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LAGRANGIAN FIBERS OF GELFAND-CETLIN SYSTEMS

YUNHYUNG CHO, YOOSIK KIM, AND YONG-GEUN OH

ABSTRACT. For a given complex n-dimensional partial flag manifold O, equipped with the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau
symplectic form wy, the Gelfand-Cetlin system ® : O — R™ is a completely integrable system on (Oy,w) ) whose
image is a convex polytope Ay C R™, which is called the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope.

In the first part of this paper, we are concerned with the topology of Gelfand-Cetlin fibers. We first show that every
Gelfand-Cetlin fiber is an isotropic submanifold of (O, wy ) and it is an iterated bundle where the fiber at each stage is
either a point or a product of odd dimensional spheres. Then, we classify all Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers. Also, we
show that every fiber over a point lying on the relative interior of an r-dimensional face of A ) has a trivial r-dimensional
torus factor, i.e., the diffeomorphic type is (S*)" x Y for some smooth manifold Y. Furthermore, we show that a
toric degeneration of (O, wy, ®) into the Gelfand-Cetlin toric variety can be understood as a fiberwise degeneration
(SH” x Y — (S1)” by contracting Y’ to a point.

The second part is devoted to detect displaceable and non-displaceable Lagrangian fibers. We discuss a couple
of combinatorial and numerical tests for displaceability of fibers. As a byproduct, all non-torus Lagrangian fibers of
Gr(2, p) for every prime number p are shown to be displaceable. We then prove that the Gelfand-Cetlin system on every
complete flag manifold F(n) (n > 3) with a monotone w), carries a continuum of non-displaceable Lagrangian torus
fibers and several non-displaceable Lagrangian non-torus fibers. As a special case, the Lagrangian S3-fiber in F(3) is
non-displaceable, the question of which was raised by Nohara-Ueda who computed its Floer cohomology to be zero.
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A partial flag manifold is a smooth projective variety over the field of complex numbers that is homogeneous

under a complex linear algebraic group. As it has rich algebraic, combinatorial, and geometric structures, it has been
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intensively studied from various fields of mathematics. One of the main research themes on partial flag manifolds
is to devise combinatorial gadgets revealing their topology, geometry, and algebraic structures. Following the
theme, in this article, we develop combinatorial tools that can be used to study symplectic geometry of partial flag
manifolds.

A partial flag manifold arises as the orbit O, of an element ) in the dual Lie algebra of u(n) under the co-adjoint
action of the unitary group U (n). It comes with a U (n)-invariant Kéhler form w) (unique up to scaling), so-called a
Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic form. On a co-adjoint orbit, Guillemin and Sternberg [GS2] build a completely
integrable system

@,\Z ((’),\,w,\) — Rdimc Ok,

which is called the Gelfand-Cetlin system associated to \. The image of O, is a polytope, denoted by A and said
to be the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope associated to \.

The first part of this manuscript concerns the topology of the fibers of a system ®,. By the celebrated Arnold-
Liouville theorem, the fiber over every interior point, a regular value of ®,, is a Lagrangian torus. Even over
each point not in the interior of any Gelfand-Cetlin polytope, the fiber turns out to be a smooth isotropic manifold,
see Theorem A. It is notable because there is almost no control on the fiber over a non-regular value of a general
completely integrable system. Furthermore, a Gelfand-Cetlin fiber not in the interior can be Lagrangian, that
displays one marked difference between Gelfand-Cetlin systems and toric integrable systems (on toric manifolds).
Table 1 summarizes similarities and differences between them.

H Gelfand-Cetlin fiber | Toric moment fiber ‘

over any point isotropic submanifold
over an interior point Lagrangian torus 17"
m =ZF, m =0
over a point in k-dim face f TF x Yy "
can be Lagrangian | can not be Lagrangian

TABLE 1. Features of Gefand-Cetlin fibers and toric fibers

To show the above, we will describe each Gelfand-Cetlin fiber as the total space of the iterated bundle constructed
by playing a game with various “LEGO® blocks”. A game manual will be provided in Section 4 and 5. The first
main result of the article, obtained from the game, is stated as follows.

Theorem A (Theorem 4.12). Let @ be the Gelfand-Cetlin system on the co-adjoint orbit (O, wy) for A € u(n)*
and let Ay be the corresponding Gelfand-Cetlin polytope. For any pointu € Ay, the fiber ‘b;l (u) is an isotropic
submanifold of (O, wy) and is the total space of an iterated bundle

o 'w)=FE, 1 "2 B, » " . 2 B PY By = point
such that the fiber at each stage is either a point or a product of odd dimensional spheres. Two fibers @;1 (uy) and

@;1 (uz) are diffeomorphic if two points uy and us are contained in the relative interior of the same face.

Remark 1.1. A Gelfand-Cetlin system is defined on a co-adjoint orbit under the special orthogonal group SO(n).
See [GS2]. The authors prove that Theorem A can be generalized to the SO(n)-cases. However, in contrast to the

A-type case, even dimensional spheres can appear as a factor of the fiber at each stage. See [CK] for more details.

A Gelfand-Cetlin system @ is known to admit a toric degeneration with control from @, to a toric integrable
system. On the toric degeneration of algebraic varieties in stages constructed by Kogan and Miller [KoM], Nishi-
nou, Nohara and Ueda construct the degeneration (see Section 6) from the Gelfand-Cetlin system @, into the
moment map ¢ of the (singular) projective toric variety associated to Ay, using W.-D. Ruan’s technique [Ru] of
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gradient-Hamiltonian flows, see Theorem 1.2 in [NNU1]. Then, we obtain the following commutative diagram.

(11) (0)\,00)\) —_—> (X)\,w)
N

¢
A
JAS
where ¢ is a continuous map from O, onto X . Moreover, the map ¢ induces a symplectomorphism from <I>;1 (A 2)
to <I>_1(A ») where A, is the interior of Ay. As a consequence, one can see that each fiber located at Ayisa
Lagrangian torus.

According to work of Batyrev, Ciocan-Fontanine, Kim, and Van Straten [BCKV], this degeneration process
given by the map ¢ in (1.1) can be interpreted as (a half of) a conifold transition. Namely, through the map ¢,
a partial flag manifold is deformed into a singular toric variety having conifold strata. The following theorem
indeed visualizes how each Gelfand-Cetlin fiber degenerates into a toric fiber. Specifically, through ¢, every odd-
dimensional sphere of dimension > 1 appeared in each stage of the iterated bundle {E,} contracts to a point

simultaneously and each S*-factor survives.

Theorem B (Theorem 6.8). Let u be a point lying on the relative interior of an r-dimensional face. Then every

SY-factor appeared in any stage of the iterated bundle given in Theorem A comes out as a trivial factor so that
;' (n) 2 T" x B(u)

where B(u) is the iterated bundle obtained from the original bundle by removing all S*-factors. Moreover, the map
¢ : @' (u) — © ' (u) is nothing but the projection T™ x B(u) — T" on the first factor.

Because of Theorem A, the other fibers located at the interior of a face f are all Lagrangian as soon as the fiber
of one single point at the interior of f is Lagrangian. In this sense, it is reasonable to call such a face f a Lagrangian
face. Since every fiber is isotropic again by Theorem A, in order to show that a face f is Lagrangian, it suffices to
check that the dimension of the fiber over a point in the interior of f is exactly the half of the dimension of O}.

By summing up the dimensions of the fibers of p, in the iterated bundle from Theorem A, the dimension of the
total space can be calculated. Yet, constructing the bundle describing a fiber is a little involved, we design a more
convenient combinatorial criterion telling whether a given face is Lagrangian or not. To describe this criterion, we
explain several combinatorial objects in informal ways or by examples. For the formal definitions and more details,
the reader is referred to Section 2, 3, and 4.

Recall that the co-adjoint action on u(n)* can be identified with the conjugate U (n)-action on the space H,, of
(n x n) hermitian matrices. Since a U (n)-orbit in H,, is the set of all hermitian matrices having same spectra, we

can denote each orbit by O, for a non-decreasing sequence of real numbers
= {)\1 :...:)\nl >)\n1+1 :"':/\n2 >...>/\m‘_~_1 :...:)\n}’

which forms the spectra of a (and hence every) matrix of O,. Then O, is simply the orbit in H,, containing the
diagonal matrix I whose i-th diagonal entry is equal to \; for every ¢ = 1,--- ,n. By gathering the eigenvalues
of the principal minors of the matrix in O}, the Gelfand-Cetlin system

(I)/\: (O,\,w/\) — RdimC Ox

can be explicitly constructed. The Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A is the set of points in {(u; ;) € RM=1/2 4 4 ¢
N, i+ j < n} satisfying the min-max principle given in (2.7). Here, u; ; is the coordinate recording the i-th largest
eiganvalue of the (i + j — 1) x (i + j — 1) principal minor of 1.

To understand the face structure of a Gelfand-Cetlin polytope, which can be of arbitrary large dimension, it is
convenient to employ a ladder diagram, see Definition 3.1. Roughly speaking, it is the collection of piled boxes
each of which contains a variable u; ; respecting the coordinate system (¢, j), which is denoted by I'y. As an
example, let us consider the case where A = {3,1, —1, —3}. Then the corresponding ladder diagram T, is given as
in Figure 1. We call the red dot the origin and the blue dots the fop vertices of I'y therein. A positive path in T’ is
a shortest path from the origin to a top vertex in I'y. Then a face of Iy is defined as a subgraph «y of Iy such that
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(1) = can be drawn by positive paths,
(2) ~ contains all top vertices.

3

Ui,z 1

L d
U2 |uz2 | —1
U1 | U2 [usa | =3 I I

T face y of I'y \/

not faces of 'y

FIGURE 1. Ladder diagram I'y.

The first named author with An and Kim proved the following correspondence.

Theorem 1.2 ([ACK]). There exists an order-preserving bijection

{ faces of T\} — { faces of Ny}

For each face ~y of the ladder diagram I, the corresponding face of A is contained in the intersection of facets
of Ay defined by equating two adjacent variables u; ;’s not divided by any positive paths. For instance, the face of
Ay corresponding to v in Figure 1 is supported by the plane given by the equations u; 1 = u1,2 = u2,2 = U2,1,
and uz = —1.

To figure out whether a face f is Lagrangian or not, we regard the corresponding face v in ' as a board. We
play a 3D-TETRIS® game, filling it up by the following L-blocks in Figure 2 as much as possible ! obeying the
following rules:

(1) the interiors of two L-blocks must not intersect each other.
(2) the interior of L-block does not contain any piece(edge) of .
(3) the rightmost edge and the fop edge of an L-block must be mapped into a piece of positive paths in .

If a diagram ~ can be covered by L-blocks satisfying (1), (2) and (3),  is said to be fillable by L-blocks.

Ly L, Ls Ly

FIGURE 2. L-blocks.

Now, we state the second main theorem, which gives a complete characterization of Lagrangian faces in terms
of faces of I''y.

Theorem C (Corollary 4.23). A face v of Iy is Lagrangian if and only if v is fillable by L-blocks.

5. O 5 X3
4 14 4 &3
2 2 2 2
0 0 0 0
2 2 2 2
-4 |-4 4 |-4
|-6 |-6 |-6 | |-6
" Y2 fillable by L-blocks  not fillable by L-blocks

FIGURE 3. Filling by L-blocks.

IThere is a unique way of filling v with L-blocks satisfying the restrictions (1), (2) and (3) if possible. Thus, the order of putting L-blocks
does not matter.
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For example, in Figure 3, we can easily see that ; is Lagrangian, but -5 is not Lagrangian. Note that any empty
slot in the last picture cannot be filled by L because of the rule (3).

In the second part of this article, we detect displaceable and non-displaceable > Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin
fibers. Besides their intrinsic significance in symplectic topology playing their role as the spine of underlying
symplectic manifolds, non-displaceable Lagrangian submanifolds having non-trivial Floer cohomologies (together
with deformation data) serve as a candidate for a generating set of the Fukaya category. In these regards, detecting
non-displaceable Lagrangians has been one of the central themes in symplectic topology.

In Section 7, we start with our study on displaceability of fibers in Gelfand-Cetlin systems. In the toric case,
McDuff [McD] and Abreu-Borman-McDuff [ABM] develop the method of probes to detect the displaceable toric
fibers. The probe method can be also applied to Lagrangian torus fibers in Gelfand-Cetlin systems because they are
related to the toric fibers via (1.1), however, it is not applicable to non-torus fibers. In the case where a co-adjoint
orbit is F(3), Pabiniak [Pa] investigates displaceable fibers.

We develop several numerical and combinatorial criteria for detecting displaceable Gelfand-Cetlin fibers which
can be applied to both torus fibers and non-torus fibers in Gelfand-Cetlin systems. Even though our criteria are
not exhaustive to classify all displaceable fibers, it is enough to detect almost all displaceable fibers in that the
non-displaceable fibers should be located over a measure zero set of the polytope Ay . In particular, we are able to

displace all non-torus fibers in some cases.

Theorem D (Corollary 7.14). Let p be a prime number. Then every non-torus Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fiber of

the complex Grassmannian Gr(2, p) is displaceable.

From Section 8, we discuss non-displaceable Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers on a complete flag manifold
equipped with a monotone Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic form.

The existence of a non-displaceable Gelfand-Cetlin fiber follows from the non-displaceable fiber theorem by
Entov-Polterovich [EP1], which states that any finite system of Poisson commuting smooth functions on a compact
symplectic manifold admits at least one non-displaceable fiber. Nishinou, Nohara and Ueda prove that the fiber over
the center of A is non-displaceable in [NNU1]. Transporting the holomorphic discs of Maslov index 2 classifed
by Cho and the third named author [CO] in X via the flow ¢ in (1.1), they compute the potential function and
show the existence of a critical point at the center, which yields non-displaceability of its fiber by [FOOO3].

Recently, the existence of a non-displaceable Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin non-torus fiber is shown by Nohara-
Ueda [NU2] in the case of complex Grassmannian Gr(2, 4). It admits exactly one Lagrangian face, one-dimensional
face, so that we have a one-parameter family of non-toric fibers in it. Amomg them, the fiber at the center of the
Lagrangian face is shown to be the only non-displaceable fiber. As far as the authors know, it is the only non-toric
Gelfand-Cetlin fiber known to be non-displaceable in partial flag manifolds (of type A %) so far.

The main theorem of the second part asserts that there is indeed a continuum of non-displaceable torus fibers

and moreover several non-displaceable non-torus fibers in some Gelfand-Cetlin systems.

Theorem E (Theorem 8.4 and Theorem 8.6). Every complete flag manifold F(n) equipped with the monotone
Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic form wy for n > 3 admits a continuum of non-displaceable Lagrangian
Gelfand-Cetlin fibers, any of which are not Hamiltonian isotopic to each other. In particular, it has a finite family

of non-displaceable non-torus Lagrangian fibers.

Remark 1.3. The third named author with Fukaya, Ohta, and Ono [FOOO4] first find a continuum of non-
displaceable toric fibers on some compact toric manifolds including a non-monotone toric blowup of CP? at
two points, see also Woodward [Wo]. Using the degeneration models, they also produce a continuum of non-
displaceable Lagrangian tori on CP! x CP* and the cubic surface respectively in [FOOO5] and [FOOOS]. Vianna
[Vi] also shows a continuum of non-displaceable tori in (CP')?". In the case of toric orbifolds, dealing with more

2A Lagrangian submanifold L is called displaceable if there is a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ¢ such that L N ¢(L) = (), and is called
non-displaceable otherwise.
3In some partial flag manifolds of type B and D, there exists a Lagrangian fiber that is non-displaceable because of the purely topological

reason.
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restrictive classes of Hamiltonian isotopies, non-displaceable toric fibers usually exist in abundance, see Wood-
wards [Wo], Wilson-Woodwards [WW], and Cho-Poddar [CP].

To show Theorem E, we apply the Lagrangian Floer theory deformed by cycles in the ambient symplectic
manifold, developed by the third named author with Fukaya, Ohta, and Ono [FOOO1, FOOO4, FOOO7]. More
specifically, we employ Schubert divisors in F(n) to deform the underlying A -algebra associated to a Lagrangian
Gelfand-Cetlin torus fiber. With the aid of combinatorial description of Schubert cycles by Kogan [Ko] and Kogan-
Miller [KoM], the deformed potential function 98" will be calculated. After locating the half-open line segment
in the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope whose closure connects the center of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope with the center
of a certain Lagrangian face, we show that for each fiber over the interval there exists a deformation parameter b
such that ‘BD[’ has a critical point in Section 10 and 11. Then, we guarantee non-displaceability of the non-toric
Lagrangian submanifold realized as the “limit” of non-displaceable Lagrangian tori. One remark is that there might
be more than one such Lagrangian face. For instance, the fibers located at two line segments as in Figure 4 will be
seen to be non-displaceable in F(6) ~ Oy where A = (5,3,1,—1, -3, —5).

5
4]3
5 3[2]1
113 2[1]o]1
31211 1[o]-1]-2]-3
>TiTol- 0[-1[-2[-3[-4] -5
0 of-1]-
0 0[-2
5
413
3[2]1
00 0]-1
00 o[23
0.0 0[-3[-4]-5

FIGURE 4. Positions of non-displaceable Gelfand-Cetlin fiber in F(6).

We separately state the following theorem, which is the case of n = 3 in Theorem E, to emphasize that it
completes the classification of non-displaceable Lagrangian fibers on F(3) by combining Pabiniak’s work [Pa].
Also, it gives an answer for the question, which was raised in [NU2] *, whether or not the Lagrangian 3-sphere in

the monotone complete flag manifold (3) is non-displaceable.

Theorem F (Theorem 8.4). Consider the complete flag manifold F(3) equipped with the monotone Kirillov-
Kostant-Souriau symplectic form. Let I be the line segment connecting the center of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope /\
and the vertex the fiber over which is a Lagrangian 3-sphere. Then, that the fiber over w in \ )y is non-displaceable
if and only if u is located at I.

In particular, the Lagrangian 3-sphere, which is the unique non-torus Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fiber in F(3),

is non-displaceable.

Our study on non-toric Lagrangian submanifolds in a Gefland-Cetlin system is expected to promote understand-
ing of a Lagrangian torus fibration in some cotangent bundles. By applying the Darboux-Weinstein theorem, we
carry Gelfand-Cetlin systems to a (local) torus fibration in the cotangent bundle of a Lagrangian submanifold ars-
ing from a Gelfand-Cetlin fiber. Indeed, we are able to construct a plethora of disjoint monotone Lagrangian tori.
Moreover, they are sometimes all non-displaceable. It will be discussed in [CKO].

The authors hope that our classification and description of Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers serves as a steping
stone for understanding the (monotone) Fukaya category of a partial flag manifold. In general, torus fibers together
with bounding cochains are not enough to (split-)generate the Fukaya category. The recent work of Nohara-Ueda in
[NU2] however suggests that torus and non-torus Lagrangian fibers having non-zero Floer cohomology are possibly

generating the category.

4In [NU2], Nohara and Ueda calculate Floer cohomologies of the Lagrangian 3-sphere. It turns out to be zero over the Novikov field so

that it does not imply its non-displaceability.
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Part 1. Topology of Gelfand-Cetlin fibers
2. THE GELFAND-CETLIN SYSTEMS

In this section, we briefly overview Gelfand-Cetlin systems on partial flag manifolds. Let r be a positive integer

and let {ng,n1,- -+ ,n,,n,+1} be a sequence of non-negative integers such that

(2.1) O=ng<ni <ng < <Ny < Npy1 =N.

The partial flag manifold F(nq,--- ,n,;n) is the space of nested sequences of complex vector subspaces of di-
mensions (ng, n1,- - , Ny, nyy1) in C™. That is,

F(ny,---,npn)={Ve:=0C Vi1 C---CV,CC"| dimcV; = n;}.

An element V, of F(ny, - ,n,;n) is called a flag.

Note that F(nq,--- ,n,;n) admits a U(n)-action induced by the linear U(n)-action on C™. Moreover, the
U(n)-action on F(ny,---,n.;n) is transitive and each flag V, € F(ny,---,n,;n) has an isotropy subgroup
isomorphic to U (k1) x - -+ X U(k,+1) where

(22) kfb =MN; —N;j—1

fori = 1,---,r + 1. Thus, F(ny,---,n.;n) is a homogeneous space diffeomorphic to U(n)/(U (k1) x --- X
U(ky41))- In particular, we have

r4+1
2.3) dimg F(ng,--- ,nr;n)ZRQkaiz.
i=1

For notational simplicity, we denote by F(n) the complete flag manifold F(1,2,--- ,n — 1;n).

2.1. Description of F(ny,--- ,n.;n) : co-adjoint orbit of U(n).

We recall how F(ny,--- ,n,;n) arises as a co-adjoint orbit of U(n). Let us consider the conjugate action of
U(n) on itself with the unique fixed point I,, € U(n), the identity matrix, which induces the adjoint action Ad on
the Lie algebra u(n) = Ty, U(n). Note that u(n) is the set of skew-hermitian matrices

u(n) ={A e M,(C)| A*=-A}
and the adjoint action can be written as

Ad: U(n)xu(n) —  un)
(M,A)  +— MAM".

The co-adjoint action Ad* of U(n) is the action on the dual Lie algebra u(n)* induced by Ad, explicitly given by

Ad*: U(n) xu(n)* — u(n)*

where X € u(n)* is defined by X/ (A) = X (M*AM) for every A € u(n).

Proposition 2.1 (p.51 in [Au]). Let H,, = iu(n) C M, (C) be the set of (n x n) hermitian matrices with the

conjugate U (n)-action. Then there is a U(n)-equivariant R-vector space isomorphism ¢ : H,, — u(n)*.

Henceforth, we always think of the co-adjoint action of U(n) on u(n)* as the conjugate U (n)-action on H,,.

Let A = {\1,---, A\, } be a non-increasing sequence of real numbers such that
(24) A1 == Anl > >\nl+1 == )\ng > > )\nT-&-l == >\nr+1(: )\n)
and let I = diag(A1, -+, \,) € H, be the diagonal matrix whose (7,¢)-th entry is A; for i = 1,--- ,n. Then

the isotropy subgroup of I is isomorphic to U (k1) X - -+ X U(ky4+1) and hence the U (n)-orbit Oy C H,, of I is
diffeomorphic to F(ny, -+ ,n,;n). The orbit O, is called the co-adjoint orbit associated to eigenvalue pattern \.
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Remark 2.2. Any two similar matrices have the same eigenvalues with the same multiplicities and any hermitian
matrix is unitarily diagonalizable. Thus the co-adjoint orbit Q) is the set of all hermitian matrices having the
eigenvalue pattern \ respecting the multiplicities.

2.2. Symplectic structure on O).

For any compact Lie group G with the Lie algebra g and for any dual element A € g*, there is a canonical
G-invariant symplectic form wy, called the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic form, on the orbit Oy = G - A
of the co-adjoint G-action. Furthermore, O, admits a unique G-invariant Kéhler metric compatible with w) and
therefore (O, w) ) forms a Kéhler manifold. We refer the reader to [Br, p.150] for more details.

The Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau symplectic form w) can be described more explicitly in the case where G = U (n)

as below. For each h € H,,, we define a real-valued skew-symmetric bilinear form &y, on u(n) = iH,, by
Wn(X,Y) :=t(ih[X,Y]) = r(iY[X, h])
for X,Y € u(n). Then the kernel of @y, is given by
ker wp, = {X € u(n) | [X,h] =0}.
Since O, is a homogeneous U (n)-space, each tangent space T, O, consists of vectors generated by the U(n)-
action, i.e.,
ThOx ={[X,h] € ThHp, =Hn | X €u(n)}.
Thus w induces a non-degenerate two form wy on O, given by

WA([X’ h}v [Ya h]) - wh(Xa Y)

for h € Oy and X,Y € u(n). The closedness of w) follows from the Jacobi identity on u(n), see [Au, p.52] for
instance.

Note that the diffeomorphism type of Oy does not depend on the choice of A but on k,’s. However, the sym-
plectic form wy depends on the choice of A. For instance, two co-adjoint orbits Oy and Oy have ky = ky = 1
when A = {1,—1} and ) = {1,0} and both orbits are diffeomorphic to U(2)/ (U(1) x U(1)) =2 P'. However,
the symplectic area of (O, w)) and (Oy/,w)) are one and two, respectively.

Also, any partial flag manifold is a Fano manifold and hence it admits a monotone Kéhler form. The following

proposition gives a complete description of the monotonicity of w.

Proposition 2.3 (p.653-654 in [NNU1]). The symplectic form wy on Q) satisfies
c1(TO)) = [wa]

if and only if

)\:(n_nla"'7n_n1_n27"'7"' 7n_n7‘—1_n7'7"'a_n'f'a"'7_n7')+(mv"'am)a

k1 ko k. kry1 n

for some m € R.

2.3. Completely integrable system on O).

We adorn the co-adjoint orbit (O, wy) with a completely integrable system, called the Gelfand-Cetlin system.
We recall a standard definition of a completely integrable system.

Definition 2.4. A completely integrable system on a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold (M, w) is a collection of
n smooth functions
O :={Dy,- -, P,}: M - R"”
such that
(1) {®;,®;} =0forevery 1 <4,j <nand
2) d®q,--- ,d®, are linearly independent on an open dense subset of M.
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If ® is a proper map, the Arnold-Liouville theorem states that for any regular value u € R" of ® the preimage
®~1(u) is a Lagrangian torus. However, if u is a critical value, the fiber might not be a manifold in general.
Here is a weakened version of a completely integrable system, which is more relevant to our situation.

Definition 2.5. A (continuous) completely integrable system on a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold (M, w) is

a collection of n continuous functions
O :={Dy, -, P,}: M > R"

such that there exists an open dense subset &/ of M on which

(1) each ®; is smooth,
(2) {®;,®;} =0forevery 1 <i,j <n,and
3) d®y,--- ,d®, are linearly independent.

Remark 2.6. Under some technical assumption, Harada and Kaveh [HK] construct a continuous completely inte-
grable system on a smooth projective variety, which is inherited from the moment map of a (singular) toric variety.

For any co-adjoint orbit (O, w) ), Guillemin and Sternberg [GS2] found a completely integrable system (in the
sense of Definition 2.5)

. dim¢ O
(O3 O)\ — RO A

called the Gelfand-Cetlin system on Q) with respect to the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic form wy. The
Gelfand-Cetlin system on O, is in general continuous but not smooth. Thus, from now on, a completely integrable
system will be meant to be a conitnuous completely integrable system in Definition 2.5 unless mentioned.

We briefly recall a construction of the Gelfand-Cetlin system on O} as follows. (See also [NNUI, p.7-9].) Let
ne s and k4’s be given in (2.1) and (2.2). Let ) be a non-increasing sequence satisfying (2.4). From (2.3), it follows
that

r+1
dimg Oy = 2dimc Oy =n® = ) k7.
i=1
For z € O\ C M, let z(¥) be the (k x k) principal minor of x for each k = 1,--- ,n — 1. Since z(*) is also a

hermitian matrix, the eigenvalues are all real. We then define the real-valued function
(I)’;\’j 0\ — R

so that <I>i\7(m) is assigned to be the i-th largest eigenvalue of 2(**7=1), Note that the eigenvalues of x(*) are
arranged
& (2) > oV (@) > - > o) (w)

in the descending order. Collecting all <I>§\’j ’s, we obtain the following system.

Definition 2.7. The Gelfand-Cetlin system ® is defined by the collection of real-valued functions
n(n—1)

(2.5) <I>,\::{<I>§’j|i,j€N,i+j§n}:OAH]Riz .

Remark 2.8. We use the index system (2.5) because it behaves like the Cartesian coordinate system in a ladder

diagram (3.1). Notice that our index system is different from the index system in [NNU1].
We consider the coordinate system of R™("~1)/2 indexed by (i, j)’s
(2.6) {(um) eRY™D/2 | jeNi+j< n}

so that the component u; ; records the values of <I>f\’j . By the min-max principle, the components u; ;’s that come

from a hermitian matrix x € O, satisfy the following pattern:
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A Ao Az - An—1 An
Q T N T N T
U1,n—1 U2,n—2 Up—1,1
N T T
2.7) UL,n—2 Un—2,1
Q T
Q T
uy,1
By our assumption (2.4) , we have \,,_, 41 =--- = A, forevery¢ =1,--- ,r 4+ 1. Then it is an immediate
consequence of (2.7) that forall j =n;—1 +1,--- ,n; —landeachk =j,--- ,n; — 1,

(I)g\ynik(x) = A,

1

L(n? — 327! k?) non-constant functions among {®%"}, ; on Oy. Let

for all x € O,. Thus, there are
(2.8) Ty := {(4,§) € N? | ®%7 is not a constant function. }
By collecting the non-constant components, we define

2.9) O, = {qﬂ;j | (4,5) € I,\} L Oy — RID

where |Z)| = dimc O = n? — Z:;l kZ. By abuse of notation, the collection is still denoted by ®. Guillemin
and Sternberg [GS2] prove that @ satisfies all properties given in Definition 2.5, and hence it is a completely
integrable system on O °. We also call the system (2.9) the Gelfand-Cetlin system associated to \. We will not

distinguish two notations (2.5) and (2.9) unless any confusion arises.
Definition 2.9. The Gelfand-Cetlin polytope® A is the collection of points (us,5) satisfying (2.7).
Proposition 2.10 ([GS2]). The Gelfand-Cetlin polytope /\y, coincides with the image of Oy under the system P .

Proposition 2.11 (p.113 in [GS2]). The Gelfand-Cetlin system ® ) is smooth on the open dense subset q);l(A 2)
of Oy where AA is the interior of A\ .

2.4. Smoothness of ®,. Let A be given in (2.4) and let @) be the Gelfand-Cetlin system on (Oy, wy) in (2.5). In
general, @ is not smooth on the whole O,. However, the following proposition due to Guillemin-Sternberg states

that @, is smooth on O, almost everywhere.

Proposition 2.12 (Proposition 5.3, p.113, and p.122 in [GS2]). For each (i,j) € 72 with 2 < i 4+ 7 < n, the

component @i\’j is smooth at z € Oy if
(2.10) I (2) < 4 (2) < BYT(2).

In particular, @ is smooth on the open dense subset @;1(AA) of Ox. Furthermore, d@f\’j (z) # 0 for every point
z satisfying (2.10).

One important remark is that a Hamiltonian trajectory of each <I>§\’j passing through a point z € O, satisfying
(2.10) is periodic with integer period. Therefore, each ®}”’ generates a Hamiltonian circle action on an open subset

of Oy on which <I>§\’j is smooth. See [GS2, Theorem 3.4 and Section 5] for more details.

Tn general, the Gelfand-Cetlin system is never smooth on the whole space O, unless O is a projective space.

01t is straightforward to see that A is a convex polytope, since Ay is the intersection of half-spaces defined by inequalities in (2.7).
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3. LADDER DIAGRAM AND ITS FACE STRUCTURE

In order to visualize a Gelfand-Cetlin polytope, it is convenient to employ an alternative description of its face
structure in terms of certain graphs in the ladder diagram provided by the first named author with An and Kim in
[ACK]. The goal of this section is to review their description of Gelfand-Cetlin polytopes.

We begin by the definition of a ladder diagram. Let A = {A1,---,\,} be given in (2.4). Then X\ uniquely
determines n,’s and k4’s in (2.1) and (2.2).

Definition 3.1 ((BCKV], [NNU1]). Let I';> C R? be the square grid graph satisfying

(1) its vertex set is Z2 C R? and
(2) each vertex (a,b) € Z? connects to exactly four vertices (a,b =+ 1) and (a & 1,b).

The ladder diagram T'(nq,--- ,n,;n) is defined as the induced subgraph of I'z> that is formed from the set
VI(ny,--- ,n.sm) Of vertices given by

Ve(ny, e npin) = U {(a,b) € 7> ‘ (a,b) € [nj,nj41] X [0,n — nj_H]}.
j=0

As \ determines n,’s, we may simply denote I'(nq, - - - ,n,;n) by I'y. We call "y the ladder diagram associated
to .

T'(1,2,3) I'(2,3,5)

FIGURE 5. Ladder diagrams I'(1, 2; 3) and T'(2, 3; 5).

We call the vertex of Ty located at (0, 0) the origin. Also, we call v € Vr a top vertex if v is a farthest vertex
from the origin. Equivalently, a vertex v = (a,b) € Vr is a top vertex if a + b = n.

e : top vertices

e : origin

]

FIGURE 6. Top vertices for I'(1,2,3,4;5) and I'(2, 4; 6).

Definition 3.2 (Definition 2.2 in [BCKV]). A positive path on a ladder diagram I'y is a shortest path from the
origin to some top vertex in I'.

Now, we define the face structure of I'y as follows.

Definition 3.3 (Definition 1.5 in [ACK]). Let I') be a ladder diagram.

e A subgraph v of Ty is called a face of Iy if
(1) ~y contains all top vertices of 'y,
(2) 7y can be represented by the union of positive paths.
e For two faces y and ', ~y is said to be a face of v if v C +'.
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e The dimension of a face vy is defined by
dim ~y := ranky Hy(7;Z),
regarding v as a 1-dimensional CW-complex. In other words, dim +y is the number of minimal cycles in 7.
It is straightforward from Definition 3.3 that for any two faces v and 7' of I, v U~ is also a face of Ty, which
is the smallest face containing v and .

We now characterize the face structure of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope Ay in terms of the face structure of the
ladder diagram T".

Theorem 3.4 (Theorem 1.9 in [ACK]). For a sequence X in (2.4), let Ty be the ladder diagram and /) the
Gelfand-Cetlin polytope. Then there exists a bijective map

{ faces of T )} LN { faces of A}
such that for faces v and ' of T
e dim ¥(y) = dim~y
e v C+ ifand only if U(y) C V().
Example 3.5. Let A\ = {\1, A2, A3} with Ay > Ay > A3. The co-adjoint orbit (Oy,wy) is diffeomorphic to the

complete flag manifold F(3). Let I be the ladder diagram associated to A as in Figure 7. Here, the blue dots are
top vertices and the purple dot is the origin of T'.

FIGURE 7. Ladder diagram I'y.

The zero, one, two, and three-dimensional faces of I' are respectively listed in Figure 8, 9, 10, and 11. Here, v;
denotes a vertex fori € {1,---, 7}, e;; is the edge containing v; and v;, f7 is the facet containing all v;’s for ¢ € I,
and 11234567 is the three dimensional face, i.e., the whole I'y.

U1 V2 U3 V4 Us V6 U7
FIGURE 8. The zero-dimensional faces of I'y.

S B o [P

€12 €13 €14 €26 €35
€37 €45 €46 €57 €67

FIGURE 9. The one-dimensional faces of I").

o B B H &b

fi23 f1246 f1345 fas7 fas67 fazer

FIGURE 10. The two-dimensional faces of .
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—t

]

I1234567

FIGURE 11. The three-dimensional face of T").

The image of the Gelfand-Cetlin system for O, is given in Figure 12. (See Figure 5 in [Ko] or Figure 4 in
[NNU1].) We can easily see that the correspondence W(v;) = w; of vertices naturally extends to the set of faces of
I, satisfying (1) and (2) in Theorem 3.4.

We wr
W l‘ Ws
w1 Wy

FIGURE 12. The Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A .

For our convenience, we describe each point in Ay by using a ladder diagram I'y with a filling, putting each
component u; ; of the coordinate system (2.6) into the unit box whose top-right vertex is (4, j) of I'y. The Gelfand-
Cetlin pattern (2.7) implies that u; ;’s is

3.0 (1) increasing along the columns of Ty , and
' (2) decreasing along the rows of "

allowing repetitions (cf. a Young tableau in [Ful]).

Example 3.6. Let O, ~ F(3) be the co-adjoint orbit from Example 3.5 where A = {A\; > Ay > A3}. Recall that

the pattern (2.7) consists of the following inequalities:
Upo > U1, ULl = U1, AL > Up2, Uz > A2, Az > U1, U1 > As.

The ladder diagram I'y with a filling by variables u; ;s is as in Figure 13.

A

U2 | A2

Uyl | U2, A3

FIGURE 13. The ladder diagram I' with u; ;’s variables.

Now, we explain how the map ¥ in Theorem 3.4 is in general defined. For a given face v of I, consider y with
a filling by the coordinate system {u; ;}. The image of v under ¥ is the intersection of facets supported by the
hyperplanes that are given by equating two adjacent variables u; ;’s not divided by any positive paths.

Example 3.7. Suppose that A\ = {4,4,3,2,1} and let -y be a face given as in Figure 14. Then, the corresponding
face U(y) in Ay is defined by

U(y) =AxN{uzy =ui1} N{urn =ui2) N{ugs =ur 2} N{ug1 =uz2} N{uzo = us 3} N{us1 =4}
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4 4
4 4 4 4
3 uz,1|us,2| 3
2 Ug,1 U2 U2 3| 2
1 Ui, Ug2|urz|ua| 1
T, y

FIGURE 14. The bijection ¥

4. CLASSIFICATION OF LAGRANGIAN FIBERS

Our first main theorem A, which will be proven in Section 5, states that every fiber of the Gelfand-Cetlin system
® ) on a co-adjoint orbit (Oy,w,) is an isotropic submanifold and is realized as the total space of certain iterated
bundle

(41) En,1 pn—_; En,Q M_—f s ﬁ) E1 ﬂ) E() = pOth

such that the fiber at each stage is either a point or a product of odd dimensional spheres. In this section, we provide
a combinatorial way how to determine the fiber of each p; from the ladder diagram (Theorem 4.12). Furthermore,
we classify all positions of Lagrangian fibers in the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope (Corollary 4.23).

To address a contrast to the toric case, we consider a 2n-dimensional compact symplectic toric manifold, which
comes with a moment map

d: M — R™

It is a smooth completely integrable system on M in the sense of Definition 2.4. Atiyah-Guillemin-Sternberg
convexity theorem [At, GS1] yields that the image A := ®(M) is an n-dimensional convex polytope. Let f be a k-
dimensional face of A and letu € f be a point lying on the relative interior f of f. Then ®~!(u) is a k-dimensional
isotropic torus in (M, w). Consequently, a fiber ®~!(u) is Lagrangian if and only if u € A. .

In the Gelfand-Cetlin system, however, the preimage of a point in the inteior of a k-th dimensional face of the
Gelfand-Cetlin polytope Ay = @, (O, ) might have the dimension greater than k. In particular, ®, might admit a

Lagrangian fiber over a point not contained in the interior of A .

Definition 4.1. We call a face f of A\ Lagrangian if it contains a point u in its relative interior f such that the
fiber <I>;1 (u) is Lagrangian. Also, we call a face v of I'y Lagrangian if the corresponding face f., := U(y) of Ay
is Lagrangian where U is given in Theorem 3.4.

Remark 4.2. The fiber over each interior point is Lagrangian once the fiber over one single point in the relative
interior f of a face f is Lagrangian. (See Corollary 4.23)

The simplest example of such a Lagrangian face is as follows.

Example 4.3 ([Ko, NNU1]). For a complete flag manifold F(3) ~ O, of complex dimension three from Exam-
ple 3.5, we consider the vertex ws in Figure 12. Then <I>;1(w3) is a Lagrangian submanifold diffeomorphic to
53,

From now on, we tacitly identify faces in the ladder diagram Iy, with faces in the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope Ay
via the map V¥ in Theorem 3.4. For example, “a point r in a face 4" of I'y, means a point r lying on the face
U(y) = fy of Aj.

4.1. W-shaped blocks and )/ -shaped blocks.

For each (a,b) € Z2, let 0(*?) be the simple closed region bounded by the unit square in R? such that the
vertices are lying on the lattice Z? and the top-right vertex is located at (a, b). The region (@) s simply said to
be the box at (a,b).
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Definition 4.4. For each positive integer k > 1, a k-th W -shaped block denoted by Wy, or simply a Wy-block, is
defined as
Wk = U D(a’b)
(ab)
where the union is taken over all (a,b)’s in (Z>1)? suchthatk + 1 < a+b <k + 2.
A lattice point closest from the origin in the Wj-block is called a bottom vertex.

The following figures illustrate W7, Wy, and W3 where the red dots in each figure indicate the vertices over
which the union is taken in Definition 4.4. Here, the purple dots are bottom vertices.

Wi Wo W3

FIGURE 15. W-shaped blocks

For a given diagram I, the set of edges of each face -y divides W}, into several pieces of simple closed regions.
Definition 4.5. Let W}, be a given W-shaped block. We denote by Wy () the block W}, with ‘walls’ coming from
edges of v in it.

Example 4.6. For a sequence X\ from Example 3.5, we consider v3 in Figure 8. There are no edges of v3 inside W;
and hence W7 (v3) = W; with no walls. The Wa-block is divided by v3 into three pieces of simple closed regions
so that Wy (v3) is Wo with two walls (red line segments in Figure 16).

FIGURE 16. W;(v3)-blocks

Next, we introduce the notion of M -shaped blocks.

Definition 4.7. For each positive integer k > 1, a k-th M -shaped block denoted by Mj,, or simply an Mj-block, is
defined, up to translation in R?, as
My = | O@?
(a,b)
where the union is taken over all (a,b)’s in (Z>1)? such that
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e k+1<a+b<k+2,
e (a,b) # (k+1,1),and
o (@b) £ (Lk+1)

M1 MQ M3

FIGURE 17. M-shaped blocks.

Remark 4.8. Note that M, can be obtained from W}, by deleting two boxes J(*+1:1) and 15+ The reader
should keep in mind that each W -shaped block W, is located at the specific position, but M}, is not since it is

defined up to translation in R2.

For each divided simple closed region D in Wy (), we assign a topological space S (D) as follows :
e S;(D) = S?~1if D = M, and D contains a bottom vertex of the W},-block, and
e Si(D) = point otherwise.
We then put
4.2) Se(v) = [ Sk(D)
DCWi(7)

where the product is taken over all simple closed regions in Wy, (+y) distinguished by walls coming from edges of 7.

Example 4.9. Again, we consider v3 in Example 4.6. Note that S;(v3) = pt since Wy (v3) consists of one simple
closed region W; which is not an M-shaped block. WW5(v3) consists of three simple closed regions Dy, Do, and
Ds as in the figure below. Even if they are M;-blocks, D; and D3 do not contain any bottom vertices so that
S2(Dy) = point and S3(D3) = point. Observe that Dy is an Ms-block containing a bottom vertex of Wo.
Therefore, we have
So(v3) = So(Dy) x Sz(Ds) x So(D3) =2 S3.

For k > 2, Wj(v3) has no walls and hence W, (v3) consists of one simple closed region W, which is not an
M -shaped block. Thus Sy (v3) = point for every positive integer k > 2.

L ]
Ds
—
D,

g
W2 (7.’3)

Example 4.10. Let A\ = {¢,¢,0,0} with ¢ > 0. Then, the co-adjoint orbit O, is a complex Grassmannian Gr(2, 4).
Let v be the one-dimensional face of I' given by

W1 (7) consists of one simple closed region W that is not an M -shaped block. Thus we have S; () = pt.
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Wi(v)

Wa () has two walls (red line segments in the figure below) and is exactly the same as W5(v3) in Example 4.9.
Thus we have Sa(y) = S3.

IR

Ws(y) has two walls (red line segments in the figure below) so that it consists of three simple closed regions
Dl, Dg, and Dg.

L] L] Dl
= ;2’
D3
W3 ()

Since Dy and Dj are not M-shaped blocks, we have S3(D;) = S3(D3) = point. Since Do = M; and contains
a botton vertex of W3, we have S3(Dsz) = S!. Therefore,

Sg(’}/) = 83(D1) X Sg(Dg) X Sg(Dg) = Sl.

For k > 3, Wi(~) consists only one simple closed region which is not an M -shaped block. Thus Sk (v) = pt for
k> 3.

Proposition 4.11. For a non-increasing sequence X = {1, , A\, } of real numbers satisfying (2.4), let v be a
face of the ladder diagram T . For each i > 1, let m; be the number of simple closed regions D in W;(~y) such that
S;(D) = S'. Then we have

n—1

dim~y = Z m;.
i=1

Proof. Note that dim 7y is the number of minimal cycles in v by Definition 3.3. Also, each minimal cycle o in y
can be represented by the union of two shortest paths connecting the bottom-left vertex and the top-right vertex of
0. We denote by v, the top-right vertex of ¢. Then it is straightforward to see that ("< (blue-colored region in
Figure 18) is contained in the simple closed region bounded by o. Therefore, if we denote by ¥ := {01, -+ , 0., }
the set of minimal cycles in +, then there is a one-to-one correspondence between X and {ve, }1<i<m.

On the other hand, note that (1% is appeared as an M;-block in W;(~y) where

i+l=a+0b, v, ={(a,b)

for each o € 3. Also, every M;-block appeared in W;(~y) for some ¢ should be one of such [0V7’s. Consequently,
there is a one-to-one correspondence between 3 and M;-blocks appeared in W;(«y) for ¢ > 1. Observe that W;(7)
does not contain any M;-blocks for any ¢ > n. Since || = dim by definition, it completes the proof. O
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o1

-
| Ly
o3

N o7
' ]

FIGURE 18. Correspondence between minimal cycles and M -blocks

g9 Uag

Now, we state our main theorem which gives a characterization of each fiber of the Gelfand-Cetlin system.

Theorem 4.12. Let A = {\1, -+ , A\, } be a non-increasing sequence of real numbers satisfying (2.4). Let v be
a face of 'y and f., = U(v) be the corresponding face of [y described in Theorem 3.4. For any point u in the
interior of ., the fiber &' (u) is an isotropic submanifold of (Ox,wy) and the total space of an iterated bundle

(4.3) o7 ) =S, () 28, () = - B 51(y) 5 So(y) := point

where py, : S (v) — Sk—1(7) is an Sk(y)-bundle over Sy_1 () for k = 1,--- ,n— 1. In particular, the dimension

of @3 " (u) is
dim @} Z dim Sy (v

We will give the proof of Theorem 4.12 in Section 5. Now, we illustrate the above theorem by several examples.

Example 4.13. Let A be given in Example 3.5. Then the complete flag manifold F(3) is represented by the co-
adjoint orbit Oy. By using Theorem 4.12, we compute the fiber @;l(vi) of each vertex v; fors = 1,--- ,7 in
Figure 8.

— = Ly oo oom ol
Sl N TR S = VI S

Wi(v1) Wi (v2) Wi(vs) Wi (va) Wi (vs) Wi (ve) Wi (v7)
Wa(v1) Wa(v2) Wa(vs) Wa(va) Wa(vs) Wa(ve) Wa(vr)

FIGURE 19. W, ('Ui)’S and W, (Ui)’S for ]:(3)

Figure 19 shows that Sy (v;) = pt for every ¢ = 1,--- , 7 since in each W7 (v;), there are no M -shaped blocks
containing a bottom vertex, i.e., the origin (0,0). Also, we can easily check that Sz(v;) = point unless ¢ =
3. When i = 3, there is one M-shaped block M inside W5(v3) containing a bottom vertex. Thus we have
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S (vs) = point x S% x point = S, Since ®} ' (v;) is an Sz (v;)-bundle over S (v;) and S; (v;) is a point for every
1 =1,---,7, by Theorem 4.12, we obtain

e &, '(v;) = point for i # 3, and
o O 1 (vg) =S5

Example 4.14. Under the same sequence A given in Example 4.13, we compute the fibers over the points lying on
the relative interior of some higher dimensional face of /A as follows.
Let us first consider the following which is the case of e = e12 in Figure 9.

57 = 51(612) = Sl
B - Wi(ei2)

€12
= Sa(e12) = pt

Wa(e12)

By Theorem 4.12, <I>;1 (u) is an S3(e12)-bundle over Si (e12) so that it is diffeomorphic to S* for every u € é;5.
For any other edge e of I'y, we can show that @;\1 (u) = S for every point u € € in a similar way. We leave it to
the reader as an exercise.

For each two-dimensional face of Iy, let us first consider the face f345 of Ay described in Figure 10. Then we

have the following :
}I = S1(f1345) = pt
;j - Wi(fi345)

J1345
%’ - Sa(fizas) = S x S

Wo(f1345)

Therefore, we have <I>>_\1(u) = T2, an Sy(f1345)-bundle over Si(fi1345), for every point u € f1345. Similarly,
we obtain <I>;1 (u) =2 T? for every interior point u of any two-dimensional face of /.

By the similar way, we can prove that <I>;1 (u) is an St x S'-bundle over S! for every interior point u of I'y. In
fact, the Arnold-Liouville theorem implies that the bundle is trivial, i.e., <I>;1 (u) is a torus T3 for every u € N 2
see also Theorem 6.8.

‘ = S1(I1234567) = S*

o Wi (I1234567)

I [
1234567 = So(Ii23a567) = S* x S*

Wa(I1234567)




20 YUNHYUNG CHO, YOOSIK KIM, AND YONG-GEUN OH

Consequently, a Lagrangian fiber of the Gelfand-Cetlin system on (O, wy ) is diffeomorphic to either T3 (a fiber
over an interior point of Ay, or S (a fiber over v3). Other fibers are isotropic but not Lagrangian submanifolds of
(O, wy) for dimensional reasons.

Remark 4.15. In general, one must not expect that every iterated bundle in (4.3) is trivial. Namely, <I>>_\1(u) might
not be homeomorphic to the product Hz;ll Sk (7). For instance, consider the co-adjoint orbit Oy ~ F(2,3;5)
associated to A = (3,3,0,—3,—3) as in Figure 20. By Theorem 4.12, the Gelfand-Cetlin fiber @;1(0) over the
origin is an S°-bundle over S°. Meanwhile, Proposition 2.7 in [NU2] implies that ® *(0) is SU(3). It is however
well-known that SU (3) is not homeomorphic to S° x S3.

3
33
0
-3
-3-3
SU (3)-fiber

FIGURE 20. SU(3)-fiber

4.2. Classification of Lagrangian faces.

This section is devoted to introduce a more convenient way to determine whether a given face of I' is Lagrangian
or not. By Theorem 4.12, a face v is Lagrangian if the fiber over an interior point of y is of dimension % dimpg Oy
Thus it is sufficient to classify all faces +’s such that

n—1

1
dim~y = E dim Si(v) = 3 dimpg O,.
k=1

Definition 4.16. For each positive integer k& € Z>; and every lattice point (p,q) € Z* C R?, a k-th L-shaped
block Li(p, q) at (p,q) , or simply a Ly-block at (p, q), is the closed region

Li(p,q) = | J O

(a7b)
where the union is taken over all (a, b)’s in Z? such that
o (a,b)=(p,q+1i) for0<i<k—1,and
e (a,b)=(p+i,q) for0<i<k-—1.
<1 (p,q) ] | | |
Li(p,a)  La2(p.q) Ls(p, q) La(p, q)

FIGURE 21. L-shaped blocks

Remark 4.17. We would like to mention that Gelfand-Cetlin patterns are linearly ordered on any of W -shaped,
M -shaped and L-shaped blocks in the direction from the right or bottom most block to the left or top most block.

Definition 4.18. Let v be a face of I',. For a given positive integer k € Z>1 and a lattice point (a, b) € Z?, we say
that Ly (a, b) is rigid in v if

(1) the interior of Ly (a,b) does not contain an edge of  and

(2) the rightmost edge and the top edge of Ly (a,b) should be edges of ~.
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Example 4.19. Let us consider I' = I'(2, 5; 7) and let -y be given as follows.

r ol

8 fod 8 8
Ly(1,1) Li(4,1) L1(5,1) L1(5,2)

We can check that any other L-blocks are not rigid. For instance, L3(2, 1) is not rigid since its interior contains
an edge of .

» wall

Neither is the block L2(2,2) because its rightmost edge is not an edge of v violating the condition (2) in
Definition 4.18.

Ly(2,2)

The following lemma follows from the min-max property of Gelfand-Cetlin pattern (2.7) or more specifically
from (3.1).

Lemma 4.20. Suppose that Ly(a,b) is rigid in a face vy of T 5. Let Q(a, b) be the closed region defined by
Qulab) = |J Ol
0<i,j<k—1

ie, Qr(a,b) is a unique (k X k) square-shaped block containing Ly,(a,b). Then there are no edges of v in the
interior of Q(a,b).

Proof. If k = 1, then Ly(a,b) = @Q1(a,b) has no edges in its interior so that there is nothing to prove. Thus
we assume that & > 2. Suppose that there is an edge e = [vgv;] of «y contained in the interior of Qf(a,b). Then,
without loss of generality, we may assume that vy = (ag, bp) is in the interior of Qx(a,b) sothata < ag < a+k—1
andb <by <b-+k—1.

Let § be a positive path contained in -y passing through vg. Such § exists by Definition 3.3. Regarding ¢ as
a shortest path from the origin of Ty to vy, any vertex (p,q) € ¢ satisfies p < ag and ¢ < by. Hence ¢ meets
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L (a,b) at some point (pg, go) with py < ag and gy < by. However, there is no path in 7 joining the origin with
(p,q) € Li(a,b) by the rigidity condition (1) in Definition 4.18 unless (p,q) = (a,b+k — 1) or (a + k — 1,b).
Thus it leads to a contradiction. U

Lemma 4.21. If two different L-blocks L;(a,b) and L;(c,d) are rigid in the same face ~y, then they cannot be
overlapped, i.e.,

Li(a,b) N L;(c,d) =0
where L;(a,b) and Ijj (¢, d) denote the interior of L;(a,b) and Loj (¢, d), respectively.

Proof. When (a,b) = (¢,d) and i # j, it is obvious that two L-blocks cannot be simultaneously rigid because one
violates (1) in Definition 4.18. Suppose that (a, b) # (c, d) and L;(a, b) N Ijj (¢, d) # 0. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that 7 > 4. Then it is straightforward that either the top edge or the rightmost edge of L;(a, b) lies
on the interior of Q);(c, d). It leads to a contradiction to Lemma 4.20 since the top edge and the rightmost edge of
L;(a,b) are edges of by Definition 4.16.

edge of v
(a,b)

. o . . Q4(a’b)

O

Proposition 4.22. For a sequence A = (A1, - - , A\, satisfying (2.4), let v be a face of Ty and let f., be the face of
Ay corresponding to ~y. Let L() be the set of all rigid L-shaped blocks in ~. Then, for every point u in the relative
interior of f-
dm® ') = Y [L(ad)= ) (2k-1)
Li(a,b)€L(v) L (a,b)eL(7)
where | Ly (a, b)| is the area of Ly (a,b).

Proof. By Theorem 4.12, it is enough to show that

i dimS(v) = Y. [Li(a,b)|.
k=1

Lk (a,b)€L(Y)
Recall that
Ss= I s«
DCWi(v)
in (4.2).

Let D be a simple closed region in Wj,(y). Suppose that D contains a bottom vertex of Wj, and D = M;(a, b)
for some j > 1 where M (a,b) denotes the j-th M-shaped block whose top-left vertex is (a, b). Then there are
two edges e; and ej of v on the boundary of M) as we see below. By (3.1), there are no edges of + in the interior
of Qj(a+1,b—j+1). Thus L;(a+1,b— j + 1) is arigid L;-block in 7.

Similarly, for each rigid L;(a, b) in ~ for some (a, b) € (Z>1)?, we can find an M;-block in some W, (7) so that
there is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of rigid L ;-blocks in «y and the set of simple closed regions D
appeared in some W}, (7) such that such that Sy (D) = S¥~1,ie.,

n—1
U frigid L-blocksin v} & (J (J {D c Wily) | (D) = 5%}
=t k=1 j—1

Li(a+1,b—j+1) < Ma,b).
Moreover, we have |M;| = |L;| = dim S,(D) = 2j — 1, and hence it completes the proof. O
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(@b [ walls (edges of ) L

€1

Qj(a—i-l,b—j—l-l) > =

(a,b—j) (a+34.b—3) |

M;(a,b : i
j(a,b) (a+1,b—j+1) Li(a+1,b—j+1)

The following corollary is derived from Theorem 4.12, Lemma 4.21 and Proposition 4.22.

Corollary 4.23. Let vy be as in Proposition 4.22. Then the followings are equivalent.
(1) For an interior point u of f., the fiber ®3 ' (u) is a Lagrangian submanifold of (O, w).
(2) For each interior point u of f., the fiber <I>;1 (u) is a Lagrangian submanifold of (O, w).
(3) The set of rigid L-shaped blocks in v covers the whole T'y.

Also, we have the following corollary which follows from Corollary 4.23.

Corollary 4.24. A Gelfand-Cetlin system ®y: On — Ay on a co-adjoint orbit (Ox,w)) always possesses a

non-torus Lagrangian fiber unless Q) is a projective space.

Example 4.25. Let A\ = {¢,¢,0,0,0,0} with ¢ > 0. The co-adjoint orbit O, is a complex Grassmannian Gr(2, 6)
of two planes in C® and the corresponding ladder diagram Ty is given as follows.

A

A
0
00
0000
0000

Observe that any faces of I"y do not admit rigid Lj-blocks of £ > 2. Note that there are three Lagrangian faces
71, v2 and 3 of I'y which have only one rigid Ls-block as follows.

: rigid L1-block

! !

7- Y2 i * V3 :

5 ]
/

LQ(lal) L2(1’2) L2 133)

Finally, there is exactly one Lagrangian face -4 which has two rigid Ls-blocks as below.

|7 rigid L;-blocks

* 1 LQ(L 1)

Ly(1,3)

Thus there are exactly four proper Lagrangian faces v, 2, y3 and y4 of I'y.
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Example 4.26. Let A = {3,2, 1,0}. The co-adjoint orbit O} is a complete flag manifold F(4) and the correspond-
ing ladder diagram I is as follows.

We can easily see that any face of I'y does not have a rigid Lg-block for £k > 3. There are exactly three
Lagrangian faces of I') containing one rigid Lo-block as follows.

m [ [ ]

e 1 Y2t ER ],
o] 1] ]

Ly(1,1) Ly(1,2) Ly(2,1)

Also, it is not hard to see that there is no Lagrangian face that contains more than one Ls-block. Thus 71, 72,
and +y3 are the only proper Lagrangian faces of I';.

5. ITERATED BUNDLE STRUCTURES ON GELFAND-CETLIN FIBERS

In this section, for each point u in a Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A, we construct the iterated bundle E, described
in Section 4 whose total space is the fiber @;1 (u). Using this construction, we complete the proof of Theorem 4.12
by showing that each ® ' (u) is an isotropic submanifold of the co-adjoint orbit (O, wy ).

For a fixed integer & > 1, consider sequences a = (ai,- - ,ar+1) and b = (by,- -+, by) of real numbers
satisfying
(5.1 ap > by > a3 >by > >ap > by > agy.

Denoting by H, the set of (¢ x £) hermitian matrices for £ > 1 and by sp(z) the spectrum of x, we set

Oa = {17 S Hk+1 | Sp(x) = {al,- c ,ak+1}}

to be the co-adjoint U (k 4 1)-orbit of the diagonal matrix I, := diag(ay, - ,ag+1) in Hrr1 = u(k + 1)*. We
consider its subspace

Ap+1(a,b) = {x € Hitr | sp(@) = {ar, -+ a1}, sp(z®)) = {by, - ,bk}}
where z(*) denotes the (k x k) principal minor submatrix of x. It naturally comes with a map

pr+1: Argi(a,b) — Oy
T = 2

from Aj1(a, b) to the co-adjoint U (k)-orbit Oy of the diagonal matrix I, in Hj = u(k)*.

Let Wy (a, b) be the k-th WW-shaped block W, together with walls defined by the equalities of a;’s and b;’s as
in Figure 22. By comparing the divided regions by the walls on Wy (a, b) with M -shaped blocks as in (4.2), we
define a topological space S (a, b), which is either a single point or a product space of odd dimensional spheres.
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ay
b1 as a;
—=__~ wall exists if and only if a; > b;
by as b;
ax bi | g1 wall exists if and only if b; > a;41
by, apy1

FIGURE 22. Wy(a,b)

Example 5.1. (1) For a = (a1,az2,a3) = (5,4,2) and b = (by,b2) = (4,2), Wa(a, b) is divided by three
simply closed regions Dy, D, and D3. Since D; does not contain any bottom vertices and neither Dy nor
D3 match with M-shaped blocks, Sa(a, b) = Sa(D1) x S2(D2) x S2(D3) = point.

VVQ(CL7 b)

(2) For a = (5,4,2) and b = (4,4), Wa(a, b) is divided by three simply closed regions Dy, Dy and Ds.
Observe that D; and D3 do not contain any bottom vertices and Dy is an Ms-block containing bottom
vertices of Ws. Therefore, we have

Sy(a,b) = point x S x point = S,

D,

4 4 = Dg
4|2 |Ds

Wg(ﬂ, b)

Proposition 5.2. With the notations above, py11: Ap41(a,b) = Oy is an Sk(a, b)-bundle over O,.

Before starting the proof of Proposition 5.2, as preliminaries, we introduce some notations and prove lemmas.
We denote by A1 (a, b) the set of matrices in A1 (a, b) whose (k x k) principal minor is the diagonal matrix
Iy. So, a matrix in A1 (a, b) is of the form

by 0 Z1
Z(a,b)('z) = -

0 bk Zk

21 -« Rk Rk+1

for z = (21, ,2) € C. Since Z(q p)(2) has the eigenvalues a = {a1,- - ,ars1}, the (k + 1,k + 1)-entry of
Z(a,6)(2) is to be constant
k+1 k

Zk41 = Zai —sz eR
i=1 =1
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by computing the trace of Z, y)(2). The characteristic polynomial of Z 4 4)(2) is expressed as

k k k
_ Els _
(5.2) det(z] — Z(a,0)(2)) = (& = 2r41) - E(x —b;) — ; (x—b] ' Z_l:[l(ff —bi) | =0,
whose zeros are * = ay, - ,ak41 by our assumption. By inserting z = ay,--- , ar4+1 into (5.2), we obtain the
system of (k + 1) equations of real coefficients, which are linear with respect to (|z1]2, - -« , |2,|?) € (R>0)*. We

sometimes regard an element ﬂkﬂ (a,b) as an element C* under the identification Z(a,6)(2) + 2. The following
lemma implies that the solution space is never empty as long as (a, b) obeys (5.1).

Lemma 5.3 (Lemma 3.5 in [NNU1]). Let ay,by,--- ,ay, by, and ay41 be real numbers satisfying (5.1). Then there

exists z1,...,2, € Cand 241 € R such that
b1 0 Z1
0 bi Zk
21 2k Zk+1
has eigenvalues ay, . .., Qx41-
Lemma 5.4. Suppose in addition that a1,by, - - , ag, by, and ax+1 in Lemma 5.3 are all distinct. Then there exist
positive numbers 61, - - - , 0 such that
by 0 Z1
.Ak+1(a,b) = ’ ' EAk+1(ﬂ,b) : (217--~,zk)€(C’“, |zi|2:5ifori:17--~,k
0 b 2k
21 .. Rk Rk+1
k+1 k . e ~ k
where zj11 =Y, a; — Y, bi. In particular, we have Aj1(a,b) = T*.

Proof. We first note that if |z; |2 = 0 for some j, then the equation (5.2) (with respect to x) has a solution x = b;.

It implies that b; € {a1,- - ,ak+1}, which contradicts to our assumption that a;’s and b;’s are all distinct. Thus,
it is enough to show existence and uniqueness of a solution (|z1]2,-- - ,|zx|?) of the system of linear equations in
(5.2).

The existence immediately follows from Lemma 5.3. Let
{lz212 =61 >0, , |2|* = 6 > 0}
be one of solutions of (5.2) so that .Zkﬂ (a, b) contains a real k-torus
TF ={(21,- ,2x) €CF | |z =65, i = 1,--- |k},

which yields that dimg /Tkﬂ (a,b) > k. Since (5.2) is a system of non-homogeneous linear equations with respect
to the variables |z1]?%, -+ , |2x|?, the set

{UaaP - o) | 1o s 20) € A (a,0)

is an affine subspace of R¥. Therefore, dimg .A~k+1 (a,b) = k if and only if the equations (5.2) has a unique solution
(|21, |2|?) = (81, -, 6%). It suffices to show that dimg A1 (a, b) = k.
Note that A1 (a, b) is an A1 (a, b)-bundle over O, whose projection map is

prt1t Agpi(ab) = Op
T = (),

More precisely, for each element y € Oy, there exists a unitary matrix g, € U(k) (depending on y) such that

gyyg, ' =T
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where I}, is the diagonal matrix diag(by, - - - , b, ). Then the preimage p,;il (y) of y can be identified with Ajn (a,b)
via ~
Pria(v) — Apyi(a,b)

-1
y=(Y * o (% )y (% 0
*t Zk+1 0 1 0 1
(v vgyt gy
*t'QJI Zk+1

_ Iy Gy -+ *
gtz

so that Ay 1 (a, b) is an A1 (a, b)-bundle over Oy via pp 1.
Now, we consider a sequence of real numbers ¢ = {cy, - -+ , cx—1} such that

by >c1 > - >bp_1>cr_1 > bg.

Restricting the fibration pj,1 to Ay (b, ¢), we similary have an A, (a, b)-bundle over Ay (b, ¢). Note that its total
space is the collection of (k + 1) x (k + 1) hermitian matrices such that the spectra, the spectra of the (k x k)
principal minor and the spectra of the (k — 1) x (k — 1) principal minor are resepectively a, b and c.

By a similar way described as above, we see that A (b, ¢) is an ﬂk(b, ¢)-bundle over O, with the projection map
P Ak(b,¢) = O, such that dimg .Zk(b, ¢) > k — 1. Taking a sequence of real numbers d = {dy,- - ,di_2} so
that

1L >dy > > Cpg > dp_9 > Ck—1,
the restriction of py, to Ag_1(c, ) induces an Ay (b, ¢)-bundle over Aj_1 (¢, d).

Proceeding this procedure inductively, we end up obtaining a tower of bundles such that the total space E is a
generic fiber of the Gelfand-Cetlin system of O,. Namely, F is the preimage of a point lying on the interior of the
Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A\,. By Proposition 2.12, E is a smooth manifold of dimension

1 k(k+1
dimg F =  dimg O = %

On the other hand, by our construction, the dimension of E is the sum of dimensions of all fibers of p;’s for
1 =2,---,k+ 1sothat
dim E = dimjk_,.l + dirn/Tk- + -+ dimjg.
Since dim ﬂiﬂ > ¢ for each i, we get dim AVZ'+1 =+ foreveryi¢ =1, --- ,k. Lemma 5.4 is established.
O

Note that Lemma 5.4 deals with the case where a; & {b,--- by} forj =1,--- , k+1. Now, let us consider the
case where a; 1 € {b1,--- ,bi} forsome j € {0,1,---,k}. Denoting the multiplicity of a;; in a by ¢, without
loss of generality, we assume that a; > a;11 = -+ = aj4¢ > aj4e+1. Theneither a; 1 = bj oraj41 = bjq1. For
the first case, there are two possible cases:

(5.3) (1) aj > bj = ajp1 =+ = ajpe > bjqy, or
(2)a; > bj =ajt1 =" =aj1e =bj1s > ajyeq1-
For the second case, we have two possible cases too:
(5.4) (3) b > a1 =bjy1 =+ =10 =bjir > a4, OF
(4) bj > aj41 =bjy1 = = ajre > by,
Note that only the case (2) above have more multiplicity of b’s than a’s, i.e., multiplicity ¢ + 1 and ¢ respectively:
The cases (1) and (3) have the same multiplicities of both a and b while in the case (4) a has multiplicity ¢ and b
has multiplicity £ — 1.
We start with the first inequality of (5.4).
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Lemma 5.5 (case (3) of (5.4)). Suppose that b; > aji1 = bj41 = -+ = aji¢ = bjre > ajiey1. Then, every
solution (z1,--+ ,zx) € CF of the equation (5.2) satisfies
Zjt1 = = 2Zjpe = 0.

Proof. Observe that each term of the equation (5.2)

k k 12 k
det(z] — Z(qp)(2)) = (z — 2p41) - H(x —b) = <a:|—b J] - bm)> =0

=1 =

is divisible by (z — bj+1)€_1 by our assumption. In particular, the first term of the equation

k
(x — 2zk41) Hx—b
i=1

is divisible by (z — bj41)". Foreachi & {j + 1, ,j + £}, s0 s

|ZZ k
H T — b,

since bj 41 = - -+ = bjy,. Taking

g(x) = det(2] — Z(a,0)(2))/ (2 = bj1) Y,
we have g(bj11) = g(a;4+1) = 0 because z = a1 = bj41 is a solution of (5.2) with multiplicity £. It yields
k
(Izg41* + -+ 2j4e?) - 11 (bj+1 = bm) = 0.

m=1

mg{j+1,-- ,j+L}

Since
k
H (bj+1 —bm) # 0,
mg{j+1,- 7]""5}
we deduce that |2;1]% + -+ + |2j4¢|> = 0 and hence zj 11 = -+ = zj10 = 0. O

Therefore, under the assumption (case (3) in (5.4)) on a and b, the equation (5.2) is written by

- 2 B
det(z] — Z(a)(2)) = (x—bjs1)" ‘{(xwk-&-l ¢ H ) Z(m—zb’ H(fﬂblm)>}

1=1 =1 m=1
=0
where
, , — —
L4 (bl ) kfg) = (blv"' 7bjabj+17"' 7bj+f7bj+€+17"' 7bk)’
° (wl ,’LUk_g) = (Zlv"' 3 Rgy BG4yt s BG4l B 4l41, " 7Zk)’ and

® Wg—¢+1 = Rk+1-
Observe that the equation
det(z] — Z(a,)(2))/(z —bj41)" =0
is same as the equation det(x] — Z(q/ py(w)) = 0 where

I / / _ — —
e a' = (aj, - 7%_“1) = (a1, ,a5,a11, QGjre, Gjyet1, 5 Qkt1) and
/ / /
o b= by, blp)-

Thus, A1 (a, b) can be identified with Ay _¢(a’,b’) via

5.5) Aj41(a, b) - Apt1-e(a’, )
(Zla"'uzjvov"'a072j+5+17"'7zk) = (Zla"'7Zj727\+17"'727\%72]'+£+17"'72k)~

Therefore, we obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary 5.6. For sequences a = (a1, ,ar41) and b = (by,- - ,by) of real numbers obeying (5.1), suppose
that there exist j, £ € Z~q such that
bj > Qj41 =041 = = 0Ajpe = bj+g > Qjyo+41-

Setting o' (respectively b') to be the sequence of real numbers obtained by deleting a;1,--- ,a;ys (respectively
bit1, s bjre) Ags1(a, b) can be identified with Ayi1—_¢(a’,b") under (5.5).

The following two lemmas below are about the cases of (4) in (5.4) and (1) of (5.3). Since they can be proven

by using exactly same method of the proof of Lemma 5.5, we omit the proofs.

Lemma 5.7 (case (1) of (5.3)). Suppose that a; > b; = ajy1 = -+ = ajye > bjyy. Then (z1,--- ,2x) €
kaH(a, b) if and only if

® zj ==z 1 =0, and

® (21, " ,Zj—1,%j44, " 1 2%k) € jk,ul(a’, b’)
where o is obtained by deleting {aj11,--- ,aj4s} from a and b' = {b},--- ,b}._,} is obtained by deleting
{bj,--- ,bjte—1} fromb.
Lemma 5.8 (case (4) of (5.4)). Suppose thatb; > a;11 = -+ = a;j4g > bjye. Then (z1,--- , 2x) € Zk.l,_l(a, b) if
and only if

® Zjiy1 = =2zj1¢—1 =0, and

o (Z1,- 12, 240, 1 2k) € Kk,Hg(a’, b')
where o = {ay, - ,aj_,, .} is obtained by deleting {a;y2, -+ ,aji¢} from a and b' = {b},--- b _,, } is

obtained by deleting {b;11,--- ,bjys—1} fromb.
It remains to take care of the case (2) of (5.3).
Lemma 5.9 (case (2) of (5.3)). Suppose that
a; > bj =041 = = Ajpp = bj+[ > Gjteo+1
Then there exists a unique positive real number C; > 0 such that
|25 4+ - 4 |zj4e]* = Cj.
forany (z1,--+ ,z1) € Aji1(a,b).
Proof. By Lemma 5.5, 5.7, and 5.8, we may reduce a = {ay,- -+ ,ag41} and b = {by,--- by} to
a/:{a/17"'aa;*+l}> and bl:{bll’ab;“}
for some r > 0 so that there are no subsequences of type (3), (4) of (5.4) or (1) of (5.3)in (a} > b} > -+ > al. >
b, > a,.,). Also, the above series of lemmas implies that Aji1(a,b) is identified with A, (a’, b’) under the
identification of w = (wy, - - - , w,) with suitable sub-coordinates (z;,,- - ,2;.) of (21, -+, zx+1). Therefore, it is
enough to prove Lemma 5.9 in the case where (a1,b1, - , ag, bk, arx+1) does not contain any pattern of type (3),
(4) of (5.4) or (1) of (5.3).
We temporarily assume that
aj > bj =Qj41 = = Ajpp = ijrf > Qj4o41-
is the unique pattern of type (2) of (5.3) in (ay, b1, - ,ak, b, ax+1). Then the equation (5.2) is written as
det(xI — Z) = (z — b)) - g(z)

where
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is a polynomial of degree (k — ¢ + 1) with respect to . For the sake of simplicity, we denote by

k
Bx)= ] (@—bw).
m=1
mg{j+1,,j+€}
. . 1 1 .
Since our assumption says that = ... = —— the second part of g(z) can be written by
xr — bj Tr — ijrg
S LIy W (T s u VI B o N Tl BT
=1 I*bi o ‘T*bj = ZL’*bZ‘
iZ{j, - j+e}
By substituting o’ = {a’ --- ,a;,_,} and b’ = {b,--- b} _,} where
ea,=a;, and b, =0, forl<i<y,
e a,=a;1¢ forj+1<i<k—{¢+1,and

o b, =biyy forj+1<i<k—{,

a’ and b’ satisfies
ay>by > >ap_p>bi_y>al .

Then we have g(x) = det(z] — Z(q py(w)) where

o lwil? =|z*> for1<i<j-—1,

o |wj]? = [z* + - + [zt

o |wil? =|zi44|> forj+1<i<k-—/(and

o wpen = i @ - N b = i @i - i b = sk

Thus Lemma 5.4 implies that there exist positive constants C1, - - - , Ck_, such that
Az (o, 0)) = {(wr, - s wpeg) €CF w2 =Cy, =1,k —(}.

In particular, we have |w;|* = |z;|* + -+ + |zj1¢* = C;.

It remains to prove the case where (a1,bq, - - , ag, bg, ar4+1) contains more than one pattern of type (2) of (5.3).
However, since all patterns of type (2) of (5.3) are disjoint from one another, we can apply the same argument to
each pattern inductively. This completes the proof. O

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. For a given sequence a; > by > --- > ap > by > ag+1, let us consider the W-shaped
block W (a,b) with walls defined by strict inequalities a; > b; or b; > a;41 foreach j = 1,--- , k. (See Figure
22.) Note that each pattern of type (2) in (5.3) corresponds to an M-shaped block inside of Wy (a,b). More
specifically, if

a; > bj =Qj41 = = Qjpg = bj.;,.g > Qj4o+41-

is one of patterns of type (2) in (5.3) for some 7, then it corresponds to a simple closed region which is an M -shaped

block My ;. In particular, we have
|Me+1| =2 + 1 =dim {(Zj, s ,Zj+g) S (CZ—H ‘ ‘Zj|2 s |Zj+[‘2 = C]} = dimSQm_l.

for a positive real number C';. Combining the series of Lemma 5.5, 5.7, 5.8, and 5.9, we see Aji1(a,b) = Si(a, b).
Note that A1 (a, b) is an A1 (a, b)-bundle over Oy via

pre1: Aggi(a,b) = Op

k)

(5.6) (
X —> X .

Thus Ag11(a, b) is an Sk (a, b)-bundle over Oy. O
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Corollary 5.10. Let f be a face of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A\ and =y be the face of the ladder diagram Ty

corresponding to f. For any point 0 in the interior of f, the fiber <I>;1 (u) has an iterated bundle structure given by

Pn—2

oM (u) = 5,1 () == Sua(7) = - 5 S1(7) = Si(9)

where pi_1 : Sk(y) = Sk—1(7) is an Sy.(y)-bundle over Sy, _1 () fork = 1,--- ,n — 1. In particular @;1(u) is
of dimension

n—1
dim @5 ' (u) = Z dim Sy (7).
k=1
Proof. For each (i,j) € 2221, we denote by <I>§\’j : Ox — R be the component of ®, which corresponds to the unit
box [(%9) of T'y whose top-right vertex is located at (7, ) in T'y. For each k € Z~ and 1 < i < k, let us define
ai(k) == &Y m) and  bi(k) = ai(k - 1).

provided with a;(1) := @i’l(u). Let a(k) := (a1(k), - ,ar(k)) and b(k) := (b1 (k),--- ,bg—1(k)). By applying
Proposition 5.2 repeatedly and observing that Sx(v) = Si(a(k + 1), b(k + 1)), we describe the fiber ' (u) as

the total space of an iterated bundle as in (5.7). The dimension formula immediately follows. d
(5.7)
L(n)
Sna(y) ———— - — 1,y (Ala(n), b(n))) —— A(a(n),b(n)) —— Oa(m)
Pn—1 Lz(n,l)Pn Pn
L(n, )
Sua(n) > = Afa(n—1).b(n—1)) S Ouuo)
Pn—2 Pn—1
N GE Oua(n—2)
L)
S1(7) = A(a(2), b(2)) —
pP1=p2

So(7) = Oaq1)

To complete the proof of Theorem 4.12, it remains to verify that ®, ' (u) is an isotropic submanifold of (Oy, wy)
for every u € Aj. Recall the definition of the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic from Section 2.2. For a fixed
positive integer k > 1,leta = (a1, ,ax4+1) and b = (by, - - -, bg) be sequences of real numbers satisfying (5.1)
and let ppy1: Apyp1(a,b) — Oy be the map defined by pj1(z) = 2*). Then p;, 1 makes Aj;1(a,b) into a
,Zkﬂ (a, b)-bundle over Oy. See Proposition 5.2.

For any © € Ap41(a,b) C Of C Hi41, let V,, C T Ag41(a, b) be the vertical tangent space at  with respect
to pr+1 and let H, be the subspace of T,.Ax11(a, b) generated by U (k)-action where U (k) acts on A1 (a, b) as
a subgroup of U (k + 1) via the embedding

ir: Uk) — Uk+1)
(o)
A - .

0 1

(pkf'i'l)*‘Hm cHy — Tpk+1($)ob

Then we can see that
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is surjective since py41 is U(k)-invariant and the U (k)-action on Oy is transitive. Let (ix).: u(k) — u(k + 1) be

the induced Lie algebra monomorphism. Then the kernel of ker(pg+1)

ker(per1)eln, = {[(i)«(X), 2] | X € u(k), [X,2®)] =0}
= All)«(X), 2] | X € TLU (k) pm }

H, 1s given by

where z(*) is the (k x k) principal minor of x and U (k). is the stabilizer of 2(*) € Oy, for the U (k)-action.

From now on, we assume that U (k) acts on A1 (a, b) via iy, unless stated otherwise.
Lemma 5.11. U (k) acts transitively on Aj11(a, b).

Proof. Since any element z € A1 (a, b) is conjugate to an element of the following form

b1 0 Z1

Z(a,b) (Z) = - 7 S ./Zlvk;_t,_l(a, b) C Ak+1(a, h)
0 bk Zk
21 oo Rk Rk41

with respect to the U (k)-action, it is enough to show that the isotropy subgroup U (k)y, of I, acts on Aji1(a,b)
transitively where Iy, is the diagonal matrix whose (4, %)-th entry is b; fori = 1,--- | k.
Now, let us assume that
big :=b1=---=biy >bjp1=--=bj, > >bj, 41 =" =bi =y
for some r > 1 provided with i = 0 and ¢,, = k. Then it is not hard to show that U (k);, = U (k1) x - -+ x U(ky)
where k; =i; —i;_1 for j = 1,--- ,r. For each j, we know that each (2;, 41, -+ ,2i,,,) € Chi+1 satisfies either
® |Zij+1|2 ot |Zij+1 |2 =0, 0r
o |z, 41| + - +zi,,,|* = Cjq1 for some positive constant C;j 1 € R

by Lemma 5.5, 5.7, 5.8, and 5.9. In the latter case, U (k),-action is written as

g 0 I, # gt 0 _ I gzt
0 1 Z Zk+41l 0 1/ zg’l Zk+1

forevery g € U(k)y, and z = (21, - - , 2). Note that every g € U(k)y, is of the form
@i 0 0 - 0
0 ¢go 0 -+ 0
g=10 0 :
0 -+ oo e gy
where g; € U(k;) fori = 1,---,r. Thus each g € U(k)y, acts on (2);41 := (2,41, ,2i;,,) € CH+1 by
(2) 41 - gj_j1 which is equivalent to the standard linear U (k;1)-action on the sphere S2*i+1=1 C C* of radius
+/C'j+1. Therefore, the action is transitive. O

Lemma 5.12. For each xz € Agy1(a,b) and any £, € T, Axy1(a,b), we have
(Wa)a:(f»ﬁ) = (wb)Pk+1(I)((pk+1)*£7 (pk+1)*77)'
In particular, the vertical tangent space V,, C T, Ap+1(a,b) of pry1 is contained in ker(wq) ;.

Proof. Note that Lemma 5.11 implies that any tangent vector in 7;, A1 (a, b) can be written as [(ix).(X), «] for

some X € u(k) where

(X0
(1)« ( )_<O O>Eu(k:+1).

Thus for any £, 7 € T, Ax+1(a, b), there exist X, Y € u(k) such that

§=[(ir)-(X), 2], = [(ix)(Y), x].
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Therefore, we have

(wa)a (&, m) = tr(iz[(ix)+ (X), (@)« (Y)]) = t2(iz® [X,Y]) = (@) g ([X, 2®)], [Y, 2])

since the (k + 1, k 4 1)-th entry of the matrix 2[(ix)«(X), (ix)«(Y")] is zero by direct computation. Since pg1 is
U (k)-invariant, we obtain that [X, 2(")] = (px11)«(€) and [Y, 2] = (pr1)«(n). This completes the proof. [
Proposition 5.13. For any u € A, the fiber ® ' (u) is an isotropic submanifold of (Ox,w)), i.e., w|<b;1 W =0

Proof. Suppose that y is a face of I'y such that the corresponding face f., contains u in its interior. Let z € <I>;\1 (u)
and let ¢, € T,®; " (u). Then Corollary 5.10 says that ®, ' (u) is the total space of an iterated bundle

1 (7) = S (7) 25 Sua(y) = - 25 81(7) = Si(y).

described in (5.7).
For each integer k with 1 < k <n and 1 < i < k, let us define

a;(k) == ®§k+1_i(u).
provided with a;(1) := ®,"'(u) and let a(k) := (ai(k), - ,ax(k)). In particular, we have a(n) = A =
{A1,--+,An}. Then Lemma 5.12 implies that
(wa n)) (5 77) (wa(nfl))pn(z)((pn)*(f)v (pn)*(n))

Since p,,—2 is the restriction of p,, to S,,—1(7) C A(a(n),a(n — 1)), both (p,).(§) and (py,)«(n) are lying on
Tﬂ'n,g(z)gn—2(7) C Tpn72(:zr)-’4(u(n - 1)7 (n - 2))
Thus we can apply Lemma 5.12 inductively so that we have

(Wam))2 (&) = Wamn-1))pn(2)((Pr)«(§), (Pn)«(n))
= (wa(n72))pn710pn($)((pn—l o Pn)*(f)a (Pn—l o Pn)*(fl))

= (wa(2))p20~~0pn(x)((pZ 00 pp)x(§), (P20 0pn)(n))

0.
The last equality follows from py: A(a(2),a(1)) — {a1(1) = @} (u)} = point. O
Proof of Theorem 4.12. 1t follows from Corollary 5.10 and Proposition 5.13. O

6. DEGENERATIONS OF FIBERS TO TORI

In this section, we study the topology of Gelfand-Cetlin fibers via toric degenerations and describe how each
fiber of the Gelfand-Cetlin system degenerates to a toric fiber of a toric moment map. In Section 5, for a point u
on the relative interior of an r-dimensional face, the fiber was expressed in terms of the total space of an iterated
bundle

03N (w) 25,5 (7) 5 5, a(7) = - 2 Si(y) 25 So(y) = point.

The main theorem of this section further claims that the circles appeared in the iterated bundle as fibers can be
factored out of @} ' (u). Namely, letting S;(v) be (S*)™: x Y; such that >} 1 m,; = r, the fiber is written as the
product

@3 (w) = (S1)" x Y (u)

where Y (u) is the total space of a certain iterated bundle whose fibers at stages are Y,’s, see Theorem 6.8. Indeed,
Y (u) shrinks to a point through a toric degeneration, which illustrates how fibers degenerate into toric fibers. As
an application, it provides a more concrete description of the Gelfand-Cetlin fiber. Furthermore, we compute the
fundamental group and the second homotopy group of <I>;1 (u).

Recall that for a given Kihler manifold (X,w), a flat family 7: X — C of algebraic varieties is called a toric
degeneration (X, w) if there exists an algebraic embedding i: X < P¥ x C such that
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(1) the diagram

6.1) X' JpNyC
\ \Lq
C

commutes where ¢: PV x C — C is the projection to the second factor,
(2) m~1(C*) is isomorphic to X x C* as a complex variety, and
(3) For the product Kihler form w := wpg @ wstq ON PN x C where wpg is a multiple of the Fubini-Study
form on P and wstq is the standard Kéhler form on C,
e (X;,W|x,) is symplectomorphic to (X, w), and
e Xy is a projective toric variety (in P*V) and &| X, 15 a torus invariant Kéhler form denoted by wq
where X; := 771(t) =2 i(r~1(t)) C PV x {t} is a projective variety for every t € C.

Let XS C X be the smooth locus of X'. The Hamiltonian vector field for the imaginary part Im(7) of 7 is
defined on A and we denote it by VW. By the holomorphicity, 7 satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann equation which
induces VRe(7) = —V, where V denotes the gradient vector field with respect to a Kéhler metric associated to w.
Define

Vi = ‘77r/||‘77r”2
and call it the gradient-Hamiltonian vector field of 7, see Ruan [Ru]. Then the one-parameter subgroup generated
by V; induces a symplectomorphism

(6.2) ¢: (U,w) = ((U), wo)
on an open dense subset I/ of X and it is extended to a surjective continuous map
¢: X — Xp

defined on the whole X, see Harada-Kaveh [HK, Theorem A] for more details.

Moreover, we may consider a toric degeneration of a Kéhler manifold “equipped with a completely integrable
system” as follows. Let us consider a triple (X,w, ®) where O is a (continuous) completely integrable system
on (X,w). Then we call m: X — C a toric degeneration of (X,w,©) if 7 is a toric degeneration of (X, w) and
© = & o ¢ where ¢: Xy — RIZl is a moment map on (Xo,wp), see [NNUI1, Definition 1.1]. Here, Z is a finite
index set such that |Z| = dim¢ Xj.

Note that the Hamiltonian vector field of each component ®,, of & (= {®, },e7) is globally defined on X even
though X might not be smooth by the following reason. Note that X, C PV x {0} is a projective toric variety,
which is the Zariski closure of the single orbit of (C*)Zl-action on Xy. The (C*)l-action on X extends to the
linear Hamiltonian action on PV. Each component ®,, of the moment map on X for the action of the maximal
compact subgroup (S)ZI of (C*)IZ! is the restriction of the Hamiltonian of the linear Hamiltonian vector field
denoted by &, which is defined on PV. Also, since X is T'%/-invariant, the trajectory of the flow of &, passing
through a point in X; should be lying on X, i.e., the restriction ¢,|x, should be tangent’ to Xy. Therefore, the
Hamiltonian vector field of @, is defined on the whole X, for every a € Z.

For each o € Z, let O, be the corresponding component of the completely integrable system © on X. Let V,,
be the open dense subset of X on which ©,, is smooth. (See Definition 2.5.) Then the Hamiltonian vector field,
denoted by (,, of ©, is defined on V,,. For any subset Z' C Z, we set
(6.3) Vo= (] Va

Q€T
so that the Hamiltonian vector field of O, is defined on Vz/ for every a € Z'. If O, is a periodic Hamiltonian, i.e.,
if ©, generates a circle action for every o € Z', then V7 admits the T 7'l _action generated by {(, }aecz’- Note that
V1 is open dense so that I/ N V7 is also open dense where U/ is in (6.2).

7Every toric variety is a stratified space [LS] so that each point in X is contained in an open smooth stratum and each vector field £, is

tangent to the stratum.
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Lemma 6.1. For any o € Z,
d(exp(tCa) - p) = exp(t&a) - 9(p)
foreveryt € Randp e U N V,.

Proof. Let us fix a € Z. From the fact that

e ¢*wyg=wonld NV, and
e O =000,

we deduce
wo(@+(Ca), 9 (+)) = w(Cas ) = dOu (") = dPq 0 dp(-) = wo(Ea, P+ (+))
so that ¢, (Cy) = &€, onU N'V,,. Observe that

Cal@(p)) = | exp(t&a) - ¢(p), and
t=0
d
¢*(Coz (p)) = ¢ % eXP(tCa) P
t=0
d
= - tCa) - )
il p(exp(tCa) - )
for every p € U N V,, and this completes the proof by the uniqueness of the solution of ODE. 0

Let Z' C 7 and suppose that O, is a periodic Hamiltonian on V7 for every oo € Z’. Since @, is a periodic

Hamiltonian on X for every o € Z, we obtain the following directly from Lemma 6.1.

Corollary 6.2. Let ' C T such that {©}ocz’ are periodic Hamiltonians on V.. Then ¢ is T‘I"-equivariant on
Uun VI/.

Now, let us consider the case of partial flag manifolds. In [NNU1], Nishinou-Nohara-Ueda built a toric degen-
eration of the Gelfand-Cetlin system (Oy, wy, @) for any eigenvalue pattern \. We briefly recall the construction
of a toric degeneration of (O, wy, ®,) in stages and a continuous map ¢: O, — X, where X denotes the central
fiber of the toric degeneration, which is a singular toric variety. (We also refer the reader to [KoM] or [NNU1] for
more details.)

For a given (partial) flag manifold (O, w) ), Kogan and Miller [KoM] constructed an (n — 1)-parameter family
F: X — C"! of projective varieties satisfying

(6.4) F=gqgoi,, X&SpPxcrtien!

where P = [],_, Pn, ¥, Furthermore, there exists a Kéhler form @ on P x C"~! such that

o (F7H1,-++,1),@|p-1(1, 1)) = (Ox,wy) and

e F71(0,---,0) is isomorphic to the Gelfand-Cetlin toric variety X for A, with the torus-invaraint Kéhler

form &|p-1(o,... o) on Xo.
See [NNUI, Section 5 and Remark 5.2] for the case of partial flag manifolds. Following [NNU1], we denote the
coordinates of C"~1 by (ta, - ,t,) and F~1(1,--- ,1,¢ = #,,0,---,0) by Xy, for k > 2 and ¢t € C. Then
{X}k,¢} can be regarded as a family of projective varieties contained in P where X,, 1 = O, is the image of the
Pliicker embedding of Oy and X5 o = Xy is a toric variety contained in P.
Let T% be a k-dimensional compact torus whose i-th coordinate is denoted by 7; ; for 1 < ¢ < k where

i+j—1=Fk. Each S'-action corresponding to 7;,; extends to the linear Hamiltonian S*-action on P and we
denote the moment map for the action by

(6.5) o . P — R.

8P, is defined to be P(A™C™) = IP’(’") ! See [NNUI, p. 652].

9 For the consistency of (2.6), we use the index (4, ).
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In addition, the subgroup U (k) of U(n) acts on P where the action is induced from the linear U (n) action on C™.
We denote the moment map for the U (k)-action by

p® P — u(k)*
foreach k =1,--- ,n. Setting k = i + j — 1 again, we have a map
(6.6) PP R
which assigns the i-th largest eigenvalue of 1(*)(p). See [NNUI, p. 668].

Remark 6.3. As mentioned in Section 2, we choose the double indices respecting the coordinate system in a ladder
diagram. One should translate notations (6.5) and (6.6) into vgk)’s and )\gk)’s in [NNU1] as follows.

1,9 k 1,7 k
(b J _,Uz( )’ (b)\] )\E )
Wherei"_j - k+1

An important fact is that a fiber of F' in (6.4) is invariant neither under the U (n) action nor under the T x T2 x
-+« x T™~! action on P in general, but a fiber X}, ; is invariant under the U (k — 1) action and the T% x - - x T"~!
action for each £ > 2 and t € C. The following theorem states that the maps @g’j ’s in (6.6) and ®%7°s in (6.5)
defined on P induces a completely integrable system on X}, ; and how the Gelfand-Cetlin system ® on X, 1 = O,
degenerates into the toric moment map ® on X, o = X in stages. See also Section 5 and Section 7 of [NNU1] for
more details.

Theorem 6.4 (Theorem 6.1 in [NNU1]). For every k > 2 andt € C, the map

] 11 k=21 +1,k—1 n—2,1 ) dim A
(I)kt':(q))\a"'vq))\ , @ g, @ )le,t‘Xkytg)le A

s

is a completely integrable system on Xy, ; in the sense of Definition 2.5. Moreover, @f\’k_i = 3" 1 o X0 for
everyi=1,--- ,k— 1.

Note that @, ;’s are related to one another via the gradient-Hamiltonian flows. More precisely, for each m =
1,--- ,n — 1, let F, be the m-th component of F' and let ‘N/m be the Hamiltonian vector field of Im(F},,) on the
smooth locus X*™ of X. Then the gradient-Hamiltonian vector field is defined by

‘/m = N’m/H‘ZnHZ'

The flow of V,,,, which we denote by ¢, +, preserves the fiberwise symplectic form and so ¢, ; induces a symplec-
tomorphism on an open subset of each fiber on which ¢,, ; is smooth. As a corollary, we have the following.

Corollary 6.5 (Corollary 7.3 in [NNU1]). The gradient-Hamiltonian vector field V, gives a deformation of X, 4
preserving the structure of completely integrable systems. In particular, we have the following commuting diagram

foreveryt > 0:

Pr,1—t
(6.7) Xp1 ——————— Xy

o
Ay

By Corollary 6.5, we obtain a continuous map
(6.8) ¢: 0\ =Xp1 — Xo=Xop
where ¢ = ¢ 1 0 -+ 0 ¢, 1 and it satisfies & o ¢ = . Note that
0: @1 (Ay) = 7H(AY)

is a symplectomorphism.
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Now, we investigate which component <I>§’j is smooth on a given fiber <I>;1 (u). Let -y be an r-dimensional face
of I'y and let f, be the corresponding face of Ay. Let

Te(y) :=1(i, ) | (4,7) = v, for some minimal cycle o of v}
so that [Z¢ ()| = 7. (See Figure 18.)

Lemma 6.6. Each ‘bg’j is smooth on @;1(]51) for every (i, j) € L¢(+). Furthermore, {(Dg\’j}(i,j)elqw generates a
smooth T" -action on ® ' (u) for everyu € f.,.

Proof. The smoothness of each <I>§\’j on &, ( fv) follows from the condition (¢, j) = v, and Proposition 2.12.
Also, we have seen in Section 2.4 that each %’ generates a smooth circle action on a subset of O on which @}’
is smooth. Since all components of ¢, Poisson-commute with each other, it finishes the proof. ]

We then obtain the following.
Proposition 6.7. For eachu € ng there exists a T -equivariant map
Gu: @y (w) » &7 (u) =T
Furthermore, the T"-action on ®} ' (u) is free and ®} * () becomes a trivial principal T" -bundle over ®;* (u)/T".

Proof. For the sake of convenience, let 7y, = {(i,j)} be the index set (2.8) which labels the components of ® and
the components of ® simultaneously. Keeping in mind that ®§ is smooth on I/ := @;1 (A ) for every a € 7 by
Proposition 2.12, Corollary 6.2 yields that

¢: U — D (AY)

is T1%|_equivariant with respect to the T'%|-action generated by {® }ocz. Since TV acts freely on <I>_1(A a) =
(C*)IZ1, 7171 should also act freely on I by the equivariance of ¢.

Now, setting Z' = IC(V), let V7 be the open subset of Oy as defined in (6.3). On Vz/, ®% is smooth for every
o € I’ so that T'Z'|-action (generated by {®$ }aez) is well-defined. Then we observe the followings :

) ois T|Il‘—equivariant on V7 because every point in V7 is a limit point of I/, ¢ is a continuous map and
the T ‘I,|-equivariance is a closed property.
(2) The T''I-action on ®~(f,) is free since for each a € Z’, we have

oV ==%1
for every primitive normal vector v of the face f, where e, is the unit coordinate vector corresponding to

Q.

By the equivariance of ¢ together with (1) and (2) above, the T’ IZ'_action is free on V. In particular, the map
bui=lp 1t 23 (w) —» &7 (w) 2 T
becomes a bundle map and hence the bundle @;1 (u) is trivial as desired. O

To sum up, we can describe as follows how each fiber of the Gelfand-Cetlin system deforms into a torus fiber of

a moment map of X via a toric degeneration.

Theorem 6.8. Let v be a face of the ladder diagram I'y of dimension r and let f., be the corresponding face
of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope /\. For each point u in the relative interior foﬂ,, all S'-factors that appeared in
each stage of the iterated bundle structure So(7) of <I>;1(u) given in Theorem 4.12 become trivial factors. That
is, @y (w) =2 T7 x S4(7)" where So(7)' is the total space of the iterated bundle which can be obtained by the
construction of Se(7y) ignoring all S*-factors appeared in each stage. Furthermore, the continuous map ¢ in (6.8)

on each fiber ®* () is the projection map

O3 (u) 2T x Sa(y) ~5 T = &~ (u).
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Proof. Consider the iterated bundle structure of ®, ' (u) given in Theorem 4.12 :

o ') =S, 4(y) 5 Sty — o B Sy B So(y) = point
(6.9) T T T T
Sn-1(7) Sn—2(7) o S1(v)

where Sy, (7y) is the fiber of py : Sk(7) — Sk—1(7) at the k-th stage defined in (4.2). Each Sy (y) can be factorized
into Si.(y) = (SY)™ x Y) where Y} is either a point or a product of odd-dimensional spheres without any S*-
factors. (See the proof of Proposition 5.2.) Then we claim that

(1) there is a one-to-one correspondence between the S'-factors that appeared in each stage and the elements
in Ze(y,
(2) (S1)™ acts on Sy () fiberwise, and
(3) the torus action (Eq);\l(u) >~ S,—1(7) generated by {(I)?J}(Lj)gzch),i-&-j—l:k is an extension of the
(S1)r*=-action on Si,(7y) given in (2).
The first statement (1) is straightforward since each (7,j) € Z¢(,) corresponds to an M;-block in Wi ;_1(7)
containing a bottom vertex of W ;1 so that each (i, j) € Z¢(,) assigns an S!-factor in S;1j_1(7). See Section
4.1. The third statement (3) is also clear since each <I>f\’j with ¢ 4+ j — 1 = k descends to a function @f\i on Sy (7)
where

A= (@35 (), - @5 (w)).
For the second statement (2), fix kK > 1 and consider the k-th stage

Se(y) = (SH™ x Y, = Sp(v) C (Oq,wa)
(6.10) 1 o
Sk—1(7) C (Op,wp)

of Se(7y). As we have seen in the diagram (5.7), Sk () is a subset of A(a, b) where a = (ay,--- ,a,41) and
b= (b, - ,bg) with

° a; = <I>f\’k+1_i(u) forl <i<k+1and

o b = fbg\’k_j(u) forl <j<k.
Note that ‘bg"k_i generates a circle action on O, whenever a; < b; < a;11, see Section 2.4. For any smooth
functions f on Oy and f = f o p on O, we denote by &; and ¢ 7 the Hamiltonian vector fields for f and f,
respectively. Then it follows that & 7 is projectable under py and it satisfies (pg)«& ;= &, de., dpr(€ f)(x) =
¢ (pi(x)) for every z € O since

wo ((pr) €7 (1) () = (pr) " wo (&5, )
6.11) wal&7)
= df(-) =df (pr)«())
we &y, (Pr)«(4))

where the second equality comes from Lemma 5.12. Also, note that (I’é’k_i is a constant function on Oy and
LT = @i’kii o pi. By applying (6.11), we can see that the Hamiltonian flow generated by Lk preserves the
(k x k) principal minor, and therefore its Hamiltonian vector field is tangent to the vertical direction of py.

Once (1), (2), and (3) are satisfied, its iterated bundle in (6.9) descends to

’
pn—l

o5 (w)/(SV) = Gh (7 S = o B S I So(y) = point
(6.12) 1 1 1T
Y1 Y,—o Y:

where Sy (v)" = Si(y)/(S') ™+ and the (S!)"** 1 action is generated by {q)é\)j}(i,j)ezc(7)7i+j71§k-
Since ®;*(u) = T" x Y (u) for some Y (u) by Proposition 6.7, we have Y (u) = &' (u)/T" = S,(v)’, which
completes the proof. O
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As an application of Theorem 6.8, one can provide a more explicit description of Gelfand-Cetlin fibers. As
mentioned in Remark 4.15, an iterated bundle in Theorem 4.12 is in general not trivial. Generally speaking, a torus
bundle over a torus might be non-trivial, e.g. Kodaira-Thurston example, a 2-torus bundle over a 2-torus whose first
betti number is 3, see [Th]. Yet, Theorem 6.8 guarantees that all torus factors in the iterated bundle can be taken

out from <I>;1 (u). Using this observation, in some case, the iterated bundle can be characterized explicitly.

Example 6.9. (1) Let Oy ~ F(6) be the co-adjoint orbit associated to A = (5,3,1, —1,—3, —5). Consider
the face ; defined in Figure 23. The diffeomorphic type of the fiber over a point u in the relative interior
of 71 is the product of (S*)7 and Y (u) by Theorem 6.8. Here, Y (u) is diffeomorphic to SU(3) because
Y (u) is the total space of the S3-bundle over S° from Remark 4.15. In sum,

@ () ~ (81" x SU(3).
(2) Let A = (3,3,3,—3,—3,—3). Then, the co-adjoint orbit Oy is Gr(3,6). Consider the face 2 defined in
Figure 23. We claim that the diffeomorphic type of the fiber over a point in the relative interior of -5 is
@3 (u) = (51)% x (§%)%.
Because of Theorem 6.8, the fiber is of the form (51)3 x Y (u) where Y (u) is an S®-bundle over S®. Since
every S3-bundle over S? is trivial (see [St]), we have Y (u) ~ (S3)2.

5, 3
3 33
11 333
-1, 3
-3 3-3
[-5 333
71 72

FIGURE 23. Gelfand-Cetlin fibers.

Another application of Theorem 6.8 is to compute the first and the second homotopy groups of each <I>;1 (u) as

follows. Letu € Ay and let f be the face of A containing u in its relative interior. Also, let v be the face of I"y

corresponding to f. Foreach k = 1,--- ,n — 1, the fibration (6.10) induces the long exact sequence of homotopy
groups given by
(6.13) — m(Sk(y) — m(Sk(v) — m(Sk-1(v))

— m(Sk(y) — mk(y) = mSk1(y) = m(Sk(y) —
Proposition 6.10. Letu € Ay. Then the followings hold.

o m(®) ' (u) =0.

e [fu is a point lying on the relative interior of a r-dimensional face of \ y, then

T (23 () = 2"

Proof. Since Sy (7y) in (6.10) is a point or a product space of odd dimensional spheres, we have 5 (S (7)) = 0 for
every k = 1,--- ,n — 1. Note that (51 (7)) = m2(S1(7)) = 0. Therefore, it easily follows that 7o (Sk (7)) =

for every k by the induction on k. The second statement is deduced from Theorem 6.8, since Sq(7)’ is s1mply
connected. 0

Corollary 6.11. For a pointu € Ay, a fiber @;1 (u) is a Lagrangian torus if and only if u is an interior point of
Ay

Proof. The “if” statement follows immediately from Theorem 6.8, and the “only if” part follows from Proposition
6.10. O
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Part 2. Non-displaceability of Lagrangian fibers

7. CRITERIA FOR DISPLACEABLILITY OF GELFAND-CETLIN FIBERS

For a given moment polytope, McDuff [McD] and Abreu-Borman-McDuff [ABM] developed the techniques
(using probes) to detect positions of displaceable toric moment fibers by using combinatorial data of the polytope.
In contrast to the toric cases, any partial flag manifold always possesses a non-torus Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin
fiber unless it is diffeomorphic to a projective space, see Corollary 4.24. The probe method also can be applied
to some extent to the case of Gelfand-Cetlin systems, see [Pa] for example. However, it works only for forus
fibers over interior points of a Gelfand-Cetlin polytope. In this section, we provide several numerical and combi-
natorial criteria for displaceability of both torus and non-torus Lagrangian fibers of Gelfand-Cetlin systems. (See
Proposition 7.4, 7.10, 7.12, 7.18.)

Definition 7.1. Let (M, w) be a symplectic manifold and let Y be a subset. We say that Y is displaceable if there

exists a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ¢ € Ham (M, w) such that
HY)NY = 0.
If there is no such a diffeomorphism, then we say that Y is non-displaceable.

Definition 7.2. Let A be a sequence of non-increasing real numbers given in (2.4). We say that a face ~y is displace-
able if ;' (u) is displaceable for every u € 4.

7.1. Testing by diagonal entries.

n(n—1)

For a sequence A = {\1, -+, A, } in (2.4), let &5: Oy — Ay C R™ = be the Gelfand-Cetlin system. For
each lattice point (4, j) € (Z>1)? with 2 < i 4 j < n, we denote by ®}’: O — R the (i, j)-th component of .

. n(n—1) . . .
We denote the coordinate system of R~ = by (u;, j)2§i+jgn as described in Figure 13.

Note that the symmetric group &,, can be regarded as a subgroup of U(n) C Ham(O),,w,). Namely, each
element w € &,, is represented by the (n x n) elementary matrix, which we still denote by w, whose (i, w(%))-th
entry is 1 foreach ¢ = 1, -- ,n and other entries are zero. Then each z = (2; j)1<ij<n € O C Hpand w € &,
satisfies

(- 2)ij = (Wew™)i; = Tu(i)w()
for every 1 < 4,5 < n. The following lemma says the diagonal entries of any element x € @;1 (u) are completely

determined by u.

Lemma 7.3. Letu = (u; ;)i j>1 € A Then for any x € @' (), we have 11 = uy,1 and

Tk = Z Wij — Z Wij -

itj=k+1 i+j=k

forl <k < nwhere

U5 1= A for 1+j=n+1.
Proof. It is straightforward from the fact that

tr(x(k)) :I1,1+"'+zk,k — Z Uj,
itj=k+1

forevery k = 1,--- ,n where z(*) denotes the k x k principal minor matrix of . O

For the sake of simplicity, let dq (u) := u1 1 and
(7.1) di(w) = Y wiy— Y uig
itj=k+1 i+j=k

foru € Ay and 1 < k < nso that zy 1, = di(u) for every = € <I>;1(u) by Lemma 7.3. We then state a numerical
criterion for displaceable fibers.
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Proposition 7.4. Let u be a point in the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope I\ y. If the fiber <I>;\1 (u) is non-displaceable, then
di(u) =--- =d,(u).
Proof. Note that <I>}\’1(x) = z7, and @i’l(w “T) = Ty(1),w) forw € &,. If di(u) # di(u) for some k with
1 <k <n, then
oy (2) = 211 = di(u) # di(0) = T4k = Toy(1),0()) = Py (w - )
for every z € ® ' (u) where w is the transposition (1, k). Thus,
w-d M (w)n @ (u) =0
and hence <I>;1 (u) is displaceable. This completes the proof. d

In a Gelfand-Cetlin system, Proposition 7.4 implies that almost all fibers are displaceable.

Corollary 7.5. For any Gelfand-Cetlin system ® y, there exists a dense open subset U of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope
A such that for each u € U the fiber ® ' (u) is displaceable.

Remark 7.6. This contrasts to the toric case. There is a symplectic toric orbifold which contains an open subset I/
of a moment polytope such that every fiber over a point in ¢/ is non-displaceable, see Wilson-Woodwards [WW]
and Cho-Poddar [CP].

Example 7.7. We demonstrate how to apply Proposition 7.4 to detect displaceable fibers.

(1) [Complex projective space]: Let A = {\; =n, Aa = --- = A\, = 0}. The co-adjoint oribt (O, w,) is a
complex projective space CP™ ! equipped with the Fubini-Study form w). For instance, when n = 5, the

ladder diagram T, is given as follows.

U175 = 5

U1.4 0= U2,4

U1,3 0 0= us3,3

U1 ,2 0 0 0= U4,2
w0 0 0 O0=us,

FIGURE 24. Thecaseof n =5

In this case, every component @g’j of the Gelfand-Cetlin system @ is a constant function unless ¢ = 1
so that A is an (n — 1)-dimensional simplex. For any u € Ay and z € ®} ' (u), we have
® T1,1= d1(ll) = U1,1,
o rpp=dp(u) =upk —uyp—1forl <k <n-—1,and
o Ty =d,(W) =Uj, — U1 =N — Ul p_1.
Then d;(u) = -+ = dy,(u) implies that dj(u) = 1 for every 1 < k < n. Therefore, by Proposition 7.4,
if dj () # 1 for some k, then @} ' (u) is displaceable. The only possible candidate for a non-displaceable
fiber is ' (up) where uy is the center of Ay, i.e., ug = (u; ;) withuy ; = jforj =1,--- ,n — 1. Note
that it has been shown by Cho [Chol] that ® ' (up) is non-displaceable. Therefore, ®; ' (up) is a stem. '’
(2) [Complete flag manifold 7 (3)]: We reproduce the result of Pabiniak [Pa] on displaceability of a (unique)
non-torus Gelfand-Cetlin Lagrangian fiber in F(3). Let A = {1, 0, —A2} for A1, A2 > 0 so that (Oy,w))
is a complete flag manifold of C? and it admits a unique proper Lagrangian face, a vertex v3, of Ay in
Example 3.5, see Figure 25 below.

104 fiber of a moment mayp is called a stem if all other fibers are displaceable. See [EP2].
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At
. |O 0
Vs © 00 _)\2

FIGURE 25. The Lagrangian face of I"y

For any x € @;1(03), we can easily see that 11 = T12 = T2 = Z22 = 0, and 233 = A1 — Ao.
By Proposition 7.4, we can conclude that ®~!(v3) is displaceable whenever \; # X2. We will prove in
Section 8 that ® ! (v3) is non-displaceable when A\; = \s.
(3) [Complex Grassmannian Gr(2,4)]: Let A = {¢,¢,0,0} for ¢ > 0. By Corollary 4.23, the edge e in
Figure 26 of A is the unique proper Lagrangian face of I'y.

t
t t

FIGURE 26. Lagrangian face of '

For a positive real number a with 0 < a < ¢, we consider the point r, € e given as follows.

t

t t
Ta:aaO
a a

Nohara-Ueda [NU1] proved that the every fiber over the edge except the fiber <I>;1 (ré) is displaceable

and moreover <I>;1(r%) is non-displaceable. Our combinatorial test (Proposition 7.4) easily tells us that
&' (r,) is displaceable unless 2a = t.

(4) [Complex Grassmannian Gr(2,6)]: Let A = {6,6,0,0,0,0}. By Example 4.25, there are exactly four
proper Lagrangian faces 72, 73, v4, and 72 4 of I"y as follows.

!

Y2 - BER V4t V2,4 -

FIGURE 27. Four proper Lagrangian faces of Iy

First, consider two faces 73 and <2 4. By Proposition 7.4, we can easily check that every Lagrangian

fiber over a point in ~y3 (resp. ~y2.4) is displaceable except for the fiber at us (resp. us 4) described in Figure
28.

Y3 D U3 : V2,4 D U2.4

W W[ S D
—lw Wl
SO OO
NSRS (RSN N Repie
[NSJ NS SN N )
S O OO

FIGURE 28. Lagrangian faces v3 and 2 4

For the other faces 5 and 4, again by Proposition 7.4, every fiber is displaceable except for the one-

parameter families of Lagrangian fibers us(t) and uy(¢) (—1 < ¢ < 1) described in Figure 29 in 2 and -y,
respectively.
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FIGURE 29. Lagrangian faces v, and 74

In Section 7.2, we will give another method for detecting displaceability of fibers and show that v, and
74 are indeed displaceable. Consequently, there are exactly two non-torus Lagrangian fiber @;1 (u3) and
fI)/(l (ug,4) that might be non-displaceable.

7.2. Symmetry on I'y : complex Grassmannian cases.

In this section, we study displaceability of non-torus Lagrangian fibers of Gelfand-Cetlin systems on complex
Grassmannians. Let Gr(k, n) be the Grassmannian of complex k-dimensional subspaces of C™. Since Gr(k, n) =
Gr(n — k, n), without loss of generality, we assume that n — k > k.

Let A= {¢t,---,t, 0,---,0} fort > 0 so that

S

k times n—Fk times
Gr(k,n) = O,.
We start with the following series of algebraic lemmas which seems to be well-known.

Lemma 7.8. Let A be any complex (n x k) matrix. Then AA* and A* A have the same non-zero eigenvalues with
the same multiplicities.

Proof. Recall that a singular value decomposition yields
A=UXV*

where U is an (n X n) unitary matrix, ¥ is an (n x k) matrix such that ¥; ; = Ounless ¢ = j, and Vis a (k x k)
unitary matrix. Then AA* = UXYX*U* and A*A = VX*XV™* are unitary diagonalizations of AA* and A*A

respectively. Since XX* and X*3 have the same nonzero eigenvalues with the same multiplicities, this completes
the proof. 0

Lemma 7.9. Any element x € O) can be expressed by
x=XX"

for some (n x k) matrix X = [v1,-- - ,vi| such that
o |v;|2 =tforeveryi=1,--- k and
o (v;,v5) = 0 forevery i # j

where (-, -) means the standard hermitian inner product on C™. In particular, we have
XX =t
where I, is the (k X k) identity matrix.

Proof. Let x € O,. Since x is semi-positive definite by our choice of ), there exists an (n x n) lower triangular
matrix L having non-negative diagonal entries such that

(7.2) r=LL"
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The expression (7.2) is called a Cholesky factorization of x, see [HJ, Corollary 7.2.9]. Let L = UXV* be a singular
value decomposition of L. In this case, the matrices U, 3, and V are all (n x n) matrices. Then we have

v = LL* = USS'U" where xx— (16 0.
0 O
Let D = D* = /Y¥*sothatz = UDD*U* and denote by U = [uy,- -+ ,uy]. Since UD = v/t-[uy, - ,ug, 0, -, 0],
we have UDD*U* = UD(UD)* = X X* where X is taken to be the (n x k) matrix

X = [Ula"' ,’Uk] - \/i [uly"' 7uk]'
This finishes the proof. g

Now, we consider Lagrangian faces of particular types in the ladder diagram Iy described as follows. Let (©-)[7;,
denote the (k x k) square whose upper-left corner is (0, i) so that the vertices of () are (0, 1), (k, ), (k,i — k)
and (0,7 — k). Let y; be the graph drawn by all positive paths not passing through the interior of the square (%9,
Hence, y; contains exactly one (k x k)-sized simple closed region () and the other simple closed regions in ;
are unit squares, see Figure 30. Note that ~; is a Lagrangian face.

|:|:| D 0.9

Iy n—k Bl ooom, | oo y
H [
-_ :
k

FIGURE 30. Ladder diagram I'y and Lagrangian faces {~; }k<i<n—k

Proposition 7.10. For each k < i < n — k, there exists a permutation matrix w € U (n) such that
w3 (%) C D3 (i)

In particular,
w- 3 (5:) Ny (%) = 0.

unless n = 2i. Consequently, the face ~; is displaceable provided that n # 2i.

Proof. Let u be any point in ;. Then we have

Ul = U25—1 = " = Uk i—k+1,

which implies that for every x € <I>;\1 (u), the i-th principal minor 2(*) of - has eigenvalues uy,; with multiplicity &
and 0 with multiplicity ¢ — k.
Now, choose any = € ®, ! (u). Then Lemma 7.9 implies that there exists an (n x k) matrix

such that z = X X and it satisfies
o |v;|> =tforeveryj=1,---,k, and
o (v;,v;) =0forevery j # j'.
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Now, we divide X into two submatrices X (9 and X () where

w1

w2

x@ .— (vy), . 71]](:)) — x@ .— ({}52’)’ . 7@}9) —

Wy

In other words, X () (resp. X)) is the (i x k) (resp. ((n — i) x k)) submatrix of X obtained by deleting all /-th
rows of X for ¢ > i (resp. £ < ¢). Thus we have

20 = X (x 0y

Then Lemma 7.8 implies that () = X®(X®)* and (X®)* X (® have the same non-zero eigenvalue u; ; with
the same multiplicity k. Since (X @)* X ® is a (k x k) matrix, we get

(XY XD =4y ;- I..

In particular, we have

o |v](,i)|2 =y, forevery j=1,--- ,k, and

. (vy), 1@@) = 0 for every j # 7',
i.e., the columns of X () are orthogonal to each other and have the same square norm equal to u1,;. This implies
that X = [5{7 ... 5] satisfies

o [0;V|2 =t —uy,foreveryj=1,--- k and

. <f1§i), T)ﬁ-@) = 0 for every j # j’
so that we have

(X)X = (t —uy,) - I
Now, letw € &,, C U(n) be any permutation satisfying w(i+j) = jforj = 1,--- ,n—i. Then (wX )9 = X
and the following matrix
w-z=wrw ' =wXXw = (wX)(wX)*.

has the (n — 4)-th principal minor

(1w 2)" = (X)) (X)) = (XO)(X ).

Again by Lemma 7.8, the nonzero eigenvalue of (ww)("’i) is t—wuy ; with multiplicity £ and zero with multiplicity

n — 1 — k. Thus we have
B ) = B ) = e = b ) =0,

Therefore, we have ®)(w - ) € 7,—;. In particular if n — ¢ # 4, then ®,(w - x) is not lying on 4, since
’3/1' N Yn—i = (Z) 0

Example 7.11. Let us reconsider the Lagrangian faces 2 and 74 in Example 7.7 (4), which is the case where n = 6
and k = 2. Then
n=6#£2-2=2 fori =2, andn=6+#2-4=2i fori =4.
Thus the faces 5 and 4 are displaceable by Proposition 7.10. For the face 3 in Example 7.7 (4), however, we
have
n=6=2-3=2¢ and =3

so that we cannot determine displaceability of 5 by using Proposition 7.10.

Now, we extend Proposition 7.10 to Lagrangian faces containing multiple squares of type (°*)J; in T'y. For a

sequence (i1, - - ,1,) satisfying

k<ip<---<i.<n-—k,
(7.3)

is41 — is > k for each s,
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let 7y;, ... s, be the Lagrangian face of Iy which contains r simple closed regions {C} - - - , C,.} where Cj is the
square (%), and the other simple closed regions of Yiy,--- i, are of size 1 x 1, see 72 4 in Figure 27 for example.

Proposition 7.12. Suppose {i1,- - ,i,} is given satisfying (7.3). Then there is a permutation w € &,, such that
(7.4) w - @3 (Fiy i) N @Y (R i) = 0
unless is = s -1y forevery s =1,--- v+ 1 provided that 1,11 := n.

Remark 7.13. Proposition 7.10 can be obtained by Proposition 7.12 by taking r = 1.

Proof. Letu € ;, ... ;.. Then u satisfies

Ui, = U24,—1 = =+ = Ui, —k41
forevery s =1,--- ,r.
For any « € ® ' (u), Lemma 7.9 implies that there exists an (n x k) matrix X = [v1, - - - ,v] such that
o r=XX*,
o |v;|> =tforeveryj=1,---,k, and

* (vj,vj) = 0forj #j".

Then we can divide X into r + 1 submatrices X(.“), xU2) , X(?Tz

G X, i LX) of X (provided that iy := 0 and

1) (i)

ir+1 = n) where
Wi +1

(is41) _ (ts41) . (is+1)) ._
X(Z.S) = (”1(2‘5) , s Uk ) =

Wigqq
foreach s = 0,--- ,r. In other words, X((:S)Jrl) is the ((is4+1 —is) x k) submatrix of X obtained by deleting all ¢-th
rows of X for ¢ > 541 and £ < is. By using Lemma 7.8 and Lemma 7.9, it is not hard to show that
o o,
o (0 up ) = 0forj £ 5.
Now, suppose that
(7.5) w3 (Fiy i) N @Y (B ,) # 0

for every w € &,,. We claim that

= U4, — Ui, foreveryj=1,--- ,kands =0,---,r,and

s+1

is=s5-19 foreverys=1,---,r+1 where 1,41 :=n.
To show this, consider w := w(s,s’) € &, C U(n) forany s,s’ € {1,--- ,r + 1} with s < s’ defined by
{17 ,7;5,7:5+1,"' 7is+1ais+1+17"' 71.5/77:5’ +]-7 7i8’+17i5’+1+17“. 7n}

‘|

{13 7isais’+1>"' ais’+1ais+1+]—a"' ,is/,i5+1,"' ais+17i5’+1+17"' 7n}'

)“) with X((:S/’)*” in X so that

Then we can easily see that the permutation w swaps the position of X ((ZS

Pr(w- ) €Yo it
for some k < ¢} < --- < il <n—k where
Z‘Is+1 =is+ (i5’+1 - iS’)~
By our assumption (7.5), we have ~;; .. ;» N Viy i 7 0. Since two faces Yiy - i, and 7y, ... ;, have the same
dimensions, they must coincide and hence

Zb/s+1 =is+ (i31+1 - iS’) = s+l
Therefore, we may deduce that

bpgl — bp = bp — lp_1 = -+ =12 — 11 =11 — 99 = 11,
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which completes the proof. g

Corollary 7.14. Let A = {t,t,0,--- ,0} so that O\ = Gr(2,n). If n is prime, then every proper Lagrangian face
of the Gelfand-Cetlin system on (Oy,w)) is displaceable.

Proof. Note that every proper Lagrangian face of I'y is of the form ;, ... ;, for some i1, --- ,%,. By Proposition
7.12, 41 divides n where 2 < ¢; < n — 2 which is impossible since n is prime. Thus there is no proper non-

displaceable Lagrangian face of I'. g

7.3. Comparison of norms.

In this section, we give another numerical criterion for detecting displaceable fibers of Gelfand-Cetlin systems.
Consider the ladder diagram Ty for a sequence A = (A, -+, \,,) given in (2.4). Without loss of generality, we

may assume that

(7.6) > e =0.
k=1

Under the assumption (7.6), Proposition 7.4 is rephrased as follows.

Lemma 7.15. For a non-increasing sequnece X from (2.4) satisfying (7.6), suppose that <I>;1 (u) is non-displaceable
foru € Ay. Then forany 1 < k < n, we have

k
(7.7) > ujk—jy1 =0.
j=1
Proof. Recall that
> dlw =Y xe =0
k=1 k=1

where dj (u) is defined in (7.1). Since ®}'(u) is non-displaceable, we have d;(u) = dz(u) = - = d,,(u) by
Proposition 7.4 so that every d(u) should be equal to zero. g

From now on, we only consider a point u € A satisfying (7.7) for every 2 < k < n. Otherwise, Lemma 7.15
asserts that @} (u) is displaceable.
We now define two numerals, z(7) and u(¢). First, for any (n x n) hermitian matrix « € H,,, we set

i—1
(7.8) x() == foj
j=1

foreveryi=2,--- ,n.
T11 * *
r(2) = 23, k] map o
2(3) = 23, + 23, (x| @z - %

Also, for any u € Ay, we define
1
(7.9) w(i) =3 ud, s =Y ul,
j=1

foreveryi=2,--- ,n.
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_ 2 2 2 2 2
u1,3 u(3) =uj g +uz,+uis—uie — Uz,

u12(U2,2 w(2) =uf,+uz, —ui,

Uq,1|(U2,1[U3,1

We would like to calculate (7.8) by reading off (7.9) from the ladder diagram I". For that purpose, recall that
Ari(a,0) = {z€Hipr|sp(@) = {ar, - apsr}, sp(@®™) = {by, - bi}}
for sequences of real numbers a = (ay,- - ,ax+1) and b = (by, - -+, by) such that
ap >bi >ay>by > >ap > by > agta.

Also recall that every = € A1 (a, b) is conjugate to some matrix of the following form

by 0 Z1
. : k+1
(7.10) ' | = Zaz Zb
0 b Zk
21 oo Rk Rk4+1

Lemma 7.16. Suppose that Zf? a; = Zle b; = 0. Then any hermitian matrix © € Ay41(a, b) satisfies

k+1

w(k+1) Z a? — Z b?
where x(k + 1) is defined in (7.8).
Proof. By Lemma 5.11, x is of the form
g 0 Iy z g*1 0 Iy gzt
xTr = . . _
0 1 z 0 0 1 zg7! 0

for some g € U(k) where I, = diag(bs,--- ,bx). Under the our standing assumption, we have zj4; = 0 in the
matrix expression (7.10). Note that the equation (5.2)"! reads

k |2 k
det(§1 = Za,n)(2) = & JJ(€ = b0) = 3 ( f'_l'bi I bm>) =0,

i=1 =1 m=1
which has the solutions ¢ = ay,- - , ax+1. We then have
k k |22 k k+1
e Tl z( : H<sbm>)n<aai>
i=1 i=1 m=1 =1

Comparing the coefficients of £¥~! in the above equation, we get

D aia; =) bib; - Z il

1<J 1<j
Equivalently, we have

k k+1
=St (et )
i=1

Since the standard linear U (k)-action on C* preserves the Euclidean norm, we have |z|?> = |zg7!|? = z(k + 1)
and it finishes the proof. 0

T e use ¢ instead of « in the equation (5.2) for avoiding confusion since the latter  stands for a matrix element in this section.
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Lemma 7.17. For any x € ®} ' (u), it satisfies
(7.11) 22(i) = u(i)
foreveryi =2 ... n.
Proof. Foreachk =2,--- ,n,let
a:={ui g, U2 k-1, ,Up1}t, b ={u1p-1,U2k—2, " ,Uk—11}

Since z(*) € Ay (a, b) and u satisfies (7.7), (7.11) follows from Lemma 7.16. O

By simply comparing u(4)’s, we obtain the following criterion.
Proposition 7.18. &' (u) is displaceable if there exists k with 2 < k < n — 1 such that

u(k) > u(k + 1).

Proof. Suppose that there exists k with 2 < k < n — 1 satisfying u(k) > u(k + 1). Take a permutation w =
(k,k+1) € &, C U(n). Then we can easily check that

Oy (w-z)(k) < Pr(w-x)(k+1)
for every z € ® ' (u). In particular, @ (w - z) # u for every x € ®, ' (u). This finishes the proof. O

Example 7.19. Let A = {3,1,—1,3}. Then O, is a complete flag manifold F(4). Let us consider a point
u; = (0,0,0,¢,0, —t) contained in the following Lagrangian face .

yowm=|0 0 |-1

0 0 |—-t]|—3

Note that dy(u;) = da(uy) = ds(uy) = da(uy) = 0, so Proposition 7.4 does not imply that the fiber over u,
is displaceable. Nonetheless, Proposition 7.18 can say something more. We compute u(2) = 0, u(3) = 2t? and
u(4) = 20 — 2t2. Then, the fiber over u; is displaceable if 2t> > 20 — 2t2,i.e., v/5 < t < 3.

8. NON-DISPLACEABLE FIBERS OF GELFAND-CETLIN SYSTEMS

The rest of the paper concerns non-displaceability of Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers. Let
)\:{)\1 >/\2>"'>)\n}

be a decreasing sequence of real numbers. Consider the co-adjoint orbit Oy, which is diffeomorphic to a complete
flag manifold, together with the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic form wy. When w, is monotone, we will
show that there exists a continuum of non-displaceable Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers over the line segment
connecting the center '* of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope /Ay and the center ' of a certain Lagrangian face of A .

A non-displaceable Lagrangian torus fiber of a Gelfand-Cetlin system is firstly detected by Nishinou, Nohara,
and Ueda.

Theorem 8.1 (Theorem 12.1 in [NNU1]). For any non-increasing sequence X of real numbers, the Gelfand-Cetlin
system @y : (Ox,wy) — Ay admits a non-displaceable Lagrangian torus fiber ®; ' (ug) over the center uy of the
Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A .

12Ror any convex polytope Py C RV, Fukaya, Oh, Ohta, and Ono [FOOO3, Proposition 9.1] describe a unique interior point (which they
denoted by ug or Py ) and we call it the center of Py. For the case when Py is a moment polytope of a compact symplectic toric manifold, the
center up of Pp is a point over which the corresponding toric fiber is non-displaceable, see Theorem 1.5 and Proposition 4.7 in [FOOO3] for
more details. Notice that the center is not meant to be the barycenter of a polytope. The center and the barycenter are in general different.

13Regarding a face as a convex polytope, the center of this polytope is said to be the center of the face.
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In the proof of Theorem 8.1, they calculate the potential function as in (9.4) using a toric degeneration in
Theorem 9.1 and find a weak bounding cochain b € H'(®~!(ug); Ag) such that the deformed Floer cohomology
HF((®~!(up),b); A) is non-vanishing.

More recently, Nohara and Ueda find a non-displaceable Lagrangian non-torus Gelfand-Cetlin fiber on O, =

Gr(2,4).

Theorem 8.2 ((NU2]). Let A = {A\ = Ay = 2 > A3 = \y = —2}. Consider the co-adjoint orbit O, the
Grassmannian Gr(2,4). Let ~y be the unique Lagrangina face of Ty in Example 4.10. Then, the Gelfand-Cetlin
fiber over the center of y is non-displaceable. Moreover, any other Gelfand-Cetlin fibers located at its interior are

displaceable.

In the proof of Theorem 8.2, Nohara and Ueda manually find a holomorphic disc bounded by the fiber over
the center of . Using the homogeneity '# of the fiber in Gr(2,4), the moduli space of holomorphic discs can be
recovered from the one representative of such a holomorphic disc and is regular. It seems that it is hard to calculate
a Floer cohomology of a non-torus Gelfand-Cetlin Lagrangian fiber in a general partial flag manifold.

Here we briefly sketch the way how to prove that a certain non-torus Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers is non-
displaceable in our situation. We first locate a half-open line segment [ug,a) C Ay where ug is the center of Ay
and a is a point lying on some Lagrangian face of Ay. Then, in some cases, we are able to show that each torus
fiber ®3'(u) (u € [ug,a)) is non-displaceable by showing that a bulk-deformed Lagrangian Floer cohomology
(with a certain bulk-deformation parameter and a weak bounding cochain) is non-zero, see Section 9. Since the
non-toric Lagrangian submanifold <I>;1(a) is realized as the “limit” of non-displaceable Lagrangian tori, we may
deduce that the fiber @;1 (a) is also non-displaceable, see Proposition 9.13.

We describe line segments over which the fibers are non-displaceable in the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A explic-
itly. If the symplectic form w) is monotone, the center of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope Ay is expressed as follows.
Recall that the symplectic form w is monotone if and only if

An*)\n—l:)\n—lf)\n—QZ"':)\Q*)\l
by Proposition 2.3. By scaling w), if necessary, we may assume that

(8.1) A={\=n—2i+1:i=1,---,n},

%. It turns out that Ay is a

which is the case where [wy] = ¢1(T'O)). The polytope Ay is of dimension
reflexive ' polytope, see [BCKV, Corollary 2.2.4] or [NNU1, Lemma 3.12]. One well-known fact on a reflexive
polytope is that there exists a unique lattice point in its interior, that is exactly the center of the polytope.

We start from the simplest case where the co-adjoint orbit O of a sequence A = {\; > Ay > A3}. In this case,

Pabiniak investigates displaceable Gelfand-Cetlin fibers.

Theorem 8.3 ([Pa]). For A = {\1 > A2 > A3}, let Oy be the co-adjoint orbit, which is a complete flag manifold
F(3) equipped with wj.
(1) If wy is not monotone, i.e. (A1 — A2) # (Ao — A3), then all Gelfand-Cetlin fibers but one over the center
are displaceable.
(2) If wy is monotone i.e. (A1 — Aa) = (A2 — A3), then all Gelfand-Cetlin fibers but the fibers over the line

segment
(8.2) I .= {(U171,U172,U271) =(0,a—t,—a+t)€ R3:0<t< a}
are displaceable where 2a = A1 — Ao. Observe that the line segment I is the red line in Figure 31.

Note that the line segment I connects the center (0, a, —a) of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A and the position
(0,0,0) of the Lagrangian 3-sphere. Combining it with Theorem 8.1, Theorem 8.3 finishes the classification of
displaceable and non-displaceable fibers of the Gelfand-Cetlin system @ for the non-monotone case.

14This notion is introduced by Evans and Lekili, see [EL, Definition 1.1.1].
154 convex lattice polytope P is called reflexive if its dual polytope P* is also a lattice polytope.
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The following theorem asserts every Gelfand-Cetlin fiber in the family {®,'(u) | u € I} is non-displaceable.
Thus, together with Theorem 8.3, our result provides the complete classification of displaceable and non-displaceable
Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers when w) is monotone. We postpone its proof until Section 9.3.

Theorem 8.4. Ler A = {\y = 2 > Xy = 0 > A3 = —2}. Consider the co-adjoint orbit Oy, a complete flag
manifold F(3) equipped with the monotone Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic form wy, Then the Gelfand-Cetlin
fiber over a pointu € Ay is non-displaceable if and only if u € I where

(8.3) Ii={(ur1,u12,u21) = (0,1—¢t,—-1+t) eR*|0<t <1}

In particular, the Lagrangian 3-sphere @;1 (0,0,0) is non-displaceable.

FIGURE 31. The positions of non-displaceable Gelfand-Cetlin Lagrangian fibers in F(3).

Remark 8.5. The fiber over the center (0,1, —1) of A is known to be non-displaceable by Theorem 8.1. Also,
Nohara and Ueda [NU2] calculate a Floer cohomology of the Lagrangian 3-sphere <I>;1 (0,0,0), which turns out to
be zero over the Novikov field A. So it does not yield non-displaceability of the Lagrangian 3-sphere. Nevertheless,
Theorem 8.4 says that it is non-displaceable.

Next, we consider a general case for an arbitrary positive integer n > 4 where A is given as in (8.1). In this case,
the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope A ) is a reflexive polytope whose center is given by

(u’i,j =7—1:1+5< n) €A\ C Rn(nfl)/?
Let f,, denote the face of /A defined by

{ui,j:ui7j+1 1§z§m,1§j§m—1}u{uz+17j:uw1§z§m—1,1§j§m}

for an integer m satisfying 2 < m < |%]. Note that there are (| 2| — 1) such faces in Ay. For instance, we
have two faces fo and f3 for the case where n = 7 (see Figure 32), and three faces, f2, f3 and f, for n = 8 (see
Figure 33). Furthermore, those faces can be filled by L-shaped blocks so that they are Lagrangian by Corollary 4.23.
Regarding f,,, as a polytope, the center of f,,, admits a unique lattice point in its interior, whose components are
given by

0 if max(i,j) <m
(8.4) Uiy = (69 <

j—1 if max(i,j5) > m.

The candidates for non-displaceable Lagrangian fibers are the fibers over the line segment I,,, C A\ connecting
the center of Ay and the center of f,,, for each m > 2. Explicitly, the line segment I, is parameterized by
{In(t) € Ay :0 <t <1} where
w; ()= —1)—(j—1)t if max(i,j) <m
8.5) Lo (t) = JO=0-0)-0-19 (i, 5)

wi ;i (t)=(j—1) if max(i,j) > m.

We denote by L,, () the Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fiber over the point I,,,(¢), that is L, (t) := ® ' (I,,,(t)). Now,
we state our second main theorem in this section. Again its proof will be postponed to the remaining sections.
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Theorem 8.6. Let A = {\; :=n—2i+ 1|i=1,--- ,n} be an n-tuple of real numbers for an arbitrary integer
n > 4. Consider the co-adjoint orbit Oy, a complete flag manifold F(n) equipped with the monotone Kirillov-
Kostant-Souriau symplectic form wy. Then each Gelfand-Cetlin fiber L,,(t) is non-displaceable Lagrangian for

every2 <m < L%J In particular, there exists a family of non-displaceable non-torus Lagrangian fibers

(1ot 2<m= 3]}
n(n—1) 2

of the Gelfand-Cetlin system ® ) where L, (1) is diffeomorphicto U(m) x T2z ™",

Example 8.7. (1) A monotone complete flag manifold F(7) admits (at least) two line segments I5 and I3 in
the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope over which the fibers are non-displaceable, see Figure 32. Particularly, it has
non-displaceable Lagrangian U(2) x T17 and U(3) x T12.

© . 0

5]4 514 5]4

4]3]2 4]3]2 4]3]2

3[2]1]o0 o 13]2]1]o0 I3 3[2]1]o

2[1]o]-1]-2 - 2[1]o]-1]-2 ~ Jo o ol1f-=2

0 0[-1]-2[-3[-4 1[o]-1]-2[-3]-4 0 0 0[-2[-3-4

0 0-2[-3]-4]-5]-6 0-1]-2[-3]-4]-5]-6 0 0 0[-3[-4]-5]-6
center of fo center of Ay center of f3

FIGURE 32. Positions of non-displaceable Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers in F (7).

(2) A monotone complete flag manifold F(8) admits (at least) three line segments I, I3 and I in the
Gelfand-Cetlin polytope over which the fibers are non-displaceable, see Figure 33. Particularly, it has
non-displaceable Lagrangian U (2) x T?*, U(3) x T and U (4) x T'2.

s

6|5

51413

413]2]1 : center of Ay
3[(2]1]0]-1

2(1[0[-1]-2[-3
1{o]-1[2[-3]4]-5
0[-1]-2[-3[-4]-5]-6] -7

P LN

7 s s

6|5 6|5 6|5

5[4]3 5[4]3 5[4]3

4[3]2]1 4[3]2]1 431211

3[2]1]o]-1 3[2]1]o]-1 000 0]-1

2[1]o]-1][-2]-3 00 of-1[-2]-3 000 0[2-3

0 0]-1]-2[-3]-4]-5 00 0[-2-3]-4]-5 000 0[3[-4]-5

0 0]-2]-3]-4]-5]-6] -7 0 0 0]-3]-4]-5]-6]-7 00 0 0[-4-5-6/-7
center of fo center of f3 center of fy

FIGURE 33. Positions of non-displaceable Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin fibers in F(8).

9. LAGRANGIAN FLOER THEORY ON GELFAND-CETLIN SYSTEMS

The aim of this section is to review Lagrangian Floer theory which will be used to prove the results in Section 8.
After briefly recalling Lagrangian Floer theory and its deformation developed by the third named author with
Fukaya, Ohta, and Ono in a general context, we review work of Nishinou, Nohara, and Ueda about the calculation
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of the potential function of a Gelfand-Cetlin system. Then, using the combinatorial description of Schubert cycles
in complete flag manifolds by Kogan and Miller, we compute the potential function deformed by a combination of
Schubert divisors.

9.1. Potential functions of Gelfand-Cetlin systems.

Let A be the Novikov field over the field C of complex numbers defined by

9.1) A= ZajTAJ‘

Jj=1

a; €C,\j €R, lim \j =00 p,
j—o0
which is algebraically closed by Lemma A.1 in [FOOO3]. It comes with the valuation
or : A\{0} 5 R, op | Y a7V | i=inf{); : a; #0}.
; J
j=1

We also play with two subrings of A given by

Ao = 0;1[0,00) U{O} = {ZaiT’\i € A‘)\z > 0}

i=1

Ay i=07:"(0,00) U {0} = {ZaiT/\i € A‘)\i > 0} :

=1
o (iaiT’\’) = 0}.
=1

For a compact relatively spin Lagrangian submanifold L in a compact symplectic manifold (X, w), thanks to the

Let Ay be the collection of unitary elements of A. That is,

Ay = A\AL = {Z a; TN € Ao

i=1

work of Fukaya [Fuk], one can associate a sequence of A.,-structure maps {my };>o on the Ag-valued de Rham
complex of L, which comes from moduli spaces of holomorphic discs bounded by L. Following the procedure in
[FOOO0?2] for instance, the A, -algebra can be converted into the canonical model on H®(L; Ag). By an abuse of
notation, the structure maps of the canonical model are still denoted by mj,’s because the canonical model is only
dealt with from now on.

A solution b € H'(L; A, ) of the (weak) Maurer-Cartan equation

ka (b*¥) =0 mod PD[L]
k=0
is said to be a weak bounding cochain. The value of the potential function B9 at a weak bounding cochain b is

assigned to be the multiple of the Poincaré dual PD[L] of L. Namely,
e}
> mi(b%%) = PO(b) - PDIL].
k=0

Since PD[L] is the strict unit of the A, -algebra, the deformed map

m3(h) = Zml+k+1(b®la h, b%F)
Ik

becomes a differential and thus the Floer cohomology (deformed by b) over A can be defined by
HF((L,b); Ao) := Ker(m%) / Im(m?).
The Floer cohomology (deformed by b) over A is defined by
HP((L,b); A) = HF((L,b); Ag) @4, A.

The reader is referred to [FOOO1, FOOO3, FOOO4, FOOO7] for details.
Now, we specialize to the case of a Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin torus fiber L := <I>;1(u) in a co-adjoint orbit
X := O,. Using the degeneration of a (partial) flag manifold to the Gelfand-Cetlin toric variety (in stages) by
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Kogan-Miller [KoM] in Section 6, Nishinou, Nohara, and Ueda [NNU1] construct a (not-in-stages) degeneration
of the Gelfand-Cetlin system of O, to the moment map of the Gelfand-Cetlin variety.

Theorem 9.1 (Theorem 1.2 in [NNU1]). For any non-increasing sequence X\ = {\y > --- > X\, }, there exists a
toric degeneration of the Gelfand-Cetlin system ®, on the co-adjoint orbit (O, wy) in the following sense.
(1) There is a flat family f: X — I = [0, 1] of algebraic varieties and a symplectic form @ on X such that
(@) Xo:= f~1(0) is the toric variety associated to the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope /\\ and wy = | x, is a
torus-invariant Kdihler form.
(b) X := f~1(1) is the co-adjoint orbit Oy and wy = @|x, is the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau symplectic
Sform wy.
(2) There is a family {®,: X; — R}o<i<1 of completely integrable systems such that O is the moment map
for the torus action on Xy and ®4 is the Gelfand-Cetlin system.
(3) Let AP == N)\P (Sing(Xo)) and X;™ := &, (AL where Sing(Xy) is the set of singular points of
Xo. Then, there exists a flow ¢ on X such that for each 0 < t < s, the restricted flow ¢¢|xm + X —

XM, respects the symplectic structures and the complete integrable systems:

Pt lxsm

(XM, ws) (X504 ws—t)

R Pt

sm
A)\

Let ¢, : X, — X, be a (continuous) extension of the flow ¢, : X:™ — X§™ in Theorem 9.1 ((NNUI, Section
8]). The extended map ¢/ effectively transports data for Floer theory from the toric system to a nearby integrable
system as the deformation is through Fano varieties and the Gelfand-Cetlin variety admits a small resolution at the

singular loci, which leads to the followings.

(1) Each Gelfand-Cetlin Lagrangian torus fiber L does not bound any non-constant holomorphic discs whose
classes are of Maslov index less than or equal to 0. [NNU I, Lemma 9.20]
(2) Every class 8 € m2(Oy, L) of Maslov index 2 is Fredholm regular. [NNU, Proposition 9.17]

The above conditions imply that every 1-cochain in H*(L; Ay) is a weak bounding cochain and hence the potential

function can be defined on H'(L; Ay). '® Moreover, the potential function can be written as

(9.2) PO (L;b) = > " ng - exp(9B N b) TP/
B
where the summation is taken over all homotopy classes in m2(Oy, L) of Maslov index 2. Here, ng is the open
Gromov-Witten invariant of 3, which counts the holomorphic discs passing through a generic point in L and
representing 3. Setting
D(n) = {(i,5) : 2 <i+j <n},
we fix the basis {v; ; : (i,7) € I'(n)} for H'(L;Z) dual to the basis for H;(L,Z) consisting of the unit tangent

vectors generated by {u; ; : (i, j) € I'(n)}. Then, take the exponential variables '’
9.3) Yij 1= e

when b is expressed as the linear combination E(i, J)er(n) Tig * Vig- The potential function can be expressed as a
Laurent polynomial O (y) with respect to {y; ; : (¢,7) € T'(n)}.
Again by the degeneration, the classification of holomorphic discs of Maslov index 2 bounded by a Lagrangian

Gelfand-Cetlin torus fiber is reduced to that bounded by a toric fiber, which is achieved by the third named author

16 To extend deformation space from H'(L;Ay) to H'(L; Ao), one should consider Floer theory twisted with flat non-unitary line
bundles, see Cho [Cho2].
o™ [NNU1], Nishinou, Nohara, and Ueda set
yi,j 1= e¥id T%d
so that it is different from our y; ; in (9.3). To keep track of the valuations of holomorphic discs, we prefer to take y;, ; as the expotential

variable without weights.
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with Cho [CO]. Specifically, Nishinou, Nohara, and Ueda show the followings in order to calculate the potential
function.

(3) There is a one-to-one correspondence between the holomorphic discs of Maslov index 2 bounded by a
Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin torus fiber and the facets of Gelfand-Cetlin polytope. [NNU1, Lemma 9.22]
(4) For each class 3 of Maslov index 2, the open Gromov-Witten invariant ng is 1. [NNU1, Proposition 9.16]

Setting u; 41— := A;, because of Theorem 3.4, keep in mind that A is defined by
{(uw) e R D2y — i >0, Ui — Uiy >0 } .
Theorem 9.2 (Theorem 10.1 in [NNU1]). Let Oy be the co-adjoint orbit of A = {\y > -+ > A\, }, which is a
complete flag manifold. Setting
Yimsi—i =1 Uini1_i:= N,

we consider the Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin torus L over the point {u; ; : (i,j) € I'(n)}. Then, the potential

function on L is written as

9.4) PO(L;y) = Z <yf+1 Tuigrr—uig 4 Yid Tui,j—um,j)
()~ i Yt

where the summation is taken over I'(n) = {(4,j) : 2 <i+j < n}.

Remark 9.3. In [NNU2], Nishinou, Nohara, and Ueda indeed calculate the potential function in a more general
context. In this article, we focus only on co-adjoint orbits that are diffeomorphic to complete flag manifolds.

For a real number ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 1, the potential function of the Lagrangian torus L,, (t) over I,,,(¢) is arranged
as follows:

PO (L (1);y) = Z yi,j—&ler Z Yi,j Tt 4 Z (yi,j+1+ Yi,j ) 71

1 Yit1j max(i,j) >m+1 Yi,j Yit+1,5

m—1
+ <ym—i,m+1 + Ym,m—i >T1+Z‘t
i—0 Ym—im Ym+1,m—i

2

<

(9.5)

For simplicity, we frequently omit L,,(t) in PO(L,,(¢);y) if L., (t) is clear in the context. The logarithmic
derivative with respect to y; ; is denoted by

PO

(9.6) (i, j)(y) := Yii Gy
,]

Example 9.4. In the complete flag manifold F(5) ~ O, where A = {4,2,0,—2, —4}, some logarithmic deriva-
tives of PO (Lo (t);y) are as follows.

(1, 1)(y) = (—y“ + y“) T,

Y11 Y2.1
9(2,2)(y) = (_y1=2 + y272> Tt 4 (_y273 + 3/22> T,
Y2,2 Y2,1 Y22 Y32
1
02.3)(5) = (-1~ L2 g4 222 .
Y2,3 Y2,3 Y22

9.2. Bulk-deformations by Schubert cycles.

We will apply Lagrangian Floer theory deformed by cycles of an ambient symplectic manifold, developed by the
third named author with Fukaya, Ohta and Ono in [FOOO1, FOOO4, FOOQO7], in order to show non-displaceability.
For a Lagrangian torus L from Section 9.1, we deform the underlying A..-algebra by considering moduli spaces
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of holomorphic discs with interior marked points passing through the designated cycles at the image. Taking a
combination of divisors Z; not intersecting L

B
:ij’@j,

j=1

the potential function can be deformed. We call b a bulk-deformation parameter.

Remark 9.5. For the purpose of the present paper, we use only divisor classes to deform Lagrangian Floer theory
because the deformed potential function is computable. It also simplifies construction of virtual fundamental cycles
needed for the definition of open Gromov-Witten invariants [FOOO4, Definition 6.7], denoted by ng(p).

We first recall the formula for the potential function deformed by a combination of toric divisors Z;

B
b= b; 2
j=1

in a compact toric manifold X from [FOOOA4].

Theorem 9.6 ([FOOO4]). The bulk-deformed potential function, also called the potential function with bulk, is

written as
B

9.7) PO (Lib) =Y np-exp [ S (BN Z;)b; | exp(9f Nb) T=P)/27,
j=1

where the summantion is taken over all homotopy classes in wo(X, L) of Maslov index 2.

In the derivation of this in [FOOO4], the properties that the relevant bulk cycles are smooth and 7™ -invariant are
used. Since our Schubert divisors are neither 7 -invariant nor smooth in general. Because of this, we will provide
details of the proof of this theorem for the current Gelfand-Cetlin case modifying the arguments used in the proof
of [FOOO4, Proposition 4.7] similarly as done in [NNU1, Section 9], see Appendix A. The upshot is that we still
have the same formula for the potential function with bulk in the current Gelfand-Cetlin case, see (A.10).

Again by taking the system of exponential coordinates in (9.3), ‘BD[’ in (A.10) becomes a Laurent series with
respect to {y; ; : (¢,7) € I'(n)}.

Theorem 9.7 ([FOOOA4]). If the bulk-deformed potential function me(L;y) admits a critical point 'y whose
components are in Ay, then L is non-displaceable.

In our case, we employ Schubert divisors to deform the potential function O in Section 9.1. In his thesis [Ko],
Kogan expresses the Schubert cycles as certain unions of the inverse images of faces in the Gelfand-Cetlin system
of a complete flag manifold. Soon after, Kogan and Miller [KoM] realize the toric degeneration of a flag manifold
given by Gonciulea-Lakshmibai [GL] as a deformation of the action of the lower triangular matrices on the space
of matrices (of a fixed size). It defines a Grobner degeneration as shown in Knutson-Miller [KnM], which induces
degenerations on subvarieties. Furthermore, Kogan and Miller develop a combinatorial method determining a union
of toric subvarieties given by faces of a Gelfand-Cetlin polytope which a given Schubert variety degenerates into.

We review their results in terms of ladder diagrams. A facet in a Gelfand-Cetlin polytope is said to be horizontal
(resp. vertical) if it is given by u; ; = u;11,; (resp. u; j41 = u; ;). Let PZhZJrl (resp. P, ;) be the union of
horizontal (resp. vertical) facets between the i-th column and the (¢ + 1)-th column (resp. the (j + 1)-th row and
the j-th row) of the ladder diagram. That is,

n—i n—j

phor . ) _
1‘135-1 = U{uz s = Uitls) Pj-ei-rl,g : U {urjt1 = ur;}
r=1
forl <i,j < n—1where {ue e = Ue,e} denotes the facet given by the equation inside.

Example 9.8. We consider the co-adjoint orbit Oy ~ F(6) where A = (5,3,1, -1, -3, —5).
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@))] Pf_"g is the union of two horizontal facets
h
Py ={us2 = -3y U{us1 = us1}

as in Figure 34.
(2) PJ% is the union of three vertical facets

Pl ={l=uz3} U{uga =u23} U{ura =u13}

as in Figure 35.

S S

15/ 3 15[ 3

14[24] 1 14J24] 1

13[23|33[ -1 U 1323331
12p2[32]42 -3 12p2[32]42] -3
1121311f51{-5  [11]131l4151]-5

FIGURE 34. P}% in F(6).

5 5 5

15[ 3 15]3 15]3

14024/ 1 14p4] 1 14p4] 1
13[23133[-1. U [13]23[33[-1. U [13]23[33]-1
12P22[32[42] -3 12p232]42] -3 12p2[32]42] -3
upiipifst-s  [upiififsi]-s  [ili3ijar]s1]-5

FIGURE 35. P)%in F(6).

Theorem 9.9 (Theorem 8 and Remark 10 in [KoM]). An (opposite) Schubert divisor degenerates into a union of
toric divisors corresponding to Plh‘;j_l orto Pi{y ; in the Gelfand-Cetlin toric variety. Indeed, the degeneration
gives rise to a one-to-one correspondence between the set of Schubert or opposite Schubert divisors and the set of

. . ' . hor ver
unions of toric divisors corresponding to P} | or to P}{, ..

Proof. By following the combinatorial process playing with reduced pipe dreams in [KoM], observe that the Schu-

18

bert varieties associated to the adjacent transpositions ° are corresponding to either horizontal or vertical Schubert

divisors. The others are obtained by applying the involution to them. g

Definition 9.10. The Schubert divisor or opposite Schubert divisor degenerated into the union of toric divisors over
P9 (resp. PT, ) is said to be horizontal (resp. vertical) and is denoted by 27, (resp. 2}, ).

Since horizontal and vertical Schubert divisors do not intersect any Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin tori, we can
apply (A.10) to calculate the bulk-deformed potential function. Because of the condition (3) in Section 9.1, let

ﬁfﬁl,j (resp. 5;;“)
be the homotopy class in m5(Oy, L) represented by a holomorphic disc of Maslov index 2 corresponding to u; j =

Ui41,5 (resp. U, 541 = um’).

Lemma 9.11. Let 9 be either a horizontal or a vertical Schubert divisor. Then, we have

oy — oph . _
ﬂi,j nNg— 1 if7= 91‘,(2:-1 6i,j+1 nNg— 1 if7= 9}3{1,3‘
i+1,7 - . i\ - .
T 0 otherwise, ! 0 otherwise.

18 Ap adjacent transposition is a transposition of the form (7,7 + 1).
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Proof. Let ¢.: X. — X, be a (continuous) extension of the flow ¢.: X5™ — X5 in Theorem 9.1, see [NNU1,

Section 8]. Let ¢: (D, 0D) — (X, L.) be a holomorphic disc representing ﬁfﬁl ; of Maslov index 2 for example.

Then, we have a (topological) disc ¢, o ¢: (D,0D) — (X, Le) — (Xo, Lo), which represents (gbi)*ﬂ;fl] Note
that there exists a holomorphic disc ¢q by [CO] representing the class (¢! ). ijl ; = [#. o ¢]. Meanwhile, by our

choice of 7, it degenerates into the union of components of the toric divisors over either Pi}:‘i’ﬂrl or Pi{ .. Since
the flow ¢/ gives rise to a symplectomorphism from X:™ to X§™ and the image of the disc ¢ is contained in X™,
the (local) intersection number should be preserved through the flow ¢.. To calculate the intersection number, we
consider a small resolution p: Xy — Xj. Because the intersection happens only outside the singular loci at Xy,

we can lift the divisor and the disc ¢ to éo and @ in )?0 without any change of the intersection number. Then,

we have
Bl ;N2 =[plN D =[Zo] N Do,
which completes the proof. d
We take
©-8) bi=D bl 2 + D b 2,
i J

where b}, |, b¥, ; € Ao. By (A.10) and Lemma 9.11, the potential function can be written as follow.

Corollary 9.12. Taking a bulk-deformation parameter as in (9.8), the deformed potential function is expressed as

T yif i —Uj i r yif 1w i1 —ui g
©9)  PO(Ly)= (exp( bor, ) L s T exp (b ) LR T ) '
(i.9) Yt =

Note that the gradient of the bulk-deformed potential is as follows:

opO°

b/: o _ ver Yij+1 Us 541 —Us hor Yi—1,5 Ui 15— Ui 5
07 (0, )(¥) = yig— —(¥) = —cjify = =TTy = Gy = e T T

(9.10) Yi.g %, i,
+ c?(;r+1 ylw.] TU{,J-U@*,LJ' _~_C;e;71 . y’h] Tui,,j—ui,j,l

T Y1, ’ Yij—1

hor _ hor ver _ ver
where ¢}, = exp(b}%,,) and ¢i%, ; = exp(b}F, ;).

9.3. Proof of Theorem 8.4.

In this section, we prove Theorem 8.4. Before starting our proof, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 9.13. Let ®: X — A C R? be a completely integrable system (Definition 2.5) such that ® is proper:
If there exists a sequence {u; : i € N} such that

(1) Each ®~'(w;) is non-displaceable.
(2) The sequence u; converges to some point Uy, in A.

then ®~1(u.,) is also non-displaceable.

Proof. For a contradiction, suppose that ®~!(u,,) is displaceable. There is a (time-dependent) Hamiltonian dif-
feomorphism ¢ and an open set U containing ® ~*(u,,) in X such that

p(U)NU = 0.

For each i, there exists a point x; € ®~!(u;) such that z; ¢ U since ®~!(u;) is non-displaceable. It implies that
any subsequence of {z;} cannot converge to a point in U. On the other hand, passing to a subsequence, we may
assume that z; converges to z, for some x~, € X since  is proper. By the continuity of ®, we then have

Uy = lim w; = lim ®(z;) = P(z0).
11— 00 11— 00

It leads to a contradiction that 7o, € ®~*(uy,) C U. O



LAGRANGIAN FIBERS OF GELFAND-CETLIN SYSTEMS 59

Proof of Theorem 8.4. The potential function over I of (8.3) is arranged as
1 1
P = (L2 By Lpony (L, e
Y11 Y21 Y2,1 Y
We start with a rentative bulk-parameter b’ := b3 - 25 such that exp(by]) = 1+ T, i.e

1

ver __ T2t _ §T4t +

21 =

By Corollary 9.12, the potential function is deformed into

’ 1 1 1
DoY) = (B2 My D)oy (B2 Ly Ly, Y
Y1 Y21 Y21 Y1 Y21 Y12

whose logarithmic derivatives are
PO’
Y11 23 (y) = <_y1,2+y1,1> Tty ( Y1, 2>T1+t
Y11 Y11 Y21 Y11

opOY 1
;B (y) = (9172 172) ity (y12 _ ) T+t
Y12 Y11 Y11 Y12

opOY 1 1
s (y) = <_y171_> T”+< — 1) T,
8y2,1 Y21 Y21 Y2,1

We set y12 = 1,921 = 1 and take y; ; as the solution of (y11)? = 1 + T? satisfying y11 = —1 mod T7°.

Y1,2

Y21

. PO o’ . .
It is easy to see that 1 1 Byra (y) = 0. Note that y; ; is of the form

1
Y =-—1-— §T2t mod 772,

We now adjust a bulk-deformation parameter from b’ to b in order for the chosen (y1,1, y1,2, ¥2.1) to be a critical
point of PO°. Let

b= h/ ver gver hor ghor

Since 73% and 5% do not intersect with the homotopy classes corresponding to 25 in ma(Oy, ®,'(1)), we have

oOPO° opO°
= 0.
L Y11 ) =1 Oy11 (
Plugging the chosen y; ;’s, we have
b

1

Y12 3‘]39 (y) _(_z eXp( ver) T1+t + m(l ,2) T1+t
" 0y1,2 2
oPO° 1

o o (3) = (5 exp(o) ) T 7

for some constant P12 P2 € A, . By choosing b5, bh € A so that

exp( ver) — _5 + %(1,2)

1
exp(bhor) =5 B2,

we can make ‘}39[’ (y) admit a critical point. By Theorem 9.7, each torus fiber over the line segment
{(ui1,u10,u21) = (0,1 —t,—1+¢t) eR* [0 <t < 1}

is non-displaceable. Furthermore, Proposition 9.13 yields non-displaceability of the Lagrangain 3-sphere. O
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10. DECOMPOSITIONS OF THE GRADIENT OF POTENTIAL FUNCTION

In this section, in order to prove Theorem 8.6, we introduce the split leading term equation of the potential
function in (9.5), which is the analogue of the leading term equation in [FOOO3, FOOO4]. We discuss relation

between its solvability and non-triviality of Floer cohomology under a certain bulk-deformation.
10.1. Outline of Section 10 and Section 11.

Due to Theorem 9.7, in order to show that the Gelfand-Cetlin torus fiber L,, (¢) for each ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 1 is non-
displaceable, it suffices to find a bulk-deformation parameter b so that %Db admits a critical point y. Section 10
and Section 11 will be occupied to discuss how to determine them.

Before giving the outline, we explain why this process takes so long by pointing out contrasts with the case of
toric fibers in a symplectic toric manifold. In the toric case, the (generalized) leading term equation is introduced
so as to detect non-displaceable toric fibers effectively in [FOOO4, Section 11]. Roughly speaking, it is the ini-
tial terms of the gradient of a (bulk-deformed) potential function with respect to a suitable choice of exponential
variables. It is proven therein that there always exists a bulk-deformation parameter b so that the complex solution
becomes a critical point of the bulk-deformed potential function PO as soon as the leading term equation admits
a solution whose components are in C\{0}. Indeed, the positions where the leading term equation is solvable are
characterized by the intersection of certain tropicalizations in [KL]. The key features for proving the above state-
ments are in order. First, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the honest holomorphic discs bounded by a
toric fiber of Maslov index 2 and the facets of the moment polytope. Second, the preimage of each facet represents
a cycle of degree 2. Therefore, all terms corresponding to the facets can be independently controlled, yielding a
parameter b and providing a solution of the equation.

In a Gelfand-Cetlin system, however, the inverse image of a facet may not represent a cycle of degree 2 so
that the terms of 3O cannot be independently controlled. '* Thus, the above statements are not expected to hold
anymore. But for a family of Lagrangian tori L., (¢) in Oy ~ F(n) with the monotone symplectic form w), we
will show the existence of a bulk-deformation parameter b and a critical point y. In Section 10, we define the split
leading term equation (See Definition 10.3), which replaces the role of the leading term equation in the toric case.
We then demonstrate how to determine a bulk-deformation parameter and extend a solution of the split leading
term equation to a critical point of the bulk-deformed potential function. In Section 11, we show that the split
leading term equation always admits a solution. In general, finding a solution of a general system of multi-variable
equations is not simple at all even with the aid of a computer. Yet, in this case, we are able to find a solution, guided
by ladder diagrams regarding as the containers of exponential variables.

Let B(m) be the sub-diagram consisting of (m x m) lower-left unit boxes in the ladder diagram I'(n) :=

I'(1,---,n) of F(n). The diagrams I'(n) and B(m) are often regarded as collections of double indices as follows:

[(n) ={(i,j) :2<i+j<n}

(10.1) - .
B(m) ={(i,j) : 1 <i,j <m}.

Recalling (9.5), the potential function of L,,(¢) is arranged as several groups with repsect to the energy levels.
Observe that the valuation of (4, j)(y) for (¢,7) € B(m) is (1 — t) and that of 9(4, j)(y) for (¢, ) € I'(n)\B(m)
is 1.
We will decompose the gradient of the potential function deformed by b in (9.8) into two pieces along the
boundary of B(m). We are planning to determine a critical point in the following steps.
(1) Find a solution ygj € C\{0} of the system consisting of the equations 9°(i,j)(y) = 0 mod T>! in
I'(n)\B(m) U {(m, m)} and equations relating the variables adjacent to B(m) in Section 11.
(2) Find a solution y;-; € C\{0} of 8°(i,j)(y) =0 mod T>*~"in B(m) in Section 10.3.
(3) Determine a solution y; ; € Ay of 9°(i,5)(y) = 0 in B(m) such that y; ; = ygc’j mod 777 in Sec-
tion 10.4.

19 Because of this feature, Bernstein-Kushnirenko theorem [Be, Ku] cannot be applied in our situation.
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(4) Determine a solution y; ; € Ay of 9°(4,j)(y) = 0 in ['(n)\B(m) such that y; ; = y7; mod T in
Section 10.5.
The split leading term equation (See Definition 10.3) arises in the first step (1). In this section, assuming that the

split leading term equation is solvable, we explain how to complete the remaing steps (2), (3) and (4). The next
section focuses on solving the split leading term equation.

Example 10.1. In the co-adjoint orbit Oy of a sequence A = {5,3,1,—1,—3, —5} for instance, the potential
function of Lo(t) is arranged as follows:

‘BD(LQ(t);y) — <y1’2 + Y11 + Y12 + y2*2> Tt <y174 + Y13 _|_) T + <y173 + y271> T+t
Y11 Y21 Y2,2 Y21 Y1.,3 Y2.3 Y1,2 Y31
In this example, the valuation of partial derivatives of 3O jumps along the red line in Figure 36.
Turning on bulk-deformation, according to (9.10), A complex number y; ; € C\{0} has to satisfy

_ver | Y12 hor & ¥1,1 __ ver | Y1,2 hor & Yi,2 __
€21 Y1,1 +Cl’2 Y2,1 =0, 2,1 Y1,1 +6172 y2,2
(10.2)
_ohor Y11 _ ver Y22 __ __yhor | Y1,2 ver Y22 __
12 Yoy 217 oy P Ty, T )

which comes from the initial parts of the partial derivatives inside B(2), and

(10.3)
ver 1 hor ver  Y1,5 __ _ver 1 _hor Y14 hor ver | Y2,4 __ .
T%5 s T ez Y15 TG Y4 0, —¢54 v2a  CL2 yay T3 Y24t Cu3 ¥2,3 0,
__ver Y15 hor | ¥1,4 ver & Y14 _ __.ver Y24 _ _hor  Y1,3 hor | ¥2,3 ver  Y2,3 __ .
0574 Yi1,4 + 1a2 Y2,4 + 0473 Y1,3 O’ 0473 Y2,3 01»2 Y2,3 + 0273 Y3,3 + C372 Y2,2 0’
_aver Y14 hor = Y13 __ __nver Y23 hor = Y22 __ __nver | Y32 hor = Y31 __
04’3 Y1,3 + 6112 Y2,3 0’ 6372 Y2,2 +Cz’3 Y3,2 O’ 0211 Y3,1 —|-6374 Y4,1 0’

which comes from the initial parts of the partial derivatives inside I'(6)\ B(2) U {(2, 2)}, see Figure 36. Solving
the first system (10.2) is related to the step (2) and solving the second system (10.3) is related to the step (1).

5
5 /\ 15] 3
153 14p4] 1
142241 1 13[23[33] -1
1323331 -1 2232142 -3

122232142 -3 3141511_5
112131[4151]-5 ﬂ

FIGURE 36. Decomposition of the gradient of the potential function in F(6).

Remark 10.2. More generally, one might consider the fibers over the line segment connecting the center of Ay
and the center of another Lagrangian face . Depending on < in the ladder diagram I'(n) in some cases, one
might decompose the potential function into several pieces along the simply connected regions that are not unit-
sized blocks. The reader is referred to [CKO] in order to consult a geometric interpretation and implication of the
potential function inside the decomposed blocks. Also, it is discussed therein when the potential function has a
critical point.

The split leading term equation would be formed by the system from the outside of the decomposed blocks,
providing the complex part of a critical point with a suitable choice of a complex solution within the decomposed
blocks. This intuition motivates us to name it the “split” leading term equation. In this article, the general form will
not be discussed as the split leading term equation from I,,,(¢) in (8.5) is only dealt with.
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10.2. Split leading term equation.

We now define the split leading term equation arising from the potential function of L,,(¢). In this case, it
suffices to take a bulk-deformation parameter
— h h
(10.4) b= B% - DI+ Y B 2
i>k >k

instead of the form (9.8). Therefore, we should set

chor =exp (B}, =0) =1 fori <k,

Cq,j 1= exp (b}’vf_m = O) =1 forj <k.
In particular, we see that 9° (i, ) in (9.10) coincides with (i, j) in (9.6) for all 1 < i,j < k.

Definition 10.3. Let & = [n/2], thatis n = 2k — 1 or 2k. We set

c??{H =1 fori<k, ;=1 forj<k
(10.5) Yim =00 fori<m, ym;:=0 forj<m

Yo,0 := 00, Yo,0 := 0, Yint1—i:=1 forl <i<n

The split leading term equation of T'(n) associated to B(m) is the system of the following equations:

08,(3.)(v) = 0

(10.6)
Om()(y) =0
for all (i,7) € I'(n)\B(m) U {(m,m)} and all [ with 1 <[ < m. Here,
. r Yij+1 hor Yi—1,5 hor Yi,j ver Yi,j
(10.7) a° (i, ==y — G4 + %
( J)(y) j+1,7 Yij 1, Yij ,i41 Yit1j 7,0—1 Yij1
(10.8) O (1)(y) = (—1)m+i=t. Yhmtl | Ymm

b
Ym,m Ym+1,1

hor > ver > ..
and ;5 1’s and ¢}, ;’s for ¢, j > k are non-zero complex numbers.

We explain how the split leading term equation of I'(n) associated to B(m) can be written. Cutting the boxes
B(m)\{(m,m)} off from the diagram T'(n), (10.7) comes from 9°(i,5)(y) for (i,4)’s on the cut diagram as
explained in (10.3) for the case F(6). In addition to them, we impose (10.8) to relate the variables adjacent to
B(m). It will be explained in (10.23) and (10.27) why (10.8) appears.

Remark 10.4. Furthermore, we may take b}, , ; = 0 so that ¢}, ,; = 1if n = 2k. See Remark 10.18 to see why.

Example 10.5. The split leading term equation of I'(5) associated to B(2) consists of

1 Y1,4 1 Y1,3 Y2,3
AL .7+y14+cver . y :O, —cver . _ ’ 9.3 ’ :O7
oy, ’ BT Y as Y T Y22
L yen B T | - L por Y3 O
Y32 Y32 B4 Y3,1 T yan 34 4, 5T ’
_ Xerg Y14 n Y13 _ 0, Y32 +c}§?i CYs 0, Y23 n Y22 _ 0, Y1,3 n Y22 _ 0.
Y1,3 Y2,3 Y31 Ya1 Y2,2 Y32 Y22 Y31

Remark 10.6. We would like to address that the split leading term equation is not same as the initial part of the
gradient of the potential function. Note that 9°(2,2) = 0 is of the form
(JM . ?/22) Tty (_yw N yw) T 0.
Y22 Y21 Y2,2 Y32
Its initial part will be used to obtain a critical point of the potential function within B(2) in Section 10.3. As we
have seen in Example 10.5, the split leading term equation captures the terms with the second energy level
Y23 Y22
Y2,2 Y32
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as well.
The main theorem of this section is as follows.

Theorem 10.7. Ler A = {\; :=n—2i+1 :¢ = 1,--- ,n} be an n-tuple of real numbers for an arbitrary
integer n > 4. Consider the co-adjoint orbit Oy, a complete flag manifold F (n) equipped with the monotone form
wy. Fix one Lagrangian Gelfand-Cetlin torus Ly, (t) over I, (t) for 0 < t < 1in Oy. If the split leading term

equation (10.6) admits a solution {y{; € C\{0} : (i,j) € ['(n)\B(m) U {(m,m)}} each component of which is
hor,C , ver,C ,
i1 sand ¢l

bulk-deformation parameter b (depending on m and t) of the form (9.8) such that

a non-zero complex number for some nonzero complex numbers c s (i,J > k), then there exists a

(1) The bulk-deformed potential function SBO° (y) has a critical point {yi; € Au : (4,7) € T'(n)} satisfying

e, =y,; mod T7° for (i,5) € T(n)\B(m) U {(m,m)}.

(2) Also, c?f;rfl = exp(b?3r+1), c}i’fj = exp(b}7, ;) mod T>°.
The existence of a solution for the split leading term equation (10.6) implies that the assumption of the following
lemma is satisfied. We will repeatedly employ it in order to extend a solution in C\ {0} to that in Ay of the gradient
of the (bulk-deformed) potential function.

Lemma 10.8. Lefcji1,j,Ci—1,i, Ci,i+1 and c; j—1 be elements in Ay. Suppose that we are given y;_1 ; € AyU{0},
Yij—1 € Ay U {oo} and yit1 5,y (resp. Yi j, Yi j+1) € Au. If there is a non-zero complex solution ijH (resp.

yng)ﬁ’”

yC. 1 yC L yC. yC.
C %,J+ C =1, C 25 C 25
(10.9) — G+ e TGt oo tCan o T e e =0,
i, Yij Yiv1,j Yij—1
then there exists a unique element y; j11 (resp. Yyiy1,;) € Ay that solves
Yi,j+1 Yi—1,5 Yi,j Yi,j
(1010) — Cj+1’j e — Ci—14 ———— + Ciit+1* + Cj’jfl = =0.
Yi,j Yi,j Yi+1,5 Yij—1

Here, for y € Ay, y© denotes a unique complex number such that y© =y mod T>°.
Furthermore, assume in addition that ce o ’s are non-zero complex numbers and

o7 (Yij = ¥iy) > Xor (Vi —¥isay) > Aandor (Y j_q —yij1) > A
Then, o7 (y;+1,5) = A ifand only if o7 (y; j41) = A

Proof. The proof immediately follows from the observation that y; 1 ; (or 3; j4+1) in (10.10) can be expressed as a
rational function in terms of the other variables. 0

T
i,j+1 )

4

i— 1,5 4,7 i+1,7

ij—1

FIGURE 37. Graphical description of Lemma 10.8.
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10.3. Symmetric complex solutions within B(m).

In this section, we focus on the system of equations
. oPO .
(10.11) (i, j)(y) == ym%(ﬂ =0 forall (4,5) € B(m)
i,
within B(m). For an index (i,j) € B(m), ignoring the variables outside of B(m), the initial part of (7, j)(y) is
denoted by 0y, (7, 7)(y). By (9.5), we obtain
(10.12) Ou(i,)(y) = — Pt B I g S
Yi,j Yi,j Yit1,5  Yig—1
where Yoo, Yo,m+1,, Yo,0 and Yy, 11,4 are respectively set to be 0,0, co and co. The goal of the section is to find a

“symmetric”’ complex solution for (10.12), see Proposition 10.11.

Lemma 10.9. Let ¢ be a non-zero complex number. If there is a solution {yfj € C\{0} : (i,4) € B(m)} of the

system of equations
(10.13) O (i, 3)(y) =0 for (i,j) € B(m),
then
€ . ..,C -
Yij=cy;; for (i,j) € B(m)
also forms a solution of (10.13).

Proof. Tt follows from 0, (7, j)(y) = Om(4,7)(c - y). O

Lemma 10.10. There exists a solution {ygj € C\{0} : i+ j < m+ 1} of the system of equations

(10.14) Om(i,§)(y) =0 fori+j<m
such that
(10.15) yr = (5

Proof. We claim that

1 fori =7
j—i—1
c (204 2r) fori < j
(10.16) Yii =4 g
i—j—1
(25 +2r)7! fori > j
r=0

forms a solution for (10.14) satisfying (10.15).

For the case where ¢ < j, we see
—1

j—i—1 j—i—1
ygj - H (20 + 2r) = ( H (2i+2r)—1> = (yfi)ﬁ

r=0 r=0
and
C C C
B (3, 5)(y) = Y1 Yit1g n Yij n l/m
ygj ij y%l,] yicg 1
I o(2i+2r) Io(2(i — 1) +2r) T2 " (2i +2r) HJ 26+ 2r)

_HJ 20+ 2r) [T 2+ 2r) | 2( 2(i +1) +2r) HJ 220+ 2r)
=-2j—-(20—-2)+2i+(2j—2)=0.

The case for ¢ > j follows from 0,, (4, j)(y) = —0m (4,4)(y). Wheni = j,

C C C C
- Yiitn  Yiaa | Yo Y 1 1
Om(L0)(¥) = ——F~ = "+ ot o =l Yt g+ — =0
Yii Yii Yivi:  Yii—1 iv1,4 Yiio1
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We are ready to prove the existence of a symmetric solution in the sense of (10.15).

Proposition 10.11. There exists a solution {ygj € C\{0} : (¢,7) € B(m)} of the system (10.13) of equations
such that (10.15) holds for (i, j) € B(m).

Proof. We start with a solution {y; € C\{0} : 4+ j < m + 1} from Lemma 10.10. For an index (i, j) with
i+ 7 >m+ 1, we take

(10.17) ij = (=1t yngrl*j,erlfi'

We show that (10.17) forms a solution for (10.13). For (i, j) € B(m) with i + j > m + 2, it is straightforward to
see

by Lemma 10.10. For an index (i, j) withi +j =m + 1,

C C C C C C C C
O (i, 5)(y) = _ym+1 o Yie1, + Yig Yij _ Yie1,5 _ Yie1,5 + Yij _ Yij —=0.

Yij Vi Ynay Y Yij Ui Yiag Vi

From (10.15) for (4, j) with i + j < m + 1, it follows (10.15) for (4, j) with i + j > m + 1 because
i+j—m—1C i+j—m—1, C - C -

yfj = (‘UHJ mt Ym+1—jm+1—i = (_1)Z+J ml (ym+1—i,m+1—j) t= (yﬂ) L

Thus, we have just found a symmetric solution {y[; : (i, j) € B(m)} such that y; ; = £1. O

_|_

Corollary 10.12. For any non-zero complex number c, there exists a solution {yfj € C\{0} : (i,4) € B(m)} of
the system (10.13) of equations such that

() ye; s =

@) Yy =c
3) yfi ==xc foranyl <i<m.

Proof. The component y%m of a solution from Proposition 10.11 is either 1 or —1. By multiplying by +c, because
of Lemma 10.9, we have another solution satisfying (1), (2) and (3). O

10.4. Inside of B(m).

Assume that the split leading term equation of I'(n) associated to B(m) has a solution for some non-zero

hor,C ver,C .-
complex numbers ¢; ;17’s and ¢} ’s for 4, j > k. Let

C C C
(10.18) Ymms YUm+15""" s Ym,m+1

where yfj is the (i, j)-th component of a solution of the split leading term equation, which is a non-zero complex
number. By Corollary 10.12, we obtain a symmetric complex solution such that ¢ becomes the (m, m)-component
y%m of the solution. In order to emphasize that (10.18) is pre-determined, let

—,C

di j = Yij-
Setting it as the initial part for a solution and using Lemma 10.8, we extend it to a solution of (10.11) in Ay. For a
pictorial outline of Section 10.4, see Figure 38.

N NERN
Step 1
Step 2
N Step 3
B(m)

FIGURE 38. Pictorial outline of Section 10.4.
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Step 1. (7,j) € B(m) withi+j <m +1

We begin by taking y; ; := y; € C\{0} C Ay where {y{; : (i,j) € B(m)} is a solution satisfying y5, ,,, =
d,,., from Corollary 10.12 for all indices (i, j)’s with i + j < m + 1. Then, the equations (i, j)(y) = 0 for
i+ j < m hold because 9(i, 7)(y) = Om(i,5)(y) T ~* by (9.6).

Step 2. (i,7) € B(m) withi + j =m + 2
Next, we determine all entries y; ;s of the anti-diagonal given by i+ j = m + 2 within B(m). For this purpose,
we decompose the equation 9(1, m)(y) = 0 in the system (9.6) into two pieces as follows:

o(1,m)(y) = <y1,m + y“ﬂ) Tt 4 (_ylm+1> Tl (m—1)t
Y2,m Y1,m—1 Yi,m

= (yLm + 4y1,m )Tl—t+ (_yLm—i—l +ay Y1,m —ay Y1,m >T1+(7n—1)t
Y2.m Y1,m—1 Yi,m Y1,m—1 Y1,m—1

_ <y1,m + yl,m —ay yl,'m Tmt) T17t+ (_yl,nl+1+a1 yl,m )T1+(m1)t
yQ,m yl,mfl yl,mfl yl,m yl,mfl

where a; will be determined shortly.
In order to solve 9(1,m)(y) = 0, it suffices to find a solution of the following system

3(1,m)(1)(y) — Yi,m + Yi,m —ay Yi,m Tmt:()
Y2.m  Yi,m—-1 Y1,m—1

(10.19)

3(1,m)(2)(y) = _YLm+l +aq Yrm _ 0
Yi,m Y1,m—1

By our choice of y; ;’s so far, we have

c
Y1im _ sz £ 0.
Y1,m—1 Y1 m—1

Then, y1,m+1 = d1,m+1 uniquely determines the value a; € C\{0} from O(1, m)(2) (y) = 0. Then, there exists a
unique ., € Ay such that 9(1,m)™M (y) = 0.

By applying Lemma 10.8 succesively, we can determine the remaining entries of the anti-diagonal containing
Y2,m Within B(m). Namely, from a pre-determined i 1,m—i+1 € Ay With 07 (Y; 1 0 i1 = Usi1m—_it1) = M,
we determine a solution ¢; 42 ,,—; € Ay of 9(i + 1, m — i)(y) = 0 so that

(10.20) 07 (Yiro,m—i = Yisom—i) = mt.
Then, all anti-diagonal entries y;42 .,—;’s inside B(m) are chosen to obey
a(1,m)M(y) =0
0(i+1,m—i)(y)=0 forl <i<m-—2.
Plugging the previously determined y; ;s into d(m, 1)(y) = 0, we convert d(m, 1)(y) = 0 into 9(m, 1)? (y) = 0
of the form (10.22). By solving d(m, 1)(®)(y) = 0, we obtain y,, 11 1.

We would like to find a sufficient condition that gy, 11,1 exists in Ay such that y5 | = v,,.,, mod T>°.
Because of (10.20), we put

(10.21) Yitrm—i = Yirzm—i + A - T mod T7™

where A; € C\{0}. A straightforward calculation via consideration of d(i+1, m—i)(y) = 0 gives us the following
lemma.

Lemma 10.13. A recurrence relation for A;’s is

_ C
Ay =-—a “Yi,m—1

Ai — (yi(i:+2,'m7'i)z A

(ygi»l,m,fi) ot



LAGRANGIAN FIBERS OF GELFAND-CETLIN SYSTEMS 67

From (10.21) and Lemma 10.13, it follows

a(m 1)(Y)Tt71 = 7ym—1,1 — ym,2 + ym,l Tmt
’ Ym,1 Ym,1 Ym+1,1

C C C
_ 7ymc—1,1 B yg,z I 7A$—2 + Yma 7™t mod 7>
Ym,1 Ym,1 Ym,1 Ym+1,1

C m—2 C )2 C
= <(_1)ma1 yl,(ngl <H (yz+2,m71) ) + ym,l )Tmt mod T>mt.

i1 (y;(':+1,mfi)2 Ym+1,1

By Corollary 10.12, we have
d yf] ' y;[:,l = (dm7m)2’ (yfl)Q = (dm,m)2
hd y%m—l + yg,m =0
o y(ﬁm—l ! ygz—l,l = (dm,m)2’

Using them, we simplify the above expression as follows.

1 y(lcmfl (dm m)2 y;(vzz 1
Am, 1) (NT" ' = [ (-1)™ ar—¢ T+ — | ™ mod T~>™*
Ym,1 (yz,m) Ym+1,1
1 (dpm)® | U
= (_1)m a1 — ( L ) ) + Ym,1 mt mod T>™t
Yma Yim—1 Ym41,1
C C
= (-1)"q ym(c‘l’l 4 ml | pmt mod T,
ym,l ym+1,1
Thus, d(m, 1)(y) = 0 yields
(10.22) A(m, 1)@ (y) := (=1)"ay =t | Iml v, 1)@ (ay) = 0
Ym,1 Ym+1,1

for some constant P(m, 1) (a;) € A, (depending on a;). Then, y,,+11 € Ay can be determined so that
d(m, 1)@ (y) = 0 holds. Because of Corollary 10.12 and (10.19), we observe

1 m 2 dmm 2 m— dmm 2
(1023)  goirn = (1)t £ Wm)” _ gymer (Gmam)” 41, L= (— 1yt mam)”™ g >0,
a1 Ym—1,1 ai (yl,m) Y1,m+1

which explains why the equation 9,,(1)(y) = 0 in the system (10.6) appears. In other words, (10.8) provides a
sufficient condition to solve Y, 41,1 over Ay in (10.22) such that 45, | | = 4,41, mod T7°.

Step 3. (i,j) € B(m) withm +2 <i+j < 2m

Now, we determine all elements y; ;’s for (¢, j) € B(m) satisfying m + 2 < ¢ + j < 2m. For an index j with
2 < j < m, we decompose (7, m)(y) as follows:

(. m)(y) = (_Z/j—l,m o Yim_ o Yim >T1t+ (_yj777l+1)T1+(mj)t
Yim Yit1m  Yjm—1 Yim

_ ((_yjl,m T Yjm + Yjm >+ <_aj Yjm —a, Yj,m >T(mj+1)t> -t
Yj,m Yj+1,m Yjm—1 Yj+1,m Yjm—1

+ <_yj7m+1 +a; Yjm +a; Yjm >T1+(m—j)t
Yim Yji+1m Yjm—1

In order to have a solution of 9(j, m)(y) = 0, we decompose it into the following equations.

a(j,m)(l)(y) — (_yj—lvm + Yj,m + Yjm >—Clj< Yj,m + Yjm >T(m—j+1)t:O
Yjm Yj+1,m Yjm—1 Yj+1,m Yjm—1

0 m) P (y) = - g (i y i) g,
Yjm Yj+1,m Yjm—1

Due to the following lemma, it is enough to find a solution of the following system to solve 9(j, m)(y) = 0.
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Lemma 10.14. A solution of the system

a(j,m)V(y) =0

8(], m)(2)(y) —a;- a(]7m)(y) Tt=1 _ _Yim+1 +a; <yj—1,m + Yj,m+1 T(mj+1)t> -0
Yjm Yjm Yj,m

(10.24)

is also a solution of (4, m)(y) = 0.

Proof. Note that
0(j,m)(y) = 0(j,m) M (y) T~ + 0(j,m) P (y) T,
A solution of (10.24) satisfies
0, m)(y) = 03, m) > (y) T+ =D = a; - 0(j,m)(y) T 7+,
which gives rise to 9(j, m)(y) = 0. O
Suppose that we are given a solution
{yrs €Ay : (r,s) € B(m), r+s<m+j}
of d(r, s)(y) = 0 forall (r,s) € B(m) and r + s < m + j such that
07 (Yys — Yps) = (m—j +2)t

as the induction hypothesis. Since each ygs is non-zero by our choice, we then obtain Z/;Cq,m / y;-?m = 0 so that
a(7, m)(2) (y) — a; - 0(j,m)(y)T*~! = 0 determines a unique value a; € Ay from y; 41 = djm+1. Then, the
equation d(j, m)™ (y) = 0 yields

C C C C
Yjm (1 sy T(m—j+1)t) _ yj(—cl,m _ (?éy,m tay yj@_clﬁm plm—j+1)t o4 > (m—j+1)t
Yj+1,m Yjm Yim—1

J,m

Keeping in mind that y,-,’s from Corollary 10.12 satisfy

C C C
. Yi_ Y; Y;
O () (y) =~k g iy i,
Yim  Yj+rm  Yim—1
we obtain
C C C
Y;. Y1, Y.
(C]im;éOand ]Cm— C’m #0
Yit1,m j.m Yjm—1

since ', is non-zero. Hence yj41,m € Ay With op(y; 1, — Y541 ,) = (m—j+ 1)t
Suppose that

{yrs €Ay :(r,s) € Blm),r+s<m+j}U{y,s €Ay :(r,s) € B(m), r+s=m+j+1,r>m—i}
are given and 07 (Y4 j mis1 — Yitjm—iz1) = (M — j+ 1)t. By Lemma 10.8, the equation (i + j,m — i) = 0
determines ¥4 j+1,m—i € Ay such that
(10.25) OF (Yitjatmmi — Yirj+tm—i) = (M —j+ 1)t.

In order to find y,,+1,;, we convert d(m, j)(y) = 0 into 9(m, j) (y) = 0 by inserting the previously deter-
mined y; ;’s. For 0 <4 <m — j — 1, due to (10.25), we may set
Yitjitm—i = Yorjiim_i T A - TOIDE mod 7> (m=7+D!

where A; € C\{0}. As in Lemma 10.13, we derive the following lemma.

Lemma 10.15. A recurrence relation for A;’s is

(S ¥

— —_. . jt1,m .

Ay = aj (yC )2 Yi—1,m
Gom?”

o
A = ,M A 1.
! (y%+j,'mfi)2 ot
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By Lemma 10.15 and Corollary 10.12,

a(m, j)(y Tt 1_ ( Ymj+1  Ym—1,j + Ym,j >+ Ym,j p(m—j+1)t

ym J Ym,j Ym,j—1 Ym+1,5
]+1 ym 1,5 ym J Am—j—l yicn J (m—j+1)t >(m—j+1)t
o =+ +|-———+ | T mod T’ I
ymu ymd Ym,j—1 Ym,j Ym+1,j
m—j—1 C 2 C
m ]+1 yj 1,m H (yi+j+l,m7i) + Ym,j T(m—j+1)t mod T>(m—j+1)t
C WS, )2 _
Ym,j i=0 Yitjm—i Ym+1,j
2 C 2 C
m j+1 1 (dm m) (ymg) + Ym,j T(m_j+1)t mod T>(m—j+1)t
ym).j ym).j 1 (dm,m)2 ym+17j
_ ym=itly gém,j 4 ym,j plm—j+1)t mod 7> (m—i+1t
ynL,j—l ym+1,j
which yields
(10.26) (m, j)P(y) = | (-1)" T a; 1+ = 4 P(m, )P (ar, -+ ,a;) =0.
Ym,j—1  Ym1,5
for some P(m, j)? (a1, - ,a;) € A;. We then have
j Im,j— i dmm 2 i dmm 2
(10.27) Ymi1j = (=1)md Ymj—1 = (-1 # = (_l)m—Ju mod 79,

aj aj - Yj—1,m Yim+1

which explains why the equation 9,,,(5)(y) = 0 in the system (10.6) appears. In other words, (10.8) provides a
sufficient condition to solve y,,11,; over Ay in (10.26) such that Ymt1,j = ySH_Lj.
Finally, we convert 9(m, m)(y) = 0 into 9(m, m)?)(y) = 0 as follows. Inserting Y, —1.m, Yrm.ms Ym,m—1 and

Ymm+1 = Am,m+1 into d(m, m)(y) = 0, we derive

C
(10.28) d(m,m)® (y) = <_y2ém+l o ) +9(m, m) (a) = 0
m,m ym+17m

for some PB(m, m)? (a) € A, . We obtain

2
ym+l m = (ym m) mod T>O

m,m-+1

and determine Y, 1,m in Ay.

In summary, the above discussion is summarized as follows.

Proposition 10.16. For any tuple (dp, m,d1,m+1," " > dm,m+1) of non-zero complex numbers, there exist
e y; € Ay for (i,j) € B(m),
® Yimtl € Ay forl <i<m,
® Ymt1,; €Ay forl <j<m
satisfying
(1) Ym.m = dm,m mod T,
() Yimi1 = dimy1 foreachi=1,--- ,m,

(3) 0(i,3)(y) = 0 for (i, j) € B(m),

(4) (_1)m+1—l yl,m+1 + ym,m EO mod T>0.
Ym,m Ym+1,1
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10.5. Outside of B(m).

Suppose that we are given a complex solution

{yi; € C\{0} : (4,4) € T(n)\B(m) U{(m,m)}}

ver,C » hor,C » . . .
i1 i1 S, which is the hypothesis of Theorem 10.7.
ver, hor,C ,

In this section, we discuss how to determine a bulk-deformation parameter b in (10.4) from ¢, 37;’s and ¢; ;s

and how to extend it to a solution in A from y;;’s for 8°(i,7)(y) = 0. Assume that m < k = [n/2]. For the

for (10.6) together with non-zero complex numbers ¢ sand ¢

case m = k, see Remark 10.18. Here is a pictorial outline of the section.

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

FIGURE 39. Pictorial outline of Section 10.5.

Step 1. (i,7) € B(m) U Zseea

Let
(10.29) Tieeq := {(m,m),(17m+ 1), (mym+ 1), (m+ Lm+ 1), (m+1,m+2),--- QgJ ’ [ZD}
and
(10.30) Tinitiar := Lseea \{ (M, m)}.

Remark 10.17. We will define a seed in Definition 11.1 to generate a candidate for a solution for the split leading
term equation. The set (10.29) is the collection of indices where the corresponding variables will be generically
chosen as the initial step.

We start to take y; ; = y(gj for (4, ) € Zinitiai- Then, we fix a complex solution in B(m) from Corollary 10.12
such that ¢ = y%m.

Step 2. (i,5) € B(k)\B(m)

By following Section 10.4, the chosen element y; ,,+1 € C\{0} determines y;11 m—i+1’sin Ay for 1 < i <
m— 1. Moreover, we have y,,,111 € Ay. Again by Section 10.4, we also find y; ;’s in Ay for (7, j) with i < m—+1,
j <m+1landi+j = m+3 satisfying (10.27). If m+1 = k, then proceed to the next anti-diagonal. If m+1 < k,
then it remains to determine ¥ ,,+2 and Y, 42 1 in this anti-diagonal within B(k)\ B(m). Since the hypothesis of
Lemma 10.8 is fulfilled at the equations d(1,m + 1)(y) = 0 and 9(m + 1,1)(y) = 0 by our standing assumption,
they are determined in Ay. Proceeding inductively, we fill up all y; ;’s for (4, j) € B(k)\B(m) obeying

(1) yi,j € Ay such thaty, ; = ygj mod T,
@) 86, 7)(y) = 0 for (i, ) € B(k — 1),

Step 3. (4,j) € I'(n)\B(k) and b

We determine y; ;s for (i, 7) € I'(n)\B(k) and b}, ;s and b¥, ;s in (10.4) over Ay. Notice that

(i, j)(y) = 9°(i, j)(y) for (i, ) € B(k — 1)
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because of our choice of b, and thus we may keep {y; ; € Ay : (i,5) € B(k)} as a solution of 8° (i, j)(y) = 0.
From now on, we focus only on the case where n = 2k — 1 because the case n = 2k can be similarly dealt with.
In this case, there are (k? — 1) variables in B(k). As all variables y_1 k, Yk—2,x and yx_1 x—1 in

1 Yk—2,k Yh—1,k
ok —1,k)(y) = — -t Yp ikt
Yk—1,k Yk—1,k Yk—1,k—1

have been already determined by previous inductive steps, we do not have any extra variables to make J0(k —
1,k)(y) = 0 hold. Tt is time to adjust the equation d(k — 1,k)(y) = 0 by selecting b}* ; ; suitably. By (9.10), we
have

1 Yk—2,k Yk—1,k
5b(/€ —LE)(y) = *eXp(bﬁl,k) e =t Y1kt .
Yk—1,k Yk—1,k Yk—1,k—1
From the following equation
C c
1 Y Yi—
,C k—2,k C k—1,k
_Cﬁl,k "°C - C tY—ik T ¢ =0,
Y1k Ye-1,k Ye-1,k-1
one equation in the split leading term equation, it follows that
o C
Ye—2.k C Yie—1,k
-ty tz —— #0,
Ye—1,k Ye—1,k-1
otherwise —c‘,ﬁ’f x = 0. Since
Yr—2.k Yr—1,k yfw yglk
=2, Lk _ -2, C —Lk 0
- +Yp—1k t = tYet o #0 mod T,
Ye-1k Ye—1k-1 Ye-1,k Ye—1k-1

there exists a unique bulk-deformation parameter by’ , , € Ao such that
(1) 9°(k - L,k)(y) =0
(2) exp(b}r, ) = 7T, mod T>°

Notice that b}, , does not only deforms —L—, but also deforms “25£% into exp(b}, ) - YL5+L for all j with
k+1,k Yk—1,k Yi,k k+1,k Y,k
1 < j < k —1asin Corollary 9.12. Therefore, we need to solve the deformed equation
. Yjk+1  Yj-1,k Yik Yj,k
0° (5, k)(y) == —exp(bjy ) - 2= — == S g S = 0
Yj,k Yj.k Yi+1.k Yik-1

in order to decide yo ;41 € Ay.
For the induction hypothesis, assume that y;. s’s for s < j and bi*;_,’s for s < j are determined. We pick a
bulk-deformation parameter b%%; ; € Ag so that
(1) 9°(n—j,j)(y) =0
(2) exp(b’, ) = C. mod T>°.

J+1,5 j+1,5
After fixing }’il j» we determine y, j+1 € Ay. Hence, all entries above B(k) together with ‘ﬁl j’s are de-

termined in this way. Symmetrically, we can choose b, ,’s and fill up the other part of I'(n)\B(k). Hence,
Theorem 10.7 is now verified.

Remark 10.18. We outline the proof of Theorem 10.7 when n = 2k and m = k. In this case, taking ¢ = 1 for

Yrs.m» Corollary 10.12 will give us the initial parts y;",’s of y; ;’s for (i,j) € B(m). We then follow Section 10.4

wr and b!" | to deform d(m, m) = 0, then we have two extra

to extend to y; ;’s in Ay. If one uses both by,

: ver hor : b — : hor —
variables ¢, ,, and ¢;", 4 in @°(m,m) = 0. For our convenience, recall that we have chosen b}y, ., = 0

in Remark 10.4. Now, we need to take b)e",, ,,, so that 9°(m, m) = 0. Since y5, ,, = 1, we get by, | € Ay,
ver,C ver
: b

which yields that 1 = ¢,7"; ,, = exp(b,, ;) mod T=°. After fixing b, ,,, We S0IVe yq 11 by solving
0°(e,m)? = 0 where

0 (1,m)®(y) = —exp(b}Ty ) Ty P = 0
’ yl,m yl,mfl

0" (j,m)@ (y) := — exp(b),, ) L 4 g (yf‘vm 4 Yim_ ) —0 forj>2.
j,m Yi+1m Yim—1

The remaining steps are similar to the case for m < k in Section 10.5.
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11. SOLVABILITY OF SPLIT LEADING TERM EQUATION

This section aims to verify the assumption for Theorem 10.7 when the split leading term equation (10.6) comes
from the line segment I,,, C A in (8.5). To find its solution, we introduce a seed generating a candidate for a

solution and prove that there exists a “good” choice of seeds such that the candidate is indeed a solution.
11.1. Seeds.

We begin by the definition of a seed. Recall the notations I'(n) and B(m) in (10.1).

Definition 11.1. A seed of I'(n) associated to B(m) consists of the two data (d,Z).

e An (n — m)-tuple d of elements in Ay
d= (dh e adn—m)
e An (n —m)-tuple I of double indices

I= {(ma m)a (ilajl)a T (in—m—lajn—m—l)} C {(mam)} U (F(n)\B(m))

satisfying
(1) the first index is (m, m)
(2) the remaining indices are contained in I'(n)\ B(m) such that any two indices must not come from the

same anti-diagonal of I'(n)\ B(m).

We are particularly interested in seeds (d, Z) of the form

e d is a tuple of non-zero real numbers.
® 7 := Teeq in (10.29).

Let y; denote the components of y associated to the set Z of indices. Namely,

Yz = (ym,m, Yiv,gis 7yin7m717jn7mfl) .
Then, as the initial step, we take
yl' = d.

So, the double indices designate the places in which the components of d are plugged. Since Z is always taken to
be Zeeq, Z will be often omitted from now on. We instead set d; ; to denote the component of d corresponding to
(i, 7). For instance, we have dy = d, .

Following the procedure in Section 10.5, see Figure 39, we generate the other y; ;’s such that y satisfies the split

leading term equation with a suitable choice of complex numbers

h h
C:= (cko,;s+1a U 7Cn011,n7 szil,lw e 7C)rlze,rn—1) .

Namely, by isolating one undetermined variable and plugging the determined variables in one equation of the split

leading term equation, we can solve the remaining y; ;’s and ¢ inductively. However, the undetermined variable

might be zero or undefined when generating a candidate from a seed. A good choice of seed, we call a generic

seed, must avoid the issue.

We would like to find a condition for generic seeds. In the setup of (10.5) and Remark 10.4, we put

1 1
el . + (e ,.y.’.+1+choj CYil1 ifi>j
N 7,5—1 Yij1 (yi,j)Q ( J+1,5 " I i—1,4 " Ju J)
(11.1) o5, (1, 4)(y) =
1 1 e
_C}ilgrl,i “Yi-1,5 T+ (%‘,j)z (C??ir+1 e+ C}f‘;q : ) if i <j.
Yi+1,5 Yij—1

Note that a%(i,j)(y) is achieved by isolating ¢}, | - (yi41,) " and ¢} ; - i j+1 in 05, (i, 5)(y) = 0, see (10.7).

Moreover, (11.1) appears when isolating the undetermined variable so that the expression is required to be non-zero.
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Definition 11.2. A seed d is called generic if the candidate generated by y; = d satisfies
(11.2) 98,36, j)(y) #0 mod T>°
for all (4, j)’s.
Example 11.3. A straightforward calculation asserts that the tuples
() d=(-1,1,1,-1,1)
) I =Twea = ((2,2),(1,3),(2,3),(3,3),(3,4))
form a generic seed of T'(7) to B(2). The tuples
() d=(-1,1,1,1,1)
) I =Twea = ((2,2),(1,3),(2,3),(3,3),(3,4))
form a seed of I'(7) to B(2), but not a generic seed because 95 (1, 5)(y) = 0.

The main proposition of this section is the existence of a generic seed, which will be proven throughout this
section.

Proposition 11.4. For each integer m where 2 < m < k = [n/2], a generic seed of T'(n) to B(m) exists.
As a corollary, we assert solvability of the split leading term equation.

Corollary 11.5. The split leading term equation of T'(n) associated to B(m) has a solution each component of
which is a non-zero complex number.

Proof. Once a seed has the property (11.2), the remaining ¥; ;’s and a sequence ¢ are (uniquely) determined to be
in C\{0} by the exactly same process in Section 10.5. O
11.2. Pre-generic elements.

We now introduce a coordinate system {z; ; : (,7) € I'(n)\B(m) U {(m, m)}} with respect to which the
system of equations
o (i,7)(y) =0, fori+j<n

does not depend on the choice of a bulk-deformation parameter b. We define

-1
Zit+l,0 i= (H Cr r+1> Yit1,e iti>k
Zej+1 1= (H G r> Yo, j+1 if j >k

25 = Yij otherwise.

(11.3)

Under this coordinate system, we convert 9%, (7, 7)(y) in (10.7) into

C Zig+l | Zielg

+ i,j + Zij

ifi+j<n
Zi,j Zij o Zi4lj o Fij-l

. —1
p 1 2 Zi i
hor i— 1] 0, e .o .
(114) 85‘:1(17.7)(z) = - (Hcr 7+1> ;_ <Hc7 r+1> ZZ,J . llej’Z-l-J—n

i,j Zi,j Zi,j—1

-1

Zi— “i—1,j5 Zi,j ep - .o .
(Hcﬁl ) wi ma (Hcfiw> gt i< itj=n.
2%

Zi,j Zi,5—1

Here, one should interpret that the product over the empty set is 1. For example,

ver
H cr+1 r
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We set

(11.5)
1 1

IETERNCE

1 e
(zij+1 + 2iz1,5) (: ) ifi>g14+5<n
Zi+1,j

1 1
+

Zitlj  Zig-1

—Zi—1,5 + (Zi,j)2 ( > (= Zi7j+]_) ifi<j,i4+j<n

a8, (i, 5)(2) =

) 1 )
1 1 s : o
———+ — | T] %] +zoi | = ]] o ifi>ji+j=n
zij-1  (2ij) = -

r=k r=k

-1

j—1 J
1 o
—zi—1,5 + (2i5)? (H Cﬁlm) + <: <H Cﬂw)) ifi<jitj=n,
r=k r=k

Zij—1

where 57‘1(@, J)(z) is obtained from isolating the expression in the parentheses in o® (i,7)(z).

(i,4)(2) # 0 to show 97, (i, j)(y) # 0.

Lemma 11.6. é?‘;l(i,j)(z) # 0 for all indices (i,7) € T'(n)\B(m) if and only lfé;i(l,])(y) # 0 for all indices
(1,7) € D(n)\B(m).

Proof. Under the coordinate change (11.3), (11.1) is converted into (11.5). ]

We then have the following lemma, which says it suffices to check 9%,

To show that 5,";(1', 7)(z) # 0, we now start to solve (11.4) from y; := d by isolating the undetermined variable
in (11.4). When m < k = [n/2], since Z C B(k) and y; = zz because of (11.3), we may insert d into zz as
the starting point. For the case m = k, we take c‘;f;m 41 = land ¢if'yy = 1 (see Remark 10.18) and hence

z7 =y = d as well. For simplicity, we set
(11.6) zo\m) = {zi; € C\{0} : (i,5) € T(D\B(m) U{(m,m)}}.

Choosing the component in an anti-diagonal generically, we can easily make the first two equations of (11.5)
non-zero because of the following lemma.

Lemma 11.7. Suppose that the set Z(,s_1\m) is determined. Each variable z._; s1; can be expressed as a non-

constant rational function with respect to z; ;.

Proof. We only show the case for ¢ > 0 since the case where ¢ < 0 can be similarly proven. Let
X(Z) = Zr—i,s4i-

By (11.4), a recurrence relation for X (¢)’s is

11.7 X(2) = -

where

(Zr—i,s+i—1)2
Zr—i,s+i—2

Composing (11.7) several times, X (7) is expressed as a continued fraction in terms of X (0). Letting A(0) = 1 and

B(0) = 0, it becomes

[i] == —2Zr 1,644 + , [, = 1) = (2r—iepio1)’

A(t) - X(0) + B(15)
A(i—1)-X(0)+B(i—1)
for some constants A(7)’s and B(i)’s determined by the given set z(;4s_1\m). Thus, X(7) is a rational function
with respect to X (0).
To show that every X (i) is non-constant with respect to X (0), we investigate properties of A(¢)’s and B(%)’s.

(11.8) X(i) =

By induction, we can show that the terms of A(¢) correspond to the partitions of {i,7 — 1,--- , 1} into one single
number or two consecutive numbers. Also, the terms of B(7) correspond to the partitions of {i,¢ — 1,--- ,1,0}
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into one single or two consecutive numbers containing the subset [1, 0]. For instance, A(3) and B(3) are expressed
as

A@3) = BI21[1 + [3][2, 1] + [3, 2][1],
B(3) = [3][2][1, 0] + [3,2][1, 0].
It then follows that
A() =i - A — 1) + [i,a — 1] - A(5 — 2)
B(i)=[i] B(i—1)+[i,i—1] - B(i — 2).
Note that X (0) and X (1) are non-constant functions with respect to X (0). Suppose to the contrary that X (¢) is

a constant function with the value C and all X (5)’s for all j < 4 are non-constant rational functions with respect to
X(0). Let

We then obtain
C-AG—-1)=A@G)=1[i] - At —1)+ [i,s — 1] - A(i — 2)
C-B(i—1)=B(i)=1[i] -B(i—1)+[i,i— 1] B(i — 2).
We claim that C' — [i] # 0. Otherwise, A(i — 2) = B(i — 2) = 0 because [i,i — 1] = (2,—;s4i-1)> # 0. It

yields that X (¢ — 2) = 0, contradicting to the assumption that X (i — 2) is not constant.
We then have

where C’ = [i,i — 1]/(C — [i]). So, we deduce a contradiction that
A(i—1)- X(0)+ B(i— 1)
A(i—2)-X(0)+ B(i —2)

is constant. Hence, every X (¢) has to be a non-constant rational function. U

X(i—-1) =

Corollary 11.8. Suppose that the set Z(, s_1\ ) is determined. There exists a non-zero real number d,. s such that

if we set zp s = dy ¢
(11.9) 98, (i, j)(z) # 0
forall (i,7)’s obeyingi+j=1r+s— 1.

Proof. Since each z,_; .4; is a non-constant rational function with respect to z, s, there are only finitely many

Zr,s’s 80 that z._; 414 is zero or is not defined. Avoid these values when choosing d, ;. O

Definition 11.9. Suppose the set Z(, ;1\, is given. For an index (r,s) € I'(n)\B(m), an element d,. , is said
to be pre-generic with respect to Z(, 4 s_1\m) if (11.9) holds for any (i, j) € T'(r + s)\(B(m) UT'(r 4+ 5 — 1)).

For the later purpose, we prove the following property of the the pre-generic elements.

Lemma 11.10. Assume that m < k. Suppose that we have ds ,41’s for s with 1 < s < m such that for
each s, ds g1 is pre-generic with respect to the previously determined (s ,m\m) by one choice of dy,  and
d1 m+1, s ds—1.m+1. Then, regardless of a choice of d, , € C\{0}, ds m+1 is pre-generic as long as we do
not change di 1, ,ds—1,m+1-

Proof. If m < k, we see y; ; = z; ; for (i,7) € B(m) by (11.3). We claim that

(1, o)

g =
J,i+1
Zi+1,5
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Recall from (10.8) that

Zmili = (_1>z+(m+1)—1 . ( s )

Zim+1

b

which provides the initial step for the induction. Next, by the induction hypothesis, we observe

Zig+l _ Zi-ly Zinj Zinj
0=— - + +

Zi,j Zi,j Zitlg i1

2

244 24, i+ i— dm,m Zj—1,i

— Js 4 Js 4 (_1)Z+j 1 ( ) =4
Zj+li Zji-l Zitl,j " Zjyi 24,

Zjit1 + (_1)i+j—1 (dmym)2

% Zit1j %
Thus, we obtain
) ] d'm. m 2
Zjip1 = (1) u
Zit1,5
Therefore, éi,[’;(i,j)(z) # 0 as long as é;";(j, i)(z) # 0. O

11.3. Generic seeds.

Applying Corollary 11.8, we make the first two expressions in (11.5) non-zero by taking one entry of an anti-
diagonal generically. To make the last two equations non-zero, we need to select the previous ones more carefully.
We deal with the three cases separately.

Casel.n =2k — 1.
We need several lemmas.
Lemma 11.11. Assume that 2., _o\ ) is given. Suppose that either dy,_1 1 = —1 is pre-generic or k — 1 = m.

Then, there is a real number dy_1 ;1 (sufficiently close to —1) and a non-zero real number dy,_1 j, such that if

Zh—1,k—1 = Qp—1,k—1 and 21 = dp—1,k,
(11.10) 0 (i,7)(z) #0 mod T>°
forall (i,j)withi+j=n—1andi+j=n.

Note that é;b;(z, J)(z)’s for (i, j) with ¢ + j = n provide the last two expressions of (11.5).
Proof. Assuming that d;,_; 1 = —1 is pre-generic, by definition, every z; ,,—1—; is defined and becomes non-
zero if we set 21 -1 = di—1,5—1 = —1. By Corollary 11.8, we can choose and fix a pre-generic element dj,_1 j
for z;,_1 1 so that the entries z; ,,_;’s are also determined.

We would like to emphasize that dj,_; 1 = —1 is never being a component of a generic seed because of the

following reason. Recall that the equations Y, (i, j)(z) = 0’s in (11.4) for (4,5)’s with i + j > n and i < j read

k ver _ 2 1
[[—w i, = —2Z—2k + (2k-1) (1 + z,H,H) )
-1
k+1 ver _ 2 k ver 1
Hr:k Crilr = —Zk-3k+1 T (Zk:—2,k:+1) HT:k Critr + Zk—2,k |’
(11.11)
n—2 2 n—3 -1 1
- ver . - ver
Hr:k Cri1r = “Fln—2t (22,71*2) (Hr:k c7‘+1,r) + 2a.n-3 |’
n—1 2 n—2 -1 1
- ver —_ - ver
| | Crilyr = —(21,n-1) (Hr:k cr+1,r) gl
If one chooses z—1,5—1 = di—1,5—1 = —1, then from (11.11) we obtain
J
ver _
H Cri1,r = TAn—j-1,

r==k
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forj=k,k+1,--- ,n—2and
N n—1
(11.12) 95, (1,n—1)(z) = [[ ey, = 0.
r==k

Thus, a seed d is not generic 20 Nevertheless, we claim that there exists a choice of di—1,k—1 not equal to —1 but
close to —1 so that (11.10) is satisfied.

Note that the fixed dj ;1 remains to be pre-generic even if we perturb the value z,_; ;—; from —1 with
sufficiently small amount. This is because the expression 5:‘;(1, 7)(z) for each index (i, j) withi +j=n—1lisa
continuous function with respect to z_1 ,—1 at —1 after inserting d, 1 into zj y—1. Also, by Lemma 11.7, there
exists a dense set of pre-generic elements for dj_1 ;1. Therefore, (11.10) is satisfied for i + j =n — 1.

Also, we observe that as z,_1 x—1 — —1, because of (11.5) and (11.11), é}v’n(n —7,J)(z) = —zn—j_1,; when
j > k. Because —z,_j_1; # 0 for j with & < j < n — 1, we still have 5'/;";(11 — 4,7)(z) # 0 for j with
k <j<mn—1if dg_q_1 is sufficiently close to —1. Finally, we claim that 551(1,71 — 1)(z) # 0 as soon as
Zk—1,k—1 7 —1 so that the problem in (11.12) is solved. From 8%, (k — 1, k)(z) = 0 and 2,1 x—1 # —1, it follows
that

ver
Chit1,k 7 —2k—2,k-

Combining it with 9%, (k — 2,k + 1)(z) = 0, we obtain

k+1

ver
H Crit,r # —Rk—3,k+1-
r=k

Proceeding inductively, we deduce é:"n(l, n—1)(z) # 0. The discussion on the part where j < k is omitted because
the argument is symmetrical.

Consequently, we may choose a generic di_1 ;—1 sufficiently close to —1 so that (11.10) holds for all (i, j) with
i+j=n—1landi+ j =n.

It remains to take care of the case where kK — 1 = m. The index (k — 1,k — 1) = (m, m) is contained in the box
B(m) so that dj,_1 ;1 can be freely chosen by Corollary 10.12. Thus, we can apply the exactly same argument as
above. U

By applying a similar argument, we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 11.12. Suppose that either d; ; = %1 is pre-generic for i > m or i = m. There is a real number d; ;

(sufficiently close to £1) and a non-zero real number d; ;11 so that di 1 ;+1 = F1 becomes pre-generic.
We now ready to start the proof of Proposition 11.4 for the case where n = 2k — 1 and m < k := [n/2].

Proof of Proposition 11.4. We start with a tentative choice of d, ,,, = £1. Choosing pre-generic elements from
d1m+1 = 21m+1 10 dip—1,m+1 = Zm—1,m+1, We find Z(2,,\,,) s0 that that (11.10) is satisfied for each index
(¢,7) with ¢ + j < 2m — 1. Due to Lemma 11.12, we may select d,, ., sufficiently close to 1 and d, m+1
so that dp,1,m+1 = F1 becomes pre-generic. Because of Lemma 11.10, note that dq 41, - , dm,m+1 remain
to be pre-generic even if we choose another d,, ,,. Moreover, applying Lemma 11.12 repeatedly, we assert that
dr—1,-1 = —1 is also pre-generic by suitably choosing de .. Hence, we have (11.10) for all indices (,5)’s
with s + 7 < n — 2. Finally, Lemma 11.11 says that there is dr_1 x—1 and dj x—1 such that (11.10) holds for

i+ j = n — 1,n. Thus, we have just found a generic seed. 0

Case2.n =2kand m < k.

Modifying the proofs of Lemma 11.11 and Lemma 11.12, we can prove the following lemma.

20 We also have é?n(n —1,1)(z) = 0iftaking 2z, 1 p—1 = dp—1,5—1 = — L.
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Lemma 11.13. Assume that z(,_o\n) is given. Suppose that dx_1 = —1 is pre-generic. Then, there is a
real number dj,_1 1, (sufficiently close to —1) and a non-zero real number dy, ;, such that if zi,_1 5 = di—1,5 and
2k = Ak ks
98,(i,5)(z) #0 mod T°
forall (i,j)withi+j=n—1landi+ j=n.
Suppose that d;_1 ; = %1 is pre-generic for i > m + 1. There is a real number d;_ ; (sufficiently close to £1)

and a non-zero real number d; ; so that d; ;11 = F1 becomes pre-generic.
Also, we need the lemma, which serves as the starting point to obtain the desired de o’s.
Lemma 11.14. d,, ;1 = %1 can be pre-generic.

Proof. By Lemma 10.10,

1 fori=j
j—i—1

- 2i + 2r fori < j

(11.13) Rim+j = r—0 ( ) ’
i—j—1

(27 +2r)"t fori > j
r=0

is a solution of 8%, (i,m + j)(z) = 0 in (11.4) for m + i + j < n. Furthermore, by Lemma 10.9, so does
(11.14) Zim+j = Q- 2ri,m+j

for any non-zero complex number a. Selecting

m—2

a:= H(2—|—27“),

r=0
A, m+1 = Zm,m+1 becomes 1. Because of Lemma 11.10, no matter what we choose any non-zero complex number

Ay m> dm,m+1 1 pre-generic (with respect to the previous determined Z(2m\m))- g

Proof of Proposition 11.4 (continued). Combining Lemma 11.13 and Lemma 11.14, we conclude Proposition 11.4

for the case where n = 2k and m < k. O

Case3.n =2kand m = k.

In this case, we take d,, ., = 1, see Remark 10.18. Because of Lemma 10.10, note that

1 fori=j (—1)mHiti—l fori=j
j—i—1 i—j—1

_ 2i + 2r fori <j . —1)mtiti=l 2j +2r)"t fori>j

(11.15) Z;mqj = 71;[0 ( ) I » Amaig = - rl;[o (2 ) ’
i—j—1 j—i—1

(27 +2r)"t fori>j (—1ymH=t I (2i+2n) fori < j
r=0 r=0

respectively form a solution of 9%, (i,m + 5)(z) = 0 and 8%, (m + 4, j)(z) = 0in (11.4) for m + i + j < n. Also,

our choice makes 9y,,(1)(y) = 9, (1)(z) = 0in (10.8) because cjr, ; ,, = Land ¢, .., = 1, see Remark 10.4 and
Remark 10.18.

Furthermore,
(1116) Zi,m+j =a- Ei,m+j; Zm+i,j = a_l . szri-,j

are also solutions of (11.4) and (10.8) for any non-zero complex number a. Thus, we have a one-parameter family
of solutions. Then, the expressions 9%, (i, m+5)(z) and 88, (m +1, j)(z) for (i, j) with i+ j = n can be considered

as a function with respect to a.
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Lemma 11.15. There exists a choice of the variable a such that

(11.17) 0% (m —i,m +i)(z) #0 and 8% (m +i,m —i)(z) #0 mod T>°

m

in (11.5).

Proof. We claim that 9%, (m — i,m + )(Z)/Zm—i,m+: iS @ non-constant rational function with respect to a. For
7 > 1, we observe that

b m—1,m+1)(z Zm—2.m mos _
m{ )():* = +1+Zm—1,m+1_(2m4)+a.<1_‘[(2+2r) '

Zm—l,m—i—l Zm—l,m-i—l r—0

is a non-constant linear function with respect to a. By the induction hypothesis, assume that
o5, (m—im+i)(z) _ Pya)
Zm—i,m4i " Qila)

is a non-constant rational function with respect to a. Then, we see

op,(m—i—1,m+i+1)(z) (_ Pmoiz2mtitl Zmil,m+i+1> 4 Fmoiclmii
Zm—i—1,m+i+1 Zm—i—1,m+i 821 (m — 7," m + Z)(Z)
5m-i-1,m+z’+1> n Zm—i—1m+it1  Qi(a)

Emﬂ',mﬂ' Pi(a) ’

Z?n—i—l,m—i—i—i—l

= + —
Zm—i—1,m+i+1 Zm—i—1,m+i

_ (_ Zm—i—2,m+i+1

which is also a non-constant rational function. Similarly, one can see that 551 (m-+1i, m—i)(z) is also a non-constant
rational function for ¢ > 1. Thus, (11.17) is established if choosing a generically. g

We are ready to prove Proposition 11.4 for the case where n = 2k and m = k := [n/2].
Proof of Proposition 11.4 (continued). By Lemma 11.15, we choose d; 1,41 := @+ Z;j m+1 from (11.16) as a generic
seed. It complete the proof. O

11.4. Proof of Theorem 8.6.

Finally, we are wrapping up the proof of Theorem 8.6.

Proof of Theorem 8.6. By Corollary 11.5, the split leading term equation (10.6) has a desired solution for some
ver,C » hor,C »
zilz j?j+1
torus L,,(t) (0 < t < 1), there exists a suitable bulk-deformation parameter b of the form (9.8) so that the bulk-
deformed potential function admits a critical point. By Theorem 9.7, each Gelfand-Cetlin torus fiber L,,(t) for

nonzero complex numbers c s and ¢ s (i,j > k). Theorem 10.7 convinces us that for each Lagrangian

0 <t < 1 is non-displaceable. Furthermore, Corollary 4.23 and Lemma 9.13 imply that L,, (1) is Lagrangian and
non-displaceable. Finally, L, (1) is diffeomorphic to U(m) x 7“5 =m" because of Theorem 6.8. This finishes
the proof of Theorem 8.6.

O

APPENDIX A. CALCULATION OF POTENTIAL FUNCTION DEFORMED BY SCHUBERT CYCLES

The potential function with bulk we use in the present paper was first constructed in [FOOO1, Section 3.8.5,
3.8.6] and was explicitly computed in [FOOO4, Section 3] for the toric case. (See [FOOO4, Proposition 4.7] for
the precise toric counterpart.) Since the main steps of the derivation of (A.10) are the same as that of the proof of
[FOOO4, Proposition 4.7] given in Section 7 therein, we will only explain modifications we need to make to apply
them to the current Gelfand-Cetlin case. Also for the purpose of proving Theorem A.6 in the present paper, the
facts that X is Fano and that we have only to consider complex divisors, i.e., &; of real codimension 2 also help
us to simplify the study of holomorphic discs contributing to the potential functions.

In this section, we provide main modifications needed to overcome the two issues that the Schubert divisor ;
may neither be smooth nor torus-invariant. These two are main differences between the present case and the case

of toric divisors in toric manifolds considered in [FOOO4].
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We start with notations. Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold in a symplectic manifold X. Let My 1..(X, L; )
denote the moduli space of stable maps in the class 8 € m3(X, L) from a bordered Riemann surface ¥ of genus
zero with (k 4 1) marked points {2z, }*T} on the boundary 93 respecting the counter-clockwise orientation and ¢
marked points {z;" }fi:l at the interior of X. It naturally comes with two types of evaluation maps, at i-th boundary

marked point

(A1) evi: M1 (X, L B) = Li - evi ([p: ¥ = X {z. 2o, {2 o) = #(20)
and at the j-th interior marked point

(A2) evi's Misrie(X, Li B) = X eV ([p: B = X, {2 }i50, {2 o)) = ().

Set My41(X,L; 8) := Mpy10=0(X,L; ), the moduli space without interior marked points. Let ev, :=
(evy, -+ ,evg).
Recall that an A, structure my = > FLUNE Tw(B)/27 \with the operators

my g(b1, -+, br) = (evo)!l(evy)" (mib1 ® - - @ mjbg)
on the de Rham complex Q(L) is defined via the smooth correspondence

(A.3) M1 (X, L; B)

evy evo

Lk L

and a choice of compatible systems of Kuranishi structures and CF-perturbations where 7;: L* — L denotes the
projection to the i-th copy of L. (See [Fuk, Corollary 3.1] for the details of construction of such a system of
Kuranishi structures and CF-perturbtations on M1 ;(X, L; 5)’s in general. In [Fuk], the old term ‘a continuous
family of multi-sections’ was used, but here we use the simplified term ‘CF-perturbtation’ which was adopted in
[FOOO6] and used such as in [FOOOS] and other later works by Fukaya-Oh-Ohta-Ono. We refer [FOOO6] for the
precise definition [FOOQOG6, Definition 7.3] of CF-perturbtation and its basic properties.)

We now recall Nishinou-Nohara-Ueda’s computation of the potential function of L. C X, in [NNU1]. Nishinou-
Nohara-Ueda [NNU1] were able to exploit the presence of toric degeneration of X, to X in their computation the
explanation of which is now in order. For the study of holomorphic discs in X which is not smooth, they used the
following notion in Nishinou-Siebert [NS].

Definition A.1 (Definition 4.1 in [NS]). A holomorphic curve in a toric variety X is called forically transverse if
it is disjoint from all toric strata of codimension greater than one. A stable map ¢: ¥ — X is torically transverse
if ©(2) C X is torically transverse and ¢~ !(Int X) C X is dense. Here, Int X is the complement of the toric
divisors in X.

We denote by Sy := Sing(Xy) the singular locus of Xj. Using the classification result [CO] of holomor-
phic discs attached to Lagranigian torus fiber in a smooth toric manifold and the property of the small resolution,
Nishinou-Nohara-Ueda [NNU 1] proved the following.

Lemma A.2 (Proposition 9.5 and Lemma 9.15 in [NNU1]). Any holomorphic disc ¢: (D?,0D?) — (Xo, Lo) can
be deformed into a holomorphic disc with the same boundary condition that is torically transverse. Furthermore
the moduli space M1 (X, Lo; ) is empty if the Maslov index of 3 is less than two.

Lemma A.3 (Lemma 9.9 in [NNU1]). There is a small neighborhood Wy of the singular locus So C X such that

no holomorphic discs of Maslov index two intersect Wy.

Now let ¢ : X. — X be a (continuous) extension of the flow ¢ : X:™ — X§™ given in Theorem 9.1 ([INNUI,
Section 8]). The following is the key proposition which relates the above mentioned holomorphic discs in (X, L)
to those of (X, L.).
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Proposition A.4 (Proposition 9.16 in [NNU1]). For any 8 € m2(Xo, Lo) of Maslov index two, there is a positive

real numbers 0 < € < 1 and a diffeomorphism
¥ Mi(Xo, Lo; B) = My (Xe, Le; B)

such that the diagram

(evo)«

H.(M;(Xo, Lo; B)) —— H.(Lg)

w*l J{(ass)*l
(evo)«

H,(M1(Xe, Le; B)) — H. (L)

is commutative.

Lemma A.5 (Lemma 9.22 in [NNU1]). Let W, := (¢.) "1 (Wy). There exists eg > 0 such that for all 0 < & < &,

any holomorphic curve bounded by L. in a class of Maslov index two does not intersect W,

We now combine the diffeomorphism v: M1 (Xo, Lo; 8) — M1(Xe, Le; 8) and ¢. : Xg — X, to define an
isomorphism between the correspondence (A.4)

(A4) Mi11(Xo, Lo; B

/\

and the following correspondence (A.5)

(AS) Mk+1 XEaLevﬁ

TR

Although they did not explicitly mention a choice of compatible systems of Kuranishi structures or perturbations,
Nishinou-Nohara-Ueda [NNU1] essentially constructed an A -structure on L. C X, and computed its potential
function in the same way as on a Fano toric manifolds [CO, FOOO3] using Proposition A.4. We denote the
corresponding compatible system of CF-perturbations by 5541 g.c. (See [FOOO6, Section 7.2] for the meaning of
this notation. We note that the constant ¢ here and the constant € appearing in [FOOOG6, Section 7.2] are not related
to each other.)

Next we need to involve bulk deformations for our purpose of a construction of continuum of non-displaceable
Lagrangian tori in X, whose construction is now in order.

Denote /32 ¢(Z) be the free abelian group generated by the horizontal and vertical Schubert divisors

(A.6) (70 1<i<n-13U{Z}¥;:1<j<n—1}.
We recall

hor ver
(A7) Lﬁ@l‘jH:@:Lﬂ jil,j

for any i, j and so the cap product of 3 € m(X, L) with any element thereof is well-defined. Putting «724(Ag) :=
A25(Z) ® Ao, any element b € &/Z¢(Ag) can be expressed as

n—1

n—1
_ hor hor ver ver
(A.8) b= b1 Zia41 + E G124,
i=1 =

where b}, |, b%%+1 € Ao. We formally denote

n—1

(A.9) BNb= Z b?‘i’+1 (BN zh?;l-l Z i (BN2)Y ;)

=1
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For simplicity, let us fix an enumeration {Z; | j = 1,--- , B} of the elements in (A.6) where B = 2(n — 2) and
set b; to be the coefficient corresponding to Z; in (A.8).

The following is the statement of the counterpart of Theorem 9.6 which contains full details for the case of
general smooth toric manifolds in Section 3, 4, 6, and 7 from [FOOO4].

Theorem A.6. Let b € Wgs(Ao) and let L be a Gelfand-Cetlin torus Lagrangian fiber of ® in Oy. Then, the

bulk-deformed potential function is written as

(A.10) PO® (L;b) =Y exp (BNb) - exp(9B Nb) T/27,
B

where the summation is taken over all homotopy classes in w2 (O, L) of Maslov index 2.

Since each _@zhf;ﬂrl (or 77, ;) represents a Schubert cocycle in H 2(X), one can equip an A..-algebra with bulk
on L, see [FOOO1, FOOO4, FOOO7]. We would like to calculate the bulk-deformed potential function explicitly.
We put B = {1,..., B} and denote the set of all maps p: {1,...,¢} — B by Map(¢, B). We write |p| = ¢ if

p € Map(¢, B). Setting ev™ := (evi™, ..., evi"), We define a fiber product

¢
(A.11) Mit10(X, L; 8;) 1= Mii10(X, L; B)eym X x¢ [ [ Zoti)
i=1
and then (A.1) induces ev;: My11.0(X,L; B;p) — L. Letevy = (evy,--- ,evg).

For the purpose of outlining the proof of Theorem A.6, we will be particularly interested in homotopy classes of
Maslov index two as we have taken a combination of divisors in order to deform the potential function BO. Since
every Schubert variety is normal, see [Bri] for instance, the singular locus of &, has the (complex) codimension
> 2. By Lemma A.5, for a class 8 with () = 2, we observe that

¢
(A.12) MkJrl;Z(Xm Lg; B; p) = Mk+1;£(X67 Le; ﬂ)evi"l XXf H li?;l)
i=1
where Z5™ := 2,\(¢L) 1 (So). Consider a system of Kuranishi structures on M1 ;(Xc, L.; 3)’s constructed in
[Fuk, Corollary 3.1]. Then, as in [FOOO7, Section 4.3.6] (without requiring torus equivariance), one can extend
the structures to those on M1 (X, Le; 5; p) using (A.12).
Keeping in mind that X, is Fano, Lemma A.2 and (A.7) yield that M11.¢(X,, L., 8; p) is empty if one of the

followings is satisfied.

(1) p(8) <0,
(A.13) (2) u(B) =0and B #0,
(3) B=0and! > 0.

Without perturbing those moduli spaces, we obtain the followings.

Lemma A.7 (Lemma 3.2.6 in [FOOOT7]). There exists a CF-perturbation s = {Sp11,g,p} on My41,(Xe, Le; B;p)
such that for all classes 8 with u(f) < 2,

(1) The CF-perturbation is transversal to Q.

(2) The evaluation map evo: Myi1,(Xe, Le; B;p)° — L is a submersion.

(3) Itis invariant under the action of the symmetric group exchaging the interior marked points and the factors
of p.

(4) It is compatible with the forgetful map forgety ;.1: Mpyy1,:1(Xc, Le; B5p)° — My i(Xe, Le; 35 p)° which
forgets the 1st, 2nd,- - - and kth boundary marked points and then collapses the unstable components.

(5) It is compatible with other CF-perturbations given along the boundary.

(6) Myt1,0(Xe, Le, B;p)° is still empty if one of (A.13) holds.

(7) It extends the above chosen {sy1+1 8} on Myi1(Xe, Le; ) to Myt1,(Xe, Le; 5;p).



LAGRANGIAN FIBERS OF GELFAND-CETLIN SYSTEMS 83

In order to see details, the reader is referred to [Fuk, Section 4] and [FOOQO7, Section 3.2]. Applying a smooth
correspondence in [FOOO4, Section 12] to

(A.14) Miy1,1(Xe, Le; 5 p)

ev evo

Lk L
we define
Ji,e8 (P pek ) == (evo)! (evi(m{b®@--- @ mb)).

Because of (4) in Lemma A.7, we have

1
(A.15) G5 (P3b7°) = (0B N0)" - do.eip (93 1)

Note that (5) and (6) in Lemma A.7 yield that qq ¢.5(p; 1) represents a cycle, whose dimension is dim L. Passing
to the canonical model [FOOO1, FOOO2], we obtain that

(A.16) qo.e;5(p; 1) = ng(p) - PD[L]

for some ng(p) € Q, consult [FOOOS5, Appendix A] to see why (A.16) is true. As a consequence, we obtain that
every l-cochain is a weak bounding cochain with respect to b. In particular, the potential function with bulk is
defined on H'(L_;AL).

Under our situation, ng(p) is well-defined. Especially when dim Z, = 2n — 2, u(8) = 2, we recall that this
is precisely the situation where the divisor axiom of the Gromov-Witten theory applies, see [FOOO4, Lemma 9.2].

In particualr, we can calculate ng(p) in the homology level and therefore

[p|
(A17) ns(P) =ns- [[ (B0 %)) -

i=1
Following [FOOO4, Section 7] and using (A.15), (A.16), (A.17) and (A.9), we obtain that

imz (b®k . ZZ Z |qk€,8 b®£;b®k)Tw(B)/2w
k=0

k=0 ¢=0 B;u(B)=2 ¢

:Z Y. D ep@8nb)- 4 bpqo,e;ﬁ (p; 1) T*P)/27

£=0 p;|p|=£ B;1(B)=2

> Z > exp(dBNDb)- —bp s(p) | T¥P/%7 . pDIL)

Biu(B)=2 \£=0p;lp|=¢

Ip|
= 2 n Z > T0ee) (B0 %)) | -exp(@80b) - T/ . PD[L]
Biu(B)=2 =0 " p;lp|=¢ i=1
Y. ng-exp(8Nb)-exp(@pnb) -T2 PDIL]

Biu(B)=2

where bP = Hle bp(i)- Finally, incorporating with deformation of non-unitary flat line bundle by Cho [Cho2],

we can extend the domain of the bulk-deformed potential function to H*(L.; Ag). Because of Proposition A.4, we
have ng = 1 and thus, (A.10) is derived.
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