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LIOUVILLE DOMAINS FROM OKOUNKOV BODIES

MARCO CASTRONOVO

ABSTRACT. Given a strictly concave rational PL function ¢ on a complete n-dimensional
fan X, we construct an exact symplectic structure of finite volume on (C*)"™ and a family
of functions Hg,. called polyhedral Hamiltonians. We prove that for each e the one-periodic
orbits of Hg . come in families corresponding to finitely many primitive lattice points of X
and determine their topology. When ¢ is negative on the rays of X, we show that the level
sets of polyhedral Hamiltonians are hypersurfaces of contact type. As a byproduct, this
construction provides a dynamical model for the singularities of toric varieties obtained as
degenerations of Fano manifolds in any dimension via Okounkov bodies.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Convexity in algebraic geometry. To an ample divisor D on a smooth n-dimensional
complex projective variety X one can associate closed convex sets A,(X,D) < R"™ called
Okounkov bodies, one for each rank n valuation v : C(X)* — Z" on the function field of X.
Roughly speaking A, (X, D) measures how the sections I'(X, O(mD)) grow as m — o from
the point of view of v. When X carries an action of a reductive group G, these sets were
used by Okounkov [26] to study multiplicities of irreducible representations of G. Even in the
absence of symmetries, one can use Okounkov bodies as developed by Lazarsfeld-Mustata [21]
and Kaveh-Khovanskii [18] to construct degenerations of (X, D) to polarized toric varieties;
see Anderson [2]. In this sense Okounkov bodies can be thought of as analogues of moment
polytopes for varieties that do not carry natural torus actions.

1.2. Convexity in symplectic topology. Endowing R?" with the standard symplectic
structure wgq, one can ask what open subsets U < R?" are symplectomorphic to each other.
If U is the interior of a compact submanifold with boundary, a useful invariant is the charac-
teristic distribution ker(wgajor), and great efforts have been made to understand its general
properties. Weinstein [32] realized that convexity of U implies the existence of closed integral
curves (see also Krantz |20, Propositions 3.1.6, 3.1.7] for the equivalence of geometric and
function-theoretic convexity). This result was generalized to star-shaped domains by Rabi-
nowitz [27], and lead to the notion of contact type hypersurface as appropriate generalization
of boundary of a convex domain in symplectic topology; see Weinstein [33|, Ekeland-Hofer |7]
and Eliashberg-Gromov [9].

1.3. Goal. In this article, we establish a direct connection between convexity in algebraic
geometry and symplectic topology, by proving that Okounkov bodies A, (X, D) give rise to
families of contact type hypersurfaces in X, when it is endowed with the symplectic struc-
ture wp induced by the ample divisor D. We also show that the dynamics of these contact
hypersurfaces is encoded to a great extent by the combinatorics of the Okounkov body.
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1.4. Description of the constructions. The results of this article rely on the following two
constructions. Suppose that the Okounkov body P = A, (X, D) is a rational convex polytope;
this is true in many cases, for example when the valuation v comes from the tropicalization
of X as in Kaveh-Manon [19]. Denote € N* the minimum integer such that the vertices of
rP are integral. Call ¥ the normal fan of P: its rays p € (1) are generated by the primitive
inward-pointing normal vectors u, € Z" to the facets of P, and a set of rays spans a higher-
dimensional cone in ¥ if the intersection of the corresponding facets is a lower-dimensional
face of P. One can write

rP=Pg={meR" : (m,u,) =rp(u,) forall pe (1) } ,

where ¢ : R® — R is a strictly concave PL function whose domains of linearity are the cones of
¥ and such that ¢(Z") < Q; see e.g. [6, Proposition 6.1.10, Theorem 6.1.14| (where concavity
is called convexity).

Construction 1.1. Consider the complex torus (C*)"

with coordinates z; for 1 < i < n, and
for any lattice point m = (m(l)7 .. ,m(”)) erPnZ" call X" (z1,...,2n) = z{”(l) "‘z&”(n) the

corresponding character. The one-form

, i i Sneprynza MNP fdz dzy
" 2 k=1

ZWEPM) NZ4 |Xm |2 2k Zk

defines an exact symplectic structure wyy = db4 of finite volume on (C*)™.

The formula above has a simple geometric interpretation. Thinking the complex torus as
the maximal orbit of the toric variety (C*)" < X (X), the symplectic structure wy¢ is induced
by the ample Cartier divisor D,y = — Zpez(l) r¢(u,)D, on it, where D, is the Zariski closure
of the torus orbit corresponding to the ray p € X(1); see Section 3 for more details. We
verify in Proposition 4.10 that the action of the real torus (S1)” < (C*)" is Hamiltonian with
respect to wyg, and that the function p,4 : (C*)" — R™ given by

1
Hrey = Z ‘ m’Q Z |Xm‘2m
me P, nZn 1X meP,,NL"

is a moment map in the sense of symplectic topology; see e.g. [11, Section 4.2] for a
discussion of the map u,¢ from the point of view of toric geometry. Note that versions of
this statement have appeared in the literature with various smoothness assumptions on X (¥),
which do not hold in our case since toric varieties of associated Okounkov bodies can be very
singular.
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FIGURE 1. Level sets of the smoothing function h,.¢ . for some two-dimensional
polytopes P,.4. The level set with value one is dashed.

The second construction is a smoothing procedure for convex polytopes of arbitrary dimen-
sion.

. (1
Construction 1.2. For any € = (€))ex(1) € R>g)

given by

consider the function hyg . : int(Pry) — R

hroe(m) = D5 de,(ro(m))

peX(1)

where r,(m) = {(m,u,) — rP(u,) measures the distance from the facet of P,y corresponding
to p € X(1) and qe, is a bump function. The level sets hr_d)le(é) with 6 € (0,1) are smooth

hypersurfaces homeomorphic to S~ 1.

The level sets of the smoothing function h,4 can be thought of as smooth approximations of
the polyhedral boundary 0P, depending on €; see Figure 1 and Proposition 4.5. Composing
with the moment map one gets a family of functions H,4c = hpgc © firy on (C*)" that
we call polyhedral Hamiltonians. The distance functions also lift to functions R, = r, o
pirg on (C*)™, which intuitively measure the distance from the component D, of the torus-
invariant divisor D, in the compactification (C*)" < X (¥). The Hamiltonian vector field
XRg, corresponding to R, coincides with the infinitesimal action X,, of the one-parameter

subgroup A,, : C* — (C*)" given by Ay, (1) = (t”gl), . ,t“gn)). This smoothing procedure
mimics McLean’s construction of the link of a simple normal crossing divisor [23]. The relevant
divisor in this case is D,s on X (X), which is however not simple normal crossing due to
the singularities of X (). We bypass this issue by exploiting the torus symmetry, and use
the moment map to reduce the construction to the combinatorics of P4 rather than using
regularizing tubular neighborhoods for the divisor D,.4. Note that in principle one could use
resolutions of singularities to make D,4 simple normal crossing in a smooth birational model
for X (X), where McLean’s techniques can be applied. However, this would make the results
of this article less explicit, and further introduce subtle questions regarding the dependence
on the choice of resolution.
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1.5. Results: contact type hypersurfaces. For any € € REE)D and & € (0,0) define
Wes(re) ={ze (C*)" : Hepp(z) <6}

this is a submanifold with boundary of (C*)™ with a Lagrangian torus fibration given by the
moment Map fiye.

Theorem 1.3. (Theorem 6.10) If ¢(u,) < 0 for all p € (1), then 8,4 restricts to a contact
form on the hypersurface oW, s(r¢) = H;rld)(é) < (C*)™ for all § € (0,00) and € € RES) such
that €, < —rd(u,) for all pe (1) .

When 6 € (0, 1) the boundary oW, 5(r¢) = H;T1¢(5) is homeomorphic to S"~! x (1), and
Wes(r¢) is a Liouville domain; for § > 1 the boundary can be non-compact. The construction
of these domains from the Okounkov body P., = A,(X,D) is carried out in a complex
torus, but they also have symplectic embeddings in the original projective manifold X, once
endowed with the symplectic structure wp induced by the ample divisor D. This holds because,
by a result of Harada-Kaveh [16], the projective manifold X contains a complex analytic
open set symplectomorphic to ((C*)",w,e). The assumption that ¢(u,) < 0 for all p €
¥(1) is equivalent to saying that the Cartier divisor Dyy = — 3 o1y 7¢(up) D, on the toric
compactification X (X) is strictly effective. The proof of the theorem reduces to establishing the
formula 6,.4(X,, ) = (ftrg, up), which is done in two steps. First one proves a general distortion
formula of the type 0,4(Xu,) = (tirg, up) + C, for some error term C, € R depending only on
p € (1) (Lemma 6.2); this holds thanks to the fact that the action of (S!)" < (C*)™ is not
only Hamiltonian, but also strictly exact (Proposition 4.10). Then one verifies that C, = 0
for all p € 3(1) (Lemma 6.8); this calculation relies on what we call the wrapping-averaging
formula (Proposition 6.6):

[, s = 25t )

This formula relates the wrapping numbers of one-parameter subgroups A, : C* — (C*)" as
measured by 0.4 to certain weighted averages of lattice points in the polytope Py4:

2<m,up>m

2<m7uﬂ>

ZmEPT¢ nzd @

m a) =
P»7"¢< ) Zmer;mZd a
Besides being used in the proof of the theorem above, this formula has two more consequences.
One is that it can be used to show (Corollary 6.7) that the infinitesimal wrapping numbers
as a — 0 recover the coefficients of the Cartier divisor D,4; this is expected from the simple
normal crossing case, but the familiar techniques do not apply here due to the singularities
of X(X). A second consequence is that the Lagrangian torus given by the moment fiber
:“r_¢l (0) € Wes(ro) is exact (Corollary 6.9).

1.6. Results: families of periodic orbits. Since the level sets H;blg(cs) = OWes5(ro) <

(C*)™ are hypersurfaces of contact type by Theorem 6.10, one expects the vector field Xp_ b
to have periodic orbits on them; see the initial discussion on symplectic convexity. In fact, the
torus symmetry allows to produce large families of such orbits. We show that these can be

encoded by the lattice points of the normal fan ¥ of the polytope P4 in the following sense.
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If 0 € ¥ is a cone and v € int(0) N Z% is a lattice point in its relative interior, one can write

v = Z dpu, for some d = (dp) peq(1) € QZ(OI) ;
pea(1)

call ¢, (d) the right hand side of this equation. Here (1) is the set of rays of the cone o and u,
is the primitive generator of the ray p € o(1). Note that even though the vectors u, and v are
integral, one might have d, ¢ Z-; moreover, this expression as linear combination is in general
not unique. This happens because we make no assumption of smoothness on X (X)), hence the
cones o € X can be non-smooth or even non-simplicial. We show that for each d such that
co(d) € int(0) NZ™ one has a family of periodic orbits By (d) = (C*)" of the vector field Xy, , , .
This is a submanifold whose topology only depends on o, and can be explicitly described. It
may happen that BS(d) = &, and we call dynamical support DS, (r¢,€) < int(c) n Z"™ the
set of lattice points v such that v = ¢,(d) for some d with BS(d) # J; this set depends on €
in general.

Theorem 1.4. (Theorem 5.8) If Hyy ¢ is the polyhedral Hamiltonian associated to the PL
function r¢ on X with smoothing parameter €, then for any o € ¥ the following facts hold:
(1) the dynamical support DS, (r¢,€) is finite ;
2) for any d € ¢z (DSy(rd, €)) the family BE(d) is a smooth manifold diffeomorphic to a
( ydec, y B,
disjoint union of thickened tori int(D"~4m) x (SHn

The proof of this theorem consists in observing that (C*)™ decomposes into locally closed
sets S¢ that are invariant under the action of (S1)® = (C*)", and such that for z € SS one
has

XH,4.(2) = Z qép (ro(pre(2))) Xu, (2)
pea(l)
see Proposition 5.3. From this formula one sees that the dynamics of Xp, , _ in the set S is that
of a linear flow on each moment fiber. Although the flow depends in general on which moment
fiber one looks at, all the fibers ,u,r_(; (m) = S5 such that ¢; (r,(m)) = —d, for all p € (1)
have the same periodic flow, and this constraint is satisfied on a disjoint union of open sets
in int(P,4) diffeomorphic to balls whose dimension depends only on o, by construction of the
bump functions g.,. Intuitively, the parameter d prescribes slopes for the linear flow on each
moment fiber, and Proposition 5.11 computes the period of an orbit v < BS(d) to be

1
T(y) = |ged({co(d),exy sk =1,...,n)|

In particular, v has period one if and only if ¢,(d) is a primitive lattice point in the relative
interior of the cone o.

1.7. Relation to HMS for Fano manifolds. A large class of examples to which Theorem
6.10 applies arises from the case where the projective manifold X is Fano, and D € \K)_(1| is
an anti-canonical divisor. In this case the Okounkov bodies P = A, (X, D) are polar dual to
Fano polytopes in the sense of Akhtar-Coates-Galkin-Kasprzyk [1], and the associated toric
varieties X (X)) are Q-Fano. This means that, in the constructions above, one can take ¢ to be
the support function of the toric Q-Cartier anti-canonical divisor of X (X): ¢(u,) = —1 for all
p € ¥(1); in particular, the assumption ¢(u,) < 0 of the theorem is satisfied. In Homological
Mirror Symmetry (HMS), the pair (X, D) is expected to have a partner Landau-Ginzburg
model (XY, W) consisting of a complex variety with a regular function W € O(XV) called
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potential. The work of Tonkonog [31] suggests that Lagrangians L < X that are monotone
with respect to wp and become exact in a Liouville subdomain of X should correspond to
subschemes U < XV, with W)y being a generating function of rigid pseudo-holomorphic
curves. These curves are half-cylinders that have boundary on L, and are obtained by neck-
stretching from global pseudo-holomorphic disks. Previous work of the author [3, 4] verifies a
similar correspondence between certain Lagrangian tori in complex Grassmannians and cluster
charts of a mirror Landau-Ginzburg model proposed by Rietsch [28] (see also Marsh-Rietsch
[22]); the proof relies on toric degenerations induced by Okounkov bodies for the Grassmannian
previously studied by Rietsch-Williams [29]. The results of this article could be useful where, in
contrast with the case of Grassmannians, a candidate Landau-Ginzburg model for (X, D) is not
already known. At the level of speculation, one can imagine to construct a candidate Landau-
Ginzburg model (XY, W) as gluing of algebraic torus charts, one for each Okounkov body
A, (X, D), with W defined chart by chart as generating function of rigid pseudo-holomorphic
half-cylinders in the completion of the corresponding Liouville domains constructed in this
article. The reader is referred to the Gross-Siebert program |14, 13, 12| for a construction of
Landau-Ginzburg models based on (closed) logarithmic Gromov-Witten theory.

1.8. Future directions. We describe now some future directions of research that stem from
this article and we hope to explore in the future. In Lagrangian Floer theory, a result of
Nishinou-Nohara-Ueda [25] computes the disk potential of Lagrangian tori obtained from
degenerations of projective manifolds, provided that the limit of the degeneration is a toric
variety with a small resolution of singularities. Theorem 6.10 constructs Liouville domains in
which these tori become exact, and one can use neck-stretching along the contact boundary in
the sense of symplectic field theory [8] to constraint the global pseudo-holomorphic disks that
the Lagrangian tori can bound. Thanks to Theorem 5.8, the constraints would be specific to
the nature of the singularities of the degeneration at hand. In a different direction, in the study
of symplectic capacities explicit calculations for Liouville domains with torus symmetry are
often possible; see for example Gutt-Hutchings [15] and Siegel [30]. Similar calculations for the
Liouville domains introduced in this article would yield, by monotonicity of capacities, lower
bounds for symplectic capacities of projective manifolds that admit toric degenerations; see
Kaveh [17] for similar results on the Gromov width. Finally, there is a long history of results
relating the birational geometry of varieties with their symplectic topology; see McLean [24] for
a recent breakthrough. It is natural to ask if the existence of special resolutions of singularities
of the pair (X (X), Dyg) is reflected in some algebraic property of symplectic cohomology of
the corresponding Liouville domains We 5(r¢); see Evans-Lekili [10] for some results relating
small resolutions and symplectic cohomology in the context of Du Val singularities.

Acknowledgements I thank Chris Woodward for introducing me to toric degenerations,
and Lev Borisov for being the first to mention Okounkov bodies. This work benefited from
conversations with Mohammed Abouzaid and Mark McLean. I also thank Francesco Lin for
a discussion related to Remark 4.7.

2. COMBINATORICS OF FANS

In this subsection, we recall some basic facts and notations about polyhedral fans; see e.g.
[6, 11] as general reference.
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Definition 2.1. A polyhedral cone o < R"™ is the convex hull of finitely many rays starting
from the origin. A cone is strongly convex (or sharp) if it contains no line, and is rational if
each ray p has a primitive generator u, € Z".

Definition 2.2. A set X of cones in R" is a fan if:

(1) every cone o € ¥ is polyhedral, strongly convex and rational ;

(2) if T S o is a face and 0 € ¥ then T € X ;

(3) if 01,09 € X then o1 nog € X .
The support |3| of a fan is the union of its cones, and X(k) denotes the set of its k-dimensional
cones for each 0 < k < n. A fan is complete if |X| = R™.

To each complete fan in R"™, one associates a proper normal variety X () with an action of
(C*)™, whose orbits are in bijection with . The orbit O(¢) < X (X) has codim O(o) = dim o,

and o1 € o9 if and only if O(01) N O(o2) # & in the Zariski topology.
Definition 2.3. If ¥ is a complete fan, call O({0}) = (C*)" the mazimal orbit, and X (X)\O({0}) =

Ds; the toric anti-canonical divisor. Also call O(p) = D, the prime divisor associated to the
ray p € X(1).

Definition 2.4. If ¥ is a complete fan of cones in R™, a PL function on X is a continuous
Junction ¢ : R" — R such that ¢\, is linear for all o € ¥X. On a mazimal cone o € X(n), any
such function is of the form ¢ = (my, —) for a unique my, € R™, and ¢ is called integral (resp.
rational) when my € Z™ (resp. my € Q") for all o € ¥(n).

Any divisor (resp. Q-divisor) on X (X) is linearly equivalent to a torus-invariant one, and
the latter are of the form ZpEE(l) a,D,, for some a, € Z (resp. a, € Q). The Cartier (resp. Q-
Cartier) divisors are precisely those for which there is an integral (resp. rational) PL function ¢
on X such that a, = —¢(u,) for all p € £(1), in which case we write Dy = — 3 (1) (up) Dp.
Definition 2.5. A function ¢ : R™ — R that is PL on a complete fan ¥ is called concave if
¢(z) = mingesn) (Mo, ), and strictly concave when for all o € ¥(n) one has ¢p(x) = {(my, )
if and only if x € 0.

The divisor Dy on X (X) is basepoint-free if and only if ¢ is concave, and ample if and only
if ¢ is strictly concave.

Definition 2.6. If ¥ is a complete fan of cones in R™ and ¢ is a PL function on X, call
section polytope of ¢ the set

Py ={meR" : {m,u,) = ¢(u,) for allpe X(1) }
Writing a lattice point of the section polytope m € Py nZ" as m = (m(l), ... ,m(”)), one

has an associated character x™(z1,...,2,) = z{”(l) '--z,’f‘(n) of the complex torus (C*)™. If
r € N* is such that 7Dy = D, is Cartier, the characters x with m € Py n Z"™ form a basis

of the space of sections I'(X (X), O(D;)).

3. CHARACTER SUMS AND KAHLER POTENTIAL

3.1. The Fubini-Study potential. Denote P? = ProjC[x,...,zq] the d-dimensional com-
plex projective space, and Uy = { [zg : -+ : 24| : z # 0} for 0 < k < d the d + 1 open sets
of a holomorphic atlas with charts

1/Jk:Uk—>(Cd 5 [(E():"‘:ﬂfd]'—><x0...,xk,...xd)

xy Ty, "
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Thinking the d-dimensional affine space as C% = Spec Clz1, ..., 24], the function
p:CPSR , plz1,...,2q) =log(1+ 21> + ... + |z4]?)

is plurisubharmonic, and hence defines a symplectic form w%’g = i00p on C¢ which is compat-

ible with the standard complex structure Jza. The pull-back wgfé = ,”;w%’g is a symplectic

structure on Uj, which is compatible with the complex structure Jy,, and one can check the
following.

Lemma 3.1. wl[t% =00V p.

Proof. Recall that d = 0 + ¢ and d° = —i(d — 0), so that dd® = 2i00. This gives i00y}p =
%ddcwz p- One also has ¢jd°p = d“)} p, because d°p = —dp o Jea and dy, is complex linear
for any holomorphic chart 1. In conclusion %ddcwz p =15 (%ddcp) = wzwé?g. O

Remark 3.2. A popular notation in symplectic topology is d©f = df o J. This is related to
the notation used in this article by d¢ = —dC.

If 0 <k, k' <d, on U, n U one can check that wl[fk]g = wl[fs], and thus the local symplectic
structures on each Uy glue to a global symplectic structure wrg on P4 which is compatible
with the complex structure Jpa, and is known as the Fubini-Study form. However, since

Yiep = log ( >, |$t|2) — 2log |z

o<t<d

the local Kéhler potentials ¥} p of Lemma 3.1 do not match on the overlaps, and thus do not
glue to a global potential for wrg. In what follows we will be mostly interested in the open
set U =Uyn...nUyg and we get rid of this ambiguity by adopting the following convention.

Definition 3.3. The function ¢¥5py : U — R is called the Fubini-Study potential of the
symplectic structure WFS|U-

3.2. A basis of characters. Let ¥ a complete fan of cones in R" (Definition 2.2), and assume
that ¢ : R” — R is a rational PL function on ¥ (Definition 2.4) that is strictly concave
(Definition 2.5). Since the Q-divisor D, is ample, for large r € N* one has rDy = D, Cartier
and very ample. Denoting d(r) = dim I'(X (X), O(D,4)), the basis of characters associated to
lattice points of the section polytope P.y N Z" = {my,...,mgq)} (Definition 2.6) defines a
map

Urg : (C)" — pd(r)-1 v UrDg (21, s 2n) = [X™ (21, ooy 2m) s s X (21,00, 20)]

which extends to a closed embedding of X (X) in P4")—1 and the Fubini-Study symplectic
structure on the target complex projective space induces a symplectic structure w4 = V;k¢w FS
which is compatible with the complex structure Jicxyn of the maximal torus orbit X (32).

3.3. The induced Kihler potential. The Fubini-Study potential on the set U P =1 of
Definition 3.3 induces a Kéhler potential for the symplectic structure w,g on (C*)" as follows.

Lemma 3.4. w,y = i&@uj‘(bq/}a‘p.

Proof. The map 1,4 is holomorphic with v,.4((C*)") < U, and arguments analogous to Lemma
3.1 apply. ]
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More explicitly, the induced Kahler potential is

vighgp=log | >, ™7 |—2log|x™| ;
1<t<d(r)

up to summing to ¢ a linear function, one can assume that 0 € P4 n Z" is one of the lattice
points, and taking this to be m; = 0 one gets log |x™!| = log |x°| = log1 = 0.

Definition 3.5. The function F,4 = log <ZmEPT¢mZ" |Xm\2) is called the Kdihler potential of
wrg on (C*)™ induced by the divisor D,4.

For future reference, denote 0,4 = %dCFm the primitive of w4 induced by the Kéahler
potential F}.4.

3.4. Formulas in complex coordinates. We record here for later use some explicit formulas
expressing the differential forms 6,4 and w,4 in terms of the coordinate z € (C*)™:

P 1 i ZmeP,.wa” m(k)’XmP <dzk dzk)
¢ = T 5 - - —
" 2 k=1 ZmEPT¢ﬁZ” ‘Xm’2 Rk %k

. ZmermZ" m(h)m(k)|xm|2 dzp, dzy dzp dzp

somi Y (2L,

1<h<k<n ZmermZ” |X ‘ “h Zk “h “k

h 2 k 2
‘ Z (Zmepwf‘z” m x| ) (Zmepwﬁzn m x| ) <dzh dzy —dzp  dzg
-t D) —— ANT"— — — N—/—
z z z z

1<h<k<n (Zmepwmzn !xm|2> h k h k

2
N ZmePw nZ™ (m(k) )2 IX™ |2 (ZmEPwﬂZ" m®) X" |2> (dzk dzy, >
+1 Z — AN =

2 o 2 > =
| <ZmEPT¢mZ” ‘Xm‘Q) F b

k=1 ZmePMmZ” ‘Xm

4. POLYHEDRAL HAMILTONIANS

4.1. Radial coordinates and bump functions. For each ray p € ¥(1) introduce a coor-
dinate r, measuring the distance of a point from the facet {(m,u,) = r¢(u,) of the section
polytope P4, with interior points having positive distance. As a result, one has m € P4 if
and only if 7,(m) = 0 for all rays p € ¥(1).

Definition 4.1. The radial coordinate r, : R" — R associated to p € (1) is the function
rp(m) = {m,up) — ro(up).

For each ¢, € (0,0) also introduce a function g, : [0,00) — [0,1] given by

IQ
e, () = {GXP (‘e,m[ﬂ) for € [0.¢p)

~—
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Definition 4.2. The function q, is the bump function associated to p € (1) with smoothing
parameter €,.

We record below some basic properties of the bump function that will be useful later.

Lemma 4.3. The bump function qe, satisfies the following properties:
(1) it is smooth, with qc,(0) = 1 and qe,(x) = 0 with support [0,¢,) ;
(2) qc,(x) < 0 with equality if and only if x =0 or x € [€p, ) ;
(3) there exists ¢, € (0,€,) such that g (ze,) = 0, ¢/ (z) < 0 for z € (0,z¢,) and
qé’p(w) >0 for x € (x,,€) ;
(4) infep>0 qu (xfp) = -0
(5) inf{ e, € (0,1) : ¢ (z.,)¢Q}=0.

Proof. (1) This holds by direct inspection of the definition of bump function.

(2) It follows from (1) after computing g; () = —qe, (93)23:(6% —x?)72,

(3) One computes g; (z) = 2¢e,(2)ge, (:L’)(E% — 22)™4, and verifies that for €, < 1 the function
ge, is differentiable and strictly increasing on [0, ¢,], with g.,(0) < 0 and gc,(¢y) > 0. The
claim follows from (1) and the intermediate value theorem.

(4) By the mean value theorem, there exists some point ye, € (0,¢,) such that q; (ve,) =

(¢e,(€p) — €c,(0))e,t = —€, 1. By (3) ge, achieves its minimum at z,, so that g (ze,) <
a,(Ye,) = —€, "

(5) Tt suffices to prove that ¢'(z,) is a continuous function of ¢, € (0,1). One can compute
the function g., mentioned in (3) explicitly, and it is g, (z) = 3z* + (2 — 2€3)2* — e‘;. This
polynomial has a unique positive root, and it must be the point z. € (0,¢€,) of (3). Since the
polynomial is biquadratic, one can compute

262 — 24 (16€, — 85 + 4)1/?
Te, = 6

In particular, z., is a continuous function of €, and so is ¢'(z,). O

4.2. Smoothing the boundary. Applying the bump functions to the radial coordinates
introduced earlier one gets smoothings of the polyhedral boundary 0F,4 that depend on the
parameter € = (€,)ex(1) € Rzgl). More precisely, consider the function

heg(m) = Y7 qe,(rp(m))

peX(1)
the smoothings will arise as level sets of this function.

Lemma 4.4. The smoothing function h,y . and the polytope P4 are related in the following
way:
(1) h;d)le(()) is a polytope contained in the interior of Py, and if €, < —rp(u,) for all

p € 3(1) it contains the origin ;

if 0 € ¥ is any cone of positive dimension and F, < 0P,y4 is the corresponding face,
2) 1 I itive di ' d F, 0P,y is th di

then hrg.cf, = lo(1)] .

Proof. (1) By Lemma 4.3 g, = 0 for all p € ¥(1) and g, (r,(m)) = 0 if and only if r,(m) > €.
It follows that h.4(m) = 0 if and only if r,(m) > ¢, for all p € ¥(1). This condition is
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satisfied by m = 0 when €, < —r¢(u,) for all p € ¥(1), by Definition 4.1 of radial coordinate.
(2) If m € F, then rp(m) = 0 and gc,(r,(m)) = 1 for all p € o(1). Therefore

hrge(m) = D e, (rp(m)) = D7 de,(rp(m) + D} de,(rp(m)) = |o(1)]

peX(1) pea(l) pga(l)

O

Proposition 4.5. For all 6 € (0,1), the level set h;(;ﬁ(é) is a smooth hypersurface contained
in the interior of P,y and it is homeomorphic to a sphere.

Proof. Denote S"~! and D™ the sets of m € R" with |m| = 1 and |m| < 1 respectively. For
any direction v € S"~!, denote v,(t) = tv for ¢t € [0,0) the ray emanating from the origin
(which is always contained in the interior of P,4) with direction v. Since P4 is convex, one
has v, }(P,4) = [0,L,] for some constant L, > 0. We claim that for any § € (0,1) and
v e S"! the intersection h;¢1 (0) "7, ([0, Ly]) consists of a single point. To see this, consider
the derivative

(hrg,e(10(8))) = (Vhrge) ((8)) v

since the partial derivative of h,.4 . with respect to the k-th coordinate of m = (m(l), e ,m("))
is
J / J / (k)
mhmﬁ,e = Z 4, (T’p(m))m(%(m)) = Z e, (T'p(m))up
pex(1) peX(1)
one gets

(hrge () = 25 | D3 db, (rp(ro®))ul? o™ = 37 gL (rp(70(1)))<v, wp)
k=1

pEX(1) peX(1)

Now recall that ¢, < 0 by Lemma 4.3, and observe that ¢; (r,(7(t))) # 0 implies (v, u,) < 0.
Indeed in this case 0 < r¢,(74(t)) < €, and ,(t) must form an obtuse angle with u,, which
is normal to the facet F,, © 0P,y and points inside the polytope. In conclusion, for each
v e S the function hyg (1 (t)) is increasing on [0, L,] and strictly increasing away from
Y ([0, Ly]) m h:(;’E(O); by Lemma 4.4 the latter set is a proper closed subinterval of [0, L,],
which contains the origin if €, < r for all p € ¥(1). From this discussion it follows that the
function ¥ (m) = m/|m| restricts for each § € (0,1) to a continuous bijection 15 = 1/)|hr_¢36(5)
between a compact set and the Hausdorff space S”~!, and thus it is a homeomorphism. The
level set h;; .(0) is a smooth manifold by the implicit function theorem, since the gradient of
hr4.c never vanishes along it by the calculation above. O

Remark 4.6. The nonempty level sets h;(;e(é) with 6 > 1 are also smooth manifolds by the
arguments of Proposition 4.5, but they are not necessarily compact anymore; see Figure 1 for
some examples.

Remark 4.7. If n # 5 the h-cobordism theorem implies that each level set h;éz, [(0) is
diffeomorphic to the standard sphere S™ . However, we do not know if the statement holds
for n = 5. Note that if an exotic S? exists, then it has a smooth embedding in R?; see
Colding-Minicozzi-Pedersen [5].
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4.3. The Hamiltonians. Following Fulton |11, Section 4.2|, define the moment map 4 :
(C*)™ — R™ of the toric variety X (X) with polarization D,, as

1
Hre = Z ‘ m,g Z |Xm‘2m
me Py NZ™ X MEP,yNL"

The image of this map is the interior of P4, and the real torus (S')" < (C*)™ acts freely and
transitively on its fibers. Endowing (C*)™ with the symplectic structure w4 of Section 3, one
can check that the action of the real torus is Hamiltonian, and that p,¢ is a moment map in
the sense of symplectic topology as follows. The primitive generator u, of each ray p € ¥(1)
defines a one-parameter subgroup

(1) (n)
Muy 1€ o (O, Ay (1) = (8%, %)

denote Sy, = Ay, (S 1Y the corresponding circle subgroup and
d .
Xy, (2) = %]azo)\u{)(ew‘) -z forze (C)"
Definition 4.8. The vector field X, on (C*)" is called infinitesimal action the circle subgroup
Su,-

Lemma 4.9. Writing u, € Z" as >, ug)el one has Xy, = D34 uf()l)Xel, where

_Zl—l-El, 0 0 21— 2] 0 0
%) =50 (o) o (s o)

Proof. For any 1 <1 < n write z; = z; + iy, so that

A, (€%) -z = (em”(l)xl, . ,eio‘“<1>:1:n) + i(em“(l)yl, ey eio‘“(l)yn)

Differentiating at @ = 0 and using ia%l = aiyl one gets

0 0 0 0
X. — oM R (n) — — U,
L(2)=u <m1 o 1 6901) +--+u T o Y .
The claim follows from the fact that

0 0 _mta (o0 o\ a-a(e @
xlayl ylal‘l B 2 ‘ 0z 0% 21 0z 0%

Proposition 4.10. The following properties hold:

(1) wrp(Xu,, —) = —d{ptrg, up) for all pe X(1) ;
(2) 0,4 is invariant under the action of the real torus (S*)" < (C*)" .

Proof. (1) By linearity and Lemma 4.9 it suffices to check that wy¢(Xe,, —) = —d{ir¢, ;) for
1 <1 <n. Observe that dz(X,,) = i0n2n, and dzp(Xe,) = —10piZh, so that

dz dz . z z
(h A k> (Xe“_) =1 <5klh + 5hlk>
2, Zk

Zh Zk

For 1 < h, k < n define the function
ZmermZ" m(h)m(k)|Xm|2 (ZmEPr¢mZ" m(h) ‘XmP) (ZmePﬂme” m(k)‘XmP)

= . )’
(Ser,pzn " P)

ZmEPMs aY/4 |Xm
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Using the formula for w4 in complex coordinates from Section 3 one gets

dz dz dz dz
wrp(Xep, =) == >, cnk (5kl <Zh + h) + Oni (z: + Z:))

1<h<k<n h Zh

u dz dz
_ Z CLkOkI (Z: + Z:)

k=1

To compute d{i¢, €;) in complex coordinates, observe that for any 1 < k < n one has

0

m|2
0z

I

(k) 0 k)
m m
|Xm|2 = ?|Xm|2 and Tzk‘me = ?b{

so that using d = 0 + 0 one gets

z dz dz
djng, 1) = ) i (k + k>
k=1

2k Zk

The desired equality follows by comparing the formulas in complex coordinates just found.
(2) Recall that 60,4 = %chms, where F}.4 is the Kahler potential induced by the divisor 7D,
from Definition 3.5. Denoting ¢; the diffeomorphism of (C*)™ given by the action of t € (S)",
one has

¢:€deFT¢> = —dFT¢ o J((Cx)n o d¢t = _dFr(j) o d¢t o J((Cx)n = —d(Fr¢ o (Z)t) o J((Cx)n = dCFTd) y

where we have used that the action of (S!)" is holomorphic and that F, is invariant under
it, since the modulus of each character |x™| is. O

Remark 4.11. Since d{piy¢,u,) = d(r, © jirg), it follows from Proposition 4.10 that X, is
the Hamiltonian vector field associated to the moment map lift R, = ,u;’qurp of the radial
coordinate of Definition 4.1.

One can use the moment map to lift the smoothing function constructed earlier to an
(S1)"-invariant function on (C*)™.

Definition 4.12. If ¥ is a complete fan of cones in R™ and ¢ : R™ — R is a strictly concave
rational PL function on X, for any r € N such that r¢ is an integral PL function call
polyhedral Hamiltonian the function H,y ¢ = hypg e © firg -

Since the moment fibers are Lagrangian, the nonempty level sets Hr_qsl (0) with ¢ € (0,0)

are fibered by Lagrangian tori, and when 6 € (0,1) they have topology S™ ! x (S!)" by
Proposition 4.5.

5. LATTICE POINTS AND PERIODIC ORBITS

We wish to understand the dynamics of the vector field Xy, , . defined by the equation
—dH, e = wry(XH,, ., —), in particular its periodic orbits.

r¢,e’
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5.1. Collar at infinity. For each cone o € ¥ and € € Rigl) define the set
Us={ze(C*)" : 0<ry(ure(z)) <epforall peo(l)}

These open sets give rise to locally closed sets

Ss=Usn| [) W
PES(1)\o (1)

for any o € 3.

Definition 5.1. The collection of sets {S5}sex is called collar at infinity of shape ¥ and size
€, and each set is called a stratum.

The strata form a partition of (C*)", and each of them is invariant under the action of the
real torus (S1)" = (C*)™. There is only one closed stratum, corresponding to the trivial cone
o = {0}; this is also the zero set of the polyhedral Hamiltonian S{EO} =H ;1)1 .(0) and thus it is
a union of constant orbits of Xy _, .. The union of all other strata is an open set, which can
be thought of as a neighborhood of infinity. The image of this union under the moment map
tirg Tesembles a collar of the boundary of the section polytope 0F,4, hence the name collar at

infinity.

Remark 5.2. The strata do not meet the frontier condition, i.e. it is not true that S5 NS¢, #
& implies S¢, < S in general.

5.2. Dynamics in a stratum. The dynamics of Xy, on strata S5 with o # {0} can be
described as follows.

Proposition 5.3. If z € S5 then Xp,, (2) = X ,er1) e, (To(kre(2))) Xu, (2) -
Proof. By Definition 4.12 of smoothing Hamiltonian

Hypc(2) = Z qu(rp(,“Wi)(Z))): Z qép(rp(:“mﬁ(z))) )

peX(1) pea(l)

where the second equality holds because z € S5 implies r,(ur4(2)) = €, for all p e ¥(1)\co (1),
hence qc,(7,(pr¢(2))) = 0. Differentiating at z € S5 one gets

d-Hype = Z qép(rp(um(z)))(d#w(z)rp) o (dzpirg) =
pea (1)

D0 4, ol (D) datirgupy = = D7 de, (rp(prg(2))) (@rg)2 (X, (2),)

pea(l) pea(l)
where the last equality holds by Proposition 4.10. The desired formula follows from the non-
degeneracy of the symplectic structure w.¢. ([l

Observe that the vector X, (z) is tangent to ,u;(; (trg(2)), because moment fibers are in-
variant under the action of the real torus (S')” < (C*)™. It follows from Proposition 5.3 that
XH,,. is tangent to the the moment fibers, and in each of them its dynamics is that of a linear
flow on a torus, with slope depending on the particular fiber.
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5.3. Rational slopes. For each cone o € ¥, consider the set
Ly={deQly : 3 duyeonz")
pea(l)

of positive rational tuples giving lattice combinations of the primitive generators u, of rays
p € o(l). The set L, is closed under the sum operation.

Definition 5.4. Call L, c QZ(OI) the slope semigroup of o € X.

Observe that if o is a smooth cone, then each vector of cNZ" is a unique integer combination
of the vectors u, with p € 3(1), and thus L, Z‘;(Ol) in that case. The map

o1 QLY >R co(d)= Y dyu,
peo (1)
has image ¢, (L,) = int(o) N Z", and is an isomorphism of semigroups with its image when
o is a simplicial cone. When o is not simplicial, L, can be larger because vectors of o n Z"
could be written as a rational combination of the vectors u, with p € (1) in multiple ways,
corresponding to elements of the fibers of ¢,. For any d € L, introduce

Bo(d) = { z e int(S5) : q, (rp(urs(2)) = —d, for all pe o(1) }

Since the vector field Xp,,, is tangent to the moment fibers, its flow preserves Bg(d) and
Proposition 5.3 implies that the orbits contained in it are periodic.

Definition 5.5. Call BS(d) a family of orbits of slope d € Ly,.

Remark 5.6. There are many periodic orbits that are not in any family of type BS(d).
However, the orbits of period one are all contained in these families; compare Remark 5.10.

Definition 5.7. If H,, . is the polyhedral Hamiltonian associated to the PL function r¢ on X
with smoothing parameter €, its dynamical support in o € 3 is the set

DS, (r¢,e) ={ueint(c) nZ" : Id € L, with B5(d) # & and c;(d) = u }
The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 5.8. If H,4 . is the polyhedral Hamiltonian associated to the PL function r¢ on X
with smoothing parameter €, then for any o € ¥ the following facts hold:

(1) the dynamical support DSy (r¢,€) is finite ;

(2) for any d € c; (DS, (r¢,€)) the family BS(d) is a smooth manifold diffeomorphic to a

disjoint union of thickened tori int(D"~4mo) x (SHn

Proof. (1) Suppose d € L, is such that BS(d) # . Picking z € BS(d) < SS one has
0 < 75(prg(2)) < €, and ¢'(r,(prg(2))) = —d, for all p € o(1). As explained in Lemma 4.3,
one has ¢'(r,(pr¢(2))) = ¢'(xc,) and so d, < —¢'(x¢,) for all p € o(1), so that |cs(d)| <
— 2 peo(1) 4 (¢, )|up|. Since this bound is independent of d € Lo, the dynamical support
DS, (r¢,€) is bounded and discrete, hence finite.
(2) It suffices to prove that p,4(Bg(d)) is diffeomorphic to a disjoint union of copies of
int(D"~4™m ). From the properties of bump functions discussed in Lemma 4.3, for any p € o (1)
the equation ¢, (z) = —d, has two solutions z = a(d,), b(d,) and one can assume without loss
of generality that 0 < a(d,) < x¢, < b(d,) < €,. Write B (d) = prg(int(S5)) n K,(d) with

K,(d) = ﬂ {meR" : r,(m) =a(d,) } v{meR" : r,(m)=>b(d,) })
pea(1)
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The equations r,(m) = a(d,) and r,(m) = b(d,) define two distinct and parallel affine hy-
perplanes in R", with normal direction u,, so K, (d) is a disjoint union of 2o affine sub-
spaces of dimension n — dimspan(u, : p € 0(1)) = n — dimo, one for each choice function
o(1) — {a(d,),b(d,)}. Since pr4(int(S5)) is an open convex set, each connected component
of pirg(int(Sg)) N K, (d) is diffeomorphic to the interior of a ball of dimension n — dimo. [

5.4. Periods.

Lemma 5.9. Ifv = (a1/b1,...,a,/by) € Q™ with v # 0 and ged(a;, b;) =1 for all 1 < i < n,
then the periodic orbit v : R/TZ — (R/Z)" with v(0) = 0 and ~'(t) = v has pemod T =
[lem(by,...,byn)]
|ged(a,...,an)| "

Proof. Write y(t) = x1(t)e1 +...+xy(t)en, where x;(0) = 0 and z}(t) = a;/b; forall 1 <i < n,
and observe that x;(t) = ta;/b; for all 1 <i < n. If T € (0,0) is such that y(t + T') = v(¢) in
(R/Z)™ for all t € R, then z;(t +T) = z;(t) + ¢; for some constants ¢; € Z and thus T'a;/b; = ¢;
for all 1 < i < n. Since ged(ag,b;) = 1 by assumption, T = ¢;b;/d; for some d;,t; € Z with
ged(ti, d;) = 1 and d;a; for all 1 < i < n. The number T = |lem(by, ..., b,)|/| ged(aq, ..., a,)]
is the minimum among all T' € (0, c0) satisfying these properties, and therefore it is the period
of ~. O

Remark 5.10. It follows from the proof of Lemma 5.9 that, although periodic orbits with
irrational v € R" exist, they must have irrational period. Moreover if an orbit has period
one then v € Z", because b;| lem(by,...,b,) = +ged(ay,...,a,)|a; and ged(a;, b;) = 1 for all
1<i<n.

Proposition 5.11. If v is a periodic orbit of Xg._ , in the family BS(d), then its period is

1
T(y) = |ged({co(d), ey b =1,...,n)|

In particular, v has period one if and only if c,(d) is primitive.

erd

Proof. Since v is in B5(d), one has
Xu,,,(v(t Z dpXo, (v

peo(l

By Lemma 4.9 X, = >, uék)Xek, so that

He g ( =Z = D0 Al | Xe,(y Z —(co(d), ex)) Xey (7(1))

peo(1)
The conclusion follows from Lemma 5.9 and the fact that c,(d) € Z" since d € L. g

6. LEVEL SETS ARE OF CONTACT TYPE

6.1. The candidate contact form. For any e € RES) and 0 € (0,00) set

Wes(re) ={ze (C*)" : Hepp(z) <6}
this is a submanifold with boundary of ((C )™ with a Lagrangian torus fibration given by the
moment map [, and oW, s5(r¢) = er¢(6) is homeomorphic to S"~! x (S1)" for 6 € (0,1)
thanks to Proposition 4.5 (however, it can be non-compact for § > 1). Recall from Definition
3.5 that (C*)™ has a Kahler potential F,4 induced by the divisor rDy. The one-form 6,4 =
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%chw may or may not restrict to a contact form on oW, ;(r¢), depending on whether the
dual vector field X, , points out along the boundary 0We s(r¢) or not. This is equivalent to

asking whether dH. ,(Xp, ¢) > 0 along H;%(d) or not. Below is a sufficient criterion for this
to hold.

Lemma 6.1. If 0,4(Xy, )|y <0 for all pe (1) then dH,4(Xo,,) > 0 along H_,',(6).
Proof. Observe that
dHer¢(Xo,,) = —wro(XH, 4 Xo,,) = Ore(XH,,,)

Using the formula for the vector field associated to the smoothing Hamiltonian found in
Proposition 5.3, one gets

Ors(Xn.,,) = Y, (4, (rp0 11rg))0rs(Xu,)
peX(1)

Now ¢; < 0 by construction of the bump functions, and if z € (C*)" has ¢; (r,(prg(2))) # 0
then z € Ug and so 0,4(Xy,)(2) < 0 by assumption; this implies that dHe ,4(Xs,,) > 0 along

H;:(ﬁ(é), because for § € (0,00) the level set H;rlqb(é) is contained in the union of all Uj with

p€X(1), so Herg(2) = 6 implies g (rp(pirp(2))) # 0 for some p € X(1). O

The quantity 6,4(X,,) in the criterion above is controlled by the following distortion for-
mula.

Lemma 6.2. (Distortion formula) There evists C, € R such that 0,4(Xy,) = (tirg, up) + Cp
holds on (C*)™.

Proof. By Proposition 4.10 the moment map ji,.¢ : (C*)" — R" satisfies t.x, wrp = —d{pirg, up)
for all p e ¥(1). Using wy¢ = db,4 and Cartan’s formula

ﬁXup Orp = d(LXup Org — Ctrp Up))

so the existence of C), follows from the fact that (C*)" is connected and Lx, 04 = 0 because
the action of the real torus (S')™ < (C*)™ preserves 6,4, as explained in Proposition 4.10. [
6.2. Wrapping and averaging.

Definition 6.3. For any p € X(1), call wrapping function of the one-parameter subgroup
Ay, : C — (C*)" the function

Wp,re - (0, OO) — R s wmm(a) = j | )\:pam)
t|=a

Thinking of A,,(C*) = (C*)"™ as a holomorphic cylinder, the wrapping function w,(a)
encodes the periods of 6,4 along a family of circles that cover it, one for each radius a € (0, 20).
These periods can also be computed from the combinatorial data of the section polytope P..

Definition 6.4. For any p € (1), call lattice average function of p the function
2<m7up>m

2{m,up)

ZmePNp Azn @

Mpre (0, OO) — R" , mp7r¢(a) =
ZmePT¢mZ" a
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At a = 1 the average lattice functions of all rays p € (1) agree and give:

__ 1) = ZmePr¢mZ" m
mp,r¢( ) - W

Definition 6.5. Call M,y = M, ,4(1) for any p € X(1) the average lattice point of the section
polytope P,.4.

The wrapping functions are related to the lattice average functions by the following.
Proposition 6.6. (Wrapping-averaging formula) For any p € X(1) one has w,q¢(a) =
21 rp(a), up) -

Proof. Writing z = (21,...,2,) € (C*)" and m = (mM, ..., m™) € P.sy 1 Z" one has

M
X" (21, za) P = P

It follows that for any p € ¥(1) and t € C* one has [x™(\y,())[> = |t|2™u0) - Using the

.. . . . . . . (k)
explicit formula for 6,4 in complex coordinates found in Section 3, the substitution z = t“»

for 1 < k < n gives

08,000 =L 31 2

k=1 ZmePr¢mZ” ‘t

g 2
n

mEPT¢ﬁZ” m(k)|t|2<m7up> (k) dt _ d%
’2<m,up> UP 7 ?

The claim follows from writing ¢t = ae’® for a € (0,0) and « € [0,27) and using Definition 6.3
of wrapping function w,(a). O

There is a direct relation between the infinitesimal wrapping as a — 0 and the coefficients
of the divisor rDy as combination of the prime torus invariant divisors D, associated to rays
peX(l).

Corollary 6.7. For any p € ¥ one has lim, 0wy r¢(a) = 27dp(u,).

Proof. Fix some ray p € ¥(1). Since the fan 3 is complete, there exists a top-dimensional
cone o € X(n) such that p € o(1), and on o one has (¢r4), = (Mq,-) for some lattice
point m, € Z". Since u, € p < o, in particular ¢,4(u,) = {my,u,) . From Proposition 6.6
wp(a) = 2n{m,,¢(a),u,), so the claim is equivalent to proving that (m, .4(a), u,) — (Mg, u,)
as a — 0. By Definition 6.4 of lattice average function of p, the quantity (i, .4(a),u,) is a
rational function of a, so the limit as a — 0 is min,,ep, ¢mZn<m, upy. Since u, is normal to the
facet F,, = 0P,4 and points inside the polytope, this minimum is achieved precisely by the
lattice points m € F,, n Z" of this facet. The claim follows from the observation that m, € F),,
because X is the normal fan of P4 and m, is the vertex dual to the top-dimensional cone o,
while p € o is the ray dual to the facet F),. ([l

One can give a more explicit description of the constant C, € R appearing in the distortion
formula of Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 6.8. One has C, = 0.

Proof. Recall the distortion formula in Lemma 6.2: 0,4(Xu,) = {ttrg, up) + C,. Pulling back
both sides along the one-parameter subgroup A,, : C* — (C*)" and integrating over the unit
circle S* = C* one gets

2m

wy(1) = . (rg (A, (€°)), upyder + 2mC,,
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Since x™ is a character one has [x"™(\y,(e’*))] = 1, and by how the moment map is de-
fined (irg(Au, (€")), up) = (Mg, u,). The claim then follows from the fact that w,(1) =
214, up) by Proposition 6.6 and Definition 6.5 of average lattice point. O

Corollary 6.9. The Lagrangian torus u;;(O) < (C*)™ is exact with respect to 0,.4.

Proof. Combining Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.8, one sees that 0,4 restricts to the zero one-form
on ur_d)l (0). O

6.3. Transversality of the Liouville vector field. We prove below that positive level sets
of polyhedral Hamiltonians as in Definition 4.12 are hypersurfaces of contact type, as long as
¢ is negative on primitive generators of the rays of 3.

Theorem 6.10. If ¢(u,) < 0 for all p € X(1), then 0,4 restricts to a contact form on
the hypersurface OWe 5(r¢) = H;7}¢(5) c (C)? for all 6 € (0,00) and € € Rzg) such that
€p < —ro(uy) for all pe X(1) .

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 6.1, it suffices to prove that 0T¢(Xup)|U; < 0 for all p € (1). By

the distortion formula of Lemma 6.2 and the calculation of the distortion constant of Lemma
6.8, the latter condition is equivalent to

(prg(2),up) <0 forall zeUp

When z € Uj one has (t1,4(2),uy) < r¢(u,) + €,. To achieve the desired inequality it suffices
to choose €, < —r¢(u,) for all p € ¥(1). This constraint can be met by €, € R-( thanks to
the assumption that ¢(u,) < 0 for all p € 3(1). O
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