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BIRATIONAL TRANSFORMATIONS ON IRREDUCIBLE COMPACT HERMITTIAN

SYMMETRIC SPACES

CONG DING

ABsTRACT. We construct a sequence of explicit blow-ups and blow-downs on irreducible compact Her-
mitian symmetric spaces X which transforms it into a projective space of the same dimension. Moreover
this resolves a birational map given by Landsberg and Manivel. Centers of the blow-ups for X are
constructed by loci of chains of minimal rational curves and centers of the blow-ups for the projective

space are constructed from the variety of minimal rational tangents of X and its higher secant varieties.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is known that an irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric space is a rational variety, i.e. it is

birational to a projecitive space. The goal of this article is to give explicit birational transformations (blow-

ups and blow-downs) which transform it into a projective space. Moreover the birational transformations

can be uniformly described independent of the classification. In [LMO02, Section 2.1], a rational map

@ from P to PV is written explicitly which gives a birational map between P" and an n-dimensional
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irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric space X. Assume that the rank of X is r, we will find that this
birational map can be factorized into successive blow-ups for » — 1 times and successive blow-downs for
r—1 times, i.e. Bl,_; X =3 Bl,_{P" where Bl,_1 X — X, Bl,_;P® — P" are the corresponding successive
blow-ups on X and P™ respectively, ¢ is a resolution of (.

Centers of the blow-ups of X are constructed from chains of minimal rational curves starting from the
sink of Biatynicki-Birula decomposition (see [BB73|) of X with respect to the C*-action on X (see details
in Section 3). On the other hand, for the centers of the blow-ups of P, we need to introduce a subvariety
in PT,(X) = P"~! C P" which is called the variety of minimal rational tangents (VMRT for short) of X
where o is a base point on X. General theory for VMRT on uniruld projective manifolds were developed
by Hwang-Mok in a series of works, see for example [HM99]|,[Mok08] for some surveys. For our own use
in the case of irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric spaces, we know there is a minimal equivariant
embedding X — P(T'(X,O(1))*) where O(1) is the generator of Pic(X). Minimal rational curves are free
rational curves of minimal degree with respect to O(1) which are projective lines through the minimal

equivariant embedding.

Definition 1.1. The VMRT of X denoted by C(X) C PT,(X) =2 P"~! is the collection of tangents of

free minimal rational curves in X passing through o.

If we write X = G/P where G is a connected complex simple Lie group and P is a maximal parabolic

1
o

subgroup, C;(X) is precisely the highest weight orbit of the isotropy action. Let

CE(X) = Seckil(cg(X)) = U Payas---ay
a1, ,ap€CL(X)

be the (k — 1)-th secant variety which is the Zariski closure of union of projective linear subspace spanned
by ai,az,--- ,ar € CL(X) (generically isomorphic to P*~!). Then centers of the blow-ups of P are just
CL(X) and strict transforms of C¥(X)(k > 2).

Now we can write down the rational map given by Landsberg-Manivel [LM02, Section 2.1] in terms of

coordinates. ¢ : P --» PV is given as follows
(o, 21,y xn]) = [ag, ag” @, ap T a2 Ta(Co(X)), - ap M T T (CR (X)), -+ (G (X))

where Zj.11(C¥(X)) is the set of generators of the ideal of C¥(X) C PT,(X) in degree k + 1.
In [LMO2] they proved

Theorem 1.2. The Zariski closure of Im(y) is isomorphic to the irreducible compact Hermitian sym-

metric space X .

We can see that the embedding X C PV induced by the ratinal map is just the minimal equivariant
embedding X — P(I'(X,O(1))*). The proof of Landsberg-Manivel is based on local differential geometry.
In this article we give a interpretation of the theorem in terms of loci of chains of minimal rational curves

and prove that

Main Theorem. Let X be an n-dimensional irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric space of rank
r > 2. Then X can be transformed into P™ by successive blow-ups for r — 1 times and successive blow-
downs for r — 1 times along smooth centers. More precisely, there exists a sequence of subvarieties
My CMyC--- CM,u_1CDinX and a sequence of subvarieties C:(X) C C2(X) C --- C C.~YX) C
PT,(X) =2 P*~! in P™ such that the following diagram holds, where D is the compactitying divisor with
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respect to a Harish-Chandra embedding of C™ in X (i.e. D is the complement of the affine cell in X)

and P*"1 is embedded as an hyperplane in P™.

BL._,P*... —— BlP*... —— BLP" —— P"

Jfa :SD
o <~

Bl X — BlX- — BLX —— X

In the diagram BIlP" and Bl X are the k-th successive blow-ups of P™ and X with the smooth centers
given by 7,1 (C*(X)) and px—1(My) respectively where 1, ur—1 denote the (k — 1)-th successive strict
transforms in corresponding blow-ups.

Moreover, let E,g(, E,Em be the k-th exceptional divisors in the blow-ups of P™ and X respectively, then
the order of the exceptional divisors can be reversed in the sense that

r—k—1 ~ k—2 n
M£—1 )(Ezf) = Tr(—1 )(Ef—k—i-l

),2<k<r-1
P D(EX) 2 g (P

~ (r—2 n
pr—1(D) = 7P (B

where we use MY_?"” (E;), TT(T_?;D (E;Pn) to denote the strict transforms of E-, E;Pm in the last (r—j—1)-
times corresponding successive blow-ups. In other words, we can take successive blow-ups on X for r—1
times and contract the second to the (r — 1)-th exceptional divisors in order and finally contract the

compactifying divisor we will get the projective space.

We will see that E,f is a P4-bundle over tr—1(My) where di, + 1 is the dimension of the balanced
subspace (see Section 2.2) with rank r — k + 1; E} " is a P®-bundle over 7;_1(C¥(X)) where ¢, is the
dimension of Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace with rank = r — k (see Section 2.3).

Let Y be a subvariety in X. The successive strict transform p;_; can be given by the following
commutative diagram, where the vertical arrows are closed embeddings, o; : Bl; X — Bl;_; X is the j-th
blow-up morphism. Then the arrows in the first row are just restrictions of o1, - , 0. Note that pg_1

does not mean a map, it is used to clarify the notations.

pra(Y) o —— (V) ——= (V) — Y
BX - —“ 5 BLX- —25 BLX —Z X
This can be constructed by easy induction where by definition we know ;11 (Y") is the Zariski closure of
o5 (1 (Y)\ptj (M;41)) in Bl X Also p Y 7y and 777FY can be given similarly.
Explicit construction of My, will be given in Section 3. We will find that M\ My_1 are just the stable
manifolds in the Bialynicki-Birula decomposition of X with respect to a C*-action (see Section 3.4 for

details). Rank two cases in the Main Theorem can be found in [Zak93, Chapter IIT, Theorem 3.8]|, see

also [FH18]. We now discuss the hyperquadric case as an example.

Example 1.3. The birational map between the projective space P™ = {[xq, ..., 2]} and the hyperquadric

Q" = {[20 -, Zn+1]s 202041 = Ypy 22} C P can be written as follows:

n
O([20 oy Tn]) = [2, T0T1, -y To T, fo]
i=1
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where the indeterminacy is {xg = 0,Y ., x7 = 0} and the image is {z9 # 0} U{z0 = 21 = -+ =
zn = 0,241 = 1}. Conversely the inverse rational map can be writte as the projection from the point

[0,...,0,1], i.e.
W([20y s Znt1]) = [20, -y 2]

where the indeterminacy is {[0,...,0,1]} and the image is {xg # 0} U {xg = O,Zle z? = 0}. We have
Blgn-2P" = Bl Q™ where Co(Q™) = Q"2 C P"~! C P" is a hyperquadric and pt means one point. The
compactifying divisor D = {[0, 21, - , znt1), Diey 22 = 0} is a cone over Q"% = {[0, 21, -+ , 2, 0], >0 | 27 =
0} with vertex [0,...,0,1]. The exceptional divisor E s a P'-bundle over Q™2 which is exactly
the strict transform of D; On the other hand E{X = P"~1 is the strict transform of the hyperplane
P! = {zo = 0} C P".

Our main idea is to construct stratifications on D and P7T,(X) which comes naturally from the rank

of X and the well-known polysphere theorem for irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric spaces.

Theorem 1.4 (The Polysphere Theorem, cf.[Wol72] or [Mok89]). Suppose that (X, g) is a rank r irre-
ducible Hermitian symmetric space of compact type, X = G./K = G /P where G is the compact real form
of G and K is a mazximal compact subgroup of the noncompact real form Gy. Then there exists a totally
geodesic submanifold S in X isometric to a product of r Riemann spheres equipped with Fubini-Study

metric. Moreover K-action on S exhausts X, i.e. X =J,cx kS.

In fact the Main theorem holds true when X is a polysphere and we will see that this case (although it
is not irreducible) actually serves as a model for the problem and the construction for centers is parallel
to a general irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric space. The baby case is well-known, where we let
X =P! x P'. We know that if we blow-up P? along two distinct points and contract strict transform of
the line connecting these two points we will get P! x P1. In this case we define the minimal rational curves
to be those rational curves of minimal degree with respect to the line bundle O(1,1) and the VMRT is
defined to be two points in the projectivized tangent space (not as the usual definition).

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries on Hermitian symmetric
spaces. In Section 3 we give the explicit constructions of the stratifications and the interaction with the

Bialynicki-Birula decomposition of X. In Section 4 we finish the proof of the main theorem.

Notations. In the article we use the following notations. G(p,q) denotes the Grassmannian of p-
dimensional subspace in a (p + ¢)-dimensional complex vector spaces; G (n,n) and G'/!(n,n) denote
the orthogonal Grassmannian and Lagrangian Grassmannian respectively; Q", OP?, E; /P; denote the

hyperquadric, the Cayley plane and the Freudenthal variety respectively.
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2. PRELIMINARIES IN HERMITIAN SYMMETRIC SPACES

We briefly introduce the notion of irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric spaces of tube type,
balanced subspaces and characteristic symmetric subspaces in this part. For more information we refer

the readers to [Wol72], [Mok02] and [MT92].

2.1. Hermitian symmetric spaces of tube type. We know an irreducible bounded symmetric domain
is said to be of tube type if it is holomorphically equivalent to a tube domain over a self dual cone. Then
an irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric space is called tube type if it is dual to a bounded symmetric
domain of tube type. For example, a Lagrangian Grassmannian is dual to a Type III bounded symmetric
domain which is biholomorphic to the Siegel upper half plane, so it is of tube type.

Hermitian symmetric spaces of tube type can be described in terms of restricted root systems which
will be given precisely in Theorem 2.1. Write X = G./K = G/P to be an irreducible compact Hermitian
symmetric space with rank = r, where G is a connected complex simple Lie group, P is a maximal
parabolic subgroup, G, is a compact real form of G and K is a maximal compact subgroup of the
noncompact real form Gy. By Harish-Chandra decomposition, g = £€ 4+ m* 4+ m~ where g = Lie(G), ¢ =
Lie(K),p = Lie(P) = t© + m~. Let A denote the root system and A}, denote the set of positive
noncompact roots whose root spaces are contained in m™*, other positive roots are called positive compact
roots (similarly, negative noncompact and compact roots can be defined). Let II = {1, -, a,} be the

maximal set of strongly orthogonal roots in AL starting from the highest root we know

Theorem 2.1 (The Restricted Root Theorem, cf. [Moo64]). Let h© be the Cartan subalgebra. Let p
denote the restriction of roots from hC to h= = Y eel V=1H,R, identify the elements in A with their
p-image, then either p(A)U{0} = {x3a; £ 1a;:1<4,j<r} or p(A)U{0} = {+ia; t 10, +30;:1<
i,j < r}. Accordingly p(AT,) = {3a; + 2o : 1 <4, j <r} or p(AY) = {3 + 30,80 : 1 <d,j <71}
Moreover, all o; have the same length and the subgroup of the Weyl group of G preserving the compact

roots and fizing 11 as a set induces all signed permutations o; — +a; of IL.

Moreover, this gives two cases for the restricted compact and noncompact roots,

(1) Tube type, which is corresponding to the first case in the theorem. In that case, nonzero p-image
of some subsets of A are given by
e Compact simple roots {3 (a1 —ay),1 <t <r—1}
e Compact positive roots {3 (as —ay), 1 <t <s <r}
e Noncompact positive roots {%(as +a),1<t<s<r}
(2) Non-tube type, which is corresponding to the second case in the theorem. Then nonzero p-image
of some subsets of A are given by
e Compact simple roots {3 (a1 — ), 1 <t <r—1}U{—3,}
e Compact positive roots {%(ozS —y),l<t<s<rju {f%at,l <t<r}
e Noncompact positive roots {%(as +a),1<t<s<rpU {%at, 1<t<r}
Hermitian symmetric spaces of tube type with rank > 2 can be listed as (1) G(n,n) with n > 2; (2)
G!I(n,n) with n even and n > 4; (3) GH{(n,n) with n > 2; (4) Q™ with n > 3; (5) E7/P;. Also they
can be also characterized by generic tangent vectors (i.e. tangent vectors of maximal rank), where rank

of a holomorphic tangent vector is given by the following (see [Mok89, p.234]).
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Proposition-Definition 2.2. For a nonzero holomorphic tangent vector v € T,(X), there exists some
k € K such that Adk.v = 2211 Gieq, With ay > az--- > ar, > 0 for some 1 < ro < r. Moreover by
C*-action induced by the Cartan subalgebra hC, there exists some p € P such that Adp.v = 2 €ay-

Here rq is called the rank of v.

We explain this proposition using the Grassmannian X = G(p, q). In this case, K = S(U(p) x U(q))
and K¢ = S(GL(p,C) x GL(q,C)) is the reductive part of P, and T,(X) = m* can be identified with
the set of p X ¢ matrices. The actions of K and P are elementary transformations on matrices and the
rank of a tangent vector is precisely the rank of the corresponding matrix. The VMRT of X is exactly
the collection of projectivization of rank one tangent vecters at 0. Then Hermitian symmetric spaces of

tube type can be characterized by the following proposition (see [Mok02, Proposition 1]).

Proposition 2.3. The set of generic tangent vectors (i.e. tangent vectors of mazimal rank) is equal to

the complement of a (degree r) hypersurface in PT,(X) if and only if X is of tube type.

TABLE 1. VMRTs for irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric spaces

X the VMRT C!(X) | Embedding in PT,(X)
G(p,q) Pr—1 x pa-t Segre embedding

G (n,n) G(2,n —2) Pliiker embedding

G (n,n) P Veronese embedding
Q" Q"2 oQ)

oP? G (5,5) o(1)

E;/P; op? Severi

2.2. Balanced subspaces. Next we introduce the notion of balanced subspace with rank k. They are
a class of special Hermitian symmetric subspaces. First we introduce the notion of invariantly geodesic

subspace which was discussed in [Tsa93] and can be characterized in terms of Lie triple systems.

Definition 2.4. Fiz a canonical Kihler-FEinstein metric h on X = G/P. A complex submanifold S C X
is said to be invariantly geodesic if and only of g(S) is totally geodesic in (X, h) for any g € G.

Full classification of invariantly geodesic subspaces can be found in [Tsa93|. These Hermitian symmetric
subspaces are actually associted to subdiagrams of the marked Dynkin diagram of X (see Definition 2.5)
and vice versa. From [HM13, Proposition 3.7] (see also [BP99]), they are smooth Schubert varieties in X

and vice versa.

Definition 2.5. Let (S, X) be a pair of irreducible Hermitian symmetric spaces associated to the marked
Dynkin diagrams (Do,70) and (D,~y) respectively, then the pair is called subdiagram type if Dy can be
obtained from a subdiagram of D by identifying vo with ~v. Then S is said to be associated to a subdiagram
of the marked Dykin diagram of X.

We give an example of a Hermitian symmetric subspace Q% C OP? associated to a subdiagram of FEg
here (see Figure 1, where the black node oy is marked).

Then for our convenience in this article we introduce the following notion.
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FIGURE 1. Marked Dyndin diagram of Eg and the subdiagram associated to Q®
r-r-r—-r—-—-=—-~=~==-=7"7=~-~" =777~ =- - 1
(073

Definition 2.6 (Balanced subspace). We say a complex submanifold S is a balanced subspace if it is an

ivariantly geodesic subspace and it is of tube type.

From [Tsa93| we have the full classification for balanced subspaces, see Table 2. From the perspective

of Restricted Root Theorem we can easily observe that

Proposition 2.7. Up to P-action, the tangent space at o of a balanced subspace with rank k can be

identified with
1 .
C{es, Bly- = 5(042 +a;),(1<E<j<k)}

2.3. Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspaces. We refer the readers to [Wol72] for this part.
Let ga be the derived algebra of
he + Z 9
¢ LII\A
where the orthogonality is with respect to the metric induced by the killing form where (¢,¢) =
B(Hy, Hy).

Definition 2.8 (Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspaces). Let Gp be the Lie subgroup in G for ga
and X be the orbit Ga.o on X. Then the Hermitian symmetric subspace X is called |A|-th characteristic

symmetric subspaces.

Also Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspaces are invariantly geodesic in X, they are smooth
Schubert varieties and they are associated to subdiagrams of the marked Dynkin diagram of X. We can

observe that

Proposition 2.9. T,(X,) can be identified with
N 1 1
my = C{eg, fly- = 5(044 +a;j) or 308 e, O €A}
in terms of restricted roots.

Example 2.10. We give the balanced subspaces and Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspaces of a

Grassmannian G(p,q)(p > q > 2) here. It will be more straightforward if we consider the tangent space of

0 A
X at o (or alternatively the Harish-Chandra coordinate on X ). We know T,(X) 2 mt = { VA€
0 O

M (p,q;C)}. We identify the elements in m™ with p x g matrices. Let E;; be the p X ¢ matriz with unique
nonzero element 1 in i-th row and j-th column. Then (under the choice of Cartan subalgebra and root
systems) the root vectors associated to the mazimal set I of strongly orthogonal roots are E;;(1 < i < q).
The balanced subspace with rank k has tangent space C{E;;,1 <1i,j < k}. Correspondingly if A is the set
of roots with root vectors E;;(k+1 < i < q), then the Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspaces with

rank v — k has tangent space C{E;;,k+1<i<pk+1<j<gqg}.



For the readers’ convenience we list a table for full classification of balanced subspaces and characteristic
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symmetric subspaces (see Table 2).

TABLE 2. Balanced subspaces and characteristic symmetric subspaces

X Balanced subspace with | Hermitian characteristic

rank k symmetric subspace with
rank r — k

G(p,q)(p>q>2) | Gk, k) G(qg—k,p—k)

G (n,n)(n >4) | G (2k,2k) G (n —2k,n — 2k)

G (n,n)(n >2) | G (k, k) G (r —k,r — k)

Q"(n > 3) PLE=1 PLE=1

OP? P! when k = 1, Q® when | P5, k=1
k=2

E;/P; P! when k = 1, Q'° when | Q'° when k£ = 1, P! when
k=2 k=2

Finally in this section we give the following proposition on smooth Schubert varieties in X.

Proposition 2.11. Let S C X be a smooth Schubert variety in X (i.e. (S,X) is of subdiagram type).
Then CX(S) = C¥(X) NPT,(S) where CX(S) denotes the (k — 1)-th secant variety of the VMRT of S at o.

Proof. Since S is a linear section of X — P(I'(X, O(1))*) and the embedding S C X preserves minimal
rational curves, we know C}(S) = CL(X) NPT,(S). Then C5(S) C C*(X)NPT,(S) forany 1 <k <7y =
rank(S). Write S as S = G’/P’ where P’ can be chosen to be a subgroup of P. We know C¥(S) are all
P'-invariant subvarieties in PT,(S). On the other hand C*(X) NPT, (S) is also P’-invariant. Hence the

inclusion is actually an equality. (I

3. THE BIALYNICKI-BIRULA DECOMPOSITION AND CONSTRUCTIONS OF THE CENTERS

In this section we give the construction for the centers and describle the relation with the Biatynicki-

Birula decomposition of irreducible compact Hermitian symmetric spaces.

3.1. The loci of infinity points of degree k rational curves. For further discussion we first give a

lemma which identify the higher secant varieties with the sets of tangent vectors with certain ranks.

Lemma 3.1. C¥(X) = {[v] € PT,(X) = P" !, rank(v) < k} where the bracket denotes projectivization

of a vector.

Proof. The lemma is straightforward when rank(X) = 2, which includes the case where X is a hyper-
quadric or a Cayley plane. From Proposition 2.2 we know C¥(X) D {[v] € PT,(X) = P" ! rank(v) < k}.
For the other inclusion, it suffices to show that rank(v + v") < rank(v) + rank(v’) for v,v" € To(X).
This can be checked case by case. In the Grassmannian case X = G(p, q), a tangent vector is identified
with a p-by-¢ matrix and rank of the tangent vector is exactly the rank of the matrix. In the orthogonal
Grassmannian case X = G'!(n,n) a tangent vector is identified with an antisymmetric n-by-n matrix and
rank of the tangent vector is exactly half of the rank of the matrix. In the Lagrangian Grassmannian case

X = GM"1(n,n) a tangent vector is identified with a symmetric n-by-n matrix and rank of the tangent
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vector is exactly the rank of the matrix. Hence the inequality holds for these three cases by basic linear
algebra. When X = FE;/P;, C1(E7/P;) = OP?, and a tangent vector can be identified with an element

in the following Jordan algebra

. T Yy
J30)={|T ¢ =z2|,c1,c2,c3€C,z,y,2€ 0}
Yy zZ c3

and C!(F;/P;) = OP* C PT,(F;/P;) can be identified with the set of rank one matrices in J3(0).
Inequality for the rank still holds and hence the lemma follows. O

Let W =2 C" C X be the Harish-Chandra embedding given by the map exp : m™ — exp(m™).o0 where
o is the zero point. Let
Ny ={C\W : C is a rational curve passing through o such that
[T5(C)] is of rank k and C'N'W is an affine line}

i.e. Ny is the collection of infinity points of all such degree k rational curves (which can be written as
exp(tv).o with [v] € CK(X)\CE~1(X)). We will call Ny, the k-th infinity locus of X.

The purpose of this section is to compute Ni(1 < k < r) explicitly. We fix the normalization on root

vectors as follows, let H, denote the dual of a with respect to the killing form. Then h, = <2aH§> is the
coroot of a. e, is normalized so that [eq, e_q] = ho. Let 2o = vV—1(eq + €—0), Y0 = —(€a — €—q)

For a minimal rational curve C passing through o with T,(C) = Ce,, we have
Lemma 3.2. The action exp(5zo) translates o into the infinity point of C.

Proof. The sla-triple C{eq, €_q, ha} corresponding to the minimal rational curve can be identified with

0 1 0 0 1 0 .
eq = e = , ho = . Then we can easily compute
0 0 1 0 0 -1

exp(Ga) = exp( r]) - [ i “}
2 ==l V=1 0
which translates (0,1)” into (v/—1,0)". Thus exp(5x4) translates o into the infinity point of C. O

Next we compute the action of Adexp(%z,) on £C.

Lemma 3.3. Adexp(§xa)hg = hg — a(hg)ha. Moreover Adexp(§xa) transforms the sly-triple asso-
ciated to B to the sly-triple associated to B or a+ 3 or —a + 3, corresponding to the cases when [ is

strongly orthogonal to o, or a+ B is a root or —a+ B is a root respectively.

Proof. We can compute

Ad exp(gza)hg = exp(ad(g:ca))hg

o T Ak > T —4)k=1
= hg +vV—1a(hp) ;(5)2“1%‘%‘ — 2a(hs) ;(5)%((37’)?)!%

1 2\ (my/—1)2kH1 1 > 7r\/ )
=h (hg) o (hg) ha
"JFQO“’Z Tkrr T O“’Z 2%)!

=0 =1

=hg+ %a(hg) sinh(mv/—1)ya + ia(hg)(cosh(ﬂx/—_l) —1)he

= hg — a(hp)ha
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Also since « is a root with long length, maximal a-string attached to 8 is 8,8 + « or 8 — a, 8 (cf
[Mok89, Appendix 1.3, Proposition 3]), which implies that either & + 8 or —a + § is not a root. When
f is strongly orthogonal to a, Adexp(za)es = eg. When a + 3 is a root, we have [zq,[Tq,ep]] =

le—a, [eases]] = [“haseg] = —B(ha)es = es. From [Mok89, Appendix 1.3, Proposition 3|) we know

[easep] = ,/%eaﬂg. Also we know S(hy) = % = —1, thus [eq, eg] = eq+3. Then
Adexp(Qza)eg = exp(ad(gza))eg

00 W\/— 2k+1 > (71'\/—_1)%
Z 92k +1(2k 1 1)1 07 test ) 22k (2k)1 P
k=1

v—1 v—1
= sinh(ﬂT)eaﬂg +eg+ (cosh(ﬂT) —1eg

=V *1€a+ﬁ

When —« + [ is a root, the computation is similar. (I

k=0

We can obtain N, from the Restricted Root Theorem. The complexification of K, denoted by KC, is
a reductive part of P. Then we know the Ny, is a KC-orbit and moreover Ny = KCcro where I’ € II with
II| = &k and cr = exp(3 Zaiel—‘ Ta,). As Adcd = id we have Ny = 0pc;1KCcF0 = cr(Ader K©).0. Let
tC = Lie(K©). To obtain Ny, it suffices to know Adcrt® Nm™, this can be done by the Restricted Root
theorem together with Lemma 3.3. We have

Proposition 3.4. Adcrt®Nm* = C{eg, 8 € O} where B € © C A}, if there exists only one root ay € T
such that ag — 3 is a root. In particuler, when X is of tube type, Adcrt® Nm™ = Ader_r€C Nm* which
implies Ny = N,_,. Also in this case Aderrt® Nmt = 0 which implies N, = pt.

Proof. For each compact positive root ¢, if ¢ + «; is a positive noncompact root for some «; € II, then
by Restricted Root theorem either (i) there exists a unique pair ¢, a; € IT with j # ¢ such that o; + ¢
and a; — ¢ are noncompact positive roots or (ii) there exists one root o; € II such that ¢ + a5 is a
noncompact positive root and ¢ is strongly orthogonal to other roots in II. In case (i), ¢ + a; — «; is
another compact root and the adjoint action of exp(%(za, + a,)) transforms the coroot hy into the
coroot of ¢ + a; — aj, also the adjoint action of exp(Fxa,)(t # i,]) keeps hy invariant, by Lemma 3.3.
In case (ii), the adjoint action of exp(Fzq,) transforms the coroot hy into the coroot of ¢ + «; and the
adjoint action of exp(Fwa,)(t # i) keeps hy invariant, also by Lemma 3.3. Hence if the root vector eg is
in Adert®n m™T, there exists only one «, € I' such that oy — 3 is a root.

Moreover when X is of tube type, case (ii) does not exist. For any positive noncompact root 8 ¢ II,
there exists only two roots «;, a; € Il such that a; — 3, a; — 3 are roots. Also we know eg € Ader€©nm™*

ifandonly if a; € I',a; € Il —T'or o; € I',o; € II = I'. Hence Adert© Nmt = Adeg_rt€ Nm™. O
Proposition 3.5. We conclude the following table giving Ny, explicitly.

Proof. Type LILIII cases can be obtained by matrices expression using Proposition 3.4. For Type I case

0 A
(X = G(p,q)), we know mt = { : A€ M(p,q,C)}. Then for |T'| = k, Adcrt©Nm™ is spanned the
0 0

i i 0 a k x (¢ — k) matrix
subspace of with A in the form of . For Type II, III cases,

a (p — k) x k matrix 0

the argument is similar under the restriction A = —AT, A = AT respectively. Also, Q™ is of tube type
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TABLE 3. The loci of infinity points

X Ne(1<Ek<r) r X tube type ?
G(p,q)(p>q>2) | Glk,p—k) x G(k,q—k) | q when p = q

G (n,n)(n>4) | G(2k,n — 2k) 5] | when n is even
G (n,n)(n >2) | Glk,n—k) n yes

Q"(n > 3) N, =2 Q"2 Ny = pt 2 yes

OP? Ny =GH(5,5),No=Q8 |2 no

E;/P; Ny = N, 2 OP?, N3 = pt | 3 yes

and rank two. Therefore for classical cases Ny can be easily obtained. For FE;/P; case, N; is isomorphic
to the VMRT and by symmetry obtained in Proposition 3.4 we know Ny = Nj is also isomorphic to the
VMRT. For OP?, it suffices to compute No. We adapt the simple roots convention as in Figure 1. All

the positive noncompact roots can be listed according to the coefficients of aq, ..., ag in order, which are

(100000), (110000), (111000), (111001), (111100), (111101), (111110), (112101)

(111111), (122101),(112111),(122111),(112211), (122211), (123211), (123212)
There is a Q8 which is of sub-diagram type with positive noncompact roots

(100000), (110000), (111000), (111001), (111100), (111101), (112101), (122101)
Roots whose corresponding root vectors in Adert® Nm* are given by

(111110), (111111),(112111),(122111),(112211), (122211), (123211), (123212)

We know No is also isomorphic to Q%, by the adjoint action of €n,+as+a,4+a; o0 the QF associated to the

sub-diagram. (Il

3.2. Stratifications of the centers. By Lemma 3.1 we know C,~}(X) C PT,(X) 2 P" ! and C7(X) =
PT,(X) = P"~ L. Recall that D is the compactifying divisor which is the complement of the affine cell W/
in X. We inductively define M; := N,,

My = U{mrcs passing My_1}

where mrc means minimal rational curves for short. For simplicity we call M, the k-th locus of chains

of minimal rational curves starting from M;. We first observe that
Lemma 3.6. M, = D.

Proof. This can be quickly deduced from the polysphere theorem. Since K-action on a polysphere
exhausts X and K-action keeps o invariant, we know for a point y € D, there exists an r-sphere (P!)"
passing o such that y € DN (PY)" = Ui<i<r (oo} is in the i—th factor P! x---{oo}---x Pl In the polysphere
we write 0 = (0,...,0),y = (y1, ..., yn) Where there is at least one y; = co. y can be connected to N,
by minimal rational curves inside D, thus y € M,. Hence D C M,. The other direction is trivial by
definition, so M,. = D. O

Moreover we have the following proposition on the stratifications C}(X) C --- C C77HX) C PT,(X) &
P"~!and M; C --- C M,_1 C D respectively.
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Proposition 3.7. (1) CE(X)\CF~L(X) is a fiber bundle over Ny with d,_jy1-dimensional fibers,

(2)

Proof.

where dy_p+1 + 1 is equal to dimension of the balanced subspace with rank k. The fiber bundle

can be written as
0 : CH(XO\CFY(X) = K®/J — Ny, = K€/Qq,

where Qy,, Ji are the isotropy subgroups of the action of K€ on Nj and CF(X)\CF~1(X) re-
spectively. Moreover we have a KC-equivariant embedding CF(X)\CF1(X) < Py where Py, is
the projectivization of the Qi-homogeneous bundle over Ny, K€ xg, Clr—r+11 Let W¢ be a
balanced subspace with rank k passing through o and CF=1(WY) is the (k — 2)-th secant variety
for the VMRT of WP, then each fiber of 0y, is isomprphic to PT,(WE)\CE=1(WP), which is the
complement of some degree k hypersurface in a projective space Pdr—r+1,

Ny_py1 C My and Mp\Mj_1 = K¢ XQr_pyr C 51 is a Qpr_py1-homogeneous bundle over

Ny_g41 with rank cy—gy1. It can be written as
Kkt M \Mp—1 = Ny_j1

where each fiber is Harish-Chandra embedding of C°r—*+1 into a characteristric symmetric sub-

space of rank k — 1 and the zero point is in Nyp_jy1.

(1) This is actually a corollary of Proposition 3.8, we use it in advance. If we fix an infinity
point z € Ny, = K©/Qy, 9,;1 (z) is the collection of projectivization of rank k tangent vectors at the
origin toward to z, i.e. for any [v] € 6, (), the limit of the corresponding affine line {exp(tv).o,t €
C} is z. From Proposition 3.8 this coincidences with the set of projectivization of rank & tangent
vectors at the origin of the balanced subspace with rank k passing z. From Proposition 2.3, the
latter is the complement of some degree k hypersurface in the corresponding projective space.
Also from Proposition 3.4 we know tangent space of the balanced subspace can be identified with
a Qp-representation and this gives P and hence the embedding C¥(X)\Ck~1(X) — Pj.

To write down a maximal polysphere we choose a maximal set of strongly orthogonal roots
II C AL starting from the highest root ;. Let «; be the highest element strongly orthog-
onal to {a1, -+ ,j—1}. Then Il = {aq,---,a,} and the polysphere can be written as P =
{Ili<i<,exp(tiq;).0} C X where t; € CU{oo} (when ¢; = oo, it means the corresponding factor
is given by exp(§zq,)). We know PN Mp\My_; = U#{i7ti:w}zr_k+1(t1, <o tn). Let yr_piq
be the point in P N Ny_g41 given by t; = -+ = tp_p41 = 00,¢; = 0(i > r — k + 2). Alternatively
we may write

Yr—k+1 = Cl,_p41-0
where II, 41 = {@1, -+ ,r_gr1}. We then consider the KC-action on the reference point
Yr—k+1 with isotropy group Q,_r+1 and compute the action of Q),_x4+1 on the affine space in
P N M\ Mjx_1 containing y,_x+1 given by

Vb1 = {em s H exp(tieq, ).0,t; € C} = Ck!

r—k+2<i<r

Let A¢ be the set of compact roots, i.e. the corresponding root spaces are contained in €©. From

Lemma 3.3 and the discussion in Proposition 3.4 we have

Lie(Qr—x+1) = h* @ Cleg, ¢ € Ac,by = 0 or 2} @ Cleg, d € Ag, by = 1}
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where by is the number of roots in II,_;1 not strongly orthogonal to ¢. In terms of restricted
root, the roots with root vectors in Lie(Q,_+1) are corresponding to restricted roots of the form
e €Ay =0:¢lp- =3(w—aj)(r—k+2<{,j<r)or ¢lyg- =Fiay(r—k+2<0<r)
(if exist) or ¢|p— = 0 (if exist).
e 9ENC, by =2:|p- = 2w —a;)(1 <L j<r—k+1).
e EAL by =110~ = 3(w—0;)A<l<r—k+2<j<r)ordly- = 2ay(1 <€ <r—k+1)
(if exist).
Moreover denoting the reductive part of Lie(Q,_g+1) by R(Lie(Qr—k+1)) we have

R(Lie(Qr_1t1)) = h° ® Cleg, b € Ac,by =0 or 2} D& @ &y

where £, £, are reductive parts for the parabolic subalgebras associated to the balanced subspace
with rank » — k + 1, and the Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace of rank k£ — 1.

From Lemma 3.3 we know Adecr stabilizes hC and then the action from eXp(f)C) keeps

r—k+1

Yr_k41 invariant. A root ¢ in Ac with by = 0 satisfies Adcry,_,,, e = e¢. For a root ¢ in Ac
with by = 2, up to nonzero constant multiplication we know Adcr,_, €4 is equal to €pya;—a,
and hence the action exp(eg) given by such ey keeps ), _j1 invariant. For a root ¢ € A with

Olg- = 3w —a))1<l<r—k+2<j<r)or |- =31 <L <r—k+1), we know

exp(eg)em, _ i, H exp(tieq;).0 = cm,_, ., exp(€s_a,) H exp(tieq,;).0

r—k+2<i<r r—k4+2<ilr
dey—o
= CIl, 41 H exp(e®*?aetieq,).0
r—k+2<i<r
/ "
= CH,_; 1 H exp(tieq;) | exp(tjeq, +t'epra;—a, +1'€_a,).0

r—k+2<i<r,i#£j
. 1
(t/ = t” =0if ¢|h7 = 5(1@)

=CI, i, H exp(ti€q, )0 (as [eq; t'€s—asta; +1"e—a,] =0)
r—k+2<i<r
Thus the action exp(ey) given by such ey keeps V,_j41 invariant. In conclusion we can obtain

that nontrivial action just comes from root vectors with roots ¢ € A¢ with by = 0 and hence

Qr—k—i-l-yr—k-l-l - {CHT,;CJA eXp(U)'OaU S mj7k+1} (T)

where m:r_kH = C{es, Blp- = %(az + a;) or %ozg(r —k+4+2< ¢ <j<r)} is precisely tangent
space of the Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace. Also we know the s R(Lie(Qr—g+1)) D

1 @ ¢, therefore the other inclusion in (f) holds. Thus

Qr—k41-Vr—k+1 = {CHT,;C+1 eXP(U)-Oa v E m:r_k+1}

By K C-action on the polysphere passing o, we know My \Mj_; can be exhausted and My \Mj_; =
K€ X Qr_pir C7F+1 18 & @y k41 homogeneous bundle over N,y 1 with rank ¢, _jy1. Also from
the discussion we can see each fiber is Harish-Chandra embedding of C¢—*+1 into a Hermitian

characteristric symmetric subspace of rank (k — 1) and the zero point is in N, _j41.
O
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On the other hand, we construct the following subvarieties which serves as the loci of chains of minimal

rational curves. Let Vo = {o}. Let

Vi = U{mrcs passing Vi1 }.

We know Vi_1 C Vi. General properties on geometry of loci of chains of mininal rational curves were
discussed in [HK05]. Note that in our construction for My, we start from the subvariety N, while in the
construction for Vi, we start from the base point o. The latter is precisely the same as the construction
in [HKO05].

As in Proposition 3.7(2) we have

Proposition 3.8. Ny C Vi and Vp\Vi—1 = K€ xg, CI—++111 js q Qi-homogeneous bundle over Ny,

with rank dr._x4+1 + 1. It can be written as
Vg - Vk\Vk71 — Nk

where each fiber is Harish-Chandra embedding of Cl—++1%1 into a balanced subspace with rank k and
the zero point is in Ni. Therefore Vi is the variety swept by all balanced subspaces with rank k passing

through o.

Proof. The proof is parallel to the proof of Proposition 3.7(2). We still write the maximal polysphere as
P ={[l,<i<, exp(ti€q,).0} C X where t; € CU{oo} (when t; = oo, it means the corresponding factor is
given by exp(5zq,)). We know PNVi\Vi_1 = U#{i ti:O}:T_k(tl, <+« tn). Let zx be the point in P N Ny

given by t; =--- =t = 00,t; = 0( > k + 1). Alternatively we may write
2k = c11,,-0
where Iy, = {a1, -+, ar}. We then consider the K C_action on the reference point z, with isotropy group

Q. and compute the action of @y on the affine space in P N Vi \Vi_1 containing z; given by
Z, = {cn, H exp(tieq,).0,t; € Cy = C*
1<i<k

Recall that A¢ is the set of compact roots. Also we have
Lie(Qy) = f)c &) C{€¢, ¢ € Ac,by =0o0r 2} @ C{€¢, NG by = 1}

where by is the number of roots in II; not strongly orthogonal to ¢. Using similar argument as in the
proof of Proposition 3.7(2) we know nontrivial action just comes from root vectors with roots ¢ € A¢x
with by = 2 and also
Qr-Zr = {cm, exp(v).0,v € u} }

where uz = C{es, Bly- = %(Oze+0¢j), (1 < ¢ <j<k)}isprecisely tangent space of the balanced subspace
at o.

By KC-action on the polysphere passing o, we know Vi\Vk—1 can be exhausted and Vi\Vi_1 =
K€ X Qp Cr—x+1+1 i5 3 Q) homogeneous bundle over N, with rank dr—k+1+ 1. Also we can see each fiber

is Harish-Chandra embedding of C%-#+1*1 into a balanced subspace with rank k and the zero point is

in Nk. O

Corollary 3.9. For any point x € My\My_1, there is a balanced subspace with rank r — k + 1 passing

x which is transversal to My, at x.
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Proof. We first consider a point © € N,_jy1 C My. This is straightforward from the proof of Proposition
3.4, Proposition 3.7(2) and Proposition 3.8. More precisely, without loss of generality we may assume

that z = ¢ .0 where II, _y1 = {1, -+ ,@r—k4+1}. From Proposition 3.7(2) and Proposition 3.8

r—k+1
we know there is a Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace of rank £ — 1 and a balanced subspace
of rank r — k + 1 passing x, which are denoted by Z;/ |, W? ;| respectively. If suffices to show that

To(Z7_ ) + Tu( f—k+1) + To(Np—g41) = T (X). While we have

Toent,—pan Zi—1) = m . = Cles, Blo- = 5(ar+ay) or gau(r —k+2<0<j <)}
TO(CHr—k+1 WrszJrl) = uj—k.;-l = C{eﬁvﬂh]* = %(O‘l + aj)v (1 <ULj<r—k+ 1)}

To(ent, s Ne—p1) = Aderr,_, 85 Nm™ = Cleg, Bly- = 3w+ aj) or 3ap(1 <l <r—k+1<j<r)}

k1
where the last equality is from Proposition 3.4. Now applying the Restricted Root Theorem we have
To(X) =Tolem, i Zi_q) + To(cnrkaer;‘v—k-i-l) + To(em,_ypy Nr—k1) identifying T,(X) with m*. Then
we go back to = the tangent space equality T, (Z}_,) + To(W_ ;1) + To(Nr—g41) = To(X) still holds.
Now for any x € Mg\Mjy_1, we know for ki(x) € N,_k4+1 there is such a balanced subspace W:_’“,(Ci)l.
Also we know z can be translated from xi(x) by a group action g € Aut(Z,:g)), then the balanced

subspace g.Wff,(ci)l will be the desired one. O

Remark 3.10. From Proposition 3.8 we can see that Ny parametrizes all balanced subspaces with rank k
passing o and this gives an explanation for the Tits fibartion associated to the pair of subdiagram type in
this special case. For example, for the balanced subspace Q% C OP?, adapting the convention in Figure 1
we know in Tits fibration the parameter space of such Q¥ passing o is given by deleting the marked node

oy and marking the node adjacent to the subdiagram, which is as. This is precisely No = Q8.

Remark 3.11. There may exist more perspectives for the stratification constructed on X. We give one
more example here. We know the compactifying divisor D C X is actually a section s of the ample
generator of Pic(X) which vanishes to order r at some point. Let V;(s) be the set of points at which the
vanishing order of s is at least j, which is precisely the multiplicity subspaces defined in [Nad91]. We can
see that Vj(s) = My_j11.

3.3. Singularities and smoothing the stratification. For the stratification, we describe the singular

loci for the subvarieties.

Proposition 3.12. (1) The singular locus of C¥(X) is Sing(C¥(X)) =CF 1 (X)2<k <r—1);
(2) The singular locus of My, is Sing(My) = Mp_1(2 <k <r).

Proof. (1) We know C¥(X)\CF~1(X) is a Zariski open dense smooth P-orbit, so Sing(C¥(X)) C
CF1(X). Also from Zak [Zak93, Lemma 1.9 a)|, we have C}(X) C Sing(C2(X)) since C}(X)
is nondegenerate in P7,(X). Hence CL(X) = Sing(C3(X)) and we are done with cases where
rank(X) < 3. One way to obtain the inclusion Sing(C¥(X)) € C*~1(X) in general is to consider
case by case and do the checking on radical ideals (for exampel in Grassmannian case given by
the minors). We give a uniform proof using projective geometry here. In fact we can show that
T (CE(X)) =P ! for a € C¥~1(X) where T, (C¥(X)) denotes the embedded projective tangent
space. This can be done by induction. We can see Sing(C2(X)) = CL(X) and T, (C2(X)) = P!
for @ € C(X) from [Zak93, Lemma 1.9 a)] as Cl(X) is nondegenerate. Now suppose that
T, (Cko (X)) = P! for o € Ck~1(X) and Sing(Ck (X)) = Ck~1(X). For f € Ck(X) =
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S(Crk~1(X),CL(X)), choose a € CEo~1(X),v € CL(X) (v # a) such that B €< a,y >. Then
Ts(CFH1 (X)) D span < T (CFo (X)), Ty (CE(X)) > and thus Tjs(Cko+1 (X)) = P,

(2) From Proposition 3.7 we know Sing(My) C Mj_1. To obtain the other inclusion we claim that
dim T (Mpg) = dim(X) = n if # € My_1. By simple induction it suffices to consider the case
when z € My_1\Mj_2. By Proposition 3.7 we may further assume that © € N,._1o. From the
construction of the stratification there exists a family of lines passing x and N,_j41 contained
in My. This is a cone over a subvariety 91 C N,_i4+1. From Corollary 3.9 we know there is a
balanced subspace with rank » — k + 2 passing = which is transversal to My_; at x, and we use
W .o to denote it. Then we know 91 = NTVZTkjffZ = Npppt NWE L, & ;(WT{,HQ) where

Ca(WZ_ ;. 5) is the VMRT of W, ;. As the affinization of CL(W,_g42) spans T (W,._x42) and

W, _k+42 is transversal to My_; at & we have dimT,(My) = dim My_; + dim W, _j12 = n.
Hence Sing(My) = Mj_1.

O

Now the geometric picture is clear. My is the union of a family of Hermtian characteristic symmetric
subspaces in X parametrized by N,_j11, where those affine cells are disjoint in M\ My_1 and their
compactifying divisors intersect inside My_;. For example when X = Q", D = M, is a cone over
N1 2 Q"2 (see Example 1.3) with vertex in M; = {pt}. In this case a Hermitian characterisc symmetric
subspace of rank one is just a minimal rational curve in Q™ and we can see that Mo is a family of P!’s
where the affine cells (22 C) are disjoint in M2\ M; and their compactifying divisors (2 {pt}) intersects
as the vertex.

Next we will prove that the successive blow-ups actually smooth the stratifications. First we recall the

Blow-up Closure Lemma.

Lemma 3.13 (Blow-up Closure Lemma). Suppose that Y — X is a closed subscheme corresponding to
a finite type quasicoherent sheaf of ideals and Z — X is a closed subscheme. If we blow up X along Y,

then the strict transform of Z is canonically isomorphic to Blzny Z.
Also we recall the following lemma, see for example [HIO88, Chapter III, Corollary 1.4.5].

Lemma 3.14. Suppose that Y — X is a closed subscheme corresponding to a finite type quasicoherent

sheaf of ideals. If we blow up X along Y, the exceptional divisor is the projectivized normal cone of Y in
X.

For simplicity we will use NorCone(A,B) to denote the projectivized normal cone of A C B and
NorCone(A, B), to denote the fiber at x € A where A, B are projective varieties. One can find the formal
definition of normal cone and projectivized normal cone in [HIO88, pp.571-572] in terms of commutative
algebra. When A is a point & € B, the projectivized normal cone is called the projectivized tangent cone
of B at x, which is denoted by TanCone(B,z). We given a geometric description of NorCone(A, B),
here when « is in the smooth locus of A: the projectivized normal cone at x is the projectivization of the
union of tangents to holomorphic arcs v : A — B centered about x modulo T, (A). If we embed B into
P", then NorCone(A,B), is a subvariety in P(N 4jpn 5 ).

We can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.15. Let X" be a singular projective variety with Y™ C Z := Sing(X™) where Y™
is a smooth variety. Let NorCone(Y,X) — Y be the projectivized normal cone of Y C X. Let 7 :



BIRATIONAL TRANSFORMATIONS 17

Bly X — X be the blow-up of X along Y and Z is the strict transform of Z. Then Sing(Bly X) C ZU
Uer Sing(NorCone(Y, X),) if we identify the exceptional divisor with NorCone(Y, X). In particular,

if for each y € Y, Sing(NorCone(Y,X),) = NorCone(Y, Z),, then Sing(BlyX) = Z.

Proof. Tt suffices to consider it locally. As Y™ is smooth, by choosing suitable coordinate we may
assume that X" is a defined by the polynomials (fi,---,f.) in C¥ = {(x1, -+ ,Zm,¥1, - ,¥4)} and
Y™ = {(z1,- ,Zm,0,---,0)}. We can write down 7 : BlyCY — CV and then the strict transform of

X — X in coordinates. First of all, we know
BlyCN = {(z1, -, Zm, Y1, »¥d) X [wi, -, wa] : yiw; = yyw;} € CV x pI-1
For fs(1 < s <e), we can write it as
fs = foks + fobotr + -+

where fs j, is a polynomial in (21, ,Zm, Y1, - ,yq) whose order in (y1,- -+, yq) is ks. Then in {w; = 1}

coordinate, we have y; = yjw; and 7~ (X)) is given by the following polynomials (1 < s < e)
fi= ylfsfs,ks(zl, S T, Lwa, e wa) + ylf5+1fs,ks+1($1, C Ty Lwa, e wg) A
and then X is given by the following polynomials (1 < s < e)
fo=for(@1, - T, Liwa, -, wa) + U1 fokort (1, Ty 1w, -+ wg) 4 - -
and the exceptional divisor of blowing up X along Y is
E={for.(x1, - ,xm,Lwa, - ,wq) =01 < s <e)}

We know the exceptional divisor E is identified with NorCone(Y,X). If we consider the fiber of
NorCone(Y,X) ony = (29, ,2%) € Y, it is given by

»m

NorCone(Y, X )y = {for. (23, 2% 1wa, - ,wg) =0(1 < s<e)} c CI!

On the smooth locus of NorCone(Y, X),, we know {d(w, ... wy) fs.ko (Z1, 7+, Tm, Lwa, - -+ ,wa) b1<s<e 18

of rank N — n. On the other hand we know
dfs|{y1:0} = dfs,ks (:Cl) oy Tmy, 1,’11}2, e awd) + fs,ks-‘rl(xla oy Ty 1,11}2, e awd)dyl

Then we can see {dﬂ}lgsge over sm(NorCone(Y, X),) is of rank N — n as well. Thus Sing(BlyX) C
ZU Uyey Sing(NorCone(Y, X)y). O

Next we consider the fiber of the projectivized normal cone NorCone(M , My,), NorCone(CZ(X)),C*(X)
over the smooth locus of M, CJ(X) respectively. We have

Proposition 3.16. (1) Lety € sm(M;) = M;\M;_1 be a smooth point in M;. Then NorCone(M;, X),
can be identified with the projectivized tangent space of a balanced subspace VVTy_j_i_1 of rankr—j+1

passing y and NorCone(M;, M), = C’;—J"H(Wﬂjﬂ). Moreover we have
(NorCone(Mj, My), C NorCone(M;, X)) = (Cy 7T (WY, ) CPT, (WY ,,)))

where the isomorphism means that the embedding is the same.



BIRATIONAL TRANSFORMATIONS 18

(2) Letv € sm(CI(X)) = CI(X)\CI1(X) be a smooth point in CL(X). Then NorCone(CL(X),PT,(X))y
can be identified with the projectivized tangent space of a Hermitian characteristic symmetric sub-
space Z;_; passing o of rank r — j and NorCone(C(X),CE(X), = Cff_j(Z,?_j). Moreover we

have
(NorCone(C}(X),Ch(X)y C NorCone(CJ(X),PT,(X))y) = (CY7(22_;) CPT,(Z2_;))
where the isomorphism means that the embedding is the same.

wY_.
Before the proof we introduce the following construction. Let Vs "~7*' be the s-th locus of chains of

. . . . . wy_.
minimal rational curves in W?_ j+1 starting from y, i.e. we inductively define V;, I = {y} and

Vet U{mrcs in WY_,,, passing VSVKTHI}.
From [HKO05, Section 6.2], we have

Lemma 3.17. TanC’one(V:VT’j“,y) =Cs(WY ;) CPT,(W! ;)1 <s <r—j+1) where C;(WY ;)
is the VMRT of W ;.| aty and C3(W}_ ;) is the (s — 1)-th secant variety of Co(W) ;. ).

Proof of Proposition 3.16. (1) This follows immediately from Lemma 3.17. As for each y € M;\M,_;.
By Corollary 3.9 there is a balanced subspace W”_ j+1 of rank r—j+1 passing y which is transver-
sal to M;\M;_; at y.

(2) From Proposition-Definition 2.2 without loss of generality we may assume that v = [eq, + -+ +
eaj] € PT,(X) where ay,- - ,a; € IT and the bracket means projectivization. Then from Propo-
sition 3.7(1) and the Restricted Root Theorem we know the embedded projective tangent space
T,(CH(X)\CI (X)) = PT,(CA(X)\CI 1 (X)) where

—~ . 1 1
T,(C(X\CI (X)) = Cles, Bly- = 5(042 + as) or 5042(1 <t<j1<s<r)}
Then the quotient T,(X)/T,(CI(X)\CZ~1(X)) can be identified with

1 1 ]
Clep, Bly- = (e +as) or sau(j <€ < s <)}

which is the tangent space of a Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace Z;_; passing o.
Hence NorCone(C}(X),PT,(X)) = PT,(Z7_;). Also we know for v' € T,(Z_;), [ea, + -+ +
ea, + V'] € CE(X) if and only if [v'] € CF~7(Z2_;) € PT,(Z_;). Then the conclusion follows
easily from the geometric description of projectivized normal cones.

O

Then we obtain the smoothness of the centers.

Proposition 3.18. (1) The successive strict transform pi—1(My) is a desingularization of My,.

(2) The successive strict transform 7,_1(C¥(X)) is a desingularization of C¥(X).

Proof. (1) By Proposition 3.16(1) we know Sing(NorCone(My, My),) = NorCone(Mi, My_1),
for y € M. Since M; is smooth, from Proposition 3.15 we obtain that u;(M2) is smooth and
Sing(p1(Mg)) = p1(Mg—1)). Also we know for y € Mo\ My,

(NorCone(p1(Mz), i1 (My))y, NorCone(pr(Ma), n1(X))y) 2= (Cy~ (W) € PT, (W 1))(8).
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To continue using Proposition 3.15 in the next blow-up, it remains to show that (f) also holds
over the points in the boundary of uy(Mz) (ie. p1(Ma2)\(M2\M;)). For y € N,_1, we claim
that NorCone(u (Ma), 1 (My)) — p1(Ms) is a trivial family over x5 ' (y), i.e.

NorCone( (M), i (Mi)) | 1,y = K7 (9) % €5~ (W)

To prove the claim, from the proof of Corollary 3.9 we know the family of balanced subspaces
{Wf_l}Ingl(y) is translated by the group action of Aut(Z}) on WY ;. Also we know for g €
Aut(ZY}), the adjoint action Adg acts on T, (W,”_,) trivially (since from the proof of Corollary 3.9,
if we write y = c1,_, .0, roots corresponding to the root spaces in T, (cr1, , ZY)) and T, (crr, WY ;)
are strongly orthogonal to each other). Therefore the claim holds. Now by the smoothness of
p1(Msz) we know () holds over the points in the boundary. The rest can be done by easy
induction.

(2) The second statement follows from a similar argument as in (1) using Proposition 3.15 and 3.16(2).

O

3.4. The Bialynicki-Birula decomposition of irreducible compact Hermtian symmetric spaces.
In this section we give the relation between the stratification M; C Ms C -+ C M,. and the Bialynicki-
Birula decomposition of X. We first recall the Bialynicki-Birula decomposition theorem (over C) as

follows.

Theorem 3.19 ([BB73|, Theorem 4.1, 4.2, 4.3). Let X be a complete smooth complex manifold with an
algebraic C*-action. Let X be the set of fized points under the C*-action and X = U_o (XC); be the
decomposition of X into connected components. Then there exists a unique locally closed C*-invariant
decomposition of X,
X = |:|XlJr (Tesp.X = |i| XZ->
i=0 i=0
and morphisms v« X — (X©); (resp. v; : X, — (X©);), 0 <i <, such that the following holds.

(1) X;t (resp. X; ) are smooth C*-invariant complex submanifolds of X . (X©); is a closed complex
submanifold of X;" (resp. X ). X; N X; = (X©);.

(2) v (resp. ~; ) is a C*-fibration over (X©); (i.e. each fiber is a C*-module) such that ’y;r|(XC*)i
(resp. ;| (xc),) is the identity.

(3) Let Tp(X)", To(X)°, To(X)~ be the weight spaces of the isotropy action on the tangent space
T,.(X) with positive, zero, negative weights respectively. Then for any x € (X©);, the tangent
space Typ(X;7) = To(X)? ® To(X)F (resp. Tu(X;) = Tu(X)° @ T(X)~) and dimension of the
fibration given by ;" (resp. (v;)) equals dim T,,(X)T (resp. dimT,(X)™).

We call X;© (resp. X; ) a stable (resp. unstable) manifold of X with respect to the C*-action.
We know there is a natural C*-action induced by the one-dimensional center of £C. Let ¢ be the central
element satisfying that [c,v] = v for any v € m™. Let W =2 C" C X be the Harish-Chandra embedding

given by the map exp : m™ — exp(m™).o where o is the base point. Let w; = exp(tc) be the C*-action.

We can see that o is fixed by w; and W is invariant under w;. Moreover we have

Lemma 3.20. The points in Ni are fived by ws.
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Proof. Recall that

Ny ={C\W : C is a rational curve passing through o such that
[T5(C)] is of rank k and C'N'W is an affine line}

We know C N W = {exp(sv).o,s € C} for some ¢ with [v] € C¥(X)\C*~1(X). Also w;exp(sv).o =
exp(elsv).o and hence w, keeps C N W invaraint. Thus the infinity point of C is fixed by w. O

We then give the action of w; on the affines cells of the characteristic Hermitian symmetric subspaces

contained in M\ My_1 (see Proposition 3.7). We can prove that

Lemma 3.21. Fach fiber of ki : Mg\Mpg—1 = Ny_g41 is invariant under wi. Moreover the action is

precisely the dilation with rate et fizing the zero point in N, _jy1.

Proof. As in Proposition 3.7 we can write a fiber of sy, as {cr,. exp(v).0o,v €m/_, . ;}. As in Lemma

—k+1

3.3 we can compute

Adexp(= 5 za)c =exp(ad(—= 5 xa))c

100(7T\/_2k+1 e k
_C+§Z @kt Pty Z

=c+ lsmh(m/ Dya + (cosh(w —1) — 1)h,
=c—hg

Since all roots with root spaces in m;”_ 41 are strongly orthogonal to Il k41, we know [ha,v] = 0 for

any o € I, _p41,v € m:r_kﬂ and hence
weet, ., €xp(v).o = exp(tc)em, ., exp(v).o
=cm,_y., (Aden, _, ., exp(tc)) exp(v).o
=cr,_,,, exp(t(c — Z ha)) exp(v).o
a€ll,_ 1

=cm,_,.,, exp(Adexp(tc)v).o = cn exp(e'v).o

r—k+1

Thus the Lemma follows. [l
Also we can compute the C*-action w; on the fibers of vy : Vi \Vi—1.

Lemma 3.22. Each fiber of vi, : Vi\Vik—1 — Ni is invariant under wy. Moreover the action is precisely

the dilation with rate e™t fizing the zero point in Ny.

Proof. As in Proposition 3.8 we can write a fiber of v as {cn, exp(v).0,v € u}}. As in Lemma 3.21 we

have
weerr, exp(v).o = exp(te)ern, exp(v).o

e, (Aden,, exp(te)) exp(v).o

= ¢, exp(t(c — Z ha)) exp(v

aclly
Since uz = C{es, Bly- = %(ae +a;),(1 <0< j <k}, we know [}

et o, v] = 2v for any v € u;.

Then wicrr, exp(v).o = crp, exp(e”v).0 and the Lemma follows. O

Then we can write down the Bialynicki-Birula decomposition explicitly for the irreducible compact

Hermtian symmetric space. We have
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Proposition 3.23. The following setting gives the Biatynicki-Birula decomposition for the irreducible
compact Hermtian symmetric space X, using the notations in Theorem 3.19. Let (X© )y = {o}. Let
(X)) = Ny(1 < i < 7). Let X = W = X\D be the affine cell of X. Let X, = My, X;" =
My—ipi\M,—i(1 <i<r—1). Let X; ={o}. Let X; =V;\Viea(1 <i<r).

Proof. All conditions can be checked directly from Propositions 3.7(2), 3.8 and Lemmas 3.20, 3.21,
3.22. ([l

N, and {o} are called the sink and source of the C*-action. Sometimes we also call them the extremal
fixed point components of the action. Recall that in Proposition 3.4 we know when X is of tube type,
N; 2 N,_;4+1 and N, is a point. For simplicity we will call NV; the i-th fixed component in the Biatynicki-

Birula decomposition.

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

4.1. Some lemmas. We first give some lemmas.
Lemma 4.1. For 1 <k <r — 1, the ideal of C*(X) C PT,(X) is generated by degree k + 1 polynomials.

Proof. This can be easily checked case by case. When X = G(p,q), we know CX(G(p,q)) = {[4] €
P(C? ® C9),A € M(p,q,C), rank(A) < k}. The defining equations are given by all (k+ 1) x (k+ 1)
minors of the matrix. When X = G (p,p)(p > 4), we know C*(G'(p,p)) = {[A] € P(N*CP), A €
M(p,p,C) is anti-symmetric, rank(A) < 2k}. The defining equations are given by pfaffians of (2k +
2) x (2k + 2) anti-symmetric principal submatrices. When X = G (p,p)(p > 3), CE(X) = {[4] €
P(Sym?2CP), A € M(p,p,C) is symmetric, rank(A) < k}. The defining equations are given by deter-
minants of (k + 1) x (k + 1) anti-symmetric principal submatrices. For Q" and OP?, their VMRTSs are
Q"2 c P"! and G'1(5,5) C P'®, both of which are defined by quadratic polynomials. For E; /Py, its
VMRT is the Cayley plane OP? C P26 and the secant is a cubic hypersurface. (I

Therefore ¢ : P* --s PV can be written as
o(leosar, - wa)) = [ehoah " ar, - o ey PLCLX)), -, eh FTICH(X)), - T (X))
Lemma 4.2. The rational map
okt [xo,x1, -, xp) €PT = [0,--- , Z(CHL(X)), - ,0] e PV

satisfies that ¢ (CH(X)) = Ny under the identification C¥(X) C PT,(X) = P! = {2y = 0} C P™.
Moreover the map on CF(X)\CF¥~1(X) is exactly the map 0y given in Proposition 3.7.

Proof. By the Theorem of Landsberg-Manivel (Theorem 1.2) we know the Zariski closure of the image of
@ is isomorphic to X, for simplicity we also denote the closure by X. It is easy to observe that ¢ maps the
affine cell {zg # 0} to the affine cell of X. Fix a rank k tangent vy = [0, 21, -+ ,z,] € C¥(X)\CF~1(X).
We take the affine line {[1,tz1,- - ,tx,],t € C} then its image under ¢ is

@([Lt'rlv T ,tl‘n]) = {[thaFl(tx)v T ,kal(tX),O, to 70]7t € (C}
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where F; denotes the vector-valued function given by the set of generators of the ideal Z(C:(X)) and

x = (21, -x,). Let t = oo. Note that F;(tx) = t*71F(x), we have
[1,tx,Fq(tx), -+ ,Fr_1(tx),0,--- ,0] =
[1,tx,*F1(x), -, t"Fr_1(x),0,-+ ,0] = [0, , Fr_1(x), - , 0]

Then by definition this is precisely a infinity point in V. (]

Let P, = span < Nj > be the linear subspace contained in PV. Note that if f € Z(C*~1(X)) is a
generator, it can not be identically vanishing on C¥(X) by the degree restriction in Lemma 4.1. Then we
know dim(Py) + 1 equals to the number of generators in Z(C¥~1(X)) and moreover Pj can be identified

with projectivization of a KC-module.
Lemma 4.3. When X is of tube type with rank at least 3, ©r—1|ze=0 s a birational map onto P,._1.

Proof. We can check case by case. When X = G(m,m), we know C5~2(G(m,m)) = {[A] € P(C™ ®
C™),A € M(m,m,C), rank(A) < r —2}. The defining equations are given by all (r — 1) x (r — 1)
minors of the matrix. Then we know dim(P,_1) =n — 1 = m? — 1 and the rational map ©r—1l|{zo=0} 18
to take the inverse of (the projectivization) of m x m matrices if we identify {zo = 0} = P"~! with the
projectivized tangent space of X at o. Similarly we know in the orthogonal Grassmannian G*(m,m)
(m is even) and Lagrangian Grassmannian G'/f(m,m) case the rational map ©r—1l{zo=0} is to take the
inverse of (the projectivization) of m x m anti-symmetric and symmetric matrices respectively. When X
is E7/P7, also by a similar argument we know the rational map @T_1|{I0:0} is to take the inverse of (the

projectivization) of 3 x 3 matrices in the Jordan algebra J3(0). (]

4.2. Stratifications as linear sections of X. For later discussion, we fix some notations here. Let
Py, = span < Pp,--- [Pr_jy1 >for 1 <j<rand P, = PVN. For simplicity we use Py to denote tha
point set {[1,0,---,0]} C PN. Then let P;, = span < Py, Py, -+ ,P; > for 0 < j < r. Then we describe
the stratifications M1 C My C---CM,_1C M, =D and V; CVy C--- C V,_1 as follows.

Lemma 4.4. M, =P;, NX(1 <k <) is a linear section of X. In particular, D = M, is a hyperplane

section of X .

Proof. We first prove My, C IP;, NX by induction. M; C P;; N X is clear. Now suppose that M; C P;,NX.
From Proposition 3.7(2) we know N,_; C M; ;1 and M1\ M; is a homogeneous bundle over N,_;
whose fiber is the affine cell of a Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace of rank j. Fix a point
z € N,—; and denote the corresponding Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace by Z7. The zero
point in the Harish-Chandra coordinate of ij is z. Let VSZ i be the s-th locus of chains of minimal

. . . . . . z7
rational curves in Z7 starting from z, i.e. we inductively define V,’ = {z} and

. ZT
VSZ” = U{mrcs in Z7 passing V7, }.

Let D% be the compactifying divisor of Z7 and it is contained in M; C IP;; N X by inductive assumption.

. . . z7 . . . . zZ7
Also we know any minimal rational curve in Z7 passing V,’; is a line in PN connecting V.7, and
D%, Then by simple induction on s we know Vi’ C span < x,M; >C Py,,, and moreover in the
same induction we can obtain that the affine cell is disjoint from P;,. By varying # € N,_; we know
M C P, NX. Therefore My C Py, N X for all 1 <k <r. Also from the proof we can see that for

any point y € Myy1\M(¢ > k), it can be projected to a point in N,_, (namely, the zero point of the
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corresponding affine cell given by Harish-Chandra embedding) from P;,. Then y ¢ P;, N X and hence
M =P, NX foralll <k <. O

Similarly we can prove that
Lemma 4.5. V;, =P;, N X(0 <k <r—1) is a linear section of X.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.4. We first prove V; C P; N X by induction.
We know Vo = {o} = {[1,0---,0]}. Now suppose that V; C P;, N X. From Proposition 3.8 we know
Nj+1 C Vi1 and Vj11\V; is a homogeneous bundle over N1 whose fiber is the affine cell of a balanced
subspace of rank j + 1. Fix a point € N;1 and denote the corresponding balanced subspace by Wi ;.
The zero point of WJ?”_H in Harish-Chandra coordinate is x. Let V:V i be the s-th locus of chains of

minimal rational curves in WY, ; starting from =z, i.e. we inductively define V, = {z} and

we . . wZ
Vs I = U{mrcs in W¥,, passing V, /' }.
Let DWi+1 the compactitying divisor of W, ; with respect to this affine cell (as a fiber in the homogeneous
bundle V;11\V; — Njy1). We know it is contained in V; C Py, N X by inductive assumption. Also
we know any minimal rational curve in W7, , passing V, /" is a line in PN connecting V, /" and

DWit1. Then by simple induction on s we know Vs “** C span < z,V; >C P, ., and moreover in the

1
same induction we can obtain that the affine cell is disjoint from P;,. By varying x € N,_; we know
Vit1 C Py, NX. Therefore Vi, C Pj, N X for all 0 < k <r —1. Also from the proof we can see that
for any point y € Ver1\Ve(¢ > k), it can be projected to a point in Nyt (namely, the zero point of the
corresponding affine cell given by Harish-Chandra embedding) from Pj;,. Then y ¢ Py, N X and hence

Vi=P; NX forall 0 <k <r—1. O

Remark 4.6. Using the notations in Lemma 4.2 we describe the C*-orbit in X whose closure passes
0=1[1,0,---,0] € PV as follows. For a fived rank k tangent vy = [0, 21, - ,z,] € C¥(X)\CE~Y(X), the

corresponding C*-orbit is given by
{[1,tx, ’F1(x), - - - ,t*Fj_1(x),0,---,0],t € C\{0}}

whose closure is a rational curve of degree k in PN. If we consider the C*-action on PN given by
t[z,20,21 " ,Zr—1] = [2,tZ0 -+ ,1"Z._1] where [z1_1] € PP*~L we can see the embedding of X in PV is
C*-equivariant with respect to the actions on X and PV,

It is easy to write down the Biatynicki-Birula decomposition for the C*-action on PN . We can see the
fized point components are (PN)E" =P;(0 <i <7) and (PN)§ =PN\P;,(PY)S =P;,_,,,\P;,_ ,(1<i<
r—1),(PY)F =P, (PV)g =Po, (PY); =Py, \Py, ,(1 <i <r). This explains Lemma 4./ and Lemma
4.5.

4.3. Proof of the Main Theorem. Let Bl}, X denote the k-th successive blow-up of X along (strict
transforms) of Vo = {o} CVy C -+~ C V1 (1 <k <r—1). Let T; 2 PT,X be the exceptional divisor in
the first blow-up and T, be the strict transform of 77 in the next successive blow-ups. Let B, P denote
the k-th successive blow-up of X along (strict transforms) of Py, C Py, C --- C Py,_,. From Lemma
4.5 we know Bl} X can be naturally embedded into BI)PY. Then we have T, C Bl X C BIPY. Let
ph PN - Py
lifted morphism is denoted by pj, : BI,PN — Py

be the projection map. We know the k-th successive blow-up on PV resolves P The

= span < P,,--- Py >. Let ¢, : BLPY — BIjPY

r—k+1

r—k41
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be the (successive) blow-up morphism and the lifted rational map induced by the first blow-up is denoted

by pj, ;1 Bl PN ——» Py, 4y, Using commutative diagram we have

B PN —— BIPYN —— PV

A
1Pe1 -7
v ok Py
We prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.7. When X is of tube type with rank at least 3, p|._; 1|7, is birational onto P,._;.

Proof. We know BI;C]P’N is a subvariety in Gy, := PV x Pr. x---xP;

projection from Gy to Py, ... In order to give the restriction of p) on T C BI. X C BI.PV . we consider
r—k+1 k k k

nyr and p~’k is the restriction of the

the strict transform of the following curve where x = (21, ,2,,)
Cj = {[1,tX, tQFl(X), cee ,thjfl(X), 0, s ,O],t S (C}

Let C be the strict transform of C; in By X (k < j). Note that through the embedding Bl} X C BLPY,
C¥ can be identified with the strict transform of C; in the blow-ups on PY. We know in G; = PV x Py,

we have
CJl\O: {[thatQFl(x)v" : 7thj*1(X)7Oa' o 50] X [tX,tQFl(X)," ’ 5thj*1(x)507" : 70]7t € C\{O}}
Letting ¢t — 0 we can obtain that
C;NTi={[1,0,---,0] x [x,0,---,0]}
Similarly we have
C_;leﬁc = {[1705 50] X [X,O,"' 50] X [Fl(X),O,'~' 50] X X [kal(X),O,"' 70]}

Then pZC(C’]’-‘C NTr) = {[Fr-1(x),0,---,0]} CPx CPy,_,,,. In particular when k = r — 1, p~’k(77€) =P,
by Lemma 4.3. O

Now we can prove

Proposition 4.8. The successive blow-ups on X resolves the rational map ¢ and gives a morphism

' Bl,_1X — P"™. In other words, we have the following commutative diagram.

Bl X —— X

&‘ izp
pr
Moreover the morphism 1" maps the divisor ,uiT:lj_l)(EJX) C Bl,_1X toC" 7T X) C {xg = 0} C P for
1 <j <r—1 and it maps the divisor pu,_1(D) to CL(X) C {zo =0} C P™.

Proof. We can see that the inverse of ¢, denoted by ), is exactly restriction of the projection of PV from
P;,_, toPy,. Then from Lemma 4.4 indeterminacy of 1 is exactly M,._1. Let BleN(l <j <r—1)bethe
successive blow-up along (strict transforms of) Py, C --- C P;,. From Lemma 4.4 we know Bl; X can be
naturally embedded in Bl;PY (Warning: Bl; X is not equal to the successive strict transforms of X in the

blow-ups on PV). Moverover, let p be the projection of PV from P;, _,. Then the blow-ups on PV resolve
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p and hence ¢. We denote the the morphism Bl,_;PY — P, by p and the morphism Bl,_; X — P, by

7,/;. We know after (r — 1)-times successive blow-ups, total transform of the compactifying divisor D is
U n S TNES) U e (D)

where we recall that ,u(T - 1)(EJX ) is the strict transform of the j-th exceptional divisor in the next
(r — j — 1)-times blow-ups and p,_1(D) is the strict transform of D in the (r — 1)-times blow-ups. Fix a
point & € Ny_;41, from Proposition 3.8 we know it is corresponding to a balanced subspace W™, ; of
rank » — 57 + 1. When we do the j-th blow-up, we know the j-th exceptional divisor EJX is a P%-bundle
over ;- 1(M;) as the latter is smooth from Proposition 3.18. Also we know the strict transform of

VMESSAE Bl Vs Vr=i+1 and moreover
Wrm—j Wrm—j s T
BLV, " N E} =TanCone(Vs "7 x) = C3 (W' 1)
In particular when s =7 — 75 + 1,
BLW/ ;1 NES =P (W) ).

Thus the fiber in E;X over z, denoted by EZ, is identified with PT, (W ;).

When we do the blow-up along p1;_1(M;), we use 1/)]- to denote the morphsim Bl; X — P;__ . which is
just restriction of the natural morphism p; : BPY — P; . resolving the projection p; : PV --» P _ .

Let P* = span < W;_;; >C PY. We know W2 ]H =P*NX and W/ ;,; C P* is also the
minimal equivariant embedding of W;* ;.. Recall that Nk T = Ny N Wi, is the k-th locus of
infinity points (or the k-th fixed point component in the Bialynicki-Birula decomposition of W ;).
Then we let P§ = span < Nwrm’j+1 >= P* N P;. Now from Proposition 4.7 we know the image of
WTNEX) = p TV (PTL(WE ) under the morphism ¢,_1(= /) : Bl,_1X — Py, is P{ C Py.
(Note that here in W7, ; we choose the affine cell such that z is the 'zero point’ instead of o, so by
Proposition 4.7 the image is P{ instead of P¥_ ) When we vary 2 € N,_j+1 = K€/Q,_j11, we obtain a
family of balanced subspaces {W, i+l }een,_, ., of rank 7 — j+1 passing o and they are transitive by the
action of KC. Also we know everythmg including P is transformed by the action of K C. In particular for

P? = PT,(W2_

+_j+1), we know the KC-action on PPy is the same as the isotropy action of K€ on PT,(X).

Then by Proposition 3.7(1), we have

VTV B =tV BY) = KEPTLWE )

TEN, 11 TEN, _j11

=Cr It X)) C {zo =0} C P

We then consider all fibers in E; — p;—1(M;). We claim that for y € M;\M,_1,

W (W TES)) = o (T EX 1)

where k; : M;\M;_1 — N,_;41 is the fibration given in Proposition 3.7(2). From Proposition 3.7(2),

we know y is in the affine cell of a Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspace Z '?j'(y) with zero point

#;(y) € Ny_j+1 and rank j — 1. Then there is a balanced subspace W _j+1 bassing y which is translated

by a group action g € Aut(Z F”(y)) C G on ijgyﬁl Since g acts trivially on PP;,_, and P"/ W) = span <

W'{Jgﬂ)l >=r;(y)+Ps,_,NPW), we have PY = span < W) | >= g P"W) = g.k;(y)+Py,_ NP W) =

T
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i (y . . X Yy
y+Py,_, NP i), Moreover we know the image of strict transforms of ES, = PI,(W/ ;) and

Ej(ﬁj(y) =PI, () (W, W) ) under the morphism ¢’ are the same. In conculsion we have

r—j+1
Ve FTC U BRI =TT U B =0  {m =0} P
CEGM]‘\Mjfl 1€Nr—j+1
Since p;—1(M;) is the closure of M;\M;_1, we finish the proof of the proposition. O

Now we are ready to finish the proof of the Main Theorem.

Proof. From Proposition 4.8 and the universal property of blow-up we know there is a surjective morphism

! such that the following commutative diagram holds

Bl X —— X
lwl\w e
B, P* — P

Then we can see that by the morphism ¢!, the divisor TT(:kfl) (EX) C Bl,_1X is mapped to u1 (C;~*+1(X))

for 1 < k <r—1 and the divisor p,_1(D) is mapped to E} . If we continue using the universal property

of blow-ups, we obtain the following commutative diagram

Bl,P* ¥—— .--BP"* —— --.BLP" —— BLP" —— P"

where all /%(1 < k < r — 1) are surjective morphisms. Write ¢ = ¢"~!. Then by the morphism ), the
divisor 4" *"Y(EX) ¢ Bl,_; X is mapped to 7% (EE 1) for 2 < k < r, the divisor pP(EX)
Bl,_1X is mapped to 7,_1(P""1) and the divisor u,_1(D) is mapped to 7'75:2) (ET"). Note that in
the blow-ups all centers are smooth, we know Bl,._{P"™ and Bl,_; X are smooth. Since 1& is birational
morphism between two smooth varieties with the same Picard number, ¢ must be an isomorphism and

then the Main Theorem holds. O

REFERENCES

[BB73] A. Bialynicki-Birula. Some theorems on actions of algebraic groups. Ann. of Math. (2), 98:480-497, 1973. 2, 19

[BP99] M. Brion and P. Polo. Generic singularities of certain Schubert varieties. Math. Z., 231(2):301-324, 1999. 6

[FH18] B. Fu and J-M. Hwang. Special birational transformations of type (2,1). J. Algebraic Geom., 27(1):55-89, 2018. 3

[HIO88] M. Herrmann, S. Ikeda, and U. Orbanz. Equimultiplicity and blowing up. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1988. An alge-
braic study, With an appendix by B. Moonen. 16

[HKO05] J-M. Hwang and S. Kebekus. Geometry of chains of minimal rational curves. J. Reine Angew. Math., 584:173-194,
2005. 4, 14, 18

[HM99] J-M. Hwang and N. Mok. Varieties of minimal rational tangents on uniruled projective manifolds. In Several
complez variables (Berkeley, CA, 1995-1996), volume 37 of Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., pages 351-389. Cambridge
Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1999. 2

[HM13] J. Hong and N. Mok. Characterization of smooth Schubert varieties in rational homogeneous manifolds of Picard
number 1. J. Algebraic Geom., 22(2):333-362, 2013. 6

[Kem76] George R. Kempf. On the collapsing of homogeneous bundles. Invent. Math., 37(3):229-239, 1976.

[Li09] Li Li. Wonderful compactification of an arrangement of subvarieties. Michigan Math. J., 58(2):535-563, 2009.

[LMO02] J. Landsberg and L. Manivel. Construction and classification of complex simple Lie algebras via projective geom-
etry. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 8(1):137-159, 2002. 1, 2

[LMO03] J. Landsberg and L. Manivel. On the projective geometry of rational homogeneous varieties. Comment. Math.

Helv., 78(1):65-100, 2003.



[Mok89]

[Mok02]

[Mok08]

[Moo64]

[MT92]

[Nad91]

[Tsa93]

[Wol72]

[Zak93]

BIRATIONAL TRANSFORMATIONS 27

N. Mok. Metric rigidity theorems on Hermitian locally symmetric manifolds, volume 6 of Series in Pure Mathe-
matics. World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc., Teaneck, NJ, 1989. 4, 5, 10

N. Mok. Characterization of certain holomorphic geodesic cycles on quotients of bounded symmetric domains in
terms of tangent subspaces. Compositio Math., 132(3):289-309, 2002. 5, 6

N. Mok. Geometric structures on uniruled projective manifolds defined by their varieties of minimal rational
tangents. Astérisque, (322):151-205, 2008. Géométrie différentielle, physique mathématique, mathématiques et
société. II. 2

C.C. Moore. Compactifications of symmetric spaces. II. The Cartan domains. Amer. J. Math., 86:358-378, 1964.
5

N. Mok and I-H. Tsai. Rigidity of convex realizations of irreducible bounded symmetric domains of rank > 2. J.
Reine Angew. Math., 431:91-122, 1992. 5

Alan Michael Nadel. The boundedness of degree of Fano varieties with Picard number one. J. Amer. Math. Soc.,
4(4):681-692, 1991. 15

I-H. Tsai. Rigidity of proper holomorphic maps between symmetric domains. J. Differential Geom., 37(1):123-160,
1993. 6, 7

J.A. Wolf. Fine structure of Hermitian symmetric spaces. In Symmetric spaces (Short Courses, Washington Univ.,
St. Louis, Mo., 1969-1970), pages 271-357. Pure and App. Math., Vol. 8. Dekker, New York, 1972. 4, 5, 7

F. L. Zak. Tangents and secants of algebraic varieties. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1993. 3,

15

MORNINGSIDE CENTER OF MATHEMATICS, ACADEMY OF MATHEMATICS & SYSTEMS SCIENCE, THE CHINESE ACADEMY

OF SCIENCES, BELING, CHINA

Email address: congding@amss.ac.cn



	1. Introduction
	Notations

	Acknowledgement
	2. Preliminaries in Hermitian symmetric spaces
	2.1. Hermitian symmetric spaces of tube type
	2.2. Balanced subspaces
	2.3. Hermitian characteristic symmetric subspaces

	3. The Białynicki-Birula decomposition and constructions of the centers
	3.1. The loci of infinity points of degree k rational curves
	3.2. Stratifications of the centers
	3.3. Singularities and smoothing the stratification
	3.4. The Białynicki-Birula decomposition of irreducible compact Hermtian symmetric spaces

	4. Proof of the Main theorem
	4.1. Some lemmas
	4.2. Stratifications as linear sections of X
	4.3. Proof of the Main Theorem

	References

