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EXAMPLES ON LOEWY FILTRATIONS AND K-STABILITY OF FANO
VARIETIES WITH NON-REDUCTIVE AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS

ATSUSHI ITO

ABSTRACT. It is known that the automorphism group of a K-polystable Fano manifold is
reductive. Codogni and Dervan construct a canonical filtration of the section ring, called
Loewy filtration, and conjecture that the Loewy filtration destabilizes any Fano variety with
non-reductive automorphism group. In this note, we give a counterexample to their conjec-
ture.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a Fano manifold X over C, it is known that X admits Kahler-Einstein metrics if and only
if X is K-polystable [Til, Do2, CT, St, Be, CDS1, CDS2, CDS3, Ti2]. The K-polystability of
X is defined by using the Donaldson-Futaki invariant DF (X, £) of a test configuration (X, L)
of X. Roughly, X is called K-polystable if DF(X,L) > 0 for any test configuration of X,
and equality holds only for a special type of test configurations, called of product type. On
the other hand, Matsushima [Ma] shows that if X admits Kéhler-Einstein metrics then the
automorphism group Aut(X) of X is reductive. Hence if Aut(X) is not reductive, X is not
K-polystable. Then there exists a test configuration (X, L) of X which destabilizes X, i.e.
DF(X,L£) <0, or DF(X,£) =0 and (X, £) is not of product type.

By this observation, Codogni and Dervan [CD1] consider the following question:

Question 1.1. If Aut(X) is not reductive, can we find a (canonical) destabilizing test con-
figuration (X, L) of X related to Aut(X)?

A test configuration (X, L) can be interpreted as a suitable finitely generated decreasing

filtrations Fo R = {F; R}icz of the section ring R = P4 HY(X,—dKx) by

(X, L) = (ProjAl @(ER)t—i,ou)) — A! = SpecClt],

i
where Fo R is called finitely generated if @,(F;R)t™" is a finitely generated C|t]-algebra.

Using the action of Aut(X), Codogni and Dervan construct a canonical filtration of R, called
the Loewy filtration of X. Note that we do not know whether or not the Loewy filtration is
finitely generated in general [CD1, CD2].

The following is a special case of [CD1, Conjecture B], i.e. the case when the Loewy filtration
is finitely generated:

Conjecture 1.2. Let X be a Fano manifold with non-reductive automorphism group. Assume
that the Loewy filtration of X is finitely generated. Then the induced test configuration
(XLoes L1.0e) destabilizes X.

We note that they state the conjecture [CD1, Conjecture B not only for Fano manifolds
but also for polarized varieties.

The purpose of this note is to give a counterexample to Conjecture 1.2, and hence to [CD1,
Conjecture B] as follows:
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Theorem 1.3. There exists a smooth toric Fano 3-fold X with non-reductive automorphism
group such that the Loewy filtration is finitely generated and the Donaldson-Futaki invariant
DF(XLoe, L10e) i positive. In particular, (Xioe, L1.oe) does not destabilize X .

In a preliminary version [CDO] of [CD1], they also mention Socle filtrations, which are
“dual” of Loewy filtrations. We also study Socle filtrations.

This note is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall K-stability and Loewy filtrations.
In Section 3, we explain some known results about toric varieties. In Section 4, we give a
counterexample to Conjecture 1.2. In Appendix, we show a property of Socle filtrations.
Throughout this note, we work over C. We denote by N the set of all non-negative integers.
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answering his questions. The author was supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
17K14162.

2. K—STABILITY, TEST CONFIGURATIONS, AND FILTRATIONS

Throughout this section, X is a Q-Fano variety, that is, X is a normal projective variety
with at most kit singularities such that the anti-canonical divisor —Kx is Q-Cartier and
ample.

2.1. K-stability.

Definition 2.1. A test configuration (X, L) of X consists of the following data:
e a variety X’ with a projective morphism 7 : X — Al
e a Q-line bundle £ on X which is ample over Al,
e a Gy,-action on (&, L) such that 7 is Gy-equivariant and (X \ Xo, L]x\x,) 15 G-
equivariantly isomorphic to (X x (A!\ {0}),p}(—Kx)), where G,, acts on Al multi-
plicatively and X is the fiber over 0 € A

For a test configuration (X, £) of X, we can define a rational number DF(X, £), called the
Donaldson-Futaki invariant of (X, L). See [Dol] for the definition of DF (X, £).

Definition 2.2. A Q-Fano variety X is called
(1) K-semistable if for any test configuration (X, L) of X, we have DF(X, L) > 0.
(2) K-polystable if X is K-semistable and, if DF (X', £) = 0 for a test configuration (X, £) of
X, then X is isomorphic to a test configuration of product type outside a codimension
two subset, i.e. X is isomorphic to X x Al over A! outside a codimension two subset.

Let
R=@Ri=P H* X, -dKx)
d=0 d=0
be the section ring of X. In this note, a decreasing filtration F R of R is a sequence of vector
subspaces
D]:iRD]:iJrlRD
of R for i € Z such that F;R = @ -0(FiR N Ryq) holds for any i € Z and J;cz FiR = R.
A decreasing filtration F, R is called
o multiplicative if F;R-F;R C F;y;R for any i, j. We note that if 74 R is multiplicative,
@,z (FiR)t™" has a natural C[t]-algebra structure.
e finitely generated if it is multiplicative and the C[t]-algebra @, ,(F;R)t™" is finitely
generated.
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An increasing filtration GeR of R is a sequence of vector subspaces
- CGRCGRC---
of R for i € Z such that G;R = @ -,(G:R N Ry) holds for any i € Z and J;c; GiR = R.

An increasing filtration G4 R is called
o multiplicative if G;R-G;R C G; ;R for any 4, j. In that case, @ieZ(QiR)ti has a natural
C[t]-algebra structure.
e finitely generated if it is multiplicative and the Cl[t]-algebra @, ,(G;R)t" is finitely
generated.

If a decreasing filtration F, R is finitely generated, we have

(X, L) := (ProjAl @(ER)N,OQ)) — Al
USY/
which is a test configuration of X. We call this (X, £) the test configuration induced by the
finitely generated filtration FqR. We say that Fe R destabilizes X if so does the induced test
configuration (X, L).
Similarly, if an increasing filtration G4 R is finitely generated, we have the induced test
configuration

(X, L) := <ProjA1€B(giR)ti,(’)(1)> — AL

1€EZ
2.2. Loewy and Socle filtrations.

Definition 2.3. Let U be a unipotent algebraic group, and V be a finite dimensional U-
module.

(1) The Loewy filtration FEV = {FFV},en is a decreasing filtration of U-modules defined
by
6) FEV =V,
(ii) for i > 0, FFV is the minimal U-submodule of FX,V such that the quotient
.7-"26 1V/ .7-"ZL V' is semisimple, i.e. the action on .7-"25 1V/ _7-"ZL V' is trivial.
(2) The Socle filtration GJV = {G?V }ien is an increasing filtration of U-modules defined
by
(i) G5V = VY, the invariant part of V by the action of U,
(i) for i >0, GPV/GZ,\V = (V/GZ,V)Y.

Remark 2.4. Loewy filtrations can be defined for not necessarily unipotent algebraic groups.
However, we can reduce the general case to the unipotent case by taking the unipotent radical
[CD1, Lemma 2.3].

Since U is unipotent and V is finite dimensional, 7V = {0} and GZV =V for i > 0.

We also note that the indexes of the Socle filtration in Definition 2.3 is shifted by one from
those in [CDO]. More precisely, it is defined as G5V = {0},G7V = VU ... in [CDO].

Example 2.5. Fix N € N and set Vy = {f € Cz]| deg(f) < N} C Clz]. Let U be the
additive unipotent algebraic group C, and consider the action of U on Vy by -z := x4+ «
for a € U = C. In this case, it holds that

FlVy ={f€V|deg(f) <N i}, G'Vn={f€V]|deg(f)<i}.
Definition 2.6. Let X be a Q-Fano variety and U be the unipotent radical of the automor-
phism group Aut(X) of X. Then U acts on Ry = H°(X, —dKx) for each d > 0.
(1) The Loewy filtration FFR of X is a decreasing filtration of R defined by
° ]:ZLR:Rfori<0,
° ]:Z-LR = @@0 ]:Z-LRd for i > 0, where FLRy is the Loewy filtration of the
U-module Ry.
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(2) The Socle filtration G2 R of X is an increasing filtration of R defined by
e G°R = {0} fori <0,
° ng = @@0 ngd for i > 0, where GS Ry is the Socle filtration of the U-
module Ry.
(3) If the Loewy filtration FL R (resp. Socle filtration G5 R) is finitely generated, we denote
by (XLoe, LLoe) (resp. (Xsoc, Lsoc)) the induced test configuration of X.

Remark 2.7. We note that (J,c; 'R = U;cz, 7 R = R holds by Remark 2.4. It is not
known whether or not the Loewy filtration of a Q-Fano variety is multiplicative in general
[CD2]. On the other hand, we will show that the Socle filtration is multiplicative in Appendix.

Example 2.8. Let S — P? be the blow-up of P? = ProjC[X,Y,Z] at [1:0:0] and [0: 1:0].
The Loewy filtration of S is computed in [CD1, Subsection 3.2] as follows.
The unipotent radical of Aut(S) consists of matrixes of the form

1 0 «
01 g8 for o, €C,
0 0 1

which acts on C[X,Y, Z] by
(2.1) X X+aZ YeY+BZ ZesZ

Since —Kg = 3H —F1— E5, where H is the pullback of Op2(1) and E7, Es are the exceptional
divisors, we have

Ry = H(S,—dKg) = (X°Y*Z34797b |0 < a,b < 2d,a + b < 3d).
<

In [CD1], it is shown that FXRy = (X2Y?Z34797b |0 < a,b < 2d,a + b < 3d — i) for i > 0,
and hence FLR is finitely generated. In this example, DF (XLoe, L1o0e) < 0 holds as computed
in [CD1].

<
<

For the Socle filtration G5 R, we need to compute the invariant part of the action of U. By
(2.1), an element in Rg = (X*Y?Z327b |0 < a,b < 2d,a + b < 3d) is invariant if and only if
it a polynomial of Z. Hence we have

Go Ry = R = (2%).
For G{ Ry, we need to consider the action on
Ry/GS Rg = (XYt 734797010 < a,b < 2d,a + b < 3d) /(Z3).
Since (Ryq/G5 Ra)V = (X 7341y 734=1 734y /( 730} 'we have Gf Rg = (X Z34~1 Yy 7341, 73d),
Inductively, it holds that
GP Ry = (XYt 734797b 10 < a,b < 2d,a + b < min{i, 3d})

In this example, the Socle filtration is essentially the same as the Loewy filtration. More pre-
cisely, QZS Ry = ]:::{Zl—z‘Rd holds for any ¢,d and hence (Xsoc, Lsoc) coincides with (Xee, Lioe)-

3. TORIC VARIETIES

Let M ~ Z™ be a lattice of rank n, and N be the dual lattice of M. An n-dimensional
lattice polytope P C Mg := M ® R is called reflexive if P contains 0 € M in its interior and
the dual polytope

P*:={v e Ngp:= N®R|(u,v) > —1 for any u € P}

is a lattice polytope as well. A reflexive polytope P C My defines an n-dimensional Gorenstein
toric Fano variety X by

(X7 _KX) = (Proj C[PP]v 0(1)) )
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where I'p = {(d,u) € Nx M [u € dP} and C[I'p] = D4 yyer, Cx@% is the semigroup ring
graded by N. In particular, it holds that
HY(X,-dKx)= @ Cx'“v.
uedPNM

In the rest of this section, P C Mg is a reflexive polytope and X is the corresponding
Gorenstein toric Fano variety.

3.1. Toric test configurations. Let f: P — R be a piecewise linear concave function with
rational coefficients. As is well known, f induces a test configuration of X as follows.
Consider a decreasing filtration FIR of the section ring R = C[['p| by

FIR = (x4 | (d,u) € Tp, f(u/d) > i/d).

This filtration Fi R is multiplicative by the concavity of f, and finitely generated since f is
piecewise linear with rational coefficients. Hence FI R induces a test configuration (Xy, L)
of X.

Similarly, a piecewise linear convex function g : P — R with rational coefficients induces a
finitely generated increasing filtration GJ R by

G/ R = (x| (d,u) € Tp,g(u/d) < i/d).

In particular, G R induces a test configuration (Xy, Ly) of X.
We note that (Xf, Lf) = (X, Ly) holds if g = C' — f for some rational number C.

Other than the Donaldson-Futaki invariant DF (X, £), there exists another invariant Ding(X’, £)
introduced in [Be], called the Ding invariant of (X, L), which also can be used to define K-
stability.

For toric test configurations, the following formulas are known:

Theorem 3.1 ([Dol],[Ya, Theorem 5, Proposition 7]). Under the above notation, it holds

that
DF(Xf,£f>=n(VO1 / fudu = s [ o).

Ding(Xy, Lf) = Vol / f(u

1
DF(X, . £,) = ( i /P stydn+ o [ Pg(u)da),
Ding (Y. £,) = ~9(0) + w7 | ot

where du is the Fuclidean measure on Mg and do is the boundary measure on OP induced by
the lattice M. The volumes vol(P),vol(OP) are with respect to du,do respectively.
Furthermore, it holds that

DF(Xf,Ly) > Ding(X¢,Ly) (resp. DF(X,, Ly) = Ding(Xy, Ly)),
and the equality holds if and only if f (resp. g) is radically affine, where we say that a function
¢ : P — R is radically affine if p(tu) — o(0) = t(¢(u) — ¢(0)) for any t € [0,1] and u € OP.

3.2. Automorphism groups. The automorphism group of toric varieties are studied by
[De, Col, Co2, SMS], etc. For simplicity, we only consider the Gorenstein Fano case here.
Let v1,...,vny € Ngr be all the vertices of P*. Then we have

P ={ue M| (u,v;) > —1 for all i}.

We denote by D; the torus invariant prime divisor on X corresponding to v;.
Let S = C[zy,...,zN], which is called the Coz ring of X, be the polynomial ring whose
variables correspond to the prime divisors D1, ..., Dy on X. Hence a torus invariant effective
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Weil divisor D = >~ a;D; corresponds to the monomial z7"z3?... 2% € S, which is denoted

by zP.
Under this notation, S is the direct sum of Cz” for all torus invariant effective Weil divisors
D. Hence the Cox ring is graded by the Chow group A'(X) of X by

S= P s.= f | P "],

acAl(X) acAYN(X) \[D]=«a
where [D] is the class of D in A'(X).
We note that the monomial x(4% ¢ HO(X,—dKx) defines an effective torus invariant

divisor Y, ({(u,v;) + d)D; € | — dKx|. Thus we can naturally identify H(X, —dKx) with
S[_ary)- Hence the section ring R = C[I'p| can be identified with the subring of S

EB Si_arcy) C S-

d=0

Definition 3.2. An element m € M is called a root of P if there exists some i such that
(m,v;) = —1 and (m,v;) > 0 for any j # 4. In other words, m € M is a root if and only if m
is contained in the relative interior of a facet F' of P.

A root m is called semisimple if —m € M is a root as well. Otherwise, m is called unipotent.

We note that —m is called a root in [De, Col] for a root m in Definition 3.2. We follow the
notation in [Ni].

Example 3.3. The reflexive polytope in Figure 1 has two semisimple roots A and two unipo-
tent roots .

FiGURE 1.

For each root m € M, we have a corresponding one-parameter subgroup 4, : C — Aut(X),
and the unipotent radical U of Aut(X) is generated by [J,, ¥m(C), where we take the union
over all the unipotent roots of P.

Recall the definition of y,,. Let ¢ be the unique index with (m, v;) = —1 as in Definition 3.2.
We note that D; is linearly equivalent to the effective Weil divisor D = >, ,,(m,v;)D;. For
each a € C, we have an automorphism of S defined by

z; — x; + ax®, xj— x; for j#1,

which preserves the A'(X)-grading. This induces an automorphism ¥, (o) € Aut(X).

4. EXAMPLES

Let P C Mg be a reflexive polytope and X be the corresponding Gorenstein toric Fano
variety. In this section, we only consider examples with the simplest non-trivial unipotent
radical, that is, we assume that there exists a unique unipotent root m of P throughout
this section. Hence the unipotent radical U of Aut(X) is isomorphic to C via the one-
parameter subgroup y,,. In this case, the Loewy and Socle filtrations and the Donaldson-
Futaki invariants of them are described as follows.
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Let F' be the unique facet of P containing m. Without loss of generality, we may assume
M = M' xZfor M' ~ 7", m = (0,—1) € M’ xZ, and F = F’ x {—1} for a lattice polytope
F' € M'g. By [Ni, Lemma 5.9], there exists a piecewise linear concave function h : F/ — R
such that

(4.1) P={(,t)e FFxR| —1<t<h)}

Example 4.1. For the reflexive polytope P C R? in Figure 2, F’ = [~1,1] C R and h(u') =
11—/

FIiGURE 2.

For v/ € dF' N M’, set
RY = (9 |u = (1) € dP O M)
= (X' |y = («/,1) with | € Z,—d < 1 < |dh(d'/d)]) C Ry.
By (4.1), we have a decomposition
Ri= €P RY
uw'edF'NM’'
as vector spaces. In fact, this is a decomposition as U-modules by the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. For any v’ € dF' N M’, RZ{ is a U-submodule of Ry. Furthermore RZ{ is
isomorphic to Vian(u jdy|+d in Example 2.5 as U-modules.

Proof. As in §3.2, let Dq,..., Dy be all the torus invariant prime divisors on X. We may
assume that the facet F' 5 m = (0,—1) corresponds to D;. Recall that « € C=U C Aut(X)
acts on the Cox ring S by

1 — a1 +ax?, oz a for i3> 2,
where D = ., (m,v;) D;.
Fix o' € dF' N M'. For simplicity, set x; = x** € RY for u = (u/,1) with —d < I <

|dh(«//d)]. By the identification of R = C[I'p] with @50 S[_axy] in §3.2, xi € RY C Ris
identified with

N
X = H$§u’vi>+d es.
=1

Since v1 = (0,1) € N’ x Z, where N’ is the dual lattice of M’, we have (u,v1) +d =1+ d.
Hence

N
X =it [[a"" e s,
i=2
which is mapped to

N
N -d
(z1 + amD)ler H%{u,vzﬂ
i=2
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by the action of a € C. Since zP = Y, m§m’vi>

)

I+d
Td\ .« 1a .
(1 + azP)iHd = Z ( + )oﬂmlfd i ,iD

s J
aal <z + d>
_ ] l+d ]H ] m,v;)
=0 ‘7 =2
Thus by the action of o € C, X is mapped to
N I+d N N
DAl+d (uvi)+d _ L+d\ ; iva—y j(m,v;) (w,v;)+d
(x1 4+ az™) sz = Z R FeR sz sz
=2 = N =2 =2
Jr
j= < 1=2
I+d
I+d\
= ( + >Oélej7
=0 > 7

where the last equality follows from u + jm = (u/,1) + j(0,—1) = («/,1 — j). In particular,
(X;| —d <1< [dh(u'/d)]) C S is closed under the action of U. Hence so is RY = (x| —d <
I < {dh( '/d)|) C Ry, i.e. RY is a U-submodule.

By the above argument,

(4.2) RY = Vighwyay+a x> a™

is an isomorphism as U-modules. O
Lemma 4.3. Under the above setting, for u = (v/,1) € dPN M, @) € Ry is contained in
FERy if and only if | < dh(v//d) — 1.

On the other hand, %" € Ry is contained in QiSRd if and only if | <1i—d.
Proof. By (4.1), this lemma holds for ¢ < 0. Hence we may assume ¢ > 0.

We use the notation in the proof of Lemma 4.2. By Lemma 4.2, we have a decomposition
Ry =@y carar BY as U-modules. Hence FFRy = @,caprmny FLRY holds.

Since FFV an(w jay|+a = (27 |0 < j < |dh(v//d)| + d — i) by Example 2.5, we have

FIRY = Cal —d <1< |dh(d/d)| — i)
by (4.2). Thus x; = x4% for u = (u,1) is contained in F' Ry if and only if I < |dh(v'/d)| —
which is equivalent to | < dh(u’/d) — i since | and i are integers.
Similarly, we have gf Rqg=®Bycarom QZS Rg/ and
GPRY = (xi| —d <1< —d+1).

(du)

Hence x; = x is contained in QiSRd if and only if | < —d + 1. O

Proposition 4.4. Under the above setting, the Loewy filtration FLR of X coincides with the
decreasing toric filtration FIR induced by the concave function f defined as

f:P—=R, (U, t)— h@)—t

On the other hand, the Socle filtration GS R of X coincides with the increasing toric filtration
YR induced by the affine (hence convex) function g defined as

g:P—=R, (W t)—t+1.
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Proof. By the definition of toric filtrations, for u = (uv/,1) € dP N M, x4 € Ry is contained
in ]:Zf Ry if and only if

ifd < fu/d) = f(u'/d,1/d) = h(u'/d) - 1/d,
which is equivalent to | < dh(u'/d) —i. Hence FI R coincides with the Loewy filtration FXR
by Lemma 4.3.
Similarly, (4% € Ry is contained in G/ R if and only if
ifd > g(u/d) = g(u'/d,l/d) = 1/d +1,

which is equivalent to | < i — d. Hence GJR coincides with the Socle filtration Q;qR by
Lemma 4.3. O

Since P = {(v/,t) € F/ xR| —1 <t < h(v)}, roughly Proposition 4.4 states that the
Loewy (resp. Socle) filtration is determined by the distance from the top facets of P defined
by h (resp. the distance from the bottom facet F' = F’ x {—1}).

By Proposition 4.4, both FLR and GZR are finitely generated, and hence induce test
configurations (Xfoe, LLoe) and (Xsoc, Lsoc), respectively. By Theorem 3.1, we can compute
the Donaldson-Futaki invariant and the Ding invariant of these test configurations as follows:

Corollary 4.5. It holds that

Ding(XLoewCLoe) = VO%(ZD) L(h(o) - h(u,) + t)du'dt,

1
DF(XSOCa ESOC) = Ding(XSoc, ﬁSoc) = VOI(P) / tdu'dt.
P

If h: F' — R is radically affine, DF(XLoe, L1.0e) = Ding(Xioe, L10e) holds.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 4.4. We note that g(u’,t) = ¢+ 1 is
affine, in particular, radically affine. On the other hand, f(u',t) = h(u') — ¢ is radically affine
if and only if so is h. O

In all the following examples, h is radically affine and hence DF (X1,0¢, L1.0e) = Ding(XL0e, L1.0¢)
holds.

4.1. A singular toric del Pezzo surface. In this subsection, we give a counterexample to
Conjecture 1.2 with singular X.

Let P C R? be the reflexive polytope in Figure 2. We note that the corresponding X is a
singular del Pezzo surface of degree 6 with one ordinary double point. In this case, F' = [—1,1]
and h : F' — R is defined by h(z) = 1 — |z| as stated in Example 4.1. Since h is radically
affine, we have

1 2
DF(XLOeaﬁLoe) = ‘7017(13) \L(‘Z" + t)d.%'dt = § > O’

1 2
DF (X, _ b __2_,
( SOC7£SOC) VOI(P) Ltdwdt 9 <0

by Corollary 4.5. Hence the Loewy filtration does not destabilize X, but the Socle filtration
does.

4.2. A smooth toric Fano 3-fold. In this subsection, we show Theorem 1.3, i.e. we give a
counterexample to Conjecture 1.2 with smooth X.
The reflexive polytope

F' = Conv((1,1),(0,1), (=2, -1),(1,-1)) C R?

in Figure 3 corresponds to the Hirzebruch surface 1 = Pp1 (O®O(—1)). Let X be the smooth
toric Fano 3-fold obtained as the blow-up of ¥; x P! along C x {p}, where C C X is the
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torus invariant section with (C2?) = 1 and p € P! is a torus invariant point. Since ¥; x P!
corresponds to F’ x [—1,1], the polytope P corresponding to X is written as

P={(z,y,t) e F' XxRCR3| —1<t<hiz,y) = min{1,1+y}}.

We note that P has two semisimple roots and one unipotent root m = (0,0, —1).

_—

J
F F' x [-1,1] P
FIGURE 3.
Since h is radically affine, we have
1 20\ '7 21
DF (XLoe, £ = — 0,— Hdedydt = | — ) - = = —
( Loe> Loe) VOI(P) /P(max{ ) y}+ ) ray <3> ] 160,
1 20\ '/ 7 21
DF (Xsoc, £ =—— [ tdedydt = — | | —=)=——.
(Fsoes Lsoc) = Z7py /P i ( 3 > ( 8) 160
Proof of Theorem 1.3. The above X satisfies the conditions in the theorem. O

4.3. A singular toric Fano 3-fold. For examples in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2, the invariant
DF(Xsoc, Lsoc) is negative, and hence the Socle filtration destabilizes X.

As we will see in Appendix, the Socle filtration is the filtration induced from a valuation
on the function field of X, and hence multiplicative in general. Thus we might expect that
the Socle filtration destabilizes any Q-Fano varieties.

However, the answer is no, at least for singular X. The following is an example of a Goren-
stein toric Fano 3-fold with non-reductive automorphism group such that DF(Xsoc, L5oc) =
Ding(XSOCa ‘CSOC) > 0.

Let F' C R? be the hexagon with vertexes (1,0),(0,1),(—1,1),(=1,0), (0, 1), (1,—1). We
define a function h : F' — R by

1—-2x (>0
h(m,y):{ 11—z gxé()g

for (z,y) € F'. The polytope P C R? in Figure 4 is defined by h and (4.1). We can check
that P is reflexive, and m = (0,0,—1) € P is the unique unipotent root. By Corollary 4.5,

we can compute
3 9
<‘§> RN
3
8

16\ ¢ 9
DF(XSOC,ESoc) = <—> == —>0.

16\ "
DF(XLoea»CLoe) = <§> .
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FIGURE 4.

APPENDIX A. ON SOCLE FILTRATIONS

Let R = @, Rq be a finitely generated graded integral C-algebra and set X = Proj R.
We do not assume that X is Fano. Let U be a unipotent algebraic group which acts on R as
a graded C-algebra. By exactly the same definition as Definition 2.3, we can define the Socle
filtration gf’R of R.

Recall that an increasing filtration G4 R is multiplicative if and only if G;R - G;R C G;4;R
holds for any 1, j.
Lemma A.1. Under the above setting, the Socle filtration G5 R is multiplicative.

To show this lemma, we use the Lie algebra u of U. Since U acts on R as a C-algebra, any
D € u acts on R as a C-derivation, i.e. Dc =0 for any ¢ € C and

D(zy) = (Dz)y + x(Dy)
holds for any =,y € R. By induction, for any D1,..., Dy € u it holds that
(A1) Dy --- Di(zy) = > (DR -+ Di'a)(Dy =N - D™ "y),
(e1,--»en)€E{0,1}N
where D%z = x by convention.
Lemma A.2. For any i,d > 0, it holds that
G'Rqy={x € Ry|Diy1...D1x =0 for any Dy,...,Di11 € u}.

Proof. For i = 0, x € Ry is contained in the invariant part gg’ Rq = (Ry)V if and only if
Dz = 0 for any D € u. Hence the statement holds for ¢ = 0. By the induction on 4, this
lemma follows. O

Proof of Lemma A.1. Take x € GPR and y € GP R for 4, j € Z. We need to show xy € g;in.
Since Gy R = {0} for k < 0 by definition, zy = 0 € QiﬂjR holds if 7 or j is negative. Hence we
may assume ¢,7 > 0.

Set N =i+ j+ 1 and take any Dy,..., Dy € u. It suffices to show Dy ... Di(zy) = 0 by
Lemma A.2. For each (e1,...,en) € {0,1}", one of Y. ep =i+ 1or > (1 —e;) =7+ 1 must
hold. Hence D3} --- D'z = 0 or DjlvfeN .- D{ %'y = 0 holds by Lemma A.2. By (A.1), we
have Dy ... Di(zy) = 0. O

In fact, we can show the following proposition, which refines Lemma A.1.

Proposition A.3. Let z € GPR\ G’ |R and y € QJSR \ gfﬁlR for i,5 > 0. Then zy €
G5 ;R\ G, _| R holds.
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Proof. Since xy € giLjR by Lemma A.1, what we need to show is zy & QEH;IR. By
Lemma A.2, it is enough to find Dy, ..., D;1; € usuch that D;,;--- Dy(zy) # 0.

Consider the set ® which consists of sequences of non-negative integers (ay);2, satisfying

e > 12, ap =1i. In particular, there exists m such that a; = 0 for any k > m + 1.
e For the above m, there exist Dy, ..., D, € usuch that D&~ --- D{'z # 0.

We note that aj, could be zero even if k < m. For simplicity, we denote (a)72 ; by (a1, ..., am)
if ap, =0 for any k > m + 1.

Since z ¢ G | R, D; -+~ Di(x) # 0 for some Dy,...,D; € u. Hence (1,1,...,1) is contained
h',—/
1

in ®. In particular, ® # (.

Let (a1,...,am) = (a1,...,am,0,0,...) € ® be the maximum element with respect to the
lexicographical order. Take and fix D;,..., Dy, € u with D% ... D{*x # 0.

Consider another set ® C N™ defined as follows: (a},...,al,) € N is contained in @’ if
and only if

en:=j—(aj+---+al,) =0 andD;L...D’lD?,/Lm---Df/ly;é()forsome Di,...,D} €u.
Since y ¢ Q]S_lR, D’ --- Dy # 0 for some Dy, ..., D} Hence (0,0,...,0) is contained in &".
————

m
In particular, ® # (.

Let (a},...,al,) € ® be the maximum element with respect to the lexicographical order.

Take and fix Df,..., D], € u with D;L...D'ng;m---Dfly#Oforn:j— (@i +---+al,).
To prove zy & QiSJr j—1R7 it suffices to show
(A.2) D}, Dy Do DI () £ 0
since 3%y (ai +ap) +n =30 4+ (n 300, a) =i+ .
By (A.1), D/, --- D} Datom ... D(f”La1 (xy) is equal to
(A3) D caelDy - DY D - DY) (D)1 o D Do DY)
a,e
where the sum is taken over all (o, €) = (o, ..., Qm,€1,...,6,) With
@ €{0,1,...,a; +a;}, e€{0,1}"
and the coefficient cq e € N is
m /
. a; + a;
Ca,s - H < o >
i=1
If Y1 o + Y% &5 > i, it holds that D, ... D' Dgm--- Dz = 0 by z € GPR. If

St + 5 g <, o/ --D’llfeng{”jLa;”_am : --D?ﬁall_aly =0byy e G/R and
>oiti(ai+aj —ai) + 377 (1 —¢g5) > j. Hence it suffices to take the sum in (A.3) over (e, €)
with

(A4) ZO&Z‘ +Zej =1.
i=1 j=1

Assume that («, €) satisfies (A.4). By the definition of ®, D/*"--- D|** D%m ... D"z = 0
if (1,...,am,€1,...,6n) € . Since (ay,...,an,) € ¢ is the maximum element, it suffices to
take the sum in (A.3) over (o, €) with (A.4) and

(A.5) (Q1yeeey Qs €15 vy 8n) < (a1, .. am).
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. e 61 pyam-bal,—am taj—or o
By the definition of &, D,'~% ... pjl=e1 pgnFam=am  pITOTMy — 0 if (a1 + af —

A1y +al, — ) € . Since (af,...,a),) € ® is the maximum element, it suffices to
take the sum in (A.3) over (a,€) with (A.4), (A.5) and
(A.6) (a1 +d) —a1,...,am +a, —an) < (dy,...,al,).

Assume that the index (e, €) satisfies (A.4), (A.5), and (A.6). Then a; < a3 and a1 +aj —
aj < df hold. Hence ag must be ay.

Since a1 = a1, we have as < as and as + a'2 — o9 < aé, which imply as = as. Repeating
this, (a1,...,qn,) must coincide with (a1,...,a,). By (A.4) and > ", a; = i, we have
e=(0,...,0).

After all, the index (a,e) which we need to take is only ((a1,...,an),(0,...,0)). Hence
D] ---Dj Dl tam D?Hal (zy) is equal to

C(at i), (0,,0) (D" - DY) (Dy, ... Dy Dy - - D'y),

which is nonzero since both D% ... D{*z and D), ... D] D D(flly are non-zero elements
in the integral domain R, and c(q, ... 4,),(0,...,0) 7 0- Thus xy & QH] 1 R follows. (]

Proposition A.3 implies that the Socle filtration induces a valuation on the function field
of X as follows.

Definition A.4. For x € R, we set
(A7) W) =inf{i € Z|z € G’R} € {—o0} UN.

We note that {i € Z|z € GPR} # () for any = € R since | J;GP R = R, and (x) = —oo if and
only if z = 0, and ¢(c) = 0 for ¢ #2 0 € C C Ry. For z,y € R, t(zy) = t(z) + ¢(y) holds by
Proposition A.3.

Definition A.5. Let K(X) be the function field of X. We define a function v : K(X) —

Z U {oo} by
o(3) =) + )

Corollary A.6. The above function v is well-defined. Furthermore, v is a valuation which is
trivial on C.

ford > 0,2,y € Rg,y # 0.

Proof. For the well-definedness, we weed to check
(1) for z,y € Rg,y # 0, —u(x) + 1(y) € ZU {o0}.
(2) if z/y =2'/y’ € K(X), it holds that —u(z) + ¢(y) = —c(z’) + ¢(v/').
As in Definition A.4, «(y) € N if y # 0. Since —¢(x) is in Z U {oo}, we have —u(z) 4+ 1(y) €
Z U {oo}. Thus (1) follows.
For (2), if z/y = 2'/y’ € K(X), we have 2y’ = 2’y € R. Then

ux) +u(y) = lay’) = u(a'y) = (") + 1(y)
by Proposition A.3. Hence —u(z) + t(y) = —¢(z") + ¢(y') holds. Thus v is well-defined.

By Lemma A.1, Lemma A.2 and Proposition A.3, we can check that v satisfies the definition
of valuation, i.e.

e v(0) = oo and v(x) # oo for z € K(X) \ 0.

e v(x +y) > min{v(z),v(y)} for z,y € K(X), with equality if v(x) # v(y).
o vlay) = o(z) +0ly) for .y € K(X).

e v(a)=0foracC\O.
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Example A.7. Let P be a reflexive polytope with a unique unipotent root m = (0,—1) €
M’ x 7 such that

P={(W,t)e F'xR| —1<t<h()}
for some F’,h as in §4. In this case, the valuation induced by the Socle filtration G¥R
is the toric valuation corresponding to (0,—1) € N’ x Z. We note that this is not the
divisorial valuation ordp, which corresponds to (0,1) € N’ x Z, for the prime divisor D C X
corresponding to the facet F = F’' x {—1} of P.

For example, for the singular del Pezzo surface in §4.1, the valuation v is nothing but the
divisorial valuation ordg, where E is the exceptional divisor of the blow-up of the ordinary
double point in X.

Recall that the function g in §4 corresponding to the Socle filtration is not only concave
but also affine, contrary to the convex function f. The affineness is due to Corollary A.6.

The author does not know whether or not the valuation v is the divisorial valuation for
some prime divisor over X in general.
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