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Universal spaces of parameters for complex Grassmann

manifolds G 2.

Nikita Klemyatin?

ISkoltech and Higher School of Economics

Abstract

In [1] and [2] Buchstaber and Terzic introduced a notion of universal space of
parameters F for a manifold M?", which has an effective action of compact torus
Tk | k < n with some additional properties. with special properties. This space is
needed to construction of factor M?"/T*. Buchstaber and Terzic constructed the
universal space of parameters for Gs 2 in [1]. In this work we construct universal
space of parameters for complex Grassmann manifold G4412. Our construction is
based on the construction of moduli space of stable curves of genus zero with ¢ + 1
marked points due to Salamon, McDuff and Hofer.
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1 Introduction.

The complex Grassmann manifolds are fundamental objects in various branches
of mathematics, such as differential and algebraic geometry, algebraic topology,
representation theory. These manifolds are important either as examples due to
their simple — and at the same time — rich geometry or as classifying spaces in
algebraic topology. Also they are important examples of spherical varieties in
representation theory.

Since the complex Grassmann manifolds are homogeneous spaces, they posseses
an action of torus. Studying this action is important in symplectic geometry and
toric topology. The canonical action of torus on G4y is one of the simplest
example of action of positive complexity. In this case, studying the orbit space
and moment map is harder, because additional parameters appear. For example,
in the case of G412 the complexity is equal to dimc Gy412—¢ = 2¢—q¢—2 = ¢—2.

However, until quite recently, the question about the factor Ggyq /7% could
not be solved due to abscence of methods for description of topology structure of
it. In order to describe Gg412/7T, Buchstaber and Terzic in [1] and [2] introduced
notions of (2n, k)-manifold and virtual spaces of parameters. They also proved
that G4 2 and G5 are (8;3) and (12;4) manifolds in the sense of this definition.
Furthermore, they are proved that all G412 for ¢ > 5 satisfy almost all axioms of
(2n, k)-manifolds except the last one. The last axiom says that there is a compact
manifold, which consists of all virtual spaces of parameters and this compact
manifold is a compactification of space of parameters for the main stratum.

In this work we prove that for each Gy1 2 the manifold, so-called “Chow factor”
Gy+1,2//(C*)? is a universal space of parameters. As a corollary, we obtain, that
for each ¢ the Grassmann manifold G412 is (4(¢ — 1); ¢) manifold in the sense of
Buchstaber and Terzic.

[ am very grateful to Victor Buchstaber for turning my mind into this problem
and fruitful discussions. I am also very grateful to Anton Ayzenberg, Vladislav
Cherepanov for valuable discussions. I also very grateful to Alexei Rukhovich and
Sergey Khakhalov for helping with this preprint.



2 Torus action on G, 2, equivariant stratification and spaces
of parameters of strata.

2.1 Action of 77" and (C*)?"! on G 5.

Definition 1. A Grassmann manifold (or Grassmannian) G412 is a space which
parametrizes all 2-dimensional linear subspaces of the (q+1)-dimensional vector
space Cat1,

Any element L € Gyy12 may be represented by matrix Ay, which columns
forms a basis in L:

a1 b1
A, — az 5.2
an by

This matrix is not unique, but any other such matrix By, may be obtained from
Ar by right action of GL(2,C).
Let Pij = aibj — ajbi.

Definition 2. Pj; is called a Plucker coordinate.

Proposition 1. 1. All Plucker coordinates are defined up to common nonzero
factor.

2. All Plucker coordinates define an embedding of Gyy12 into cp(qgl)_l;

3. Plucker coordinates are satisfy the Plucker relations:

Pij Py — P Py + Pjp Py = 0.

For the proof see [9] or [10].

This is a classical result, that Grassman manifold G 1 2 of two-planes in C¢?
may be viewed as homogeneous space of groups U(n) and GL(q + 1,C). Really,
both groups acts transitivilly on the set of 2-planes in C™. In the case of U(n)
the stabilizer of spanc{e1, ez} is equal to U(2) x U(n — 2) (here ej, ea are vectors
from standard basis of C™). So, we have

Goirz2 = Ulg +1)/U(2) x Ulg - ).

From this point of view one can see that the torus 791 C U(q) acts on Ggy1.9.
This action is an example of Hamiltonian action from symplectic geometry. The
easiest way to see it is follows: as we mentioned before, there is the Plucker
embedding ® : Ggp12 — cp()-1 s Tt equivariant. Hence, the pull-back
®*wrg of Fubini-Studi form is Kahler form on Gy412. It is not hard to show that
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the action of 791! is actually Hamiltonian. Moreover, one can show, that this
metric is also U(q + 1)-invariant.

There is a T4 -equivariant map f : Gygr12 = Dgria={z e R" |0 < 2; <
1, z1 + -+ x, = 2}. We are going to write the formula for p. Denote by e;
standard basis of R7T!. Let e;; := ¢; + ¢; and P(L) := > P¢j|2. In these
definitions the formula for y is very simple:

u(L) = ﬁ > 1Py

It’s not hard to see that the map is T™-equivariant and maps Gg41,2 onto

i<j|

Ag41,2. One could show that p is moment map for Kahler metric ®*wpg, which
was mentioned above.

There is another way to represent Ggy12 as a homogeneous space. As we
noticed before, GL(n,C) acts transitively on 2-planes in C™. The stabilizer (it is
parabolic subgroup of GL(n,C)) consists of matrices

Ay A
A= .

Here Ag € GL(2,C), Ay € GL(n—2,C) and A; is an arbitrary complex matrix
with two rows and (n—2) columns. So, the complex torus H := (C*)" C GL(n,C)
acts on G412

Here we describe a coordinate way. We can represent any L € G412 by 2 xn

matrix:
al b1
A = az 5.2
ag+1 bg+1

Let t = (t1,...,ty) € H. The action of H describes as follows:

tiay t1aio

toas toaso
tA; —

tgr1ag+1 tgr1bgi1

Remark. Notice, that the diagonal subgroups of 7™ and H both act trivially on
Gq+1,2-

Denote 7;; = t;t;. It is easy to see that we have an equality: Pj;(7L) =
7;jP;;(L). Note, that :—'; = % Hence, we can reconstruct all ¢; by 7;; up to a
common factor. Since the common factor is just an element of diagonal of H, we



can completely rebuild torus action up to action of diagonal (which acts trivially).
One could notice that an element ¢t € H fixes L iff ¢;t;P;;(L) = AP;;(L) for some
A € C*. Without loss of generality we can assume that A = 1.

Remark. All these results are true for arbitrary Gy, (with obvious modifica-
tions).

2.2 Stratification of G2 and spaces of parameters of strata.

In this section we define the notion of strata on Gy41,2. We give two definitions
of stratification and show their equivalence.

Let K = {I c 2{b-m |I| = 2}. Suppose Y7 = G, \ My VI € K. Here
M — standard coordinate chart on Gy412. Suppose also o = {I1,...,I;} and all
Ij € K.

Definition 3. For all o we define
Wo = (NreaMp) () (Nremo V7).

The set W, (if it’s non-empty) is called a stratum. Set W = (| M is called the
main stratum.

This definition of stratum was given by Buchstaber and Terzic in[1] and [2] for
so-called (2p; ¢) manifolds.

One can notice that G, = UW, and W, [\ W, = (). We also notice, that all
strata are invariant under 7" and H action.

Now we give another definotion of stratification. This definition was given
by Gelfand and MacPherson [7|. This definition may be found in the paper of
Kapranov [5].

Definition 4. Planes L and Ly from G412 lines in the same stratum iff p(H.L1) =
p(H.La) = P. Here P C A}, — convex polytope, whose vertices are among ver-
tices of A, ;. More precisely, a stratum W consist of all L, such u(H.L) = P.

This stratification is also H and T" invariant. So, we have a question about
connection between these two stratifications.

Proposition 2. For G412 both stratifications are the same.

Proof. In the definition of Buchstaber and Terzic all sets Y7 are defined by equation
Pr = 0. So, this definition is equivalent to the next one: we says, for which [
Plucker coordinates are equal zero.

On the other hand, a polytope P (from another definition) is a convex hull of
it’s vertices. If e € A, ;. is not a vertice of P, then one can see from formula for
moment map that all elements of stratum should satisfy the equality P; = 0. The
converse is also true. Hence, both definitions are equivalent follows: stratum W
is defined by indication, for which I Plucker coordinates Pj is equal zero. O



Further, we will use notions of Buchstaber and Terzic.
We also need definition of a spaces of parameters.

Definition 5. For any stratum W, we define it’s space of parameters ar F, =

W,/H. We also define an admissibe polytope of stratum as a convex polytope
P,, such P, = pu(Wy).

This definition was given in [1]. In this article Buchstaber and Terzic also
showed that for any stratum there is a homeomorphism h, : W, /T" — P, X Fy,
defined by maps u : W, /T™ — P, and by canonical projection p, : W, /T9T! —
W,/H.

2.3 Admissible polytopes for the hypersimplex A .

As we mentioned before, the hypersimplex A,y192 is the moment polytope for
Gg+1,2. It has a very simple description:

Appig={zeR"|0<2; <1, 21+ +z, =2}
We need to understand which subpolytopes in Ag112 may be an admissible.
Proposition 3. The polytope from boundary of admissible polytope is admissible.
This is an obvious and we omit the proof.
Corollary 4. Any polytope in 0A4112 is admissible.

The polytopes in boundary of A,y12 has a very nice description: it’s hyper-
simplices, defined by equations z; =0 or x; = 1.

There is a polytopes of codimension one in Agy41 2, defined by equation I7(z) =
xjy + - +ax;, =1 for some k> 2 and I = {iy,...,ix}. As Kapranov proved in
[5], all admissible polytopes of codimension 1 are either lies in dA;11 2 or defined
by the form {; for some I.

Now suppose that a plane L € G412 does not lie in any L; for any ¢ and L
has non-trivial stabilizer in (C*)4+1,

Here is an obvious proposition.

Proposition 5. A plane L € G412 does not lie in any L; iff for eachi € [g+1] :=
{1,...,q+ 1} there is a j # i, such as P;(L) # 0.

Now we can construct an equivalence relation on [¢+ 1], which needs to describe
the moment polytope for H.L.

Theorem 6. Suppose that L € Gyy12 does not lie in any L;. Then there is an
an equivalence relation on [q + 1] with two equivalence classes 11 and I, which
i1s defined by L. The moment polytope for H.L is a product of two simplices, is
defined by the formula:



Zl‘i = 1,

el
and I is either I7 or Io.

Proof. We will say that ¢ ~ j iff P;;(L) = 0 (and, formally, P; = 0). This relation
obviously have the reflexive property and the symmetric property. We only need
to check the transitive property.

Suppose that ¢ ~ j and j ~ k. Since L does not lie in any coordinate hyper-
plane, we can choose an index [/, such as Pj;(L) # 0. Now, by Plucker identity

Pij Py — Py Py + Pjp Py =0,

and by the fact that P;;(L) = Pjr(L) = 0, we can conclude that Pj;,(L)Pj (L) =
0. Hence Pji(L) = 0 and i ~ k. So, this is an equivalence relation.

Let I be any equivalence class, for this equivalence relation. We can show, that
a polytope, which is defined by the equation

qr(z) == le =1
el

consists of the moment polytope Pj, corresonding H.L. Really, any admissible
polytope spanned on vertices of hypersimplex Ag412. The verticle e;; lies in P iff
qr(eij) = 1. The last equality holds iff ¢ » j.

We also have that all k € J = [¢ + 1] \ I should be equivalent. Really, from
equations 1 + - - + x, = 2 and Ziel x; = 1 we have, that ¢;(x) = Zk:ej r; =1
for any © € P. Hence g;(z) = 1 also defines the same hyperplane section of Ay 412
as qr(x) = 1. If k,1 € J not equivalent, then Pj;(L) # 0 and e, is a verticle of
Pr. But in this case gs(eg;) = 2. Contradiction.

It’s easy to see that Pp, is not only lies in intersection Ag412 with hyperplane
qr(x) = 1, but it’s coinside with this intersection. It’s obvious that this intersection
is nothing, but product of two simplices A1 x A#/~1,

O

Note that this theorem is actually true not only for some L, but for whole
stratum, which consists L.

Corollary 7. For any stratum W, C Gg41,2 the moment polytope P, is either a
(hyper)simplex or a product of some simplices.

Proof. Assume that P, is not hypersimplex. Without loss of generality we can
assume that W, consists of planes, which does not lie in any coordinate subspace.
Now we can apply the previous theorem. O



Remark. By theorem of Kapranov [5], any polytope, which is defined by some
linear form ¢j(z) is actually a boundary of some admissible polytope. He also
showed, that any admissible polytope of codimension one, which lie in Agyq9 is
either a polytope from dA 412 or a polytope, defined by the equation ¢;(z) =1
for some 1.

2.4 Axioms and examples of (2n, k)-manifolds.

In this section we enlist 6 axioms of (2p, ¢)-manifolds. These axioms were given
in [2].

Let M is a compact oriented simple-sonnectd manifold, dimg (M) = 2n. Sup-
pose we have an action 6 of torus T?. Suppose also we have an equivariant map
i M — RY with trivial 77 action on R and the image of p is a convex polytope
P1. Triple (M, 0, i) called (2n, k)-manifold, if it satisfies next 6 axioms.

Axiom 1. There is a smooth atlas of charts {M;, ¢;} on M, ¢ : M; — R?* = CP,
such all charts are an invariant under 79 action and consists exactly one fixed
point z;. Moreover ¢(z;) = 0 and any chart M; is dense in M.

Axiom 2. The map p gives a bijection between fixed points of T*-action and
vertices of PF.

Next, we will use definition of stratum from the previous section.

Let ¥ be set of all admissible sets (set called admissible if corresponding stratum
is non-empty). define a map s : 3 — S(P), which maps each admissible set from
o into polytope P, = conv{u(x;,);...;u(x;,)). We will call such polytopes an
admissible polytopes (there is no contradictions with previous section).

Definition 6. Let S(T*) — set of all connected subgroups in T%. The map x :
M — S(T*), x : x — Stab(z) called characteristic function.

Now we can formulate next axiom.

Axiom 3. Characteristic function is constant on each stratum W, .

Denote 77 := T*/x(W,).
Notice, that p : M — P¥ induce a map i : M/T* — P*.

Axiom 4. Almost moment map p should satisfy next properties:
L. M(Wa) C fo) o
2. fi: Wy /T — B, if locally trivial fibration;

3. dim P, = dim7°.



Definition 7. The fiber F, of locally trivial fibration j : W, /T7 — P:, is called
space of parameters of W,.

Remark. This definition is the same for the case of Gyy1 2.

Axiom 5. For all stratum W, the boundary of leafoW,[¢,, ¢,] is union of leafs
W4, such as P5 is facet P,.

Axiom 6. There exist a topological space F and subspaces F,, C F, such as:

1. For the main stratum W there is an equality F = F. Here F — space of
parameters of the main stratum;

2. F is a compactification of F

F = Uaﬁa;

-

If P,, lies in OF,, then F, C Fgl;

[

. For all o there exist p, : Fa — Fy;

6. The map H : Us Py x F, — Agy12 X F, defined as H(z,c) = (x;ps(c)) is
continious map.

Examples of (2n, k)-manifolds is spheres (type of (2n,1)) and quasitoric man-
ifolds (type of (2n,n)). Also, Grassman Manifolds G42 and G52 are also such
manifolds of types (8;3) and (12;4) respectfully. It was showed by Buchstaber
and Terzic in [3] and [1]. For other Gg412 with ¢ > 5 it was unknown, because
there is no proof of veracity of axiom 6 in this case.

2.5 Definition of Chow factor.

Here we briefly describe the notion of Chow factor of a projective variety X which
possesses an algebraic group G. One can find further details and references in [5].

Suppose we have a projective variety X over C and an algebraic group G,which
acts on X. Suppose also, that there is an open subset U C X, such G acts freely
on U. Then for any x € U the closure of it’s G-orbit G.z (suppose that dimension
of such cycle is equal r) is an algebraic cycle. Moreover, all cycles, obtained this
way has the same degree (as algebraic subvariety in X) and represent the same
homology class ¢ in Ha,(X,C). Obviously, all these cycles are parametrized by
U/G. Hence we have an embedding of U/G into C,(X;J) — the set of all cycles
in X, which has fixed dimension r and represents homological class 0. C.(X;0)
has a structure of complex (even projective) manifold (look [5], chapter 0.1 and
Barlet paper [11]), aro C,(X; ).

So, we have an important definition.

Definition 8. Chow factor X//G of variety X is closure of U/G in C,(X; ).



Remark. Obviously, this is not only way to construct compactification of U/G.
There is an embedding of U/G into Hilbert scheme or famous GIT-factor of X.
Kapranov in [5] showes that in the case of reductive G there is a birational map
from Chow factor to the GIT-factor. Kapranov also shows, if X = G,y and
G = H = (C*)™, then Chow factor is isomorphic to compactification of U/G in
Hilbert scheme.

In the case of X = G4412 and G = H there is an important theorem, proved
by Kapranov ([5], theorem 4.1.8):

Theorem 8. The Chow factor Gy1.2//H is isomorphic to the moduli space M,
of stable curves of genus zero with n marked points.

3 Cross-ratios on Grassmanians G 2.

3.1 Definition of cross-ratios and its properties.

In this section we define and describe some objects, named cross-ratios. Cross-
ratios are a crucial element of our construction, so it is necessary to study they
before proving the main theorem.

Definition 9. A cross-ratio is a meromorphic function on Gy41,2 defined by the

next formula:
W PPy
'7 b7k7l = 5 . p
" Py Py,
It is not so hard to check that total number of cross-ratios on G412 is equal
(")
1)

There is some useful formulas for cross-ratios.

Proposition 9.

— a1
1. wi7j7k7l - wj,i,k‘,l’

2.1— Wi gkl = —Wik,jl;
3' wm7.77k7l o U}l”jym,k_@i,j,l,k7

» . -1 _
4' \V/Z,j, ka lam . wi,j,k7lwi7j7k7mwi,j,l7m = 1.

Proof. All these formulas will be proved by direct computations and using Plucker
identities.
1. This statement directly follows from the definition:
Py Py
P Py,

Wi gkl =
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and
Py Py,

PPj

wj7i7k7l =

2. For proving this we need a Plucker identities: Pj, Py — Py Pj = Py Pyj.
Now we have:

PPy PyPj, — PPy PijPy

l—wijrr=1- = = = —Wj -
7]7 3 Z7 7]7
Py Py, Py Py, P Pjy,
3.
Wi jmk — 1 Pk Py
= P P - wm7j7k7l'
Wi jom,k — Wi jlk JkLtml
Here we use previous formula and (again) a Plucker identity in order to
simplify denominator.
4.

. Py Py Pip P Py Py,
7:7 .Jf,l 1.7 i7 '7l7m = -

O

Remark. The name "cross-ratio" was chosen not by an accident. It should em-
phasize a deep connection between W/H and configurations of (distinct) points
on projective line. More precisely, there is a bijection between points of W/H
and configurations of (distinct) points on CP!. This is an example of Gelfand-
MacPherson correspondence. From this point of view our "cross-ratios" become
truly cross-ratios of points from configuration. The description of the Gelfand-
MacPherson correspondence will be given in the next section.

3.2 Gelfand-MacPherson correspondence.

Now we briefly describe Gelfand-MacPherson correspondence for arbitrary Grass-
mann manifolds. This correspondence connect points of G,11 ; and configuration
of points on CP*~1. For more details see [5] and [7].

Denote by M,41x(C) the space of all comples (¢ + 1) x k (matrices with n
rows and k columns). One could notice that M, ;(C) possesses actions of two
complex Lie groups: left action of H = (C*)9! and right action of GL(k;C).
There is an open set M"%", (C) of all matrices in My (C). M4, (C) consists

of all matrices, such each k£ x k£ minor is non-zero. One could see that M;Tfk((C)

is invariant under action of H and GL(k,C). Moreover, we have next proposition.

Proposition 10. M7 (C)/GL(k; C) is the main stratum W of Ggi1,-

Remark. For an arbitrary k& the definiton of the main stratum and the space of
parameters of stratum are the same as for k = 2. See [1].
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The proof of this proposition is straightforward.

Now we can look at (CP*=1)". We can choose a subset of pairwise distinct
points (CPF 1)1 = {(z1,...,2411) € (CP*1)"|z; # 2;}. (CPF12H has a
very simple description.

Proposition 11. (CPF1)ZfL — H\M7(C). Here H\M\"; (C) denotes left
action of H.

The proof is also straightforward and obvious.
Now we can combine two previous propositions and obtain an important corol-
lary.

Proposition 12. F = W/H = (CP*1)2tL /PGL(k: C).

This is exactly Gelfand-MacPherson correspondence. One could observe that
(CPk_l)%lx/PGL(k:; C) is set of all configurations of pairwise distinct points up
to automorphism of CP¥~1. In the case k = 2 we have that F consists of all such
configurations on CP!. This observation is very crucial for us. The observation
is also explains the definiton of "cross-ratios".

For the sake of completeness, we should mention the strongest version of this
corresponedce.

Theorem 13 ([5], theorem 2.2.4). The Gelfand-MacPherson correspondence ex-
tends to an isomorphism of Chow quotients Gyi1y//H and (CP*1)//PGL(k;C).

3.3 Cross-ratios and torus action on G413 .

In this section we describe connection between torus action on G441,2 and cross-
ratios.

Fix some point L € W. It’s Plucker coordinates are P;;(L) # 0 for an arbitrary
i,7 € {1,...,n}. Denote orbit of L under action of H as H.L. The Plucker
coordinates Pj;(7.L) of the element 7. € H.L are equal 7;7;F;;(L). One could
see the next identity:

Pa(r.L)Py(r.L)  mimjmemPy(L)Pix(L) — Pa(L)Pj(L)

Now, for some I = {i,j,k,1} C {1,...,n} and for L € W denote (L) :=
Py.(L)Pj(L) and cr(L) := Py(L)P;,(L). Now, we can write previous equality in
the next form:

1Py, (1.L)Py(1.L) = ¢ Py(1.L) Pjj(1.L),

12



or
P (1.L)Pjy(1.L) — ¢r Py (7.L)Pji(7.L) = 0.

So, orbit of L lies in the set of common zeroes of such polynomials. Also, we
should notice, that ¢y # ¢. Really, if ¢; = ¢, = ¢ # 0, we can see, that

But by Plucker identities, we have, that

Pik(T.L)le (r.L) — Pil<T.L)ij<T.L) = Pij(T.L)Pkl (1.L).

Hence, we have, that either Pj;(7.L) = 0 or Py(7.L) = 0 and we have a
contradiction that L € W.
Now, we can prove the next proposition.

Proposition 14. For any L € W the orbit H.L is defined by equations
C}Pik(T.L)le (TL) — C[Pil<T.L)ij<T.L) =0.
Here ¢t and ¢ are arbitrary complex numbers, such ¢y # ¢;.

Proof. One part of the proposition was proved above. So, we need to prove the
next statement: any M € Ggy1,2, which Plucker coordinates satisfy the equation

¢ (L) Py (M) Py (M) — cf(L) Py(M)Pjr (M) = 0

for some L € Gy412 is actually lies in H.L.
This is a simple computation:

Py (M) = cr P (M) Py (M) _ Py (L)Pj (L) Py (M) Py (M)
" &Py (M) (L) Po(L) Py (M)

Let 75, = %. This is easy to see that 75, =

TikTi - Hence,all Ti;j-s satisfy

J
the equalities for torus "characters", as it was explained earlier. So, we have, that
Py (M) = T, Pir(L),

and M is actually lies in H.L. O

3.4 Coordinates on the space of parameters of the main stratum.

Let I := {i,j,k, 1} C {1,...,n},i < j <k <1l andlet wr = wyjp —cross-ratio.
Each cross-ratio is a function on F with values in CP} := CP'\ {0,1,00}. we
may regard this map as map into CP'. Moreover, we can describe this map via
Plucker coordinates: wr(c) = [PipPj : PyPji), ¢ € F. So, we can define a map
d:F — (CPHYN N = (qzl) by the formula:
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w(c) = (w1234(0)§ cee wn—37n—2,n—17n(0))-
Later we will show that ® is an embedding. One can see, that ®(F) actually
lies in some subvariety X in (CP')Y | because cross-ratios satisfy some identities.

Let F' — space of parameters of the main stratum in G41,2. Denote 2; := w23,
e l=4,...,q+ 1.

Proposition 15. The functions za, ...,z + 1 are coordinates on F' .

Proof. Via Gelfand-MacPherson correspondence for each ¢ € F (i.e. orbit of
element from W) we can construct a configuration of n pairwise distinct points
on CP! (up to action of PGL(2,C)). It’s a classical result that any 4 points on
CP! are uniquely (again, up to PGL(2,C) action) defined by cross-ratio. Hence,
if we know the numbers zy, ..., 2, then (under an assumption that first 3 points
are [1 : 0],[0 : 1] and [1 : 1]) we can rebuild a configuration of points (up to
PGL(2,C)) and hence c. O

Remark. Notice, that z; # 0 and z; # 1, because we are living on F.
Proposition 16. If k # [, then z, # 2.

Proof. Suppose 2. = z;. Then Py, Py = Py Py. By Plucker identities Pio Py —
PPy + PPy = 0, and hence PP = 0. We have a contradiction with the
fact that we are "living" on the main stratum W. U

Now we can write down all other cross-ratios via zj.

Theorem 17. Cross-ratios wyos; define a coordinates on F. All other cross-ratios
defined by the next formulas:

1.
zj
W12i5 = Pt
1
2.
1-— Zj
Wisij = 7
<~
3.
Zl'(l — Zj)
W23i5 = (1 N
J( — z;)
4.
2i — 2k
Wik = 7
7 J
5.
P 2i(zi — 2x)
Y 2p(2i — Zg)’



P (zi — 1) (2 — 1)
IRz = 2) (2 — )

Herei,j,k,l€{4,....q+ 1} andi < j < k <.

Proof. The proof of these identities is nothing but long computations by using
-1

symmetries of w; j; and the formula w; ;5 jw; ik

wi,j,l,m =1.
1. By the formulas for cross-ratios we have such identity:
w1,2,i,jwi%7i73w1,2,j,3 = w1,2,i,jw1,2,3,iwi%737j =1
Hence we have:

w1727737j _ z_]

w1727i7j = X .
W1,2,3,i Zj

2. Here is analogy formula:
a1 o — . a1 -1
W1,3,i,jWy 3 9W1,3,5,2 = W1,2,i,jW1,32,iWy 39 ; =
Since w132 = w123, — 1 = z; — 1, we have the next formula:

wig2; 11—z
w135 = =
w132; 1— 2%

3. Because w2 3;; = w; j2.3 and
. -1 —
Wi,5,2,3W; 59 1Wi,5,3,1 =

we have the formula:

_ ozl = z)
w2737i7j - . 1 AN
zj(1 — z)
4.
T e = 1
WiijkWy50Wik2 = L
For any 4,7 we have the formula: w1y 2 = wllq - = o 21 —. Substitute it
30y457 345057

in previous formula, we have identity:

wigik —1 oz —z

Wiijk = = .
Wizij — 1z =z

15



5. We have two formulas:

-1
W2,i,5,kWa 3 5 1W2,0,k,1 = 1

and
W1,2,i,5 <j

w24.5,1 = = .
S I G )

Combining it, we obtain the formula:

Zj (ZZ' — Zk)

1 .
W335 kWs ;1 W3i k1 = 1,

hence

_ W3,i,5,1
w37i7j7k - :
W34 k,1
i 1—2; .
By formula w3 j1 = 11_1);?3’” = (Zj_zzji) we obtain follows:

. (1 —z)(zi — 2)
(U= ) (2 = 2)

7. We have an identity
-1
Wi j k)W, Wil = 1.

We also have w; j 1 = w1 j; and hence

Wikgi _ (26 = 2i)(21 = %)
wyggi (2 —z) (2 — 2i)

Wijkl =

O

Remark. Maybe it’s rather straightforward than any other possible proofs. One
could compute directly via Plucker coordinates or by using standard formulas for
cross-ratio (or create absolutely different proof).

Now we can properly describe F in C972.

Proposition 18. F defines in C172 by next inequalities: z # 0, z; # 1 and
2 # 2y, 1,J = 4,dots,q+ 1.
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Proof. We know that all w; jx; # 0,1. From previous theorem we know, that
w; k1 = 0 iff some z; = 0 or 1 or z, — 2, = 0 for some indices a,b. Similary,
w; kg = 01ff (2 — 21) (2 — 2;5) = 0 (for 4,4, k,1 > 4). For other cases proof is the
same. ]

Remark. One may use another set of cross-ratios (instead of wj23;) if they
satisfies the same properties as w1 23;. Moreover, if we have such set of cross-
ratios, we can write down the same formulas even if some cross-ratios are equal
0,1 or co. This observation will be useful in the next sections.

3.5 A manifold in (CP!)Y , N = (?}") defined by cross-ratios.

We showed above, that cross-ratios satisfies some identities. These identities are
+1

defines some variety in (CP1)<q4 ). A priori this variety may be non smooth.

However, there is a nice description of this variety.

Theorem 19 (See also [6], Appendix D). The closure of the image of F' under the
map P is a smooth complex manifold of complex dimension q — 2. This closure
coincide with the variety Wyy1, which is determinated by identities for cross-
ratios.

Remark. This variety is actually a moduli space Mgm of genus zero stable curves
with n marked points.

3.6 Embedding of other spaces of parameters in the products of CP!.

Here we describe how one could construct the embedding of any F, for an arbitrary
stratum W,.

As before, we start from the fact that action of H preserves cross-ratios. But
now, since we are living not in the main stratum, we can’t define all cross-ratios.
Really, for stratum W, there is some Plucker coordinate P; = 0 on this stratum.
Hence, there are cross-ratios, which are not well-defined. Instead it we have some
restrictions on Plucker coordinates.

. . PikP; . . . .
But if we can define cross-ratio w; j 1 = PZ P-Jkl then it’s automatically invariant
sJ s lvy il Ly

under action of H (and hence, under action of 7). As we showed before, this is
also sufficient: two points Ly, Ly € Wy lies in the same orbit of H iff w; j 1 (L1) =
w; j 1,1 (L2) for all well-defined cross-ratios (the proof is absolutely the same as in
the case of W).

We also have other case. Some cross-ratio may be equal 1, i.e. w; (L) =1
for some L € W,. But we have:

wijkl =1 <= PyPj = PPy, <= PyPj— PPy =0.

But by Plucker identities we have, that:

17



PipPj — Py Py = Pij Py

Hence such situation appears if either P;; = 0 or Py = 0.

Denote by K, the number of all well-defined cross-ratios on W,. Now we can
construct the map ®, : F, — (CPY)E~ by the formula ®,(c) = (wy,;. .., wr, ).
Here by I, ..., Ik, we denotes all 4-tulpes of indices, such as wy; is well-defined
cross-ratio on W.

Definition 10. 1. We will say a cross-ratio w; j . is a strongly admissible (with
respect to W), if for each point p € W, w; j1(p) is finite and w; j11(p) #
0,1. The such 4-tuple {i, 7, k, [} is called a strongly admissible tuple. We
denote Z; , the set of all such 4-tuples.

2. If w;jx1(p) is equal either 0,1 or oo then we will call it weakly admissible.
The corresponding 4-tuple is called weakly admissible and Z,, , denotes the
set of all weakly admisslble 4-tuples.

3. If w; jx, is not definite on W,, then we will call it non-admissible. 1,
denotes the set of all 4-tuples {1, j, k, [}, such w; ;1 is non-admissible.
We want to emphasize that all these definitions depends on the stratum.

Easy to see, that a property of cross-ratio be (non-)admissible does not changes
under permutations of indices.
Remark. Easy to see, that if all cross-ratios are admissible on W, then one could
a+1

construct the embedding of F, into ((CPl)( 1) and the image of this embedding
lies into the closure F of the main stratum.

4 The main theorem.

Our goal is proving the next theorem.
Theorem 20. The universal space of parameters for Gyi1,2 is F = F = Gy+12//H.

We want to emphasize, that universal space of parameters may be constructed
only from the space of parameters of the main stratum, i.e. without any informa-
tion from other strata.

In order to prove it we need some additional constructions. These constructions
are needed for cheching all condition in Axiom 6 of universal space of parameters.
First of all, we should define F,, and construct the projections from it onto Fy.
And the hardest part, we should show that maps H : UUZ-E’U x F, — Agt12 X F
from Axiom 6 is continious.

18



4.1 Subsets F, in F.
Recall that CP} = CP!\ {0, 1, 00}

Definition 11. Fix a stratum W,. We define F,, C F by the following way:
F,={z € F|wi(z) eCP}, < [ €L;sws(x)€{0,1,00} < Ty}

Notice, that there is a projection g, : Fy — F,, defined by formula 9o (w1,2,34,
e Wg—2,4-1,4.0+1) = (Wr;...,wr,, ) — projection to the set of all strongly ad-
missible cross-ratios of stratum W,. This projection is obviously surjective and
continious.

Example 1 (Examples). 1. For the main stratum F = F;

2. For any fixed point, i.e. for o = {ij} F, = F.

4.2 Proof of the Theorem 20.

In order to prove this theorem 20 we need to check all conditions in Axiom 6:

1. For the main stratum W there is an equality F = F. Here F — space of
parameters of the main stratum;

2. F is a compactification of F;

3. If P, lies in OP,, then F, C F,,;
4. F = U, Fy;

5. For all o there exist py : Fly — F;

6. The map H : UsP, X E, — Agy12 x F, defined as H(z,c) = (x;ps(c)) is
continious map.

Proof. 1. This is obviously follows from the construction of F;
2. Same as first condition;

3. Due to corollary of theorem 6, it’s enough to proof this for ¢-dimensional
polytopes in Agy12.

First of all, suppose that Py, C 0Ag41,2 is a hypersimplex itself, which lies
in the boundary of admissible ¢-dimensional polytope P,. Then it consists
a planes, which lies in some coordinate hyperplane L; € C9t1. Hence, for
any j all P;; = 0 and for any 4-tuple I > i the corresponding cross-ratio wy
becomes non-admissible. All other cross-ratios remain. By definition of F,
we have an embedding F, into ﬁ’gl by obvious way, since any point from F,
also belongs to Fy,.
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Suppose now that P,, is a product of two simplices (as in theorem 6), which
lies in 0P, and dim P, = ¢ as before. Easy to see that there is no strongly
admissible cross-ratios for Wy,

Proposition 21. There are no strongly admissible cross-ratios for Wy, . The
cross-ratio wy j 1 s weakly admissible <= i ~ j and k ~ [. In this case

Wi ki =1

Proof of proposition. Let w; j x; be an cross-ratio. There is a two equivalence
classes on [q + 1] , which corresponded to the stratum W, (see theorem 6).
Suppose that i » j and j ~ k,[. Then w; j;; is non-admissible. If ¢ ~ k and
J ~ [ then w; ;r; again is non-admissible. In the end, if ¢ ~ j and k ~ [,

then w; jr; = ﬁ;’“—gﬁ = 1 by Plucker identity

Pij Py — P Py + Pjp Py = 0.

By symmetries of cross-ratios, all other case might be reduced to previous
cases. U

The only problem might with embedding Fj, C Fal in our case might be fol-
lows: the cross-ratio wj ;x; might be weakly admissible for W, and strongly
adissible for W,. Now we are going to show that it can’t be happen.

If Py, is defined by an equation qr(z) = > . ;2; = 1 (see theorem 6), then
P, is defined by either Zz’e] xi > 1or Zz’e[ x; < 1. Suppose that w; ;. is
weakly admissible for Wy, . In that case P;; = Py = 0. If w; ;; is strongly
admissible for W, then both P;; and Pj; are non-zero. Hence, both e;; and
ey are verticles of Py. But gr(e;;) and gr(ep;) have different signes. Hence,
in this case P, = Ag41,2 and P, does not lie in 0F,. Contradiction.

Hence, if cross-ratio wj j; is weakly admissible for W, it’s also weakly
adissible for W,. Thus, the embedding F, C F},, defined correctly, because
any point from Fy lies in Fj,.

Now, by induction we obtain this result for any stratum.
. Directly follows from previous.

. As we mentioned before, for any F, there is a continious and surjective
projection gy : Fy = F,,, defined by formula g, (w; 234,

e Wp—3n—2n—1,n) = (Wr; .. W)
. Set P :=U,P, and & := UUI-E’U x [, CPxF.

Define p : P — Ay412 — obvious canonical projection. Also, let ji = po p.
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Now, fix the stratum W, € Gy412. Let {p,,} C W be a sequence in the main
stratum W and {¢,} C W, be a sequence in W,. Suppose that these both
sequenses converges to the point p € W,. Easy to see, that each Plucker
coordinate Pj(pn) — Pij(p) and Pyj(gm) — P;j(p) as m tends to infinity.
Since each py, lies in some orbit of complex torus H, we have a corresponding
sequense {c¢p,} € F = W/H. From the description of the embedding of F
into (CPY)Y, that sequence {c,,} is a Cauchy sequense. Hence it has a limit
in I c (CPYHYN. We also have a similar sequence {d,,} ¢ F, c (CP")- It
also has a limit d € F,, (since the limit of {gn,} is p € Fy).

Now, from the definitions of Fj, and projections g, : F, — F, one can see
that lim g,(s(h(pm)) = lim sg(ho(gm)) = So(hs(p)). Also, from the def-
m—oo m—0o0
inition of moment map for Grassmanian, one could see that lim fi(p,,) =
m—o0
lim fi(¢m). Hence we have that H is continious map as composition of
m—o0

continious maps. So, all axioms of universal space of parameters are accom-
plished and, by this, F is an universal space of parameters for G,412.
O

Corollary 22. Universal space of parameters F is Chow factor of Ggy12 by H.

Proof. By the theorem of Salamon and McDuff [6], F = MOW — the moduli space
of stable curves of genus zero witn n marked points. But by the theorem of
Kapranov [5] , Ggy12//H = Mo . O

5 Examples for small q.

In this section we will check the cases of n =4 and n = 5.

5.1 Example for q=3.

For the case G42 we have dim¢ F42 = 1 and (i) = 1. So, we have only one
cross-ratio wi234. The space of parameters of the main stratum F is CcpP: =
CP'\ {0,1,00}. Hence, the closure F in CP! is whole CP'. In this case, for
each stratum all virtual spaces of parameters are the same as (ordinary) spaces
of parameters. This result is the same as in [3].

5.2 Example for q—=4.

In 1] Buchstaber and Terzic described stratification of G52 constructed the uni-

versal space of parameters for it. They showed that F = CPijZI@z and Propo-
sition 28 from their paper implies that their universal space of parameters is the
same as our in the case ¢ = 4 (it’s also following from examples from [6]). Here
we demonstrate this case and describe all virtual spaces of parameters in this case
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(note that our definition of virtual spaces of parameters is differs from definition
of Buchstaber and Terzic).
We have (i) = 5 cross-ratios and dimg F52 = 2. Let w1234 = g—,i,w1727375 =
% w145 = F,w1345 = & and we 345 = Z.
2 3 4 5
By the formulas for cross-ratios, we have four equations for ¢;, ¢;:

1.
c1¢5c3 = ¢ cach;
2.
ca(c) — c1)dy = ciy(cy — e2)cy;
3.
c5(c) —c1)eo = c(ch — co)eq;
4.

0562103 = 0/50465.

In order to describe virtual spaces of parameters for each strata we need know,
how all strata looks like. The description of each stratum was done in [1] (section
4.3) . We also change notations in this case, because general notation from Section
2.2 is not convenient in this case.

Definition 12. Let Z = {Iy, ..., I;;} be asubset of the set K = {I ¢ 2t} 1] =
2}. We denote Wz = {L € G52 | PI(L) =0, I € T}. We also denote the corre-
sponding virtual space of parameters by F.

For exapmle, WZ'J‘ = {L S G572 ‘ Pij(L) = O} and WiijZ = {L S G572 ‘ Pij(L) =
Py (L) = 0}.

Now we want to describe the universal spaces of parameters in the sense of
Definition 11.

Proposition 23. For any stratum W;; the corresponding virtual spaces (according
to definition 11) of parameters are following:

1 Fg=([L:1;[1: 11 1 fe: T o))

2. Fiz = ([0: 1];[0: 1];[c: ] [L: 1] [¢" = ]);
3. Fia=([L:0];[c: L [0:1];[0: 1];[c — ¢ = d]);
4o Fris = ([e: 120 (12 0] [1: 0], [e: e — ¢]);
5. Faz = ([L:0];[1:0];[c:c]s[e: L1 1))
6. Fos = ([0:1);[c: I [1: 0 [ —c: )50 : 1]);
7. Fos = ([c: 1[0 1[0 1;[¢ : & — ] [1: 0]);
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8. Faq = ([1:1];[c: fi[e: )3 [1: 0] [1:0));
9. Fs5 = ([e: T [1: 15[ = dJ; [0 1] [0 = 1));

10. Fys = ([e: )i fe: 110 [ 1)1 1))
Here [c: ] € CPY = CP'\ {0;1; 00}.

Proof. There is no non-admissible cross-ratios for any W;;, hence the ordinary
spaces of parameters coincide with virtual spaces of parameters. ]

Remark. One could notice that the list above is coincide with list in Lemma 25
from [1].

Proposition 24. For any stratum W the universal space of parameters are

~ ~ ~ ~
S S S
Iome T
L o o o
[ [N} w [N}
3] w ~ =
I I I I
e )
N N
— = = =
= =)
T = = =
= e 2 2
— = = =
= e 2 2
== = T
= s 9 2

following
1. F12734:([1 s [T 1] [1: 15 [1: 05 [1 2 0]);
2. Fiogs = ([1: 15 [1: 1 [1:1]; (0= 150+ 1]);
3. Fioas = ([1: 103 (1 15 [1: ;[0 1] 1 1));
4. Fisoe=([0:1];[0: 1];[1: 0] [1: 1];[0 = 1]);
5. Fizos = ([0:1]; [0 150 1J;[1: 1]; [1 2 0));
6. Fizas = ([0:1];[0: 15 [1: 15 [1: 1] 1= 1]);
7. Fiags = ([1: 05 [1:0; [0 150 : 1] [1: 1]);
8. Fiazs = ([1: 0]; [1: 1];[0 < 150 = 150 = 1]);
9. Fiags = ([1:0];[0: 1];[0: 1];[0: 1];[1 2 0]);
( ; )
( ; )
( ; )
( ; )
( 1 )

~
+~
6
NG
w
(@2}

|

15. Fosz4 = ([1:1];[0: 1);[0 = 1];[1: 0]; [1 : 0]);

Proof. Fix a stratum Wj; ;. One could check that there is no non-admissible cross-
ratios for this stratum. So, virtual spaces of parameters coincide with ordinary
spaces of parameters. O

Now we want to describe virtual spaces of parameters for stratum of type
Wij ki pg- According to [1], all such strata are actually W;; ik jk-
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Proposition 25. For any stratum W;; ik jx the unwersal space of parameters are

following

1 Fyagsas = ([Lo 1 (115 [0 s fe: i fe: €]);

2. Fuasas = ([0:1;[0: 1 [e: T [1: 1] [ = o]);

3. Fagosas = ([1: 0 [c: [0 1);[0: s fe— ¢ = o))
4 Fazoapa = ([e: 5 [1: 0] [1: 0 [1: 0)i[e: e —));
5. Fiasas = ((0: 1[0 1 [e: ]y e )5 [1:1]);

6. Fizis35 = ([0 1;[e: ) [1: 0 [¢ = ;[0 1]);
7. Figaaga = ([e: 0150 15[ s ¢ = of; [1: 0]);
8. Fizs2s = ([1: ;[ Ji[e: ] [1:0);[1: 0]);

9. Fianans = ([e: ) [1: 1) (¢ = ;[0 1]; 0+ 1]);

10. Fignz o3 = ([e: T le: [0 1)1 1)1 1));

Here [c: ] € CPL.

Proof. For any stratum W;; ;1. ;i there are exactly two non-admissible cross-ratio:
w; j kp and w; j i 4. Any other cross-ratio is weakly admissible. So, by the equation
wZ"j’k’pw;jlk Wijpa = 1 we can find the relation between non-admissible cross-
ratios.

For example, we describe the case of W34 35 45. Easy to see, that w1234, w1235, w1245
are weakly admissible and they all equal 1. Moreover, w1 34,5 and ws 3 45 are both
non-admissible. By the equation w1737475w£§7475w1727475 =1 (or, equivalently, from
equation cscjcg = cseqcly )we obtain the equality wizas = w2345 = 5. Hence
Fayssas = ([1:1);[1:1];[1: 1];[c: ];[c: ).

All other cases are obtained in the same way and we omit it. O

We described all virtual spaces of parameters for non-main stratum, which
corresponds to 4-dimensional polytopes in As>. Now we turn to 3-dimensional
polytopes. First of all we want to deal with strata in G42 C G52, which may be
obtained via coordinate inclusions C* — C®.

Proposition 26. Denote W; := Wij ik i1.im, where {i,j, k,I,m} = {1,2,3,4,5}.
Denote corresponding virtual space of parameters as F;. Then we have F; =
FUWUjziFij).
Proof. We prove it only for ;. All other cases may be obtained from this case
by action of permutation group S5 on Gj .

On W1 all cross-ratios wy jj; are non-admissible since all Pj; = 0 for any j.
Hence only wo 345 is admissible. Actually it is strongly admissible, because all
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Plucker coordinates Py are non-zero if k # 1 and 1 # 1. Hence Fy = ([e1 : ¢;]; [ea -
i [es - 03]1[04 ; cﬁd; c5 12’5]) and [c; : )] # [1:0],[0 : 1], [1:1]. Easy to see
that /' C F; and Fi; C F7. According to 11, any point in [ has the form of
[c1 )]s [ea = chlifes = i [ea = s [es : ¢k and [es : ¢5] € CP}. But any such point
lies in F'(J(Ujz1 F1j). Hence, F; = F|J(Uj. Fyj).

U

Let C; = {z € C° | z; = 0}. Denote by Y; stratum Wi ji_jm ki km.im- This
stratum consists of L € G52, such as LNC; is a line. This is an open dense subset
in CP? G572.

Proposition 27. For any Y; the corresponding universal space of parameters is
whole Fs 2.

Proof. Obvious, since there is no admissible cross-ratios for Y;. O

Now we want to study the case of strata, which corresponding polytopes are
3-dimensional and it does not lie on dA52. According to Theorem 6, all such
polytopes may be described via equation z; +x; = 1 in R®. More precisely,
suppose {k,l,m} = {1,2,3,4,5} \ {i,j}. Then the corresponding stratum is
Wi kit ke Jm -

Proposition 28. For any Wi; ki km.m the corresponding virtual spece of parame-

ters Fz’j,kl,k‘m,lm is equal F’ij (and is also equal Fkl,k‘m,lm)-

Proof. For each stratum Wi; 11 xm im we have, that w; i, and w;jy,, are non-
admissible. We should show, that all other cross-ratios are admissible.
In order to do this, we need to write down other 3 cross-ratios via Plucker

coordinates:
w PPy
i,7,k,0 — )
Py Pjy,
wi o~ LikEjm
i,5,k,m Piijk7
Py Pjm,

Wi jlm = .
! Pim Pji
Since all Plucker coordinates in these formulas are not zero, we have that

Wi j k.l Wi j kym and w; g, are admissible. This proves the proposition. O

Now we describe universal spaces of parameters for strata, which corresponds
to admissible polytopes in Ay2 C Aso. First of all we need to deal with strata,
which does not lie in 0Ay 2.
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Propositi~0n 29. For the stratum Wi ik i1im i the corresponding space of pa-
rameters Fij i il im jk 5 follows: the cross-ratio w; g m 18 gqual [1:1] and other
c~7“oss-mtios are arbitrary. For the stratum Wi ik it im.jkim Fijik,ilim,jkim S equal
Fij ik il im,jk

Proof. This proposition is a straghtforward corollary of definition of F. O

For Wijik.it.im,ji and Wi ik it im jm other strata the answer is the same, but
Wik m = [0: 1] and w; g, = [1:0].

Proposition 30. For any other stratum Wy the universal space of parameters Fy
is equal Fs 2.

Proof. There is no admissible cross-ratio for the other stratum. By definition 11,
it holds F7 = .7:572. U

Now we can proof the following theorem.

Theorem 31. In the case of G52 for any stratum Wt the correspnding universal
space of parameters Fr in the sense of definition 11 is the same as universal spaces
of parameters, which is constructed by Buchstaber and Terzic in [1].

Proof. This is just comparison of all lists of universal spaces of parameters above
and from [1]. But all spaces O
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