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SMALL TORIC RESOLUTIONS OF TORIC VARIETIES OF
STRING POLYTOPES WITH SMALL INDICES

YUNHYUNG CHO, YOOSIK KIM, EUNJEONG LEE, AND KYEONG-DONG PARK

ABSTRACT. Let G be a semisimple algebraic group over C. For a reduced word i of the longest element
in the Weyl group of G and a dominant integral weight A, one can construct the string polytope A;(\),
whose lattice points encode the character of the irreducible representation V. The string polytope A;(\) is
singular in general and combinatorics of string polytopes heavily depends on the choice of i. In this paper,
we study combinatorics of string polytopes when G = SL,,11(C), and present a sufficient condition on i such
that the toric variety X () of the string polytope A;(X) has a small toric resolution. Indeed, when i has
small indices and A is regular, we explicitly construct a small toric resolution of the toric variety Xa;(x)
using a Bott manifold. Our main theorem implies that a toric variety of any string polytope admits a small
toric resolution when n < 4. As a byproduct, we show that if i has small indices then Aj()) is integral
for any dominant integral weight A, which in particular implies that the anticanonical limit toric variety
XA;(np) of a partial flag variety G/P is Gorenstein Fano. Furthermore, we apply our result to symplectic
topology of the full flag manifold G/B and obtain a formula of the disk potential of the Lagrangian torus
fibration on G//B obtained from a flat toric degeneration of G/B to the toric variety Xa;(x)-
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a smooth projective variety over C. Lazarsfeld-Mustata [LM09] and Kaveh—Khovanskii [KK12]
independently provided a systematic way of producing a semigroup I' and a convex body A (called a Newton—
Okounkov body) from the choice of a polarization (X, £) and a valuation v on the ring of sections of £. When
I is finitely generated, Anderson [And13] showed that A is a rational convex polytope and constructed a
toric degeneration of X whose central fiber is the toric variety XA of A. This construction generalizes the
previous works of [GLI6, [Cal02] [KMO5] for toric degenerations of Schubert varieties.

An interesting classes of examples of Newton—Okounkov bodies are string polytopes introduced by Littel-
mann [Lit98] (see also [BZ96]). For a semisimple algebraic group G over C of rank n, fix a reduced
word i of the longest element of the Weyl group of G and a dominant integral weight A. Then one can obtain
a string polytope A;()), a rational convex polytope in R™ where 7 is the complex dimension of G/B, in which
the lattice points parametrize elements of the dual crystal basis of the irreducible representation V) of G
with highest weight A via the string parametrization. Kaveh [KavI5| proved that the string parametrization
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associated to i induces a valuation v; on the function field of G/B such that the string polytope A;(A) co-
incides with the Newton-Okounkov body for (G/B, L, v;) where L is a line bundle over G/B determined
by the weight A.

The theory of Newton—Okounkov bodies can be thought of as a bridge between algebraic theory and
symplectic geometry. Under the finite generatedness of I', Harada and Kaveh [HK15|] produced a completely
integrable system ® on X making the following diagram commutes:

(1.1) X

where

e Xo(= Xa) is a projective toric variety of the Newton-Okounkov polytope A with a moment map
(I)Oa

e ¢ is a continuous map (or a degeneration map) which is a symplectomorphism outside the singular
loci of Xj.

The system ® leads to a Lagrangian torus fibration on X over A. Harada and Kaveh [HK15, Corollary 3.36]
proved the existence of the system ® for the string polytope A;(A).

A key step toward understanding Floer theory and deriving a local Landau—Ginzburg mirror complex
chart of ®: X — A is to compute the (Floer) disk potential of ® introduced by Fukaya—Oh—Ohta—Ono.
The disk potential arises from counting invariants of holomorphic disks bounded by its fiber, see [COQG,
Aur07 [FOOO09]. According to the pioneering work of Nishinou-Nohara—Ueda [NNU10, NNU12], the toric
degeneration of ® in is very useful to compute the disk potential of ® on X. Especially, if X is Fano
and X, admits a small toric resolutw?ﬂ they proved that the disk potential of X can be computed from
the toric variety of a (generalized) conifold transition of X. Namely, the disk potential of X agrees with
the (toric) Givental-Hori—Vafa potential, a certain Laurent polynomial which can be easily read off from the
defining equations of the polytope A. In this regard, it is a meaningful question asking whether the toric
variety of A has a small toric resolution.

In this manuscript, we focus on the case where G = SL,,+1(C) and study the integrality of the string
polytope A;(A\) for a dominant integral weight A. It is proved in [And13|] that if A;(\) is integral, then
the associated semigroup T is finitely generated (and hence it yields the diagram ) Moreover, for the
weight Ap corresponding to the anticanonical bundle of a partial flag G/ P, if the string polytope A;(Ap) is
integral, then the toric variety of A;(Ap) is Gorenstein Fano (see [Rus08| [Stel9]). In fact, we will see that
the integrality of A;j(A) holds when A;()) admits a small toric resolution (see Proposition [2.8). Recently,
Steinert [Ste19, Example 7.5] provides a non-integral string polytope. Accordingly, not every string polytope
admits a small toric resolution. In this regard, we address the following question.

Question 1.1. When does the toric variety of Aj(N\) admit a small toric resolution? Can we construct the
small toric resolution explicitly?

The latter question is initiated from the observation of Batyrev, Ciocan-Fontanine, Kim, and van Straten
[BCFKvS00, Proposition 3.1.2]. They explicitly constructed a small toric resolution ¢: B — Xy of the toric
variety Xo of the Gelfand—Cetlin polytope where B is a Bott manifold (see Definition for the definition
of Bott manifolds). Note that the Gelfand—Cetlin polytope associated to A is unimodularly equivalemﬂ to
the string polytope A;,(A) for the standard reduced word

i = (1,2,1,3,2,1,...,n,n—1,...,1).

In order to state our main result, we need to introduce some terminologies. For any reduced word i,
one can obtain a new reduced word obtained by interchanging two consecutive numbers ¢ and j satisfying
|i — 7] > 1. We call such an operation a 2-move. We say that two reduced words i and i’ are equivalent if
one can be obtained from the other by applying a sequence of 2-moves. Each equivalence class is called a
commutation class. One important property of a reduced word i of the longest element of the Weyl group

LA resolution of a variety is called small if the exceptional loci have codimension greater than one.

2Two polytopes P and @ in R™ are unimodularly equivalent if there exists an affine transformation 7': x — Ax + v such
that A € GLn(Z), v € Z™, and T(P) = Q.
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of GG is that by applying 2-moves to i repeatedly, we obtain a new reduced word ip having the consecutive
descending subsequence (denoted by D,,) where

D, :=(n,n—1,...,1).

We can similarly produce a new reduced word ia equivalent to i which contains the consecutive ascending
subsequence A, = (1,2,...,n) (see Proposition [4.2| or [CKLP19, Proposition 3.2]).

Using the above properties, for each sequence 6 € {A,D}" of letters consisting of ‘A’ and ‘D’ where each
letter stands for ‘ascending’ or ‘descending’, respectively, one can associate a non-negative integer vector
inds(i) € Z™ called the §-index of i (see Definition [4.8). The present authors proved in [CKLP19] that
a string polytope A;(A) is unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand—Cetlin polytope associated with A if
and only if the d-index of i is the zero vector for some § € {A,D}". We say that i has small indices if
inds(i) = (0,...,0, k) for some 6 € {A,D}" and k < k(d,—1,d,) where

e k(0p—1,0n) =2if 6, = 6,1, and
e k(0,—1,0,) = n — 1 otherwise.

See Definition for the definition of small indices. Now we are ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem. Let i be a reduced word of the longest element in the Weyl group of SL,,+1(C)
and X a regular dominant integral weight. If i has small indices, then the toric variety Xa;(x) of the string
polytope A;(N) admits a small toric resolution Xii' Moreover, the smooth projective toric variety Xfi 18
isomorphic to a blow-up of a Bott manifold.

Note that every reduced word of the longest element has small indices for n < 3. When G = SL5(C),
there are 20 commutation classes (out of 62) having small indices, see Appendix It is worth while to
mention that the condition k& < 2 for small indices of the form inds(i) = (0,...,0, k) is optimal to apply our
construction. Namely, there exists a choice of i such that its index is (0,...,0,3) and its string polytope
cannot be resolved using our construction (see Example .

As every string polytope unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand—Cetlin polytope has small indices, The-
orem generalizes [BCFKvS00, Proposition 3.1.2].

Theorem 1.3 (Corollaries[6.12] |6.13] and [6.14)). Let i be a reduced word of the longest element in the Weyl
group of SL,,11(C). Suppose that i has small indices. Then we have the following.

(1) For any dominant integral weight A, the string polytope A;(\) is integral.

(2) For a parabolic subgroup P and the anticanonical weight Ap, the toric variety Xa,(x,) is Gorenstein
Fano.

(8) In case that X\ is regqular, let ®: G/B — A;(\) be the completely integrable system given in ((1.1]).
Then the disk potential of the Lagrangian fiber L(u) can be computed by the combinatorics of Aj(\)
for any interior point u of A;(N).

We note that the integrality of string polytopes has been conjectured in [AB04, Conjecture 5.8], but it
recently turned out that there exist non-integral string polytopes by [Stel9, Example 7.5]. Our main theorem
presents a sufficient condition on the integrality of string polytopes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section we introduce some notations and well-known facts
on toric varieties. We also recall resolutions of toric varieties and Bott manifolds which will be used to
construct a small toric resolution of the toric variety Xa;(x). In Section |3} we describe string polytopes in
terms of explicit defining inequalities using Gleizer—Postnikov description. In Section [d we explain certain
operations on the set of reduced words, called the eztension and contraction, introduced in the previous
work |[CKLP19] and illustrate how a string polytope changes when applying each operation. In Section we
study the combinatorics of string polytopes having d-indices of the form (0, ..., 0, k) and describe the defining
inequalities in terms of rigorous paths. In Section [6] we give a construction of the small toric resolution of
the toric variety X a;(x) of the string polytope A;j(A) when i has small indices and present the main theorem.
We also list some corollaries of our main theorem. Finally in Section [7] the proof of the main theorem will
be provided.

We have two appendices. The relation between Dynkin diagram automorphisms and combinatorics of
string polytopes is explained in Appendix [A] In Appendix [B] we give the classification of reduced words of
the longest element in G5 having small indices.
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2. BOTT MANIFOLDS AND RESOLUTIONS OF SINGULAR TORIC VARIETIES

In this section, we recall some well-known facts on toric varieties and resolutions of singular toric varieties
from [CLS11]. And then, we study certain smooth projective toric varieties, called Bott manifolds, which
will be used to construct small toric resolutions of toric varieties of string polytopes. (See [GK94] and [BP15]
§7.8] for more details on Bott manifolds.)

Let n be a positive integer. Let M be the character lattice of a torus 7' = (C*)™ and N the lattice of
one-parameter subgroups of 7. We denote

Mp =M®z;R and Ngp=NQ®zR

so that Mg = R™ and Ng & R". Let X5 be the toric variety of a fan ¥ in Ng and D = szE(l) a,D,
a torus-invariant Cartier divisor on Xy. Denote by X(k) the set of k-dimensional cones in ¥ and D, the
torus-invariant prime divisor corresponding to a ray p € X(1). The divisor D is called basepoint free if
Ox,, (D) is generated by global sections.

There are several ways to determine the basepoint freeness of D in terms of a polyhedron Pp, Cartier
data {m; },cx(n), and the support function ¢ p. The polyhedron Pp C Mg is defined by

(2.1) Pp={me Mg | (m,u,) > —a, forallpeX(l)}

where u,, is the primitive integral vector generating a ray p. When the fan X is complete, then Pp is bounded,
i.e., Pp is a polytope. Since the divisor D is Cartier, there exists m, € M for each ¢ € ¥ such that

(my,u,) =—a, forallpeo.
We call {m, },exn) the Cartier data. The support function ¢p: |¥| — R is determined by the following
properties:
e ¢p is linear on each cone ¢ € ¥, and
e vp(u,) = —a, for all p € X(1).
More explicitly ¢p is written by
¢p(u) = (my,u) foralluco
for each 0 € X(n). We call a subset P C {u, | p € X(1)} a primitive collection if Cone(P) ¢ X but

Cone(P \ {u,}) € ¥ for every u, € P. We denote by PC(X) the set of primitive collections of ¥. From the
definition, we observe the following.

Lemma 2.1. Let ¥ be a smooth fan and S C {u, | p € £(1)}. Then Cone(S) € X if and only if
PgS forany P e PC(E).

Proof. Suppose that Cone(S) ¢ ¥. Then we may find a primitive collection P C S in an inductive way. This
proves the “if” part. Conversely, assume that S contains some P € PC(X). If Cone(S) € %, then Cone(S)
is simplicial by the smoothness of ¥ and hence Cone(P) is also in the fan ¥. But this contradicts to the
assumption P € PC(X). This completes the proof. |

The following theorem presents equivalent conditions for the basepoint freeness of D using primitive
collections.

Theorem 2.2 ([CLS11l Proposition 6.1.1, Theorems 6.3.12 and 6.4.9]). Let Xx, be a projective simplicial
toric variety and let D be a Cartier divisor. The following are equivalent:

(1) D is basepoint free.

(2) m, € Pp for all 0 € ¥(n).



SMALL TORIC RESOLUTIONS OF STRING POLYTOPES WITH SMALL INDICES 5

(8) The support function pp satisfies

o <Z :r) > ep(x)

zeP zeP
for all P € PC(Y).
Example 2.3. Let X5 be the Hirzebruch surface Hy := CP(Ocpr & Ocp1(2)) associated with the complete
fan ¥ generated by four rays whose generators are
[uuuu]—_l 0 10
P = 1 0 1|”
See Figure [1] for the fan . Let D; be the divisor corresponding to u; and consider
D:D2 and DI:DQ 7D3.
Then the corresponding polytopes and the Cartier data for D and D’ are given in Figures [2(1)| and [2(2)
respectively. These figures and Theorem imply that D is basepoint free while D’ is not.
One can get the same conclusion using (3) in Theorem as follows. Note that the primitive collection

for ¥ is given by PC(X) = {{uy,us}, {uz,us}}. Since the support function is linear on each cone o € 3,
one can check the following;:

¢p(ur +u3) = pp(2uy) =2-0> ¢p(ur) + ¢p(uz) =0+ 0 =0,
¢p(uz +us) = ¢p((0,0)) =0 > ¢p(uz) + pp(uy) = -1+0=—1.

This computation shows that D is basepoint free again by Theorem In a similar manner, we can check
that D’ is not basepoint free as

epr(u1+u3) = pp(2ug) =20 % ¢pr(u1) + op/(uz) =0+1 =1,
¢pr(uz +us) = ¢p/((0,0)) =0 > pp(u2) + pp(ug) = -14+0=—1.
The normal fan X p, of the polytope Pp for a basepoint free divisor D has the following property:
Proposition 2.4 ([CLSTIl Proposition 6.2.5]). Assume that |Z| is complete of full dimension n. Let D =

Zp a,D, be a basepoint free Cartier divisor on Xs, with the polytope Pp. If v € Pp is a vertex, then the
corresponding cone o, in the normal fan Xp,, is the union

o= o

oc€X(n)

m,=v

In particular, the fan ¥ is a refinement of X p,, .

Example 2.5. Let ¥ be the fan of Hs as in Example 2:3] We consider divisors
D= D2 and DH = Dl.

The polytopes Pp, Pp» and the Cartier data are given in Figures 2(1)] and R(3)] By Theorem both
Cartier divisors D and D" are basepoint free. The normal fans ¥p, and Xp ,, of the polytopes are given in
Figures and respectively. One can see that X is a refinement of both of ¥p, and ¥p,_,, .

A~

ui o4

U4 01

o3 ey

us

~

FIGURE 1. The fan ¥ with X5, = Hos.
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mo’z m0'3 m:TZ m/O'S
P, /
2 2 " J Ppr my =m,
my, = Mg, m;, m) 2 m, =m], ‘( 1
(1) Pp and t, in Example (2) Pp: and t,, in Example (3) Ppr and ty in Example
W onUo
o3 U (o i RERRE 1 ....... 2
~
(4) The normal fan Xp,, of Pp. (5) The normal fan ¥p,,, of Pp:.

FIGURE 2. The polytopes Pp and normal fans in Examples and

Definition 2.6. For a singular toric variety Xy, we call Xg a small toric desingularization of X if S s

a smooth fan and the fan 3 is a refinement of ¥ satisfying that i(l) = X(1). Then the toric morphism
P Xg — Xy, called a small toric resolution, is a resolution of singularities and the exceptional locus of
has codimension grater than one.

As a direct corollary of Proposition [2.4] we have the following:

Corollary 2.7. Let X2 be a smooth complete polytopal fan in Ny, and let D be a basepoint free Cartier divisor
on Xs. If ¥py, is singular and ¥(1) = Xp, (1), then Xx is a small toric desingularization of Xs, .

When a singular toric variety admits a small toric resolution, the corresponding polytopes are integral:

Proposition 2.8. Let Xx, be a singular projective toric variety of dimension n. If Xs, admits a small toric
desingularization Xg, then the polytope Pp is integral for every Cartier divisor D on Xsx. That is, each
vertex of Pp is contained in the lattice M = 7.

Proof. Let D = Y}, ap Dy, where m = |£(1)|. Choose a vertex v of Pp. Then the coordinate of v is the
solution of the linear equations:

(2.2) {{m,uy) = —ax | k € J},

where J is a subset of [m] := {1,2,--- ,m} satisfying that o, = Cone(uy, | k € J). Here |J| > n since v may
not be a simple vertex, i.e., it could correspond to a non-simplicial maximal cone of the fan ¥ p,. Since the fan
Y. admits a small toric desingularization f), every non-simplicial maximal cone admits a smooth subdivision
by the definition. Hence the system in can be reduced to the system {(m,u;) = —ay | k € J'} such
that |J'| = n and the set {u; | k € J'} forms a Z-basis of the lattice N. Therefore the solution of the
system is contained in M = Z™, and the result follows. |

Now we introduce Bott manifolds which are smooth projective toric varieties.
Definition 2.9. A Bott tower B, of height n is a tower of fiber bundles
B, %Bn_lm ﬂ)Bl — pt,

of smooth projective toric varieties, where B; = CP' and B; =CP(Op,_, ®&j_1) for 2 < j <n. Here, §;_1
is a complex line bundle over Bj_;. We refer to B; as a j-stage Bott manifold (or just a Bott manifold).
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For instance, the complex projective line CP!, the Hirzebruch surface Hy = CP(Ocpr & Ocpi(k)), and
the product CP! x - - - x CP! are Bott manifolds. The Picard group of B,_; is isomorphic to the free abelian
group of rank j — 1 and there is a canonical way of constructing an isomorphism from Z’~! to Pic(B;_1) as
follows. (We refer the reader to [GK94, §2] for more details.) Let 7; ;_1 be the dual of the tautological line
bundle over B;_; and define 7;; for 1 <4 < j — 2 to be the pullback bundle 7;; = Pi_p0- o pii1(Mig1,)-
Then the map

Z77t = Pie(Bj—1),  (an, ... a5-1) = (11)% @ - @ (nj5-1)@
is an isomorphism. Hence for each line bundle §;_1, there exist integers a;1,...,a; ;-1 such that
(2.3) -1 = (1j,1)% @+ @ (y5-1) 049

It is known from [GK94l §2.3] that an n-stage Bott manifold is determined by the set of integers {a;; |

1 <4 < j < n}. Moreover, the fan of a Bott manifold can be described as follows:

Theorem 2.10 (cf. [CLS11] §7.3] and [BP15, Theorem 7.8.6]). Suppose that B, is a Bott tower determined
by {a;;|1<i<j<n}. Then B, is a smooth projective toric variety of the fan ¥ C R"™ with 2n ray vectors

(2.4) v, =—€;+a;11,€j11+ - +anjen Ww;=e€; forl<j<n,

and 2" mazimal cones generated by the sets {v; | j € S}U{w, | j ¢ S} for all subsets S C [n]. Here,
{e1,...,e,} is the standard basis of Ngp = R™.

Example 2.11. The fan of the Hirzebruch surface Hy, = CP(Ocpr @ Ocp:(k)) has four ray vectors

[ [t o 1o
V1V2W1W2_ k 71 O 17

and has four maximal cones parameterized by S C [2] = {1,2}:

S 0 {1} {2} {1,2}
Cone | Cone(wy,wg) Cone(vy,wy) Cone(vy,wy) Cone(vy,va)
See Example 2.3] and Figure [1] for the fan of H,.

By the description of the maximal cones of the fan of a Bott manifold in Theorem [2.10} we are able to
list all primitive collections of B,,.

Proposition 2.12. Let ¥ be the fan of an n-stage Bott manifold with ray vectors {vj,w; | 1 <j <n} as
in Theorem [2.10 Then there are exactly n primitive collections of X given by
PC(S) = {{v;.w;} [ 1< j <n).

Suppose that U; and Us are lower triangular matrices in GL,,(Z) such that the diagonal entries of U; are
all —1 and that of Us are all 1. Then the pair (U, Us) defines an n-stage Bott manifold where the column
vectors of the matrix U{lUl correspond to v;’s in together with {e; | 1 < j < n}. Hence, without loss
of generality, we may consider such matrices U; and Us when we define a Bott manifold.

Example 2.13. Suppose that we have the following vectors:

-1 0 0 1 0
[Vl Vo V3 W31 Wy W3] = 0 -1 0 1 1
-1 0 -1 0 0

= o O

Since both matrices [vl Vo Vg] and [wl Wo W3] are lower triangular matrices in GL3(Z), where the
former one has diagonal entries —1 and the latter one has diagonal entries 1, they define a 3-stage Bott
manifold.

We recall a star subdivision of fans and blow-ups of a toric variety. See [Ewa906, V.6] and [CLS11] §3.3].

Definition 2.14 ([CLS11 Definition 3.3.17]). Let X be a fan in Ng =2 R™ and assume 7 € ¥ has the property
that all cones of ¥ containing 7 are smooth. Let u, =>_ per(1) Up and for each cone o € ¥ containing 7, set

Y2 (1) = {Cone(A) | A C {u,}Uo(l), 7(1) € A}.
Then the star subdivision of ¥ relative to 7 is the fan

Sr)={oex|rgotu ] T

7Co
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Example 2.15. Let ¥ be the fan of the 3-stage Bott manifold defined in Example Let 7 = Cone(vy, wa)
and u, = vi + wo. Then there are three cones containing 7:
7, o1 = Cone(vy, wsy,v3), o9 := Cone(vy,ws, ws3).
One can easily check that
37(1) = {Cone(A) | A € {{u-}, {vi},{wa}, {ur, v}, {us, wa}},
35, (1) = {Cone(A) | A € {{ur}, {vi},{wa}, {vs}, {ur, vi}, {ur, wa}, {ur, vs}, {v1, vs}, {wa, vs},
{ur,vi,vs}, {ur, wa, v} t},
35,(7) = {Cone(A) | A € {{ur}, {vi}, {wa}, {ws}, {ur, vi}, {ur, wo}, {ur, ws}, {vi, ws}, {wa, ws},
{u,,vi,ws},{u,,wa,ws}}}.
Therefore, the star subdivision of ¥ relative to 7 is the fan computed by
S (r)={oeX |t €o}UXi(r)UX; (1)U}, (T)
={oeX |7 Zo}U{Cone(A)|AC {u,,vi,vs}} U{Cone(A4) | A C {u,, wo,vs}}
U {Cone(A4) | A C {u,,vi,w3}} U{Cone(4) | A C {u,,wa,wz}}.

The fan ¥*(7) is a refinement of ¥ and induces a toric morphism ¢: Xs.(;) — Xs. Under the map 1),
Xs+(7) becomes the blowup of X along the orbit closure V(7). Moreover, if the fan X is polytopal, i.e., ¥
is the normal fan of a certain polytope P, then so is the fan X*(7). If ¥ is a smooth fan in addition, then
the star subdivision ¥*(7) is also smooth (see [Ewa96, Theorem V.6.2]).

We finish up this section with the following proposition which will be used in Section

Proposition 2.16 ([Sat00, Theorem 4.3]). Let ¥ be a finite complete simplicial fan in Ng and 7 € ¥. Then
the primitive collections of the star subdivision ¥*(7) are

o G(r) ={u, [ per(l)},

e P e PC(X) such that G(1) ¢ P, and

o the minimal elements in the set

{(P\G(7))Ufu,} [P € PC(E), PNG(7) # 0}
Example 2.17. We continue Example By Proposition we have that
PC(E*(7)) = {{ve, wa}, {vi, w1}, {va, wa}, {vs, ws}, {va, vi + wa}, {w1,vi + w2 }}.
3. GLEIZER—POSTNIKOV’S DESCRIPTION OF STRING POLYTOPES

In this section, we briefly review the combinatorial theory of string polytopes of type A as well as several
notations introduced in the earlier work [CKLP19]. For G = SL,,41(C), the Weyl group of G can be naturally
identified with the symmetric group &,,41 generated by the simple transpositions sy, ..., s, in &,4+1 (where
s; = (4,4 + 1)). The weight lattice A of G can be identified with Z™ and we denote by wi,...,w, the
fundamental weights. We call a weight A = \ywy + -+ + A\, dominant if \; > 0 for allt=1,...,n, and
reqular dominant if A; > 0 for all i = 1,...,n. Denote by Ay the set of dominant integral weights.

Let w{" ™ be the longest element of &, and R(w""™") the set of reduced words representing w{" ™",
ie.,

n+1 . . . 7 n+1
R(wg™ ™) = {i= (i1, i) € [1]" | siysiy s =g}
where 7 is the length of the longest element w(()”H) which can be computed as
1
(3.1) 7 = %

For a reduced word i € R(wénﬂ)) and a dominant integral weight A = A\ + - - - + A\, the string

polytope A;(\) is a convex polytope defined in the Euclidean space R™ such that lattice points in A;(\)
parameterize the dual canonical basis elements of the irreducible G-module V) with highest weight A. In
Appendix we present the original definition of string polytopes following from Littelmann’s paper [Lit98§].

The string polytope A;(A) can be obtained as the intersection of two convex rational polyhedral cones,
the string cone C; and the A-cone C;). There are several ways of describing the string cone Cj, see [Lit98],
IBZ01], and |[GPOO] for instance. Throughout this paper, we follow Gleizer—Postnikov’s description [GP00]
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of the string cone C; and Rusinko’s description [Rus08] of the A-cone C’i)‘ where both descriptions use the
so-called wiring diagrams. We also refer to [CKLP19, Sections 2 and 3] for more details.

Definition 3.1. For a reduced word i = (i1,...,i5) € R(w(()nﬂ)), the wiring diagram G(i) is an arrangement
of (n + 1)-vertical piecewise straight lines such that

e each pair of wires must intersect exactly once, and
e the jth crossing of wires (from the top) is located in the ¢;th column (from the left) of G(i) for each
i=1,2,...,7

We call crossings nodes and label them as t1,to,...,t5; from the top to the bottom.

In Figure 3| we present wiring diagrams for reduced words (1,2,1,3,2,1) and (1, 3,2,1,3,2) in R(w(()4)).

t1 t1

1 to 1 to
2 Q 3 s
) & ; 5
2 3
1 2

f4 f3 ZQ 81 54 83 ‘62 El
(1) ¢(1,2,1,3,2,1). (2) G(1,3,2,1,3,2).

FIcure 3. Wiring diagrams for (1,2,1,3,2,1) and (1, 3,2,1,3,2).

We label the wires £, 0o, ..., 0,11 and call ) the kth wire. Also the upper end and lower end of each wire
{y, are labeled by Uy and Ly, respectively.

Definition 3.2 ([GP0O, Section 5.1]). For a given i € R(w(()n+1)) and k € [n], define G(i,k) to be the
oriented wiring diagram G(i), where the orientations on each wire is given such that

e the first k wires ¢4, ..., £, are oriented upward, and
e the other wires {41, ...,0,+1 are oriented downward.

(1) A rigorous path is an oriented path on G(i, k) for some k € [n] satisfying
e it starts at Ly and ends at Ly,
e it respects the orientation of G(i, k),
e it passes through each node at most once, and
e it does not include forbidden fragments given in Figure [

A X

FIGURE 4. Forbidden fragments.

We denote the set of rigorous paths by GP(i).

(2) A node t is called a peak of a rigorous path v € GP(i) if ¢ is a local maximal node of the path v with
respect to the height of the diagram G(i).
(3) Among peaks of a rigorous path v € GP(i), we call the global maximal node of the path - the
maximal peak.
(4) Each node t; assigns the chamber defined to be the region €; enclosed by wires such that
e t; is the unique peak of the boundary of C;, and
e any wire does not intersect the interior of C;.
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(5) For each chamber C;, define a new variable
A 1 if t; € €; is in the same column as t;,
mj = Z aiti, a; = q —1 if ¢; € €; is in one column to the right or left of ¢;,
=1 0  otherwise.

We call m;’s chamber variables. See also [CKLP19, Definition 4.1].

We note that a forbidden fragment can appear only when ¢; crosses over ¢; such that

e i > j where the orientation of both wires is downward, or
e i < j where the orientation of both wires is upward.

Any rigorous path + can be expressed by
(3.2) by = o=l ri=k rpr1=k+1

which records wires in order appearing in the travel along the path. The expression (3.2)) is called a wire-
expressiorﬂ of v. We denote by

node(y) = {ly, N by, |i=1,...,p}

the set of nodes on 7 appearing at the intersections of consecutive wires in (3.2)).

Example 3.3. In Figure one can find some oriented wiring diagrams and rigorous paths for i =
(1,2,1,3,2,1) and i = (1,3,2,1,3,2). Also, one can find chambers for the word (1,3,2,1,3,2) in Fig-
ure [5(3)|

L0 (e M L

by b3 by 01 by U3 Ly Ay by €3 by U1 by U3 Ly {q

by U3 Ly 0y
(1) Oriented wiring diagrams G(i,1) and (2) Oriented wiring diagrams G(i’, 1) and
G (i, 2); rigorous paths 1 — £3 — £2 and G(i’, 3); rigorous paths ¢; — €4 — ¢ and
62 ‘)Z4‘>£5 63 *)Zl %54.

(3) Chambers Cj
for i’.

FIGURE 5. Oriented wiring diagrams for i = (1,2,1,3,2,1) and i’ = (1, 3,2,1, 3,2), and chambers.

Now we are ready to define Cj, C{‘, and A;()) each of which is a convex object in R™. We will use the

coordinate system ({1, ...,t5) by abuse of notation.
Definition 3.4 ([GP00, Rus08]). Let i = (i1,...,i5) € R(w(()nﬂ)) and A = Ay + -+ A\ywon € Ay
(1) Let 7 be a rigorous path in G(i, k) for some k € [n]. The string inequality for v is defined by

A 1 if y travels from ¢, to £s at t; and r < s,
Zajtj >0, where a; == ¢ =1 if v travels from ¢, to £, at ¢t; and r > s,
i=1 0  otherwise.
The string cone Cj is the set of points in R” satisfying all string inequalities.
(2) For each node t; in G(i), the A-inequality for t; is defined by
1 if the node tj, is in one column to the right or left of ¢;,

tj < Ai; + Z biti, where by := ¢ —2 if the node t; is in the same column as ¢;,
k>j 0  otherwise.

3There is another type of expression, called a node-expression of a rigorous path. See [CKLP19| (2.2) in Section 2.1].
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The A-cone Ci)‘ is the set of points in R” satisfying all A-inequalities.

Remark 3.5 ([CKLP19| Section 4.1]). In terms of chamber variables, the description of the string polytope
becomes much simpler. Under the change of coordinates (¢1,...,t7) — (m1,...,mz), we may describe the
string cone Cj as follows.

Ci =< (my,...,mz) € R” > m; >0, ~e€GP(i)

€, Cregion enclosed by ~

Similarly, the A-cone can be described by

Cr =< (my,...,mp) €R® Z mi+XA; >0, j=12...,n

k>3, ix=1;

Note that in [BF19], they also used a similar description of string polytopes (see, for instance, [BF19l
Figure 6]).

Definition 3.6. Leti = (i1,...,i5) € R(w(()"+1)) and A = M+ -+ A\, € Ay The string polytope Ai(\)
is defined as the intersection of the string cone and the A-cone. In terms of the chamber variables m;’s, the
string polytope can be written by

AN =CnCr = [ {meR"|[(wy,m)>0}N [ |{meR"|(v;,m)+\; >0},
YyEGP(i) j=1

where w, and v; denote the coeflicient vectors of the string inequality for v and the A-inequality for m; as
in Remark respectively. Indeed,

(33) Wy = E €;, V= — E €L,
€, Cregion enclosed by ~ k>3, ik=i;
where {ej,...,ez} is the standard basis of R™.

Example 3.7. Let i = (1,3,2,1,3,2) € R(w(()4)). Then there are seven rigorous paths, and each path
defines the following vector w.,: (See Figure )

Wity = (17071707170)7 Wi —ly—ly = (0707170a170)7 Wi —lz—ly = (07030707170)7
Wi, —t3 = (07 0) 07 07 Oa 1))
Wis—0, = (051;1717()’0)7 Wi 0,0, = (07071a1a050)7 Wi byl = (070a0517070)'
On the other hand, we have the vectors v; for 1 < j <6:
Vi1 = (717070?717070)3 V2 = (0371707037170)7 V3 = (0303717070371)7
vy =(0,0,0,—1,0,0), vs = (0,0,0,0,—1,0), vg = (0,0,0,0,0,—1).
Therefore, for A = A\jw; + A\aws + A3ws, the string polytope A;(A) is expressed as follows.

my+mz+ms >0, mg+ms=>0, ms=>0, meg=>0,
mo+mg+my >0, mg+my >0, my>0,
—-mp—mg+A 20, —ma2—ms5+A3>0, —m3z—mg+ >0,
—m4+A1 >0, —ms+A3>0, —mg+A3>0

Ai()\)z (ml,...,mG) €R6

In the rest of the section, we observe some combinatorial properties of rigorous paths which will be used
later.

Proposition 3.8 ([CKLP19, Proposition 4.6]). Let A be a regular dominant weight and i € R(w(()nﬂ)). Then
the expression in Definition is non-reduandant in the string polytope A;(N\). Indeed, when we consider
the normal fan Xa,(x) of the string polytope, the set of ray generators of the fan Xa (x) is the same as

{wy|veGPH)}U{v;|j=1,...,n}.
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Let R; be the closed region enclosed by the path ¢; — ¢;1; and Ry its interior for each i € [n]. See
Figure@for the regions R; of the word (4,3,4,2,3,4,1,2,3,4,5,4,6,5,4,3,2,1,4,3,2) € R(w(()7)).

by bg b5 L4 f3 Lo 07 R Rs R4 R3 Ra Ry

FIGURE 6. The wiring diagram and R; of (4,3,4,2,3,4,1,2,3,4,5,4,6,5,4,3,2,1,4,3,2).

The regions R; can be expressed as unions of chambers. For the word in Figure [6] we have the following
relation:

Ry = C1pUCq1 UCys, Ry = CsUCyUC1aUC14UCys,
R3 =C3UC;UCsUC15UCy, Ry =CUCUCLUCyUC7 U Co,
Rs = Co1, Rg = C15 U C16 U C17 U Cys.

By the definition of the rigorous paths and the region R;, one can immediately obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Letie€ R(w(()n+1)) andy=; = by == L., > ¥i11) € GP@). Then v C R;.

4. EXTENSIONS AND CONTRACTIONS ON REDUCED WORDS

In this section, we introduce two operations, called a contraction and an extension, that produce a new re-
duced word in R(wén)) and R(w(()nJrQ)), respectively, for each reduced word i € R(wénﬂ)). See also [CKLPI9,
Section 3.3] for more details.

Recall that for a given i € R(w,
There are two types of braid moves:

n+1 n+1
) )

, one can produce a new reduced word in R(w by a braid move.

e (2-move) exchanging (4, j) with (j,4) for |i — j| > 1, i.e., s;8; = s;8;.
e (3-move) exchanging (i,4+ 1,4) with (i + 1,4,4 + 1), i.e., 88118 = Si+15iSi+1-

According to Tits’ Theorem [Tit69], every pair of reduced words in R(w(()nﬂ)) is connected by a sequence of

braid moves.
Define an equivalence relation ‘~’ on R(w(()"+1)) such that

i~i ¢ iandi arerelated by a sequence of 2-moves.

From the definition of string cones, it immediately follows that if two reduced words i and i’ differ by a
sequence 2-moves, then the corresponding string cones differ by the change of coordinates. Hence, using the
equivalence relation ~, we can state the following.

Lemma 4.1 ([CKLP19, Lemma 3.1]). Ifi~ i, then the string polytopes A;j(N\) and Ay () are the same up
to coordinate changes for any dominant integral weight A € A, .

The following proposition observed in [CKLP19] suggests two canonical representatives for each equiva-
lence class in R(w((]nﬂ))/ ~. See also [CKLP19, Example 3.3].
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Proposition 4.2 ([CKLP19, Proposition 3.2]). For any i = (i1,...,in) € R(w(()n+1)), we may rearrange i
using 2-moves so that

. .-/ -/ -/ -/
i (i, iy, — 1,000, 2, 0 i)
——
=: i- =: D, Lt
‘1p =:i]
for some integer u > 0 and i € [n]. Similarly, there exist an integer v >0 and i ’s in [n] such that
. -1/ -1/ -1/ -1/
i (i, .y, 1,2, on = 1on, iy i),
——
=iy =: An —. it
HE N =: iy

where ‘D’ and ‘A’ stand for ‘descending’ and ‘ascending’, respectively. Here, the descending chain D, and
ascending chain A, are given by

D,=(mn—-1,...,2,1) and A,:=(1,2,...,n—1,n).
Using Proposition we can define two indices of i as follows.
Definition 4.3 ([CKLPI19, Definition 3.4]). For each i € R(wénﬂ)) with
i ~ igDnif ~ ijAnif,
define
indp(i) := |i;| and inda(i) = |if]
and call them the D-index of i and the A-index of i, respectively.

Remark 4.4. Note that indp(i) and inda(i) count the number of nodes in G(i) below £, 11 and ¢, respec-
tively, as explained in the proof of [CKLP19, Proposition 3.5].

We introduce some notations as follows. For a word i = (i1, ...,4), we denote by
i+12=(i1+1,...,ik+1) and i—lI:(i1—17...,ik—1).

We also denote by [a,b] == {a,a +1,...,b} for a,b € Z. Note that there does not exist 1 in i‘g because i is
reduced. Similarly, there is no 1 in i, .

Definition 4.5 ([CKLP19, Definition 3.6]). For any i € R(w(()n+1)) and s € {0,1,...,7}, assume that

s . . . . -— .+ -« — .+
i= (i1, la—ssfn—stls---20n) ~ ipDpip ~ iyAuia,

—ii (s) —:it(s)
where both words iy Dni‘g and i;AniX are minimal in the sense that 2-moves are used as little as possible
to obtain them from i, respectively.

(1) The D-contraction of i, denoted by Cp(i), is the reduced word iy (i — 1) € R(w(()n)).
(2) The A-contraction of i, denoted by Ca(i), is the reduced word (iy — 1)if € R(w(()n)).
(3) For s € [0,7], the D-extension of i at s, denoted by Ep(s)(i), is the reduced word
i () Dpi1 (i(s) + 1) € R(wi™™).
(4) For s € [0,7], the A-extension of i at s, denoted by Ea(s)(i), is the reduced word
(7 (s) + 1) Angr i(s) € R(w{™™).
Example 4.6. (1) Suppose thati= (1,2,1,3,2,1). Then we have that Ep(3)(i) = (1,2,1,4,3,2,1,4,3,2).
(2) Leti=(2,1,3,2,1,3). Theni~ (2,3,1,2,3,1). Therefore, inda(i) = 1 and Ca(i) = (1,2, 1).
(3) For any i € R(wénﬂ)), we have that
Ep(0)(i) =i Dpt1, Ep(m)(i) =Dptr(i+1).
(4) By the definition, for any s € {0,1,...,7}, we have that Ca(Ea(s)(i)) =i and Cp(Ep(s)(i)) =i.
Remark 4.7. The extension map is surjective up to 2-moves (see [CKLPI19l Section 3.3]). Indeed, the

following composition is surjective:

s

R x [0,7] £ R@™?) T R/ ~
(i,5) S Es)i) e [Bas)d)]
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Note that, starting with the empty set, we may apply extensions n times repeatedly so that one can get a

reduced word (depending on the choice of A or D in each step) in R(wénﬂ)). Similarly for each i € R(w(()nﬂ))

and the choice of A or D in each step, one can apply contractions repeatedly and finally get the empty set.

Definition 4.8. (1) For any sequence 6 = (d1,...,0,) € {A,D}" and an integer vector I = (I1,...,1I,)

with I; € [0,¢ — 1], we obtain a reduced word
i5(1) = (Es, (1) 0 -+ 0 By, () 0 Es, (1))(0) € R(w{™™").
Here, 1 — 1 =i(i — 1)/2 is given in (3.I).
(2) For a given sequence § = (d1,...,9,) € {A,D}", we define an integer vector inds(i) = (I1,...,1I,) €
Z%, to be
I, :=inds, (i), I,—1:=1inds, ,(Cs, (1)), ..., I1:=1inds (Cs,0---0C5, (1)).
We call the vector inds(i) the d-index of i.
Example 4.9. Let § = (D,D,D) and I = (0,0,2). Then, we have that
is(I) = (Ep(2) o Ep(0) 0 Ep(0))(0) = Ep(2)(Ep(0)(1)) = Ep(2)(1,2,1) = (1,3,2,1,3,2).

From the definition we have the following property:

Lemma 4.10. For a sequence § € {A,D}" and I = (I1,...,I,) with I; € [0,i — 1], if i ~i5(I), we have
inds(i) = 1.
Note that for two equivalent words i and i’, their extensions do not need to be equivalent. For instance,
let us consider
(1,2,1,3,2,1) ~ (1,2,3,1,2,1).
On the other hand, we have
Ep(3)(1,2,1,3,2,1) = (1,2,1,4,3,2,1,4,3,2) # Ep(3)(1,2,3,1,2,1) = (1,2,3,4,3,2,1,2,3,2).
It is not hard to check that
indip,p,p,0y(1,2,1,4,3,2,1,4,3,2) = indp p,p,0)(1,2,3,4,3,2,1,2,3,2) = (0,0,0, 3).

n+1))

Therefore, for a given sequence § € {A,D}" and i,i’ € R(w(() , inds (i) = inds (i) does not imply that two

words are the same up to 2-moves.
Now, we investigate how the set of rigorous paths enlarges by extensions or contractions.

Lemma 4.11 ([CKLP19, Lemma 5.1]). For a given i € R(w(()nﬂ)), s € [0,7], and @ = D or A, there is a
canonical inclusion
Wa(i,5) : GP(E) = GP(Ea(s) ()
Moreover,
ImW,(i,s) = {y € GP(F.(s)(1)) | node(ry) does not contain a node lying on le},
where {p = L, 49 and €p == (1.

We call a rigorous path v € GP(FE,.(s)(i)) e-new if it is not in ImW,(i, s). More generally, we can define
e-new paths for general reduced words as follows. Note that if i ~ i’, then there is a natural identification
between GP(i) and GP(i’). Since the extension is surjective up to 2-moves (see Remark [4.7), for any
i € R(w™™), there exist i’ € R(w(™), » € {A,D}, and s € [0, — 1] such that E,(s)(i’) ~ i. Thus we say
that v € GP(i) e-new if 7 is e-new in GP(F.(s)(i’)). Equivalently, v € GP(i) is e-new if node(y) contains a
node lying on ¢,. See [CKLPI9, Section 5] for more details.

For any reduced word i € R(wénﬂ)), the authors provide in [CKLPI9, Propositions 5.6 and 5.7] an
explicit way of finding n e-new paths (called canonical) in GP(i) for each e = A or D.

Proposition 4.12 ([CKLP19, Proposition 5.6]). Leti e R(w(()"+1)) and k € [n]. Lett;, be the node at which
U and 4 intersect. Then there exists a rigorous path yp(i, k) € GP(i) such that

e it has a unique peak t;, ,
o it travels from {y, to £yy1 at tj,,
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o it is below {41,
o with respect to the wire-expression of yp(i, k):

by = oo =l = Uy = Uy = by, = - = Ly (=L 11),
the sequences r1,...,7p and ui,...,uq are increasing, and
e 1o(i, k) C Ry, , where a = max{a | t;, € Ry}.
We call the path yp(i, k) a canonical D-new path.
Example 4.13. Let i = (4,3,4,2,3,4,1,2,3,4,5,4,6,5,4,3,2,1,4,3,2) € R(w!"). See Figure [d| for the
wiring diagram of i. Then,
i=Fp(3)(4,3,4,2,3,4,1,2,3,4,5,4,3,2,1).
For k = 3, there are two D-new rigorous paths which satisfy the first four conditions in Proposition [4.12
Y11= (ls = l; = €4) C Ry, 2= (lg — 5 — {7) C Re.

Since 6 > 3, the path 75 is the canonical D-new path vp(i, 3), and 71 is a D-new path but not canonical. By
similar observations, one can find the following canonical D-new paths.

(i, 1) =l = by =€), w(i,2) = (b2 = by = s — £3), (i,3) = (le — €3 — {7),
(i, 4) = (b = €y — €7), w(i,5) = (bs = €5 — l7), (i,6) = (fs — £7).
5. COMBINATORICS OF STRING POLYTOPES OF INDEX (0, ...,0, k)

In this section, we compare GP(Cp(i)) with GP(i) which are sets of rigorous paths. Throughout this
section, we assume that i ~ i5(I) € R(wén+1)) with I = (0,...,0,k) forsome k <n—1and § = (d1,...,d,) €
{A,D}". Without loss of generality, we may assume that

=D
by Proposition Moreover, by Lemma, we may assume that
i=i5(1)(=1igs,,..s,)0,...,0,k)).
Then the (d1,...,0,—_1)-index of the contraction Cp(i) € R(w(()n)) becomes the zero vector, i.e.,
indgs, .5, )(Cb(i)) = (0,...,0) € Z" 1.

Therefore, Cp (i) defines the string polytope which is unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand—Cetlin polytope
by [CKLP19, Theorem 6.7]. In particular, we have

gP(Co(i) = "1

Now we consider the canonical inclusion map defined in Lemma
U= Up(Cp(i), k): GP(Cb(i)) = GP(i)
which sends a rigorous path v = (¢; = £, — --- — £, — {;;1) in GP(Cp(i)) to the path
(5.1) V() =l = Lbry = - = Ly, — Liy1) € GP(i).

Theorem 5.1. Let § = (61,...,6,) € {A,D}" and I = (0,...,0,k) with k <n —1. Assume that n > 2 and
0, = D. Then,

=n—n.

n+k—1 ifdép_1=Dandk=n-1,

. n+k ifop1=Dand 0<k<n-—1,
5.2 P(is(I))| =
(52) IGPUs()) n ifk=0;0rd,_1=Aand k=n—1,
n+1 ifop1=Aand 0 <k <n-—1.

Indeed, |GP(is(I))| depends only on k, 6,—1 and 0y,

The proof of Theorem [5.1] will be split into the cases mentioned in the theorem. To prove Theorem
we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.2. Letie€ R(w(()n+1)) andy = (l; =Ly, — -+ =Ly, — Liy1) € GP(i). Theni+1¢ {ry,...,rp}.
In particular, with respect to the upward orientation of £;, if £; meets L., just before intersecting €;11, then
v should be £; — £, — liqq.

Proof. Clearly, r, # i+1. Assume on the contrary that r; =i+1 for some j € {1,...,p—1}. Then there are
four possible configurations of the sub-path £,, — £, as follows (where each red broken arrow describes a
part of the path 7).

7“]+1 Z+1 T_1+1 z+1 z+1 T_]+1 z+1 7“]+1
) Case 1. ) Case 2. ) Case 3. ) Case 4.

FIGURE 7. Four possible configurations of £; 11 — £, .

By Lemma the path ~ should be contained in the region R;. Since the region R; is enclosed by paths
Ci+1 and ¢;, the path  should travel the shaded parts in Figure[7] But, for Cases 2 and 4, the red paths are
not contained in R;, and hence those cases are excluded.

For Case 1, since the wire £, , goes downward, 741 > ¢ + 1. Thus, the wire ¢, is on the left hand
side of the wire ¢; 1 on the bottom. But it is impossible since each pair of wires meets only once. Similarly,
Case 3 is also impossible since ;11 < ¢+ 1 and so the orientation of £, , should be downward. Therefore,
the result follows. |

5.1. Case 1: (0,_1,6,) = (D, D).

Proposition 5.3. Let 6 = (61,...,6,) € {A,D}" and i € R(wén+1)). Suppose that 6,1 = 0, = D. If
i~ is() with I =1(0,...,0,k) for some k <n—1, then

|gp(i):{n+k—1 ifk=n—1,

n+k ifk<n—1.

Rn—k—l
labels of nodes
n—2n-+2
i — (n+k)
n—(n+k)+1
n—2k—1
n — 2k
n—2k+1
n—k—i+1
n—k
n—k+1
n—i+1
n

Zn-‘rl en gn—l T Enfi e enfk Enfkfl T El

FIGURE 8. Rigorous paths £,_g_1 — €y — Lyy1 — La_p (green), Yo = (bp—g—1 — bn —
L) (dotted red) and 5; = (bp—; = Lpt1 — Ln—it1) (blue) when (6,,-1,9,) = (D, D).
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Proof. By Proposition there are n canonical D-new paths. To prove the proposition, it is enough to
count the non-canonical new paths. By Lemma the only possible region R; which contains two different
rigorous paths having the same maximal peak is R, _;_1. This is because R,,_j;_1 is the only region, which
contains a node in its interior. One can see in Figure [8| that the wires ¢, 1 and ¢, intersect at the node
ts—ok in the interior of R,_j_1. This produces a D-new path of Case II-2 in [CKLP19 Proposition 5.10]
(see the green path in Figure :

(5.3) bp—pe1 = by = b1 = Lk,

which is not canonical since its peak, t;_(,,4%), does not lie on the wire £, ;1 (this violates the first condition
in Proposition [4.12)). Note that there is another rigorous path ¥y = (¢,—x—1 — £n — £n—) having the same
maximal peak t;_(,1r). See the dotted red path in Figure @

On the other hand, one can see that for 1 < j; < jo < n,

Rjo.lﬂR;;;é@ — n—-k—-1<j1<n—-2and jo=n
(cf. Figure @ These intersections produce k — 1 D-new paths of Case I-2 in [CKLP19, Proposition 5.10]:
ﬁi = (Enfl — €n+1 — Enfz#l) for2<i<k

which are not canonical. See the blue path in Figure [§| Therefore, there are exactly k& non-canonical D-new
paths when n —k —1>0,ie, k<n—1.

If K = n — 1, then no red dotted line appears in Figure |8 and so there are exactly & — 1 non-canonical
D-new paths (blue paths). This completes the proof. |

Example 5.4. Let § = (D,A;A;A,D,D) and I = (0,0,0,0,0,3). Let
i=is5(I) = (4,3,4,2,3,4,1,2,3,4,5,4,6,5,4,3,2,1,4,3,2) € R(w.").

The regions R; are presented in Figure @ There are three D-new paths which are not canonical (see red
paths in Figure @:
62%564)67%63, €34)€7*>€4, 54%47%E5.

Note that the canonical D-new paths yp(i, k) for k = 3,4 are g — €3 — {7 and £g — €4 — {7, respectively

(see Example and blue paths in Figures|9(3)| and [9(2)).

by bg €5 Lg f3 Lo 0y b7 bg U5 L4 L3 b2 11 by bg b5 b4 b3 Lo 07
(1) by = L — b7 — £3.  (2) €3 — L7 — L4 (dotted red) and (3) €4 — £7 — 5 (dotted red) and
le — €3 — L7 (blue). ls — Ly — U7 (blue).

FIGURE 9. D-new paths in Example
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5.2. Case 2: (d,-1,0,) = (A,D).

Lemma 5.5. Let k be a positive integer satisfying k < n — 1. Consider sequences 6 = (01,...,0p,—2,A,D)
and &' = (61,...,0n—2,D,A) in {A,D}™. Then, we have the equivalence

i5 0,...,0,/{: Ni(sl O,...,O,n—k—l
1 1
n— n—

Proof. Let I = (0,...,0,k). We set i :=is(I). Since indp(i) = k and inda(Cp(i)) = 0, the last part of the
sequence i has the following form:

i=@,[th[2)...[n—k—1[nn-1. . n—k+Lln—kln-—k-1,....21[n—k+1]....[n).

DTI,

Here, i’ = i(s,,... 5, 5)(0,...,0) +1 = Cp(Ca(i)) + 1. Then, the boxed numbers in the above equation form
the sequence A,,. Thus we have that

(5.4) i~ ({,n,n— n—k+1 ‘n— —1Hn—szn—k+1‘ Snln—k—-1,...,2,1).

An

On the other hand, we have that

ig/(O,...,O,TL*k* 1) = (EA(TL k— 1) OED(O))(i((SI,A..,&n,g)(Oa~'~70))
= (Ea(n —k —1)0 Ep(0))(i — 1)
=(Ba(ln—k-1){'-1,n—1,n—-2,...,1)

=@{,nn—-1,....,n—k+1,1,2,....,n,n—k—1,...,2,1).
Hence the equivalence ([5.4)) proves the lemma. O

Example 5.6. Let i=(2,3,2,1,2,3) € R(w (4)) Then we have that

i= l(A,A,D) (070, 2) = i(A,D,A) (0,0, 0).
Proposition 5.7. Let 6 = (d1,...,0,) € {A,D}" and I = (0,...,0,k) with 0 < k < n — 1. Suppose that
dn—1=A and 6, =D. Ifi~is(I), then |GP(i)|=n+1.

Proof. By Lemmal5.2] the only possible enclosed region R; which contains two different rigorous paths which
have the same maximal peak is Ry (see Figure . Note that in the interior of Ry41, wires £,41 and ¢
meet at t5_p4+1. This produces a D-new path of Case I-1 in [CKLP19, Proposition 5.10]:

(55) gk—i—l — gn-&-l — 61 — gk_;,_g.

which is not canonical as its maximal peak tz_(,4x) does not lie on the wire £, (this violates the first
condition in Proposition . Note that there is another rigorous path 7y := ({x+1 — ¢1 — {42) having the
same maximal peak t;_(,yx). On the other hand, in this case, we have R} NR; = =Pforalll <j; < jo <n.
Consequently, there is exactly one non-canonical D-new path, and therefore the result follows. O

Example 5.8. Let i :=ipaaap)(0,0,0,0,2) = (4,3,4,2,3,4,1,2,5,4,3,2,1,4,5). In this case, the regions
R; can be expressed by
Ry =Ci5, Ry=CUCyUC1, R3=C3UCUC3UC1HUC,
Ry =CUCUCLUC;UCs, Rs=0C3.
One can easily check that R N Rj, = 0 for any 1 < j; < jo < 5, and there is one D-new path which is not
canonical (see the dotted red path in Figure [11(2))):
63%664)61%64.
In this case, we have five canonical D-new paths:
o(,1) = (b5 = b1 — ls = L), w(1,2) = (ba = ls — L3), w(1,3) = (lz = ls — La),
(i, 4) = (be = ls — {5), 10(i,5) = (€5 — Lo).
For example, the canonical D-new path 7p(i, 3) is the blue path in Figure [11(2)]
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labels of nodes

n—2n-+2
n—(n+k)
n—(n+k)+1
n—mn
n—n+4+1
n—n-4+2
n—k
n—k+1

n

FIGURE 10. Rigorous paths lx11 — €41 — €1 — Clyo (blue) and Yo = (bp41 — €1 — Lit2)
(dotted red) when (d,,—1,9,) = (A,D).

Combining Propositions [5.3] and we prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[5.1 In case of (§,,—1,0,) = (D, D), the result follows from Proposition For the case
of (6n—1,9n) = (A, D), the result follows

e from [CKLP19 Theorem 6.7] when k = 0,

e from Lemma 5.5 and [CKLP19, Theorem 6.7] when k =n — 1,

e from Proposition [5.7j when 0 < k < n — 1. O

On the other hand, from the proofs of Propositions [5.3] and we obtain the following consequence. Let
§=(01,...,0,) € {A,D}", I =(0,...,0,k) with kK <n —1, and i = is(I). Assume that n > 2 and 4,, = D.
For each j € [n], the number of rigorous paths having maximal peak at ¢; is 1 or 2. Moreover, if two rigorous
paths v and 7 have the same maximal peak t;, then there are two possibilities:

(1) either the region enclosed by one of the paths is contained in that of the other, or

Rs Ry4 Rs3 Re Ry bg U5 C4 03 Lo (1

ZG f5 Ly 53 Ly £y
(2) €3 — £s — €1 — L4 (dotted red) and f3 —

(1) Rs. L — L4 (blue).

FIGURE 11. R; and D-new paths in Example
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the node ¢; is on the wire £,,; and only one of them is a canonical D-new path. (The other one is
automatically a non-canonical D-new path.)

For the purpose of later use, we define the following paths.

Definition 5.9. For each j € [n], define v; to be

«v if there exists only one rigorous path v having the maximal peak ¢;,
the path enclosing the larger region for Case (1),
the canonical D-new path for Case (2).

For the remaining rigorous paths, we label them as follows (cf. Figure [§| and .

In case of 0,,—1 = D, define (whenever possible)

Yo = (Up—t—1 = ln = ln_k),

i =lp—i = b1 = lp—iy1) for2<i<k.
In case of §,,_1 = A, define (whenever possible)

Yo = (lpg1 — 1 = liy2).

Example 5.10. The following examples exhibit 7;’s as well as 7;’s defined in Definition

(1)

Let i:=1iaap)(0,0,1) =(2,1,3,2,1,3) € R(wé4)). Then, for s # 2, there exists only one rigorous
path whose maximal peak is t5. For s = 2, there are two paths

v = (gg — 1€1 — gg) and ’7/ = (62 — 64 — 51 — 63)
whose maximal peak is t. Then the region enclosed by «y is C3 U €4 and the region enclosed by ~/
is G2 U C3 U €y (see Figure [12(1)). Thus we have that
2=7, Jo=1
Let i:=1ippp)(0,0,1) =(1,2,3,2,1,2). Then, for s # 2, there exists only one rigorous path whose
maximal peak is ts. For s = 2, there are two paths

v = (61 — fg — 62) and ’yl = (61 — £3 — 64 — KQ)
whose maximal peak is t5. Since the region enclosed by « is C2 U €3 and that of 7" is Co U C3 U G4
(see Figure [12(2))), we obtain
2=, =7
Let i = ippp)(0,0,2) = (1,3,2,1,3,2) € R(w"”). Then, for s = 3, there are two paths
Y= (51 — £4 — 62) and ’y/ = (63 — 61 — 64)
whose maximal peak is t3 (see Figure [5(2)). In this case, the regions enclosed by these paths are not
contained in each other. Since ' = 7p(i, 1) is canonical (while «y is not canonical), it follows that
V3= 7/, Y2 = 7.
In this case, 7y is not defined. (Indeed, (k,n) = (2,3) and n—k—1 = 0 so that |GP(i)| = n+k—1=T7.
See Proposition [5.3])

6. SMALL TORIC RESOLUTIONS OF STRING POLYTOPES WITH SMALL INDICES

In this section, we associate a certain Bott manifold Bj, an iterated CP'-bundle, to each reduced word
i. Moreover, we prove that a small toric resolution of the toric variety Xa;(\) of the string polytope Aj;
can be obtained by blowing up the Bott manifold B; under the assumption that i has small indices (see
Theorem .

Recall from that the length of i is i = n(n 4+ 1)/2, which is the same as the dimension of the
string polytope A;j(\) when A is regular dominant. Among the elements in GP(i), we have 7 rigorous paths
{7 | 7 € [n]} as in Definition [5.9[and the paths assign integral vectors

w;=w,, forje[n],

where w, is the coefficient vector (with respect to chamber variables) of the string inequality for the path
v (see (3.3)). Note that the matrix [wy --- wp] is a lower triangular matrix whose diagonal entries are all
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1. On the other hand, we can associate n integral vectors vy, ..., vs to A-inequalities such that the matrix
[vi -+ vg] is a lower triangular matrix whose diagonal entries are all —1. See also (3.3) for the definition

of v;. Using these vectors, one obtains a Bott manifold (see Theorem and Proposition [2.12)).

Definition 6.1. Let i =i5(]) with I = (0,...,0,k) and 0 < k < n — 1. Define B; to be the Bott manifold
determined by the vectors {v;,w; | 1 < j < 72} in the sense of Theorem We denote by 3 the fan of Bj.

Remark 6.2. Forie R(wé"+1)) satisfying i ~ is5 (0,...,0) for some 6 € {A,D}", the string polytope A;(\)
is unimodularly equivalent to the Gelfand—Cetlin polytope GC(A) by [CKLP19, Theorem 6.7]. We call such a
reduced word i Gelfand—Cetlin type. Moreover, it has been proved in [BCFKvS00, Proposition 3.1.2] that the
toric variety Xgc(a) of the Gelfand-Cetlin polytope GC(A) admits a small toric resolution for any dominant
integral weight A. Indeed, for iy .= (1,2,1,3,2,1,...,n,n —1,...,1), considering the affine transformation
sending the string polytope A;j,(A) to GC(A) constructed in [CKLP19, Section 6], one can see that the fan
of the Bott manifold Bj, is the same as that of the small toric desingularization of Xgc(n) constructed
in [BCFKvS00, Proposition 3.1.2] for a regular dominant integral weight .

We introduce the following notion.

Definition 6.3. We say that i has small indices if inds(i) = (0, ...,0,k) for some § € {A,D}" and
k < k(bn—1,0n), where
2 if 0,,—1 = dn,

On_1,0pn) ==
#(0n—1,0n) {n—l i 61 2 O

We will see later that every reduced word in R(w(()4)) has small indices. We construct a smooth projective
toric variety for i having small indices. Suppose that §,, = D. Recall from Theorem that

{17 €nl} ifk=0; or 6,1 =Aand k=n—1,
. . — ~ f _ :A —1: _ :D =1
(6.1) GP(i) = {% |J€ [il]}UZo 1 On—1 and 0 < k<n 3 Or 0p1 and k ,
{’Yj |j€[n}}U’72 1f57t—1:Dand (k7n):(273)7
[7]

{"}/j|j€ ﬁ}U%U% if 6,1 =D and k=2,n > 3,
in which the number of rigorous paths is at most 7 + 2.

Proposition 6.4. Each vector wy, for i = 0,2 can be expressed as a linear combination of w;’s and v;’s
as follows.

(1) When 6,1 =D and k =1,2:
W5, = Wi—(n+k) T Va—2k + Wn—k+1,
W5, = Wp_3 + Vi_2 + Wp_1.

(2) When 6p,—1 =A and 0 <k <n—1:

W5, = Wi (ntk) T Vi—n + Wa_k41.

O (>

64 fg 52 61 é4 ZS 52 él

(1)i=(21,3,21,3). fo — €1 — f5 (blue) (2) i = (1,2,3,2,1,2) 1 — s — L4 — £y
and lo — €4 — €1 — {3 (dotted red). (dotted red) and ¢; — ¢35 — £2 (blue).

FiGure 12. Wiring diagrams and chambers.
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Proof. First we consider the case §,,_1 = D. Then using Figure [8] one can see that
W5, = €7 (n+k) T €n—2k—1
= (€3—(n+k) +€a—2k—1 +€n_2k) + (—€n_2k —€n_pi1) +€n_pi1
= Wp_(n+k) T Va—2k + Wn_k+1.
For 73, the path ~, exists only when k = 2 and we have
Wz, = €3+t €r-1=Wp_3+ Va_2+ Wn_1.
This proves the claim when d,,_1 = D.
Now assume 6,1 = A. From Figure we can easily see that
W3, = €5 (n+k) T €n—nt1
= (€n—(n+k) T €nnt1+€an)+ (€1 n —€n k1) + €7 k11
= Wi (n+k) T Va—n T Wa—k+1,

This completes the proof.

O

Example 6.5. In the following examples, we compute ¥;’s for ¢ = 0 or 2 as well as w;’s and v;’s explicitly,

and also confirm Proposition [6.4] in each case.

(1) Let i == iaa,p)(0,0,1) = (2,1,3,2,1,3) € R(w[(;l)). From Example (1) and Figure [12(1), we

obtain
-1 0 0 O 0 0|1 0 O0O0O0OO0
0 -1 0o 0 0O 0|1 1 000O0°O0
[ - Vg | Wy «-- wg] = 0o 0 -1 0 0 0|1 1 1000
e =11 0 0o -1 0 0|1 11100
0 -1 0 0O -1 010 0 0 0 1 O
0 0 -1 0 0 -1j0 0 0 0 01
Note that |GP(i)| = 7 and the path 59 = o — ¢1 — ¢35 defines a vector (0,1,0,1,0,0). Moreover, we

have that
(O, 1,0, 1, 0, 0) = Wg + V3 + Wg.

(2) Let i :== ippp)(0,0,1) = (1,2,3,2,1,2). Following observations in Example 2) and Fig-

ure we have
-1 0 0 0 0 0|1 0 0 0 O
0 -1 0 0 0 011 1 0 0 O
Vi - v | Wi oo wg) = 0 0 -1 0 0 01 1 1 0 O
o =1 o -1 0 -1 0 0f1 1010
-1 0 0 0 -1 0|0 0 0 1 1
o -1 0 -1 0 —-1{0 0 O O O
In this case, the path 7y = ¢; — €3 — {5 defines a vector (0,1,1,0,0,0) expressed by

(071,1,0,0,0) =Wy + Vy +W6.

(3) Let i :== ippp)(0,0,2) = (1,3,2,1,3,2). Again by Example 3) (also, see Example
E]

Figure we may check that
-1 0 0 0 0 0|1 00 0O
0 -1 0 0 O 001 00O
Vi oee ve | Wi e we] = o o0 -1 0 0 O0j1 1 100
-1 0 0 -1 0 0]0 1 1 1 0
0 -1 0 0 -1 01 0 0 O0°1
0o 0 -1 0 0 -1{0 0 0 0 O

0
0
0
0
0
1

_0 O O O o

and

In this case, we have |GP(i)| = 7 and the path 7, = ¢;1 — ¢4 — {5 defines a vector (0,0, 1,0,1,0).

Moreover, we have that
(0,0,1,0,1,0) = w3 + v4 + W5.
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In the rest of this section, we will show that for each i having small indices, there exists a smooth complete
fan whose ray generators are {w., | v € GP(i)}U{v; | j € [n]}, and this fan can be obtained as a refinement
of the fan of the Bott manifold B;.

For each 7; € GP(i) in Definition define two subsets A; and B; of [i] such that

Wy, = ZW“+va'

acA; beB;
From Proposition we see that A; N B; = 0. In particular, we have
(6.2) {wola€ A} U{vy|be B;} p{wj,v;} foranyje[n]

This implies that the cone

Cone({w, | a € A;}U{vy | b€ B;})
is contained in the fan ¥; of the Bott manifold B;. (See Theorem [2.10]) For example, if |GP(i)| =
n+ 2, ie., 6,1 = D with n > 3 and k = 2, the paths 7y and 75 respectively correspond to the set
{Ws—(n4+2), Viima, Wa_1} and the set {wn_3, Va2, Wn_1} by Proposition Therefore

Cone(Ws—(n42), Va4, Wa—1) € X; and Cone(wyn_3,Vp_2,Wn_1) € ¥j

by Lemma and (6.2)).

Let 7 € ¥; be such that
Cone(wﬁ—(n-‘rk)a Vi—n; Wﬁ—k+1) if 571—1 = Aa
(6.3) 7 = ¢ Cone(ws, vy, Ws) if 6,—1 =D and (k,n) = (2,3),
Cone(Wp—(ntk)s Va—2ks Wn—k+1)  if 0,-1 = D and (k,n) # (2,3).
Since 7 € ¥; for each case, we can think of the star subdivision ¥ (7) of the fan 3; of B; along the cone 7.
On the other hand, when (d,—1,9,) = (D,D) with £ = 2 and n > 3, the primitive collection PC(X} (7))
consists of
{Wﬁf(n+2)7 Vi—4, Wﬁ—l}a {Wﬁn 5 Vﬁ*(n+2)}a {W%’) 5 Wﬁ—4}a {Wﬁn ) V?L—l}a {W]a \Z }je[ﬁ]
by Propositions [2.12 and [2:16] Moreover, Lemma [2.1] implies that the cone
(6.4) 79 = Cone(Ws—3, Vii—2, Wi—1)
is contained in the fan X} (7) since each element of PC(X§ (7)) is not contained in {ws_3, Vi—2, W1}
Definition 6.6. Suppose that i has small indices. Let ¥; be the fan of the Bott manifold B; defined in
Definition We define the fan ¥; by
PN if |GP(i)| = @,
(6.5) = { X (1) if |GP(i)|=n
(Xf(r)"(r2) i [GP()] =7n
By the property of the star subdivision (see the paragraph below Definition [2.14]) and Proposition we
get the following.

Proposition 6.7. Suppose that i has small indices. Then the fan ii 18 a smooth polytopal fan. Moreover,
for any regular dominant integral weight \, we have

{u, [ peSi(1)} = {wy [y €GP} U{v; [ 1<) <n}={u,|peTamD}
where Y a,(x) is the normal fan of the string polytope A;(N).

Now we are ready to state our main theorem which asserts that the smooth projective toric variety Xs,
provides a small toric resolution of X;(x) when i has small indices. (The proof of Theorem will be given
in Section[7])

Theorem 6.8. Leti be a reduced word of the longest element in the Weyl group of SL,4+1(C) and X\ a regular
dominant integral weight. If i has small indices, then the toric variety Xg isa small toric desingularization
of the toric variety Xa;(n)- In particular, if i has small indices, then the toric variety Xa;(n) admits a small
toric resolution.
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We will consider the case when i does not have small indices in Example In this case, our smooth
projective toric variety Xg does not give a small toric resolution of X (y)-

Remark 6.9. By Proposition @ if the toric variety Xa;(\) admits a small toric resolution for a regular
dominant weight A, then the string polytope A;(u) becomes an integral polytope for any dominant integral
weight p. However, Steinert [Stel9] recently provides an example of a non-integral string polytope. More
precisely, for i = (1,3,2,1,3,2,4,3,2,1,5,4,3,2,1), the string polytope A;(ws) is not integral (see [Stel9,
Example 7.5]). Consequently, the toric variety Xa, () cannot admit a small toric resolution for a regular
dominant integral weight A\. Note that we still do not know whether the toric variety Xx,(x) admits a small
(non-toric) resolution.

Remark 6.10. Harada and Yang [HY1§| considered a relation between string polytopes and certain Bott
manifolds. They call it functorial resolutions of toric varieties Xa;(y). But their resolution is not small.
Indeed, if we denote by ¥ the fan of a Bott manifold considered in their paper, ¥(1) # ¥;(x)(1). In fact,
the numbers of elements are different in general since ¥(1) = 2n and ¥a,(x)(1) > 2n in general. Hence the
resolution in [HIY18] is not a small resolution. Note that ¥a,(x)(1) = 2n if and only if i is of Gelfand-Cetlin
type (see [CKLP19]). However, the Bott manifold defined in [HY18] is not the same as B; even when i is of
Gelfand—Cetlin type.

Now we consider the string polytopes for n < 3. When n = 1 or 2, then all string polytopes are Gelfand—
Cetlin type, and hence they admit small toric resolutions (see Remark . When n = 3, there are 16
reduced words of the longest element in G4 by the hook length formula (see [BB05, Corollary 7.4.8])

(n+1) ("3)!

6.6 R(wg" = .

(6:6) G 1n3n-15n-2...(2n — 1)

Under the equivalence relation given by 2-moves and the involution ¢: [3] — [3] of the Dynkin diagram as in

Example one can classify the reduced words into four types as we see below. In other words, there are
at most four types of string polytopes up to unimodular equivalence.

Type 1. (1,2,1,3,2,1),(1,2,3,1,2,1),(2,1,2,3,2,1),(2,3,2,1,2,3),(3,2,3,1,2,3),(3,2,1,3,2,3).
Type 2. (1,2,3,2,1,2),(3,2,1,2,3,2).

Type 3. (1,3,2,3,1,2),(1,3,2,1,3,2),(3,1,2,3,1,2), (3,1,2, 1,3, 2).

Type 4. (2,1,3,2,3,1),(2,3,1,2,3,1),(2,1,3,2,1,3),(2,3,1,2,1,3).

For each type, we can compute d-indices (for a particularly chosen § as below) and see that all the reduced

words in R(w(()4)) have small indices:

(17 2a 17 37 27 1) = i(D,D,D) (Oa 07 0)7 (17 27 37 2a 17 2) = i(D,D,D) (07 07 1)5
(1,3,2,1,3,2) =ippp) (0,0,2), (21,3,2,1,3) =ipap) (0,0,1).
Therefore we obtain the following.

Corollary 6.11. For anyie R(w(()4)) and a regular dominant weight A, the toric variety Xa () of a string
polytope A;(N\) admits a small toric resolution.

For n = 4, there exist reduced words of the longest element which do not have small indices. In Appen-
dix B} we calculate all d-indices for every reduced word in R(wéS)). See Table

Now we illustrate some corollaries of Theorem The following, the integrality of string polytopes, is
an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.8

Corollary 6.12. Suppose that i € R(wé’“rl)

for any dominant integral weight X.

) has small indices. Then the string polytope A;(X) is integral

Next, let P C G be a parabolic subgroup and Ap the weight corresponding to the anticanonical bundle
of the partial flag variety G/P. (For example, we have Ap = 2wy + - - - 4+ 2w, for a Borel subgroup B C G.)
The following corollary guarantees the reflexivity of string polytopes for the weight Ap.

Corollary 6.13. Let P C G be a parabolic subgroup and Ap the weight corresponding to the anticanonical

bundle of a partial flag variety G/P. Suppose thati € R(w(gnﬂ)) has small indices. Then the string polytope
A;(Ap) is reflexive, and therefore the toric variety of the string polytope Aj(Ap) is a Gorenstein Fano variety.
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Proof. Note that the string polytope A;(Ap) is integral by Corollary On the other hand, Rusinko [Rus08|
Corollary 7.1] proved that the string polytope A;(Ap) is a reflexive polytope (after translation by a lattice
vector) if it is integral. Thus A;(Ap) is reflexive and therefore the projective toric variety of Aj(Ap) is a
Gorenstein Fano variety by Theorem 8.3.4 in [CLSTI]. O

Finally we introduce some applications of Theorem to the symplectic geometry of flag varieties. For a
given symplectic manifold (M,w) and a Lagrangian submanifold L C M with a suitable condition (weakly
unobstructed for example), one can define a function PO called a Landau—Ginzburg superpotential or a disc
potential. The function PO is defined on some set called a Maurer—Cartan space. Roughly speaking, the
potential function 9O is a Laurent series and it encodes the number of holomorphic discs (of Maslov index
two) bounded by L.

Now let A be a regular dominant integral weight. Our goal is to compute the potential function PO of
some Lagrangian tori in the flag variety G/B obtained from a toric degeneration G/B by using the work of
Nishinou-Nohara-Ueda [NNUI0].

By Caldero [Cal02], there exists a toric degeneration

X ={X; |t € C} suchthat X; =2 G/B for t € C\ {0} and X = X (n)-
From X, one can obtain a completely integrable system
q)i,)\: G/B —R"

in the sense of Harada—Kaveh such that the image ®; ,(G/B) is the string polytope A;(A) (see [HKIS
Corollary 3.36]). In particular, every fiber L(u) = &; +(u) becomes a Lagrangian torus with respect to a

Kostant-Kirillov—Souriau symplectic form on G/B. The following corollary, obtained directly from Theo-
rem [6.8] [NNUTI0, Theorem 10.1], and [NNUI2, Theorem 1], states that the potential function for each L(u)
can be computed in terms of A;(A) as follows.

Corollary 6.14. Let B be a Borel subgroup of G = SL,4+1(C). Let A = Mwy + -+ + Moo, be a regular
dominant integral weight. Suppose that i € R(w(()n+1)) has small indices. Then the disk potential of L(u) is

(6.7) PO, () = Z Wyt p(Wau) 4 Ze<vj’z>T<vj’“>+’\"'j
YEGP(i) j=1

for x € H'(L(u), Ag). Here, A is the Novikov ring {> .o, a;T*

a; € (C,/.ti € Rzovhmi%oo Hi = OO}

Remark 6.15. In Corollary[6.14] note that the potential function for L(u) is defined on some set (called the
Maurer—Cartan space) denoted by M(L(u)). It is proved by Nishinou-Nohara—Ueda [NNUI12, Theorem 1]
that H'(L(u),Ag) C M(L(u)) when the toric variety X, (x) of Aj(A) admits a small toric resolution. The
formula of PO, in Corollary is indeed for the restriction of PO; to H*(L(u), Ag).

Example 6.16. Let i = (1,3,2,1,3,2) € R(w(()4)) and A = Ay + A2 + A3ws. (See Example m for the
inequalities for the corresponding string polytope.) Then the potential function for the Lagrangian torus
fiber determined by the string polytope A;(A) is given by

mgi = eP1t@staspuituztus + eTstsustus 4 T TUs | %6 U6
+ e$2+$3+I4TU2+u3+u4 + e$3+w4TU3+u4 4 eTaua
—T1—Tgp—u1—us+A1 —To—Ts—U2—Us5+A3 —T3—Te—U3—UGT A2
+e T +e T +e T
+ 67954T7u4+>\1 + 6715T7u5+>\3 + e*meT*umL)\z'
This potential function can be written as

PBO; = y1y3ys + Y3ys + Ys + Yo + Y2Y3ya + YsYs + ya
a1 T a3 + 42 4 41 4 43 n @’
Y1Ya Y2Ys Y3lYs Y4 Ys Ye

by setting ¢; = T* for 1 <i <3 and y; = e®T% for 1 < j <6.
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Remark 6.17. Suppose that reduced words i and i’ in R(w(()n)) are related by a 3-move. Namely,
i= (il,i,i+ l,i,ig) < (i1,1+ 1,Z,Z+ 1,i2) =i

Berenstein and Zelevinsky proved that there is a piecewise-linear automorphism 3 7;: R” — R™ preserving
the lattice and such that ) )

llTI(Al()\) n Zn) = Ay ()\) nz"
for a dominant integral weight A (see [BZ93, Theorem 2.7]). More precisely, suppose that the 3-move occupies
positions k, k 4+ 1,k + 2. Then, the map 37} leaves all the components of a coordinate t = (¢1,...,ts) except
tg, tkt1, tkro and changes (tx, tk+1,tpr2) to

(6.8) (max(tri2, thr1 — th)s tr + trgo, min(te, tpy1 — try2))-

For two words i and i’ which are related by a 3-move and have small indices, two potentials PO, and BO;,
are related by the coordinate change whose tropical lift is .

7. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we will give a proof of Theorem Before giving a proof, we prepare one lemma.

Proposition 7.1. Foric R(w (”‘H))

d e {A,D}"™.

Proof. First of all, ifi ~ i5(0,...,0, (0,1, d,)) for some § € {A, D}", then i has small indices by Lemmal4.10}
Therefore, it is enough to prove that the converse statement holds. The case of n = 2 is trivial since there are
only two reduced word (1,2,1) and (2,1,2). Thus we assume that n > 3. Note that if inds(i) = (0,...,0),
then i~ i5(0,...,0). This is because if i ~ i’ then E,(0)(i) ~ E.(0)(i"). Hence we get

"= O, (1) ~ s, s, 1) (0,...,0) = 1.
Now we observe the last part of the word i’:
(1) (Bn-2,0,—1) =(D,D): ' =(...,n—2,n—3,...,2,,n—1,...,n—2,...,3,[2][1).
(2) (6p—2,00_1) = (A,D): i’:(...,1,2, nf2,,, ,,,)
(3) (On2.0n-1) = (D,A): i' = (...,n—1,n—2,....2,[1][2]....[n = 2] [n— 1]
(4) (bn-2,0n-1) = (A,A) i'=(...,2,3,...,n—1,1,2,...,n— 3,[n— 2] [n — 1)

One can see that, in any case, the boxed words of i’ do not change when applying 2-move on i’. More

precisely, when 6,,_1 = d,, that is, for cases (1) and (4), the last two words (2,1) or (n — 2,n — 1) do

not change. When 6,1 # d,, that is, for cases (2) and (3), the last n — 1 words (n — 1,n — 2,...,1) or

(1,2,...,n — 1) do not change. One may notice that the last x(d,_1,0,) words of i’ do not change. This
"

implies that, for k < k(d,—_1,0n), by setting i"” = (¢/,...,i%7_,) and i’ = (¢},...,i5_,,), we have

r'n—n

i has small indices if and only if i ~ i5(0,...,0,k(dp—1,9,)) for some

(@it )~ (i) and (i i) = (fn et )
Therefore, we get
i=Fs (k)i") ~ Es, (k)({) =15(0,...,0,k)
since k < k(0,—1,0,). Hence, we prove the proposition. O

Proof of Theorem[6.-8 Let i € R(wy (n+1 )) having small indices. By Proposition we may assume that
i~i50,...,0,k(6,-1,6,)) for some 6 € {A,D}". Since the normal fan of the string polytope ¥a;(y) is
independent of the choice of a regular dominant weight A\, we may assume that

Let E be the fan defined in Definition . and let D; be the torus-invariant prime divisor corresponding
to the ray generator v; for each j € [n]. Let D be a Cartlerﬁ divisor given by

= Zn: 2D
j=1

4Any Weil divisor of a smooth toric variety is Cartier, see [CLS11] Proposition 4.2.6].
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FIGURE 13. Rigorous paths «y; of the form ¢; — £;11.

Then the polyhedron associated to the divisor D is precisely
Pp = A;(N)

by the definition of the polytope Pp (see (2.1)) and the string polytope (see Definition . Therefore, to
prove Theorem it is enough to show that D is a basepoint free divisor on Xg by Corollary

To check the basepoint freeness of the divisor D, we apply Theorem to primitive collections in PC(ﬁi).
That is, it is enough to show that the support function pp satisfies

(7.1) ©D (Z SC) > Z ¢p ()

zEP zEP

for every primitive collection P € PC(ii). The proof of the claim will split into the cases mention in the
definition of small indices.

Case 1: k = 0. In this case, we have |GP(i)| = 7 and so each region R; does not contain any node in its
interior. In addition, there exists a unique rigorous path +; having a peak t; for each j € [n] and every
rigorous path travels along at most 3 wires by Lemma Namely, each path is of the form:

gi — gi-&-l or
gi — gp — Eﬁ,l

for some 7, p € [n].
We first claim that it satisfies either
(7.2) w; + vj': 0_’ or |
there exist j; # jo such that w; +v; = w;, +vj,.

Figures and @ present all possible local pictures of the path ; around the maximal peak ¢; in case
where ¢; is not on ¢,11 (and therefore some wire ¢, passes through the interior of the region R;). Note
that w; + v; = 0 only when ¢; is lying on ¢,41. Moreover, the orientation of the wire £, in each case is
uniquely determined as the forbidden pattern in Figure 4] should be avoided. One can easily see that the
path ¢; — ¢, — {;41 is a rigorous path corresponding to the vector w;, . Let ¢;, be the node described in
the figures. Then the nodes t; and t;, are on the same column while ¢;, is located on the next column of
t;, which implies that j; # jo. Thus the claim follows from the definitions of w;’s and v;’s. Note that it

FIGURE 14. Rigorous paths «; of the form ¢; — ¢, — £;11.
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is straightforward from Figures [13| and [L4] that the region assigned by w; + v; is equal to that of w;, + v;,
since the regions associated to w; and w;, (respectively v; and v;,) are differ by C; (respectively —C;).
Note that 3; = 3 in this case. It remains to show that D is basepoint free. Since j; # ja, the cone

Cone(wj,, v;,) is contained in 5. Moreover, the sum w;, + v;, is contained in that cone. Using the fact
that the support function pp is linear on each cone and

ep(v;)=-2, ¢p(w;)=0 forallj,
we get
ep(W; +v;) =0=¢p(w;) +¢p(v;) =0+ (=2), or
ep(W; +V;) = ¢p(Wj, +Vj,) = ¢p(Wj,) + ¢p(vj,) = 0+ (=2) = ¢p(w;) + ¢p(vj) = 0+ (=2).
Therefore the inequalities hold for primitive collections {{w;,v;} | 1 < j <}, and the result follows.

(7.3)

Case 2: 6,1 = D and k£ = 1. In this case, the wiring diagram is described in Figure and there is a
unique non-canonical path 5o (blue path).

labels of nodes

n—2n+2
n—(n+1)
n—n
n—3
n—2
n—1

n

€n+1 Zn En—l En—Q T el

FIGURE 15. Rigorous paths v;_(nt1) = (bn—2 — ln — ny1 — £n_1) (dotted red) and
?0 = (en_g — gn — én—l) (blue) for 5n—1 =Dand k = 1.

Recall from (6.3)) that 7 is the cone generated by the set {Wﬁ,(nﬂ)7 Vi—2,Wg}. To check the basepoint
freeness of D, we consider the set of primitive collections of f]i =Xi(r)

PC(%:) = {{w,v;} [1<j<n}
U{Wi—(n+1), Vae2, Wa } U {W5,, Vi_(n41)} U{W5,, Wa_2} U{w5,,Va}
obtained by Proposition where wz, is the vector generating the ray in the fan f)i which corresponds to
the path 4p. Note that X; = Xf(7) in this case.

Let t, be the second node from the bottom among nodes lying on the first column (see Figure .
Similarly to Case 1, we see that (7.2)) holds since

e for each node t; # t;,t5_(n41), the local shape around the node coincides with one of the pictures
in Figures [13|and [14] and so (j1, j2) is uniquely determined,
e for t,, we have

Wy + Vg = Wi_(n41) + Va—1

and therefore we take (j1,j2) = (n— (n+1),7n — 1),
o for t;_(n11), we have

Wi—(n+1) T Va—(n+1) = Wa-3 + Va.

and so we take (j1,72) = (7 — 3, 7).
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(This procedure is necessary since there are two rigorous paths having the maximal peak t5_(,41).) Since
every pair {w,,,Vv;,} does not contain any primitive collection in PC(ii), Lemma implies that
Cone(w,,,v;,) € S
For the remaining four primitive collections in PC(EA]i), we get the following relations:
Wi—(n+1) T Va—2 + Wi = W5, W3, + Va_(nt+1) = Wa—3 + Va_2,
W5, + Wp_2 = Wi_(n4+1) + W1, W3, + Vi = Wi (n4+1) + Vp—2.
Since the map @p is linear on each cone in ii, we have that
¢p(Wj +v;) = op(Wj, +v5,) = ¢p(wj,) +¢p(vj,) =0+ (-2) = -2
= ¢p(W;) +¢p(v;) =0+ (=2),
©D(Wi—(nt1) T Va2 + Wa) = ¢p(W5,) = 0
> ©p(Wn—(nt1)) + ¥D0(Va—2) + ¢p(Wa) = 0+ (=2) +0,
©p(W5, + Va—(nt1)) = ¢D(Wi—3 + Vi—2) = ¢p(Wa-3) + ¢p(Vi-2) =0+ (-2)
> ¢p(W5,) + ¢p(Va—(nt1)) = 0+ (=2),
©p(W5, + Wn_2) = ©D(Wa_(nt1) + Wn—1) = ©D(Wa_(nt1)) + ©D(Wn_1) =0+0
> ¢p(Wx,) + ¢p(Wa—2) = 0+0,
¢p(W5, + Vi) = ¢p(Wa_(nt1) + Va—2) = ¢D(Wa_(nt1)) + ¢D(Va—2) = 0+ (=2)
> ¢p(W5,) + ¢p(va) =0+ (-2).
Therefore the inequality holds for every primitive collection and this proves the theorem for Case 2.

Case 3: §,_1 = D and k& = 2. In this case, we have n > 3 as 0 < k < n — 1. We divide into two cases:
n=3(|GP@)|=n+1) and n >3 (|GP(i)| =n +2). See (6.1).

When (k,n) = (2,3), we have i = (1,3,2,1,3,2) (see Figure [5(2))) and there is exactly one non-canonical
rigorous path ¥, with ws, = w3 4+ v4 + w5 as in (6.1). Then the cone 7 defined in (6.3]) is generated by
{w3,v4, w5} and the set of primitive collections for the fan ¥; = ¥¥(7) is given by

PC(%:) = {{wj,v;} | 1<j <6}
U{ws, va, ws} U{ws,, v3} U {wz,, wa} U{wsz,, vs}
by Proposition [2.16
For the first 6 primitive collections, we can directly read off the following relations from Figure [5(2)]
W1+ Vi =Wz, + Vg, W2+Vy=W3+ Vs, W3+ V3=Wy-+ Vg,
(7.5) )
w;j+v; =0 forj=4,56.

(For instance for the first equality, both w; + vi and w5, 4+ v4 correspond to the formal sum C3 — €4 + Cs
in Figure[5(2)l) Observe that none of the pairs of summands on the right hand side of each relation in ({7.5)
contain any of the primitive collections, which implies that each pair generates a cone in ¥; by Lemma

For the other primitive collections, we similarly obtain the followings:
(7.6) W3+ Vi + W5 =Wz, Wz, +V3=Ws5+Vg Wy, +Ws=Ws+Ws5, Wz +V;=WwW3+ V4.
Since the support function ¢p is linear on each cone in f]i and

@D(vj) = -2, (»OD(WJ) = <PD(W§2) =0,

the relations in (7.5) and ([7.6) imply that the support function ¢p satisfies the desired inequalities (|7.1)).
(This conclusion is straightforward since for each relation, the number of v;’s on the left is greater then
equal to that on the right, cf. (7.4]).)

Now let us consider the case of k = 2 with n > 3. The main difference from the case (k,n) = (2, 3) is that

one more non-canonical path 3o (the blue path in Figure appears. Therefore, as in (6.1]), there are two
non-canonical paths 74y and 7, with

W5, = Wi (n+2) + Va—4 + Wa_1, W5, = Wz_3+ Wp_1 + Va_2.
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See Propositionm For the fan &; = (25 (7))*(12) defined in (6.4)), where 7 = Cone(W,_ (512), Vii—4, Wi—1)
and 72 = Cone(wWs_3, Wi_1,Vi_2) in and , the set of primitive collections of ii is
(7.7)
PC(:) = {{w;,v,;} | 1< j <n}
U{Wi—(nt2), Va4, Wa—1} U{W5,, Va_(ny2) } U{W5,, Wn_a} U {W5,,va_1}
U{Wn_3, Wn_1,Va_2} U{Ws,,Va_3} U{Wz,, va_1} U{W5,, Wn_2} U{W5,, Wa_(nt+2), Va_4}

which can be obtained by Proposition [2.16

Let t, and t, be the nodes at the second from the bottom among nodes lying on the first column and at

the third from the bottom among nodes lying on the second column, respectively. See Figure [I6] for nodes
t, and t,. For simplicity, we only draw the case x > ¥, but in general x does not need to be grater than y.

Similarly to (7.2]), we have
W + \ O; or
L ) w,, +v;, ifj#x
there exist ji # ja such that w; +v; = ) 2 ‘7 7
wy, +vy, ifj=x
because of the following observation:

e for each node t; # t,,1,,t5_(n41), the local shape around the node coincides with one of the pictures
in Figures [13|and [14] and so (j1, j2) is uniquely determined in each case.
e for t,, we have
(7.8) Wy + Vy = Wy, + Vi,
o for ¢,, we have
(7.9) Wy +Vy = Wi_(n42) T Va3
and therefore we take (j1,j2) = (7 — (n + 2),7 — 3),
o for t;_(n12), we have
(7.10) Wi (nt2) T Va—(nt2) = Wa—5 + Va_1
and so we take (ji,j2) = (7 — 5,7 — 1).
In particular, we have j; # js.

For showing that D is basepoint free, we apply the same procedure as in the previous cases as follows.
For the first 7 primitive collections, we can similarly show that each pair {w;,,v;,} as well as {wz,,v;,}
does not contain any primitive collection of ¥ listed in (7.7]) and so it generates a cone in ¥; using Lemma
More precisely, it is rather straightforward that {w,,,v;,} does not contain any of (7.7) since j1 # jo.
For {wz,,vj,}, we need to show that

JeFn—(n+2), n-1
which follows from our observations above that jo = n — 2.
For the remaining nine primitive collections in ([7.7]), we obtain the following relations:

Wi—(n+2) + Vi—a + Wa_1 = W5, W3, + Vi—(n+2) = Wp—5 + Va4,

W5, + Wia—4 = Wi_(nt2) + Wn_3, W5, + Va—1 = Wg_(n42) + Va—4g,
(7.11) Wi—3 + Wp_1 + Vi_2 = W5,, W5, + Va3 = Wi_1+ Vg,

W5, + Vi1 = Wip_3 + Vi_2, W5, + W2 = W3+ Wpn_1,

W7, + Wi (n+2) + Va—4 = W5, + Wip_3 + Via_2.

See Figure We can check that the right hand side of each relation in ([7.11) generates a cone in S in
a similar fashion. Combining all relations ([7.8), (7.9), (7.10), and (7.11), and the linearity of the support
function ¢p each cone together with the informations

¢p(vj) ==2, ¢p(w;)=¢p(ws,) = ¢p(ws,) =0,
we see that pp satisfies the desired inequalities (|7.1]). (As mentioned at the end of the first part of Case 3,

the conclusion immediately follows from that the number of v;’s on the left is greater then equal to that on
the right for each relation.) This completes the proof for Case 3.
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labels of nodes

Yy

x
n—2n-+2
n—(n+2)
n—(n+1)
n—>5
n—4
n—3
n—2
n—1

n

£n+1 Zn anl €n72 en73 z1

FIGURE 16. When §,,_; = D and k = 2, rigorous paths 7o = ({2 — 11 — £rn—1) (dotted
red) and Yo = (b—3 — € — £y—2) (blue).

Case 4: 0,—1 = A and 0 < k < n — 1. In this case, there is one non-canonical path 55 with wz, =
Wi—(nt+k) + Va—n + Wa_g11 and the fan ¥; is given by i (7), where 7 = Cone(Ws_ (1), Va—n, Wa—k+1)-
(The picture for this case is described in Figure [10]) By Proposition we have that
PC(%s) = {{wj, v} [1<j<n}
U {Wﬁ—(n+k)7 Viien, Wi—k+1} U {W%»Vﬁ—(n+k)} U w3y, Wi—n } U{W5,, Vii—kt1}-
Let t, be the node at the second from the bottom among nodes lying on the (n — k)th column (in the
painted region in Figure . We can similarly prove that (7.2]) holds because

o for each node ¢; # t.., the local shape around the node coincides with one of the pictures in Figures
and so (j1,72) is uniquely determined,
e for t,, we have

(7.12)

Wg + Vo = Wi (ntk) T Va—n+1-
so that we take (j1,752) = (R — (n+k),n —n+ 1).
In particular we have ji; # jo. Moreover, one can easily see that {w;,,v,,} does not contain any of the
primitive collections of S and so it generates a cone in S for every {wj,,v;,}. Furthermore, the inequalities
in hold for each {w; ,v;,}. (Indeed, the inequalities are equalities since the left and right hand
sides of the relations contain the same number (one) of v;’s.)
For the remaining four primitive collections in , we have

(7.13) Wi—(ntk) T Va—n T+ Wa_k+1 = W55, W5, + Vi_(ntk) = Wa—n+1 + Va—n42,
W3, + Wa—n = Wi_(ntk) T Wa—n+1, W7, + Va—gt1 = Wi_(ntk) + Va—n.

Since the support function ¢p is linear on each cone and
¢p(vj) = =2, ¢p(w;) = ¢p(wy,) =0,
the relations in imply that the support function ¢p satisfies the desired inequalities (7.1). O
We finalize this section by presenting an example of a smooth projective toric variety Xs, such that
{u, [peXi(1)} ={u, | p € a,0)(1)} but Xg is not a small desingularization of Xa, ().
Example 7.2. Suppose that
i=ipaaanD (0,0,0,0,0,3) = (4,3,4,2,3,4,1,2,3,4,5,4,6,5,4,3,2,1,4,3,2) € R(wS").
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Since inda(i) = 9 and indp(Ca(i)) = 3 # 0, the word i does not have small indices. By Theorem (also,
see Example and Figure E[) the number of rigorous paths is 21 + 3 = 24. Following Definition we may

find {v;,w; | 1 < j < 21}. For the remaining three non-canonical paths 5y, ¥2, 73 (see Definition [5.9)), we

have the following relations:

Yo = Wi2 + Vis + W19, 72 = Wiy +Vig+ Wy, 73 =Wig+ Vir+ Vig+ Wig+ Woj.
By setting
7 := Cone(wiz,vi5,Wig), 72 = Cone(wi7,vig,Wa), 73 := Cone(wWig, V17, Vis, Wig, W21),

we may define the fan ﬁi by

i = ((57(r)" (72)
Then the set of primitive collections is given by
PC(E:) = {{w;,v;} |1 <j <21}
U{wiz2, vis, Wig} U {wz,, via} U{w5,, Wis} U {w5,,Vig}
U{wi7, vis, Wao } U {ws,,vir} U{ws,, wig} U {ws,,vao}
U {w16, V17, Vi, W19, Wa1 } U {wz,, Vie} U {wz,, wir} U {wz,, wis} U{w5,, Vio} U {wz,, v}

U {W12a Vis, WWS} U {W177 W20, WﬁS} U {Waz’wﬁs}'

*

(73)

Considering the collection P = {w3,,vig}, we have the relation
W5, + Vig = €16 = Wi + V17 + Vig + Way,

where {ej,..., e} is the set of standard basis vectors in R?!. Since the set {wig, V17, Vi, Wa1} does
not contain any primitive collection in PC(X;), the summation wig + vi7 + vig + Wo; is contained in
Cone(wig, V17, Vis, Wa1) € Y. For the divisor D = 231:1 2D; as in the proof of Theorem and its support
function ¢ p, we have that

op(Wy, +vig) =0+ (=2) + (=2) + 0 % ¢p(wWs,) + ¢p(vig) = 0+ (-2).

Therefore the collection P does not satisfy the inequality, so that D is not a basepoint free divisor on ii.
Hence, one cannot say that the toric variety Xg is a small toric desingularization of the toric variety Xa;(x)

even though f)i is a smooth polytopal fan such that

{u, [ peXi(l)} ={u, [ p € XTa,mD)}-
Note that we can choose other vectors to construct a Bott manifold (and there exist finitely many choices

in this case). But one can check that none of them defines a small toric resolution of the toric variety Xa;(x)-
The authors do not know whether there exists a small toric resolution of Xa,(x)-

APPENDIX A. DYNKIN DIAGRAM AUTOMORPHISMS AND STRING POLYTOPES

Let G be a connected semisimple algebraic group of rank n over C and g its Lie algebra. Fixing a Cartan
subalgebra t of g and an enumeration of the simple roots as,...,a,, we have the Chevalley generators
{es, fi,a) | 1 <i < n} and the Weyl group W generated by reflections s; through the hyperplanes orthogonal
to the simple roots ;. Here ) is the coroot of «;. The weight lattice A is the set of all A € t* such that
(A, o)) € Z and A has a Z-basis consisting of the fundamental weights @, ..., @,, which are determined by
the relation (co;, a}/> = 0;,;. We call a weight A = \ywy + -+ A\,w, dominantif \; > 0foralli=1,...,n.
Let Ay denote the set of dominant integral weights.

For a dominant weight A, we denote a (finite-dimensional) irreducible representation of G with highest
weight A by V). Then V) has a remarkable basis B consisting of the nonzero vectors bvy, where b lies in
the specialization at ¢ = 1 of the Lusztig canonical basis for the quantized enveloping algebra U,(g) of g
over C(q) (for details, see [Kas90] and [Kavi5 Section 3]). Denote by &, f;: By — By U {0} the raising and
lowering Kashiwara operators for V) corresponding to the simple root «;.

Now, we define the string parametrization for elements of a dual crystal basis B} of the dual representation
V. This depends on a reduced word i = (i1, ...,i5) € [n]™ for the longest element wy € W, wg = 84, - - 84,
where 7. = £(wp). The set of reduced words for w € W will be denoted by R(w).
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Definition A.1. For a reduced word i = (i1,...,in) € R(wo), we define a map ®;: By — ZL; by ®;(b) =
(tla e 7tﬁ)a where

t1 = max {a | f{:(b) # 0},
ty = max {a | Zﬁf (b) # 0},
tn = max {a | 1‘; --'ftjﬁf(b) # 0}

This map is called string parametrization of BY with respect to i.

Proposition A.2 ([Lit98, Proposition 1.5] and [BZ01, Proposition 3.5]). There exists a (unique) rational
polyhedral convex cone C; C Ag x R™ such that the union U {(A, @i(b)) | b € By} is the intersection of C;

)\EA+
with the lattice A x Z™.

The projection of C; to the second factor R” is also a rational polyhedral convex cone and we call it string
cone Cj associated to i € R(wy). Since the highest weight G-module of the weight 0 is trivial, C; intersects
with {0} x R™ only at the origin. Thus the slice of the cone C; at a fixed A € A, is a rational polyhedral
polytope in R™.

Definition A.3. For a dominant weight A € A, and a reduced word i = (i1, ...,75) € R(wo), the slice of
C; at A is the string polytope A;(X) = {t | (A\,t) € Ci} C R™.

It follows from [Lit98] that the string polytope A;(A) can be obtained by intersecting the string cone Cj
with the \-cone:

(A.1) As(N) = Cin{t € RY [ () < (N, o) for 1 < j <},
where [y, ...l are linear functions defined by
(A2) l](t) = tj + <tj+1aij+1 4+ 4 tﬁaiﬁ’ OLZ\;> for 1 S ] S n.

In this case where G = SL,,4+1(C), the inequalities defining the string cone C; are described explicitly in
[BZ01l, Proposition 3.14] and can be written from the Gleizer—Postnikov’s paths in the wiring diagram in
[GP0O0]. Also, the inequalities defining the A-cone can be read off from the wiring diagram in [Rus08]. See
Section

Example A.4. Let G = SL3(C), and A\ = 2wy + 2ws. Let i = (1,2,1). Then the linear functions Iy, ls, I3
are given by

h(t) =t —to+2ts, b(t)=t2—ts, ls(t) =ts.

The string cone Cj is the set of points (¢1,t2,t3) € R? satisfying

The string polytope A;j()) is given by the set of points t = (t1,t2,t3) € R? satisfying:

0<t; <ty —2t3+2,
ts <ty <t3+2,
0<ts <2,

which is described in Figure



34 YUNHYUNG CHO, YOOSIK KIM, EUNJEONG LEE, AND KYEONG-DONG PARK

t3

/V
7

FIGURE 17. The string polytope A 2 1)(2w1 + 2w2) in Example

tq

Definition A.5. Let g be a semisimple Lie algebra with Cartan matrix C = (¢; ;)1<ij<n. A bijection
0: [n] — [n] satisfying cy;y,0(j) = ci,; for all 4, j is called a Dynkin diagram automorphism.

A Dynkin diagram automorphism naturally induces a Lie algebra automorphism 6: g — g such that
b(es) = eguiy, O(fi) = fo), 0(ey) = ag/(i) for all i (we will the same notation for simplicity). We define a C-
linear automorphism 6*: t* — t* by (6*(\),t) = (X\,07(t)) for A € t* and ¢ € t. Then we get 0*(w;) = wg(s)

since <9*(wl),ag(j)> = <wi,9_1(ag(j))> = <wi,a}/> = (51"]'.

Example A.6. (1) For g = sl,+1(C), the involution v: [n] — [n] defined by ¢(i) = n+1—ifor 1 <i<n
is a Dynkin diagram automorphism (see Figure .

(2) A non-trivial Dynkin diagram automorphism exists only when g is a Lie algebra of type A,, (n > 2),
D, or Eg (see Figures and . All these algebras except D4 have a unique non-trivial
Dynkin diagram automorphism of order 2. Since D, also has a Dynkin diagram automorphism of
order 3, the group of its Dynkin diagram automorphisms is isomorphic to the symmetric group &3

(see Figure [18(4))).

n—1
o o----0 o) o cy———o—o<:
1 2 3 n—1 1 1 2 n—3 n—2 n
(1) An. (2) Dy (n > 4).
3
2
T 1 2
o 0
1 3 4 5 6 4
(3) FEs. (4) Dy.

FicURE 18. Dynkin diagrams.

Note that the group of Dynkin diagram automorphisms of a semisimple Lie algebra g is isomorphic to the
group of outer automorphisms of g ([OV90, Section 4 of Chapter 4]).

Proposition A.7. Let § be a Dynkin diagram automorphism of g. If we consider 6(i) = (6(i1),...,0(iz))
for a reduced word i = (i1, ...,in) € R(wo), then we have the same string polytopes Nggy (6% (X)) = Ai(A) for
any dominant weight A € Ay .

Proof. The induced Lie algebra automorphism 6: g — g also induces a C(g)-algebra automorphism 6: U,(g) —
Uq(g) preserving the C(g)-subalgebra U, (g) generated by the Chevalley generators {f; | i = 1,...,n} cor-
responding to negative roots. By [NS03l Lemma 2.3.2], we obtain a C-linear isomorphism 0:Vy — Vo=
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induced from 0: U, (g) — U, (g), and on the crystal basis By of V) we have foe; = ég(i)oé and fo f; = fg(i)oé
for each i. Because the crystal structures of the crystal bases By and By« (y) are invariant under 6, we conclude
that Ag(i)(e*o\)) = A;(N). O

APPENDIX B. REDUCED WORDS OF THE LONGEST ELEMENT IN &5 HAVING SMALL INDICES

In this section, we analyze reduced words in R(wg (5 )) and present elements in R(wy (5 )) which have small
indices. Using the hook length formula , there are 768 many reduced words of the longest element
in &5. By the result [B99, §3], there are 62 reduced words up to 2-moves. Furthermore, considering the
involution in Example 1) and Proposition it is enough to consider 31 elements in R(w(()s)) to study
combinatorics of the string polytopes A;(A). In Table [I} we consider these 31 elements and check whether
they have small indices or not. The number on the first column is the index given in [B99, Table 1].

It has been known from [AB04, Example 5.7] that the string polytopes A;j(\) are integral for n < 4
and A\ = Zz 1 2w;. Moreover, one can check that Aj(w;) are also integral for all 1 < ¢ < n using the
computer program SAGE. Indeed, for n < 3, we already proved that Xa, () admits a small toric resolution
(in Theorem so that A;()) is integral (in Corollary . We may address the following question.

# reduced word i is(1) small indices |GP (i)
1 (1,2,1,3,2,1,4,3,2,1) i=ipppp)(0,0,0,0) o 10
2 (21,2,3,2,1,4,3,21) i=ipapp) (0.0,0.0 o 10
3 (1,2,3,2,1,2,4,3,2,1) i~ipapa (0,0,0,6) x 11
4 (1,2,1,3,2,4,3,2,1,2) i=ipp ,D)(o,o,o,l) o 11
5 (2,1,3,2,3,1,4,3,2,1) i~ipppa (0,0,0,4) x 11
6 (2,1,2,3,2,4,3,2,1,2) i=ipapp)(0,0,0,1) o 11
7 (1,3,2,3,1,24,3,21) i~ipapa (0,0,0.5) x 11
8 (1,2,3,2,1,4,3,2,3,1) i~ipppp (0,0,1,1) x 14
9 (1,2,1,3,4,3,2,3,1,2) i~ipppp)(0,0,0,2) o 12
10 (2,1,3,2,1,4,3,4,2,1) i~ipapp(0,0,1,1) x 13
11 (2,3,2,1,2,3,4,3,2,1) i=ippap) (0,0,0,0) o 10
12 (2,1,3,2,3,4,3,2,1,2) i~ippap)(0,0,1,1) x 13
13 (2,1,2,3,4,3,2,3,1,2) i~ipapp) (0,0,0,2) o 12
14 (1,3,2,3,1,4,3,2,3,1) i~ippop (0,0,21) x 13
15 (3,2,1,2,3,2,4,3,2,1) i~ipapa (0,0,0,4) x 11
16 (1,2,3,2,4,3,2,1,2,3) 1~1DDAA)(0,0,0,6) x 14
17 (1,2,1,4,3,4,2,3,1,2) i~ipppp (0,0,0,3) x 12
18 (1,2,3,4,3,2,1,2,3,2) i=ippap)(0,0,3,3) x 13
19 (2,3,2,1,2,4,3,4,2,1) i~ippap) (0,0,0,1) o 11
20 (2,1,3,2,4,3,4,2,1,2) i~ipapp)(0,0,1,2) x 16
21 (3,2,3,1,2,3,4,3,2,1) l—lDAAD)(O,O,O,O) o 10
22 (2,1,2,4,3,4,2,3,1,2) i~ipapp(0,0,0,3) x 12
23 (1,3,2,1,4,3,4,2,3,1) i~ipppp)(0,0,2,2) x 15
24 (3,2,1,2,3,4,3,2,3,1) i~ipppp)(0,0,3,1) x 14
25 (1,3,2,3,4,3,2,1,2.3) i~ipaap) (0,0.2,2) x 13
26 (1,2,3,4,3,2,3,1,2,3) i~ipppp)(0,0,1,3) X 14
27 (1,2,4,3,4,2,1,2,3,2) i~ippopp)(0,0,0,4) x 13
28 (3,2,3,1,2,4,3,4,2,1) lNlDAAD)(O,O,O,l) O 11
30 (2,1,3,4,3,2,3,4,1,2) i~ipapp)(0,0,1,3) x 17
81 (2,1,4,3,2,3,4,3,1,2) i~ipapp) (0,0,0,4) x 15
34 (1,2,4,3,4,2,3,1,2,3) i~ipppp)(0,0,1,4) x 14
TABLE 1. Reduced words in R(wé5)).
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Question B.1. When does the toric variety Xa,(x) admit a small toric resolution for i € R(w

YUNHYUNG CHO, YOOSIK KIM, EUNJEONG LEE, AND KYEONG-DONG PARK

(()5)) and a

regular dominant integral weight \?

[AB04]

[And13]
[Aur07]

[B99]

[BBO5]
[BCFKvS00]
[BF19)
[BP15]
[BZ93]
[BZ96]
[BZ01]

[Cal02]
[CKLP19]

[CLS11]
[CO06]
[Ewa96]

[FOO009]

[GK94]
[GL96]
[GPOO]
[HK15]
[HY18]
[Kas90]

[Kav15]
[KK12]

[KMO5]

[Litos]
[LM09]

[NNU10]

[NNU12]
[NS03]
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