ey +4es, 3tes +4tes,
—teg + btes, t2eq + 2tes — teg, t2es and t?eg. (Of course, this set of generators is not unique; for
example t2e5 can be replaced by t?e3.) The third picture represents the lattice that is generated as
a C[t]-module by the vectors ez + 2e3 + 3eq + 2e5 + 1t 2eq, t2e1 +t2es + teg + 2tes + 3tey, tes +1 teg,
eg, t3eq and ties.
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Ficure 1. Examples of lattices.

The space Gar, is the loop Grassmannian for GL,,: one checks that GL,,(C[t,t~1]) acts transitively
on lattices and that the stabilizer of Xy is GL,,(CJt]). The action is the obvious one suggested by
the notation: GL,(C) acts on e1,...,e, by the standard representation, and letting this commute
with ¢ provides an action of GL,(C[t,t71]) on X, which induces an action on lattices.

The relative dimension of a lattice Y with respect to Xg is defined to be dim(Y/Y N Xy) —
dim(Xo/Y N Xp). The lattices in Figure [l have relative dimensions —3, —6 and —9. The connected
components of Gg, are parametrized by relative dimension and are isomorphic to each other by
appropriate shifts o). The component consisting of the lattices with relative dimension 0 is the loop
Grassmannian Ggr, C Gar for SLy: one checks that SL,(C[t,t71]) acts transitively on such lattices
and that the stabilizer of X is SL,(C[t]).

Let Agr, = Z™ and Ag, = {(M1,---, ) € AL | D A = 0} denote the coweight lattices of GL,,
and SL,. For any lattice Y, define 6(Y") to be the n-tuple of integers (61(Y),...,0,(Y)) where §;(Y)
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is the largest j such that t 7e; € Y. Let Yy denote the vector space spanned by all t~7e; € Y and let
dimp Y = dim(Y/Yy). Notice that for Y € Ggr, we have 6(Y) € Agr; for Y € Ggp, we have §(Y) € Ag,
if and only if Y = Y. Conversely, for each coweight A, the lattice ) is spanned by all t Je; with j < A;.
We choose the maximal torus consisting of diagonal matrices, and opposite Borels consisting of upper
and lower triangular matrices. Then the dominant coweights are those A for which i; < io implies
Ai; > Aiy; the coweight is called strictly dominant if 41 < io implies A;; > A,,.

2.2. Kostant parameter set. Now we define the parameter set. Recall that the Dynkin diagram
for SL, is n — 1 dots in a row, one for each simple root (connected by line segments, which we will
not draw). We denote a positive root by a loop around a sequence of consecutive dots in the Dynkin
diagram, and we call the number of dots it encloses the length of the loop. The simple roots are the
loops of length 1. The other positive roots are loops of length > 2; each is the sum of the simple
roots corresponding to the dots it encloses. (Of course the word loop here has nothing to do with
its use in loop Grassmannian.) A Kostant picture is a picture of the Dynkin diagram together with
a finite number of such loops. We draw the loops so that if the dots contained in one loop are a
proper subset of the dots contained in another, then the one is encircled by the other; if two loops
contain precisely the same dots, we still draw one encircled by the other. In this way, the loops in a
Kostant picture are partially ordered by encirclement. We write L C L’ if loop L’ encircles loop L,
and L C L' if either L = L’ or L’ encircles L.

Define the length len(p) of a Kostant picture p to be the sum of the lengths of the loops in p,
and |p| to be the number of loops in p. The Kostant parameter set K is the collection of all Kostant
pictures. Examples of Kostant pictures for n = 6 are in Figure Bl If o;; is the root that is the sum
of simple roots a; + - - -+ cj_1, then these three pictures represent the following Kostant partitions:
a3 + qog4 + a5 + a5 + 30, a2 + o3 + a3s + oue and as + g + a4 + o5 + Qg

FiGURE 2. Examples of Kostant pictures.

It will be useful to imagine each of the n —1 dots of the Dynkin diagram as lying on the boundary
between two of the n columns of basis vectors for X. Then, associated to each loop L, will be
the vector subspace V}, spanned by the columns the loop passes through. To be precise, for each
i = 1,2,...,n, let V; be the span of the basis vectors t/e; in the i** column. If we number the
dots of the Dynkin diagram 1,2,...,n — 1 and if a loop L contains dots ¢,£ + 1,...,r — 1 then
Ve =V ® Vg1 @ ... 8 V,.. We say that the loop L has its left end at column ¢, its right end at
column r, and passes through columns £,¢+1,...,r.

2.3. Parametrization of MV-cycles. We partition Ggr, into pieces parametrized by K x Agr, by
defining a map which sends Y € Ggr, to (p(Y), A(Y)) € Kx AL as follows. Let p(Y) be the Kostant
picture in which the number of loops encircling the same dots as a loop L is

nr, :dimo(Y n VL) — dlmo(Y N VL+> — dlmo(Y N VL?) + dlmo(Y n VLi)
— dim ((Yn V) (Y NVe,)+ (¥ VLf))).

In the above expressions, Ly, L_ and L1 are the loops obtained from L by removing the leftmost,
rightmost, or both of these dots respectively. (If L has length 1 then Vz_,Vz_ should be taken as the
zero vector space; if L has length 1 or 2, then V. should be taken as the zero vector space.) Also, we
are viewing Y NV, as a lattice in Vi, as we shall throughout the paper. We let A(Y) = (A1,...,\n)
be the coweight such that A; = 6;(Y) +1; where I; is the number of loops in p(Y) whose left end is at
column ¢. Then the loop Grassmannian Ggy, decomposes into pieces M (p, A), each of which contains
those lattices Y with (p(Y),A(Y)) = (p,A). Notice that both A(Y) and Y have the same relative
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dimension |p| with respect to Yp; therefore if Y € Gg, then A\(Y) € Agr,. So the parametrization
restricts from Agr, to Agr: we have Y € G, — (p(Y),A(Y)) € K x Agr, and if A € Agp, then
M(p, ) C Gsr.

A related decomposition of Ggr, is the one into torus orbit types: let GT be the set of torus fixed
points, and, for a subset S of G7, let Mg be the set of lattices Y such that S is the set of fixed points
contained in the closure of the torus orbit through Y. The loop Grassmannian is the disjoint union
of all nonempty Mg’s. Our first theorem identifies MV-cycles as the closures of the pieces M (p, \)
and states that the decomposition of the loop Grassmannian into the Mg’s is a refinement of the
decomposition into the M (p, \)’s.

Theorem A. Every M(p, ) is a smooth algebraic variety of dimension len(p) and is a union of a

finite number of Mg’s. The MV-cycles with highest coweight A are {M(p, ) | p € K}.

Remarks.
(1) In Proposition £ we will canonically identify each M (p, ) with an open Zariski subset of
a product of |p| projective spaces.

(2) The usual Grassmannian of k-planes in C" also has a decomposition into torus orbit types,
defined just as above; this is discussed in [GGMS]. It is still unknown, even for the Grassmannian,
which Mg are nonempty. In the case of the loop Grassmannian, using Theorems [Bl and [0} it will be
easy to identify certain sets S for which Mg is nonempty.

The Mg decomposition is invariant under the action of the affine Weyl group, but the M (p, )
decomposition is of course not; it is invariant only under the affine part, namely translations. But it is
easy to construct from it a finer, Weyl-invariant decomposition: for every element w of the (ordinary)
Weyl group W there exists a decomposition of the loop Grassmannian into pieces M™(p, A), each of
which is M (p, ) acted upon by w. Intersecting these |IWW| decompositions—so that each piece has the
form (N, ¢y M (p, \)—is a Weyl-invariant decomposition of the loop Grassmannian. In the remark
after Lemma [B1l we will show that this decomposition is identical with the Mg decomposition.

(3) Using Theorem [A] together with the definition of MV-cycles, it is easy to identify all lattices in
an orbit N(K)A. The resulting description of the orbit was originally obtained in [Ngo]. O

2.4. Vertices of MV-polytopes. Fix (p,\) € K X Agr; by Theorem [A] there corresponds an
MV-cycle M = M(p, \) and, applying the moment map, an MV-polytope Ppy = P(p,\). We will
describe Pj; by constructing a map from the Weyl group W onto its vertices; W is the group of
permutations of {1,2,...,n} and the vertices are coweights.

Fix w € W. We will give an n-step construction of the corresponding vertex v = v(w). In terms
of the lattice v, the idea is essentially simple: starting with column w(1) we put in it as many basis
vectors as possible, according to the length of the longest chain of nested loops in p passing through
that column; then, after removing these loops from p in a certain sense, we put as many basis vectors
as possible in column w(2); and so on up to column w(n). But it will take a little work to state this
precisely.

An example is drawn in Figure[} the Kostant picture p is drawn to the right of the corresponding
MV-polytope; the directions of the two simple roots are shown on the left; the vertices v(w) are
labelled by the pictures of the lattices v(w), with Weyl group element w written below (an ¢ written
below column j means w(i) = j); the top right vertex is the highest coweight .

To define v(w), we first construct, for any Kostant picture p in type A,_; and for any column ¢
(1 < <r), a Kostant picture p; in type A,_o, called the collapse of p along column i. Let q be
the Kostant picture consisting of all loops in p that pass through column ¢, and rank these loops
by level of encirclement: level 1 consists of all those loops in q that don’t encircle any loops in q;
level 2 consists of all those loops in q that don’t encircle any loops in q except those in level 1; level 3
consists of all those loops in q that don’t encircle any loops in q except those in levels 1 and 2; etc.

Fix an arbitrary level. Notice that the loops in this level do not encircle each other and thus are
naturally ordered from left to right, say L1, Lo, ..., L. Form a new sequence with one fewer loop,
My, My, ..., M} as follows: each M; is the join of loops L; and L;;1, meaning that the left end
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FIGURE 3. An example of an MV-polytope

of M; is the left end of L; and the right end of M; is the right end of L;y;. (Of course if k =1 then
this new sequence is empty.)

Do this for each level, and let q' be the Kostant picture consisting of all the new loops formed
for all levels. Let p’ be the Kostant picture obtained by replacing q by q’; that is, p’ consists of all
loops that are in p but not in q together with all loops in q’. It is easy to see that no loop of p’
has its left end or its right end at column 4. So if we simply cross out column ¢ and identify the two
dots of the Dynkin diagram on either side, we see that p’ may be viewed as a Kostant picture in one
rank lower, namely type A,_o. (In fact it is the Kostant picture corresponding to a particular face
of the MV-polytope.) This is the Kostant picture p;. Notice that |p;| equals |p| minus the number
of levels.

This process is illustrated in Figure B for the Kostant picture p at the left of the figure and i = 3
as indicated by the arrow; ps is drawn on the right; q contains eight of the twelve loops, which have
been separated into four levels in the second column of the figure.

Now we successively collapse the columns in the order determined by w. For an ordered subset
I=(iy...,ix) of {1,...,n} let Py denote the Kostant picture that results from collapsing columns
i1...,1 in this order. (Actually, since after each collapse there is one fewer column, and the
remaining columns are renumbered, we should, to be precise, say it like this: Let h(m) be the
number of j < m with i; < i,,. Then pr is produced by collapsing column %1, then column i — h(2),
then column i3 — h(3) and so on.)

Now we can define v = v(w). As before, let I; denote the number of loops in p whose left end is
at column i. For 1 <k < n, let I, = (w(1),...,w(k)), and let Ny = |p1,| — |[P1,_,| denote the
number of loops removed at the k™ step during the collapse along column w(k). Set

(2.1) v =X —l; + N;.

Note that if A € Ag, then v € Agy, since Y v; — A = |p| — > L = 0.
Notice that if w is the identity permutation then v(w) = A; this is the highest coweight vertex of
the polytope.
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FI1GURE 4. Construction of p; out of p.

To illustrate how v(w) is defined, let p be the leftmost Kostant picture in Figure B A the coweight
(2,0,1,0,—1,—2), and w the permutation (346512)—that is w(1) = 3, w(2) = 4 and so on. To define
v(w) we have to perform the collapses shown in Figure Bl So N1y = N3 = 4 is the number of loops
removed during the first collapse, N,,(2) = N4 = 4 is the number of loops removed during the second
collapse and so on: Ny,3y = Ng = 3, Ny4) = N5 =0, Ny5y = N1 = 1, and N,,5) = N2 = 0. Hence,
by @I), 1 =2—4+1, 5 =0—2+ 0, and so on, so that v is the coweight (—1,-2,2,2,—2,1).
Note that the first collapse is shown in detail in Figure B

D@I@)@ - D) _Me
T T P

FIGURE 5. Construction of v(w).

Theorem B. The vertices of the MV-polytope P(p,A) are {v(w) | w € W}.

Remark. I. Mirkovi¢ and M. Vybornov [MVy] have found a decomposition of the loop Grassman-
nian in type A into the quiver varieties of Nakajima [Nall, [Na2]. Like MV-cycles, these varieties are
torus invariant and it would be very interesting to understand their moment map images. ([l

3. COMBINATORICS OF COLLAPSES

This section explains certain combinatorial properties of the algorithm defined in Section 24l
Most proofs are deferred until Section Hl since they rely on geometry. We end, however, with a
purely combinatorial proof of a key claim used in the proof of Proposition EEA

3.1. Properties of the algorithm. Recall that p; denotes the Kostant picture produced by col-
lapsing p along column ¢ and that if T is the ordered set (i1, ...,4) then pr is produced by collapsing
along columns i1, ..., in this order.

An unexpected property of this algorithm is that it is commutative:

Theorem C. For any Kostant picture p and two columns i1,i2 we have P, iy) = P(is,ir)-
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The proof of Theorem [ will follow from certain geometric properties of the decomposition
M(p, M), as explained in the remark preceding Proposition Ell We would be interested in knowing
a combinatorial proof of it.

The next proposition gives some insight into how the algorithm behaves with multiple collapses
and into why Theorem [(] is true. For a Kostant picture p and an ordered set I, let M be a loop
of pr. Define the ancestry of M to be the set of all the loops of p used to produce M. So if during
the collapse of the last column of I, loop M is produced by joining two loops M’ and M", then the
ancestry of M is the union of the ancestries of M’ and M”. The ancestry depends in general on
the order of collapse, as can be seen, for example, by collapsing the first Kostant picture in Figure
along ¢ = 3,4 in both orders; in only one of these does the ancestry of the single resulting loop
contain the loop of length 1 around the third dot.

Let Lq,..., L, be the loops from the ancestry of M that do not encircle any other loop from the
ancestry. We say that M is the join of Lq,...,Ls. Since the loops L1, ..., Ls do not encircle each
other, we can assume they are ordered from left to right: the left and right ends of L,, are to the
left of the corresponding ends of Li,41.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose a loop M is the join of loops Lq,...,Ls. Then the number of columns
in the set I that are passed through by at least one of these loops is exactly s — 1.

Remark. Theorem [ and Proposition Bl suggest that there should be a non-recursive definition
of pr, that describes the simultaneous collapse p; along the columns I; here I is the underlying
unordered set of I. Each loop M of p; should should be a join of loops Li,...,Ls from p not
encircling each other, passing through exactly s—1 columns of I, and satisfying additional conditions
that we only know how to state in the case |I| = 1. O

Proposition Bl follows from Claim B2 proved combinatorially below, and the fact, proved geo-
metrically during the proof of Proposition LR that we necessarily have |J| + 1 = s in this claim.

Claim 3.2. Suppose a loop M is the join of loops Ly,...,Ls. Let J = (j1 < --- < jjz) € I be
the set of all columns passed through by at least one of these loops. Then |J|+ 1 < s. Moreover, if
|J| + 1 =s, then loop L,, passes through columns jmy,—1 and jp,.

3.2. Proof of Claim We say that a loop L is a top loop of a Kostant picture if it is not
encircled by any other loop of this picture. Without loss of generality we can assume that the top
loops of p are the loops L; ..., Ls. Indeed, removing any loop of p that is not encircled by one of
the L; does not change the ancestry of M. After this, it is clear that we can also assume that I = J;
so J = (j1 < --- < jg) is a reordering of the set I = (iy,...,%x).

Set L, = (i1,...,4m) for 1 <m < k; so I =1;. We will prove that the number of top loops of pr,,
is strictly greater than the number of top loops of pr,, . Since the Kostant picture pr has only one
top loop, M, this will imply the first part of the claim.

By induction, it is enough to prove that pr, = p;, has fewer top loops than p. First consider
those loops of p that do not pass through column ¢;. Whether or not any particular one of them is
a top loop clearly does not change after the collapse along column ¢;; indeed, if it is a top loop, it
cannot be encircled by the join of two loops in the collapse since it does not pass through column iy;
and if it is not a top loop it cannot be uncovered by the vanishing of a loop in the collapse since
loops in the ancestry—top loops in particular—do not vanish.

Now consider those loops of p passing through column ;. Recall that the algorithm defining p;,
decomposes them into levels and then joins loops in each level. Every loop on the highest level is
obviously a top loop of p. The algorithm joins loops of the highest level producing top loops of p;,,
and the number of loops decreases by one.

Now consider an arbitrary level consisting of loops Ry, ..., R, so that loops R, and R,,+1 join
to produce loop S, of p;;. To finish the proof of the first part of the claim, we will show that the
number of top loops among S, ...,S;—1 is not greater than the number of top loops among loops
Ry, ..., R;. This follows immediately from the following two statements:

(1) If R, and R,,+1 are not top loops of p then S, is not a top loop of p;, .
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(2) If for some ¢ < r—1, loops R, and R, are not top loops of p, but all the loops Re41, ..., Rr—1
are top loops of p, then loops Sy, ..., Sr—1 are not top loops of p;,.

To prove (1) consider rightmost top loop L; that encircles R,, and the leftmost top loop Lj/
that encircles R,,+1. During the collapse of column i; every top loop passing through column i
(in particular loops L; and L) has to be joined with another loop, since otherwise this top loop
will not be in the ancestry of M. If L; encircles R,,11, then any join of L; with another loop will
encircle S,,. In the case L; does not encircle R, 11, loop L; must be to the left of loop L;. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that the level of loop L; is not bigger than the level of L;;. Then
there are loops on the level of loop L; to the right of L;. In particular, L; gets joined with another
loop L’ which is to the right of L;. Loop L’ must encircle at least one loop in the level Ry, ..., R;.
Moreover, since we assumed that L, is the rightmost top loop that encircles R,,, loop L’ must
encircle at least one R,,, with m’ > m + 1. So the join of L; and L’ encircles Sp,.

To prove (2) repeat the argument for (1) with all indices m and m + 1 replaced by ¢ and r and
loop S, replaced by the loop S’ whose left end coincides with the left end of S, and right end
coincides with the right end of S,_;. The whole argument goes through and since loop S’ encircles
all the loops Sp...,S,_1, the first part of the claim is proved.

For the second part of the claim notice that if |J| + 1 = s then at each step of the algorithm
the number of top loops has to decrease by exactly one. So the situation described in (2) can never
happen,; if it did, the number of top loops would decrease by at least r — ¢, since Sy, ....S,_1 are not
top loops.

For 1 <a <s—1,let L, be the rightmost loop among L, ..., Ls passing through column jg;

in other words, m, is the number of top loops of p that pass through one of the columns j, ..., jq.
We claim that m, > a.
It is clear that if we first collapse along one of the columns ji,..., j,, then the number of top

loops passing through one of these columns decreases by one (since the total number of top loops
decreases by one at each collapse and all loops which do not pass through these columns remain
unchanged).

Let us show that the number of top loops passing through columns ji,...,j, does not increase
if our first collapse is along column j, with b > a. The only way this number might increase is if
one of the loops L,, with m > m, is joined with another loop L which passes through j,. If this
happens, then L C L,,_1. In particular, the top loop L,,_1 passes through column j, and the top
loop L., does not. Hence m —1 = m,. Moreover, the level of loop L,,, is not smaller than the level
of loop Ly, +1, so that at least two of the loops Ly, ..., Ly, +1 are in the highest level. Thus, after
collapsing, these loops produce at most m, top loops passing through one of the columns j, ..., jq,.

Since at the end pr contains exactly one top loop passing through columns ji, ..., j,, we conclude,
by induction, that m, > a. By the symmetric argument we conclude that if L, is the leftmost loop
passing through column j,, then n, < a. This proves that each L, passes through columns j,_1
and j,. O

4. LATTICES AND THEIR COMPATIBILITY TO KOSTANT PICTURES

In this section G = GL,, so that G = Ggr,; we use the lattice model and the terminology of
Sections 11 and We explain the basic relationship between Kostant pictures and lattices,
whereby loops correspond to basis vectors. Proofs of the main results will depend on understanding
the collection of lattices “compatible” to a Kostant picture, with respect to three possible degrees
of compatibility.

4.1. Bases of lattices. We say that a set of vectors y1,...,yr € X is a basis of a lattice Y, if
k = dimy(Y") and
Y = Y0@<y17"'7yk>7

where (y1,...,yx) is the C-span of y1, ..., yx. Given a basis of Y, every vector y € Y can be uniquely
written as a linear combination of y1, ..., yx plus a vector ygy € Y.
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4.2. p-flags. Suppose p is a Kostant picture and Y is a lattice with basis {yr}rep indexed by the
loops of p. Moreover, assume that for each L € p, we have y, € Vp and t -y € Yo ® (yr/) i p-
The collection {Y7}rep of t-invariant subspaces of Y defined by

(4.1) v, = (YonVi) @ {yr)rce

is called the p-flag generated by the basis. Note that if L C L’ then Y7, C Y7, and that dimg(Y7)
equals the number of L' € p with L' C L.

For example, the four vectors in the second picture of Figure [l form a basis that generates a p-flag
for the lattice, where p is the second Kostant picture of Figure B similarly for the third pictures.

By a subpicture p’ of p we mean a subset of the loops of p; we say it is an inner subpicture if
for every loop L of p/, all the loops of p encircled by L are in p’. For a subpicture p’ let Vs be the
sum of all Vy, for loops L in p’. A p-flag in Y naturally extends to give a lattice Yy in Vp for every
inner subpicture p’ of p: let Y,/ be the sum of the subspaces Yy, for L in p’. It is easy to see that
dimg(Yp’) equals the number of loops in p’. In particular, we will use this construction for the inner
subpicture p consisting of all loops encircled by a fixed loop L in p and we let Y7 = Yo+ (YO ﬂVL).
Note that Y C Yy, and dim(Yy,/YP) = 1.

4.3. Lattices weakly compatible to Kostant pictures. We say that a lattice Y is weakly com-
patible to p if there is a p-flag {Y7}rep in Y such that for every loop L of p

(i) Projy. (YL) # Projy, (YY) for the left and right ends i of L,

where Proj, (W) stands for the orthogonal projection of W onto V, treating the vectors t/e; as
an orthogonal basis of X. Notice that by ¢-invariance, Projy, (Y7) = (the;, t7 e, t/T2e;,...) and
Projy, (Y1) = (t*e;, t"e;, t*+2e;, . .. ) for some integers j and k; condition ({l) just says that k = j—1
rather than k = j.

For example, the second lattice in Figure [l is weakly compatible to the second Kostant picture
in Figure[@ This would not be the case, however, if, for instance, the vector ¢t 2e; + 3es + 4es were
changed to 3es + 4ez. Similarly, the third lattice is weakly compatible to the third Kostant picture.

Proposition 4.1. A lattice Y is weakly compatible to a Kostant picture p if and only if p = p(Y),
the Kostant picture associated to'Y . Moreover, if p = p(Y) then the p-flag {YL}rep inY is unique.

Proof. Assume we are given a p-flag {Y7}rep satisfying (@l). Let Ly C --- C Ly be all the loops
of p with left end at column ¢ and right end at column r. Then, by definition, the number of such
loops L in p(Y) is equal to

nr = dim ((Ym VL)/((Ym Vi) + (N VL,))) =dim(Y,/Yr,) =k,

where we used condition () in the last two equalities. Hence p(Y) = p.
Conversely, assume that Y is a lattice with p(Y) = p. We inductively define a p-flag in Y. For
a loop L of p that encircles no loops, let

Y=Y nt ' (YonV).

By induction assume the spaces Y7, are defined for all loops L’ encircled by loop L and define a
pE-flag in Y, where the loops in p’ satisfy condition (fl). So, by hypothesis, we must have

(4.2) YNV, CY? and YNV, CY}.
Set
(4.3) Y, =Y nt Yy

Because of (L) no vector in Y7, — Y} can restrict trivially to V; for the left or right end ¢ of L; since
dim (ProjVi(YL)/ProjVi(Yf)) < 1 for the left and right ends, we conclude that dim(Y;/Y?) < 1.

To show {Y1}rep is a p-flag it remains to show Yy, # Y?. Assume L passes through columns
£,...,7. Let Lq,..., L be all the loops of p with left end ¢ and right end r. So L = L,,, for some m.
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IfY, = V¢, then Y2 = Y Nt~1Y2 = Y NV Hence ny, = dim ((YﬂVL)/((YﬂVL+)+ (YmVL,))) -
m — 1 < k, a contradiction.

This finishes the construction of the collection {Y7 }rcp. Its uniqueness follows immediately from
the fact that for any p-flag we have Y, C Y N¢~1Y? and hence definition {3 is the only one
possible. (Il

We have just shown that all lattices in M (p, \) are weakly compatible to p. We now identify
M(p, A) with an open Zariski subset of a product of projective spaces. For a loop L with left end ¢
and right end 7, let P* be the projective space of complex lines inside (e, . .., e,). Set PP = HLep PL.
If loop L encircles no loop with right end r then let m = r; otherwise let M be the largest loop with
right end 7 encircled by L, and let m be its left end; note that m = £ is possible. Let PL be the set
of lines in (e, ..., e,) that project nontrivially onto (e;) and (e,,). Define PP = [rep PL.

Proposition 4.2. M(p,\) is isomorphic to PP.

Proof. Fix p and A. Without loss of generality, we may assume, using a shift by an appropriate
coweight, that A is such that Yy = X for any lattice Y € M(p,\). We will construct an algebraic
map 7 : PP — G which will provide the required isomorphism with the image M (p,\). To do so,
given a point p € PP, we will construct a basis {yr}Lep that generates a p-flag {Y7 } Lep satisfying (i).
Moreover, each y7, will be of the form t7e, + z for some j and z € Vy .1 @ - -- ® V;., where £ and r are
the left and right ends of L.

The construction proceeds by induction on the number of loops of p. If p contains only one
loop L, say with left end ¢ and right end r, then p defines a line in {(ey,...,e,) with nontrivial
projections onto {eg) and (e,). Let z be the unique point in the line p with Proj,yx = es. Let
Y, =Yy @t 1pand yr =t~ 'z. Clearly, the constructed lattice Y = Y7, is in M(p, \).

Now assume that a loop L is not encircled by any other loop of p. Then p’ = p — {L} is an
inner subpicture of p. By inductive assumption, given p € PP we can construct a p'-flag {Yi/}rrep
for Y,/ together with a basis {yr/}1/ep’ for which each yy is of the form t/ey + z for some j and
z2 €€ Vo1 @8V, with Projvr, yr» nonzero; here ¢/ and r’ are the left and right ends of L’. We
need to show how to construct Yz and yz, given the line pr, in (e, ...e,), the L** component of p.

Recall that Y7, must lie inside ¢ 71V and dim(Yy/Y?) = 1. So, if we can identify t 1Y /Yy with
(e, ...e,) then the line py, defines a line inside t_1YL°/YL° and hence defines Y7,.

For ¢ < k < r, let Li be the largest loop encircled by L whose left end is at column k and set
Yk = YL, ; if no loop encircled by L has column k as its left end, set y;, = er. We claim that y,, ...y,
is a C[t]-basis of Y}?; that is, Y is the direct sum of (yy):, the C[t]-span of the vector yy.

To prove it, let us show that any vector y € Y can be uniquely written as a C[t]-linear combination
of the vectors yi. Let k be the smallest number such that Projy, y # 0. Then, since y has the
form t7ej, + z, there is a unique linear combination S j c;jtIyy such that its difference with y projects
trivially onto V. If we can show that ¢; = 0 for j < 0, then induction on k proves that ye,...y,
is a CJt]-basis of Y. Since y can be written uniquely as a linear combination of basis vectors plus
a vector from Y, it is enough to assume y is a basis vector yz. for a loop L’ whose left end is at
column k. But since L’ C Ly, every ¢; must be 0 for negative j.

This implies that that we can identify t~'Y?/Y; with (¢t 7'y, ...t7 y,). Mapping t~lyx to ey
provides the isomorphism between ¢t 'Y /Yy and (e, ..., e.). So, as explained before, the line py,
in {(eg,...,e,) defines Y7,. To define the vector yr, let z;, = e, + ZZ:ZH axey, be the unique point
in pr, with Pr0j<e£>;vL = ep. Then set yy, =t lyp + ZZ:ZH art "y,

To finish the construction of 7, we have to show that ({l) holds for loop L. Since Projwt_lyg ¢
Projy, Yy we conclude Projy,yr ¢ Projy,Y7; hence ({l) holds for the left end of L. If L encircles no
loop with right end 7 then Projy, yx, = 0 for k < r so that Projy, y, = a,t™ 'y, = a,t"'e, ¢ Projy, Y7.
Otherwise, recall that M is the largest loop encircled by L with right end r; it has left end m, and pr,
projects nontrivially onto (e,,). Then M = Ly, and a,, # 0. Since Projy, t ™'y, ¢ Proj,, Y7 we
conclude Projy, yr ¢ Projy, Y7; hence (i) holds for the right end of L in either case.
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It remains to show that for every Y € M(p,\) there is a unique p € PP with n(p) = Y.
Let {Y.}rep be the p-flag for Y. Then from the above discussion it is clear that we can always

construct a basis {yr}rep such that for each L, and basis vectors yy,...,y, as before, we have
yr =t 1y, + 222“_1 arxt~'yy. Given such a basis of Y, define p € P by setting pr to be the line
passing through e, + Y, _, ., arey. Clearly, 7(p) =Y and such p is unique. O

4.4. Lattices compatible to Kostant pictures. We say that a lattice Y is compatible to p if it
has a p-flag {Y7}rep such that for every loop L of p,
(i") Projy, (Yr) # Projy, (Yy) for every column i that L passes through.

Since () is stronger than (@), every lattice compatible to p is weakly compatible to p. We denote
by MT(p, \) the set of all lattices in M (p, \) that are compatible to p.

For example, the third lattice in Figure[llis compatible to the third Kostant picture in Figure
But the second lattice in Figure [l is not compatible to the second Kostant picture in Figure B since
() fails for column 4 and the loop encircling dots 3 and 4; they are, however, weakly compatible.

Proposition 4.3. MT(p,\) is a dense Zariski open subset of M(p, \).

Proof. For an inner subpicture p’ of p, denote by Mg,(p, A) the set of all lattices Y € M (p, A) whose
p-flag satisfies (') for all loops in p’. We will show that if L € p is a loop for which p’ U{L} is also
an inner subpicture then Mg,uL(p, A) is a dense Zariski open dense of Mg,(p7 A). The proof then
follows by induction on the number of loops of p.

Given Y € Mg, (p, A), consider the basis and p-flag constructed for it in the proof of propo-
sition For loop L, there was a Clt]-basis ys,...,y, of Y?, and y; was defined as a lin-
ear combination Y a;t"'y; with ay = 1. For £ < k < 7, let ji be defined by Projy, Y7 =
(theey)y = (tFep,ti*Tley,...). Then condition (i) for loop L and column k is equivalent to
o a;iProj ik e,y yi # 0. Combining such conditions for all columns ¢ through r defines a dense

Zariski open subset of Mg, (p, \); this subset is Mg/uL(p, A). O

4.5. Lattices strongly compatible to Kostant pictures. Recall that in Section B2l we defined
the collapse p; of a Kostant picture p along column i. We also define the collapse Y; of a lattice Y’
along column i as the intersection of Y with the direct sum of all columns other than i. Just as for p;,
we may view Y; as a lattice one rank lower by removing the collapsed column and renumbering the
remaining columns.

Lemma 4.4. IfY is compatible to p then Y; is weakly compatible to p;.

Proof. Let {Y}rep be the p-flag for YV satisfying @). We must produce a p;-flag {YM}MEf)i for
the lattice Y; satisfying (i).

As explained in Section Z4l every loop M of p; is either a loop of p or a join of two loops of p.
If M is a loop of p, set Y = Y. If M is the join of loops L’ and L”, set Yar = Vi N (Yo + Yri),
where V; = D, Vi

Choose a basis {yr}rep of Y that generates the p-flag {Y1}rep. For a loop L passing through
column 4, denote by 7, the largest power of t for which y;, projects nontrivially onto (t~7¢;). Without
loss of generality we can assume that Projy, yr = t~Ize;. Indeed, this can be achieved by adding to
each vy, a linear combination of the vectors t/y;, for j > 1, multiplying y;, by a scalar, and adding a
vector from Yj.

Recall that in the definition of p;, the loops of p passing through column i were separated into
levels, such that no loop encircles a loop from a higher level. Since {Y7}rcp satisfies (), it is easy
to see that j, is equal to 6;(Y") plus the level of loop L. In particular, if loop M of p; is the join
of two loops L’ and L”, necessarily from the same level, then j;» = jr». Hence we can define
UM =YL — YL € Y For a loop M of p; that is a 1oop of p, set Ynr = yusr-

Clearly the basis {gr} mep, generates the p;-flag {YM}MGp for Y;. It remains to show that for
every loop M of p;, property () holds. This is obvious if M is a loop of p. If M is the join of L’
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and L”, then the left end ¢ of M is the left end of L', and L” does not pass through this column.
Hence .

PYOJV[@M = PYOJ’V,Z (Yo —yrr) = Prole (yrr) ¢ Projw (Yp) = Prole (Yar)-
This proves (fl) for the left end, and an analogous argument proves it for the right end. O

The definition of strongly compatible is inductive on the number of columns n: For n = 2,
a lattice Y is said to be strongly compatible to a Kostant picture p if it is compatible to p. For
n > 2 a lattice Y is said to be strongly compatible to p if it is compatible to p and if for every
column i the lattice Y; is strongly compatible to p;. We denote by M*(p, \) the set of all lattices in
MT(p, \) that are strongly compatible to p.

For example, the third lattice in Figure [llis compatible but not strongly compatible to the third
Kostant picture in Figure[l Indeed, if we collapse the Kostant picture along column 4, the resulting
Kostant picture contains only two loops: the rightmost loop of length 1, which is unchanged, and
a new loop M. The lattice Ys is generated by two corresponding basis vectors: tes + t'eg and
t?e; + t?e3 — tes (where we have not renumbered the columns after the collapse). Since the latter
vector contains no es component, we see that ({[I') fails for loop M and column 3. If, however, we
alter the original vector tes + 2tes + 3tes + tes by adding to it any nonzero multiple of t?e3, then
the lattice becomes strongly compatible to the Kostant picture.

Remark. We will see later, in Theorem [E], that M*(p, \) is the largest piece of the decomposition
into torus orbit types contained in M (p, A); that is, the strongly compatible lattices are precisely
those for which the moment map image of the closure of the torus orbit through the lattice is the
entire MV-polytope. ([l

We need notation for collapsing lattices along two or more columns. For a set I = {i1,...,ix} C

{1,...,n} define
Vi=Vi, ®---®V;,.

In particular, if I = [¢..r] = {¢,...,r} and L is the loop with left end ¢ and right end r, then V;, = V7.
For a lattice Y, set Y; = Y N V;. Denote by I the complement of I in [1.n]. Let Y = Y}, the
collapse of the lattice Y along columns I; in particular when I = {i} we get Y;.

For collapsing a Kostant picture along several columns I, the order in which the columns collapse
matters, a priori. Let I = (i1,...,4) be an ordering of I. As in Section Xl denote by py the Kostant
picture produced out of p by collapsing columns I in the given order.

Remark. Once we have proved, in Proposition L4, that there always exists a lattice Y strongly
compatible to p, we will know that the order of collapse doesn’t matter; indeed, pr = p(Y7) for any
ordering of the set I. Thus, we will have proved Theorem [ from Section O

Notice that a lattice Y is strongly compatible to p if and only if Y is compatible to py for
every ordered set I. Indeed, if Y is strongly compatible to p, then every Y; must be strongly
compatible (hence compatible) to py. Conversely, if the lattice Y; is compatible to py for every I,
then, by induction on n, we can assume every Y; is strongly compatible to p;; therefore Y is strongly
compatible to p.

Proposition 4.5. M*(p,\) is a dense Zariski open subset of MT(p, \).

Proof. We fix p and A throughout the proof. For an ordered set I = (i1, ..., k), let L, = (i1,...,9m)
for 1 < m < k. Let I and I,, denote the corresponding unordered sets. Let Sy be the subset of
MT(p, \) of lattices Y for which Ylm is compatible to pr,, for every 1 < m < k. Then, as mentioned
before, M*(p,\) is the intersection of all Sy. Since every S is clearly an open Zariski subset of
MT(p, \), it is enough to show that every S is not empty.

Fix I. Let M™ be the loop of pr,, whose left end is furthest left; if there is more than one
such loop, let it be the largest. Similarly, let M be the largest leftmost loop of p. Then, recalling
terminology from Section Bl if a loop of Py, is a join of loops, one of which is M, this loop must
be M™, and we say that the loop M survives until step m; that is, M is the only loop of pr,,
whose ancestry contains M.
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Set g =p — {M} and let Q = Y4 + Y; denote the lattice associated to this inner subpicture. It
is easy to see that if M does not survive until step m then qr,, = pr,,, and that if M survives until
step m then qi,, = pr,, — {M™}.

We will use induction on the number of loops of p, and, within that, induction on the length &
of 1 to prove:

(%) There exists a lattice Y € Sy for which @ is strongly compatible to q.

The base case for the outer induction is for a Kostant picture for no loops, which is trivial. The
base case for the inner induction is that there exists a lattice Y for which @ is strongly compatible
to q. Since q contains one fewer loop, we inductively know the existence of a lattice @ strongly
compatible to q, which may be extended by a single vector yp; to give Y.

For the induction on k, pick a lattice Y that satisfies (x) for I_;. First consider the case that M
does not survive until step k. We claim that the same lattice Y satisfies (x) for I. It is enough
to show that f’lk = Q 1, since by inductive assumption Qlk is compatible to p;y = qr. Obviously
Q. C Yi,. Since Y, , is compatible to py,_, we know that Y;, is weakly compatible to py, by
Lemma B4 Hence dimg(Y7,) = |pr,| = |ar,| = dimo(Qr, ), and since Yy = Qp, we must have
Y, =Qr,-

If, however, M survives until step k, we will show that there exists a lattice arbitrarily close to Y
that satisfies (%) for Iy. Let {yr}recp be a basis of ¥ that generates its p-flag. To shorten some
notations, let us introduce the extended Kostant picture p = pU[l..n]. So L € p means either L is
a loop of p or an integer between 1 and n. (It might help to think about the integer ¢ as a loop of
length zero passing through the single column i.) Of course we say that L encircles integer 7 if and
only if L passes through column 7. Set y; = t~%()e;.

Since for a loop L of p we have t-y;, € Y, we can uniquely write the corresponding basis vector as

(4.4) yr=ot 1Y af'yu,

L'ep
where v=¢ w means v — w € Yp, and a%/ = 0 unless L' C L. Conversely, any set of numbers at’
with this property uniquely defines a lattice. We will perturb Y by specifying how to change these
numbers. As long as the changes we make are arbitrarily small, we may assume that the conditions
in () still hold since they are open conditions. So to show that (x) holds for I, we need only find
an arbitrarily small perturbation of numbers ag such that Y7 is compatible to py.

Let {Y7}Lep, be a pr-flag in SA/] The columns of Y; are naturally identified with those i not in I,
and we will keep this numbering. We need only show that Yj,. satisfies ({['), since the other Y7,
satisfy it by the second part of the induction hypothesis. By Lemma E4] Y; is weakly compatible
to pr. So there exists a vector y € Y7 such that Yy = Yo @ (y). If y satisfies Projy.y ¢ Projy. Y.
for every i ¢ I that M* passes through, then we are done. If not there exists a vector v € Yoo
as small as we would like it to be, such that y + ¢~'v satisfies this. Suppose M* is the join of
loops M = L4,...,Ls;. We will show how to change the numbers aﬁ; by small amounts so that vy is
replaced by y + t~1v.

Let m denote the Kostant subpicture of p consisting of Ly, ..., Ls together with all the loops they
encircle, and let m® =m—{Ly,...,Ls}. So Yiu =Y, +---+ Yy, and Yoo =Y +---+ Y[ . By the
proof of Lemma B we know that Yx = Vi MYy and Yy, = Vi N Yo, So we can uniquely write

(4.5) Y=o »_ bLyr.

Lem

(46) =0 3 e

Leme
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If by, # 0 for all j = 1,...,s, the perturbation is easy: for every nonzero cr, pick a loop L;
that encircles L and change afj to afj + bCL—L_. This changes yr,,...,yr. so that the same linear
J

combination () now equals y + ¢t~ 1v; so Y; is now compatible to pr.

It remains to show that we can perturb Y slightly so that every br; is nonzero. Let J =
(j1,---,41)) € I denote those columns of I passed through by at least one of the loops Li,... L.
Let us show that J contains exactly s — 1 elements, which will prove Proposition Bl

Let ¢ be the left end of L; and r the right end of L, and let J be the complement of .J in [(..r].
Consider these finite-dimensional vector spaces:

U=t"Yno /Yo,

V =Yn/Ymo,

Z = (Yarr + Ymo)/ Yo,

W = ((t'Ymo NVy) + Yio )/ Yino.

Then V, Z and W are subspaces of U. Moreover, dimV = s, dimZ = 1, dimW = |J|, and
dimU = r—{+1 = |J|+|J|, since for any lattice Y°, the dimension of t ~'Y°/Y° equals the number
of columns. Since VNW = Z, we have dimV +dimW < dimU + 1, so that s — 1 =dimV — 1 <
dimU — dim W = |J|. Together with Claim B2 we conclude |J| = s —1. So J = (j1,72,---,Js5—1)
and, by the second part of the claim, each L,, passes through columns j,,,—1 and j,.

Now we will work in the s — 1 dimensional vector space U/W. Let g, € U/W be the vectors
corresponding to yr;. Then, since y € W, we clearly have

0= br,iL,-
j=1

Also let §; € U/W correspond to t~'y;; note that if j € J then g; is nonzero.
Consider perturbations just of the numbers aiLi and aZL_il, which are allowed by the second part of
Claim We claim that there exists an arbitrarily small change of these numbers such that every

s — 1 vectors among ¢, .., ¥y, are linearly independent and, in particular, all bz, are nonzero.
First, let’s perturb these numbers to make yr,,,...,9yr, , independent. We will prove by induction
on m that the vectors g, ,...,Jr,, can be made independent in U/W,,, where

W = ((tilymo N ij) + Ym")/Ym"a

and Jp, = (j1 < --- < jm). Indeed, if this is true, then the vectors §r,,...,9r,,,¥j,.., are linearly
independent inside U/W,,41. Moreover, if §r,,...,9r,,,, are linearly dependent inside W, 1, the
dependency relation must have a nonzero coefficient in front of gz, ,; therefore, an alteration of

azl:jl by any amount, which can be taken arbitrarily small, will make them independent.

For the s — 1 vectors §r,,..., 9L, 1UL,s1s---»YL,, the same argument works, except that we have
1 i—1 i s—1 . . 1 s—1

to alter numbers ay ..., ar, AL, 0L Obviously we can successively choose ay , ..., a7
arbitrarily small so that linear independence simultaneously holds for each of these s subsets of
s — 1 vectors. (]

5. DECOMPOSITIONS OF G AND THE MOMENT MAP.

Throughout this section, G is any connected simply-connected semisimple complex algebraic
group, and G its loop Grassmannian. This section contains the facts about G that we can prove
for all types. We review three known decompositions of G and discuss the moment map images of
the pieces. The main theorem states that all moment map images of compact irreducible algebraic
subvarieties of G have the same shape: an intersection of certain cones spanned by coroots.
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5.1. Decompositions of G. First, the left action of G(O) on G decomposes it into orbits. We
let G denote the G(O)-orbit through A. The coweight ) is determined up to the action of the Weyl

group, and we have
g = U G

AeAT

where AT is the set of all dominant coweights. Each closure G is a finite-dimensional projective
variety and is the union of the G, with ¢ < X and g € AT, (Here < is the usual partial order on
coweights: p < X means that A — p is a nonnegative integral linear combination of simple coroots.)

Second, we have the finer Bruhat decomposition of G into B(Q)-orbits, where B is a Borel subgroup
of G. Each orbit contains exactly one torus fixed point A and is an affine cell [AP].

¢ = B

AEA

Third, we need the decomposition of G into N (K)-orbits, where N is the unipotent radical of B.
Each orbit is infinite-dimensional and again contains exactly one A; we denote it by Sy.

g:US)\

AEA

The closure S} is the union | J <A S,.. Note that we get such a decomposition of G for each element w
of the Weyl group: we set S¥ = wN (K)w~!A. The following lemma uses the torus action to identify
in which piece of this decomposition a given = € G lies.

Every coweight 8 defines a one-parameter subgroup of the maximal torus 7" whose elements are
given by exp(s3) for s € C. If 7 = e* € C — {0} we write 77 = exp(s3).

Lemma 5.1. A point x € G is in SY if and only if

lim wrPw 'z = A

T—0

for all strictly dominant coweights 3, that is, for dominant coweights in the interior of the positive
Weyl chamber.

Proof. Let us recall some results from [E7Z]. Let e;, h;, f; for i = 1,...,r be the standard generators
of the Lie algebra g of G. Denote by «,,...,a, € h* the simple roots of g. For p € I define

i(p) = exp(pe;).
Then the following commutation relation holds
P, (p) = z; (Tai(ﬂ)p)Tﬂ

Given a reduced word i = (i1, ...,1x) of the longest element wy of the Weyl group, it is shown by
Fomin and Zelevinsky in [EZ] that every element n of N can be written as a product

(5.1) n = (p1) - i, (Pk)

with p; € C. Moreover, they express the p;’s in terms of generalized minors of n. Since generalized
minors can be defined for the group G(K) the same way they were defined for G in [EZ], it is clear
that (B holds for n € N(K) and p; € K.
Assume z = wnw~! -\, and n € N(K) decomposes as in (BE1); then
1

ligr%)wTﬁwf x = Tliil%w 7 2 (p1) -, (pr) WA

= lim w @, (7% Opr) -y, (725 Ppy) 7907
T—0
If 3 is a strictly dominant coweight, then all a;, (8) are positive integers, so that all z;, (7%m (F)p,.)
approach the identity as 7 goes to zero. This shows that the above limit is equal to A.
This finishes the proof, since for a fixed w, G is the union of all SY. (|
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5.2. Moment map images of strata. As explained in [AP], the loop Grassmannian can be thought
of as an infinite-dimensional symplectic manifold with a Hamiltonian action of the maximal compact
torus Tx C T. In particular, it is possible to define a moment map ® on G with range in the Lie
algebra, Lie(Tk). (Although the usual codomain for moment maps is the dual Lie(Tk)*, here it is
most naturally Lie(Tk ), the vector space in which the coweights of G lie. This is because moment
map images are closely related to the representation theory of the Langlands dual group [MV], IG],
whose weights are identified with the coweights of G.) We do not reproduce the definition of the
moment map, but state the only two properties of this map from [AP] which we are going to use:

(1) The moment map image of the fixed point A of the T" action is the corresponding coweight A.
(2) For a dominant coweight A\, the moment map image of both G, and B, is the convex hull
of the Weyl group orbit containing .

Note that every piece of each of the decompositions of G is T-invariant; indeed, this will be true of
every variety we consider.

One of our main interests is in the MV-polytopes, which are moment map images of MV-cycles.
To compute these, we will need the moment map images of the SY, which we now describe. Let C)
be the cone inside Lie(Tx) with vertex A and spanned by the negatives of the simple roots; note
that o < A if and only if a € C\. Let C{’ be the cone produced by acting on C) by the Weyl group
element w.

Lemma 5.2. The moment map image of SY is CY.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the statement for Sy. Using property @) of the moment map and the
fact that 0_oBxta C Sy for any dominant coweight o, we see that ®(S)) contains C). Conversely,
suppose = € Sy. Then the closure T - z of the torus orbit through z is contained in Sy. By [AfiR2],
®(T - ) is a convex polytope. Every vertex (3 of this polytope is a coweight contained in ®(S));
hence 8 < A and so § € C. So C) contains the polytope, which contains ®(x). O

5.3. Moment map images of algebraic subvarieties. By an algebraic subvariety of G, we mean
any algebraic subvariety of one of the G. Our interest in the following theorem is that it applies to
MV-cycles.

Theorem D. The moment map image of a compact irreducible torus-invariant algebraic subvari-
ety Z of G is a polytope given by intersecting cones CY , one cone for every element of the Weyl

group.

Proof. The moment map image of every such variety is a convex polytope [Bril.

Fix w in the Weyl group. The intersection ZN.SY, if nonempty, contains some torus orbit; since Z
is closed, it follows by Lemma BJl that A € Z. So there are only finitely many coweights A1, ..., Ak
for which this intersection is nonempty, and all are contained in ®(Z); therefore ®(Z) C (J; CY by
Lemma Among these coweights, there must exist one, A\, that is greater than all the others;
for otherwise there would be two of them such that the line segment joining them was not contained
in ®(Z), contradicting its convexity.

We have just shown that ®(Z) lies inside the convex polytope P =), S\ and contains the Ay, ’s.
To prove equality of the polytopes, it remains only to show that P has no vertices besides the A, ’s.
Let 8 be any vertex of P and fix a hyperplane through £ intersecting P only in v and generic in the
sense that it contains no root direction. This hyperplane determines a set of positive roots and a
positive root cone C. Near 3, P is the intersection of some set of half-spaces, each on one side of a
hyperplane spanned by roots; therefore P must be contained in C. Since C'is a translation of C}
for some w, we must have g = A, O

Remark. As explained in Section EZIl every connected component of Ggr, is isomorphic to Ggr,.
Hence Theorem [0 also holds for GL,,, even though it is not simply-connected or semisimple. ([
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6. MOMENT MAP IMAGES OF TORUS ORBITS

In this section we study moment map images of torus orbits—in particular of orbits through
lattices strongly compatible to a given Kostant picture. This allows us to compute the moment map

images of the cycles M (p, ) and prove Theorems [Al and

6.1. Moment maps of general torus orbits. For a lattice Y, denote by P(Y) the moment map
image of the closure of the torus orbit through Y. We now describe the vertices of P(Y").

Recall that for a subset I of {1,...,n}, we defined Y; = Y NV} as the intersection of Y with
the columns I. Further define d;(Y) = dimg(Y7). Given any permutation w of {1,...n}, define the

coweight " (Y) = (u1, ..., pn) by
Pao(s) = Ow(e)(Y) + (i) (Y) = du(fit1..n (Y),

where [i..n] is short for {i,4+1,...,n}. Equivalently, j,,(;) is the largest j such that t_jew(i) is in
Projy, . (Y N Vi(li.n)-

Lemma 6.1. P(Y) is a convex polytope whose vertices are pu* (V).
Proof. By Theorem [Dl and Lemmas BTl and B2 it is enough to show that
lirno wrPw™'Y = p(Y)

T— e
for any strictly dominant coweight 3 = (81 > --- > ,), where the action of 77 on a lattice is given
by multiplying each V; by 7%. Using Weyl group symmetry, it suffices to prove it for the identity
permutation id only.

By definition of 14'4(Y") there exists a basis of Y such that exactly k; = d;.n)(Y) —dfiy1..n)(Y) vec-
tors yi, ..., y}c of this basis lie in V}; ,,) and have linearly independent projections onto V;. Moreover,
since 8= (1 > -+ > Bn), we have
lim 72y ) = lim 7% (r=Piy ) = (Projy.yl,).

T—0 K

T—0

Therefore

lim 7Y = Yy ® Im 7% (% )i<i<ni<m<k, = Yo @ (Projy. yi ) 1<i<n,1<m<k; = py). O
T—0 T—0

Remarks.

(1) Specifying the numbers 6;(Y") and d;(Y") for all I is equivalent to specifying the polytope P(Y).
Indeed, Lemma [B]] gives the vertices in terms of them. Conversely, these numbers are determined
by the vertices: §;(Y) equals fi,(n) for any choice of w with w(n) = j; then d;(Y) = 37", (tuw(i) —
O (i) (Y)) for any choice of w with w([k..n]) = I. The very interesting question of which polytopes
arise is equivalent to the question of which combinations of numbers d;(Y’) are possible.

(2) Specifying the numbers 6;(Y) and d;(Y") for any interval I = [¢..r] is by definition equivalent to
specifying the pair (A(Y), p(Y)).

(3) If P is a polytope, let Mp denote the set of lattices Y for which P = P(Y). This gives the
decomposition of G into torus orbit types, and it is now easy to see that it is a refinement of the
decomposition into the M(p,\)’s. Indeed, if YV is a lattice and we set P = P(Y), p = p(Y),
A = A(Y) then we conclude by remarks (1) and (2) that Mp C M (p, \).

(4) For each element w of the Weyl group W there is a decomposition M™(p, ) analogous to
M (p, \), where M(p, \) = M9(p, \): for a lattice Y let w - Y be the lattice obtained by reordering
the columns according to w and set M*(p,A) ={Y | p = p(w-Y) and A = u*(Y)}. Then the
intersection of these n! decompositions is the decomposition into torus orbit types. Indeed, since
every subset I of {1,...,n} is mapped onto an interval [¢..r] by some Weyl group element, we see
by remarks (1) and (2) that Mpyy = \,epy M*(P(w - Y), u*(Y)). O
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6.2. Moment images of torus orbits through weakly compatible lattices. Given a lattice Y,
let us call x4(Y) and p™(Y) the highest and lowest vertices of P(Y).

Lemma 6.2. All polytopes P(Y') for lattices Y € M (p, A) have the same highest and lowest vertices.
Moreover the highest vertex is A.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma [61] and the definitions of p(Y) and A(Y). O

Remark. The lowest vertex is the coweight with ith component \; — [; + r;, where [; is the number
of loops of p with left end 7 and r; is the number of loops of p with right end i. O

6.3. Moment images of torus orbits through strongly compatible lattices.
Theorem E. A lattice Y is in M*(p, \) if and only if the polytope P(Y) is equal to P(p, \).

Proof. Suppose Y € M?*(p,)\). To show P(Y) = P(p,)\), we show that these polytopes have
the same vertices; that is, for each permutation w, the coweight p*(Y) = (u1,..., un) equals the
coweight v(w) = (v1,...,v,) defined in Section 24l Since the numbers fi,(2), . . . , fhw(n) depend only

on the lattice Yw(l) strongly compatible to P, (1), it suffices by induction to show that ji,,1) = vi(1)-

Recall that Hap(1) = 5w(1)(Y) + dlmo(Y) - dlmo(}/l) and V(1) = )\w(l) - lw(l) + Nw(l); we will check
that the right sides are equal to each other. By definition of A = A(Y") we have .1y = Aw(1) — lw(1)-
Since Y is compatible to p, we know that Y; is weakly compatible to p; by Lemma B2 therefore

dimg(Y) — dimg(Y;) = [p| — [Pi| = Nuw(1)-

To show the converse, recall that the polytope P(Y') uniquely determines the numbers d;(Y). It
follows, by what we just proved, that if Y € M*(p, \) then d;(Y) = |py| for any ordered set I and
the corresponding unordered complement /. So we will show that if a lattice Y € M (p,\) is not

strongly compatible to p then
(%) there exists an ordered set T with d7(Y) # |prl.

Since Y is not strongly compatible to p, there exists an ordered set J such that Yy is weakly
compatible to py but not compatible to it. Obviously, if we can prove (x) for Y, instead of for Y
it will also follow for Y, so without loss of generality we assume that Y is not compatible to p. In
particular, there exists a loop L passing through columns ¢, . .., r for which condition (i) on page[[2
fails. Consider the ordered set

J=(1,....0—1,n,....,7r+1).

If L’ is the largest loop in p encircling the same dots as L, then it is easy to see that py = pL/ and
Y; =Y. So, if we can prove (%) for Yz, and p’’ instead of for Y and p, it will also follow for p.
So, without loss of generality, we can assume that Y is in M (p, A) but is not compatible to p and
that () fails for a column i and a loop L encircling all dots. We claim that dimg(Y;) # |p;|, which
implies (%) for I = (i). Indeed, dimg(Y;) = |p| — dim(Projy, (Y')/Projy. (Yo)) and [ps| = |p| — Ns
where N; is the number of levels into which the picture p is broken during the collapse along
column i. Notice that loop L is removed during this collapse, since it is the only loop in its level.

Because () fails for loop L at column i we conclude that dim(Projy, (Y)/Projy, (Ys)) < Ni; hence

dimg(Y;) > |ps| and we have proved (). O
6.4. Proofs of the main theorems. Given two coweights a and (3, recall that MV-cycles are
defined to be the irreducible components of the closure of the set Sa,3 = So N S5°. By Lem-
masbJland B2 S, g contains all lattices Y for which the highest and lowest vertices of P(Y') are o
and (3 respectively. Therefore, by Lemma B2 S, g is a union of several pieces of the decomposition
M (p, «). By Proposition EZ] all these pieces are Zariski open sets of the same dimension, len(p);
hence each closure M (p,a) is an MV-cycle. On the other hand, for any M (p, \), there exists a
for which M (p,\) C S\ 3, by LemmaE2l This proves Theorem [Al By Propositions and B3 the
closure of M*(p, )\) is the same as the closure of M (p, ). By Theorem [H the moment map image

of M*(p, A) and hence of M(p, A) is P(p,A). This proves Theorem [Bl
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