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CELL DECOMPOSITION AND DUAL BOUNDARY COMPLEXES OF CHARACTER

VARIETIES

TAO SU

Dedicated to the memory of my high school math teacher Zhu, Yuwen (1975–2023)

Abstract. The weak geometric P=W conjecture of L. Katzarkov, A. Noll, P. Pandit, and C. Simpson asserts

that for any smooth Betti moduli space M� of complex dimension 3 over a punctured Riemann surface, the

dual boundary complex DmM� is homotopy equivalent to a (3 − 1)-dimensional sphere. Here, we consider

M� as a generic �!= (C)-character variety defined on a Riemann surface of genus 6, with local monodromies

specified by generic semisimple conjugacy classes at : punctures.

In this article, we establish the weak geometric P=W conjecture for all very generic M� in the sense that

at least one conjugacy class is regular semisimple. A crucial step is to establish a stronger form of A. Mellit’s

cell decomposition theorem, i.e. we decompose M� (without passing to a vector bundle) into locally closed

subvarieties of the form (C× )3−21 × A, where A is stably isomorphic to C1 . A second ingredient involves

a motivic characterization of the integral cohomology of dual boundary complexes developed in a subsequent

article [59]. Following C. Simpson’s strategy, the proof is now an inductive computation of the dual boundary

complexes from such a cell decomposition.
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Introduction

Let Σ be a genus 6 closed Riemann surface with : punctures f = {@1, · · · , @:}, : ≥ 1, 26 + : ≥ 3, and

� = �!= (C). Modulo extra input, the tame nonabelian Hodge correspondence over noncompact curves

[51, 34] induces a diffeomorphism

NAH : MDol ≃ M�

between two moduli spaces: the Dolbeault moduli spaceMDol of stable filtered regular (parabolic)�-Higgs

bundles on (Σ, f) with parabolic degree 0; and the Betti moduli spaceM� of stable filtered�-local systems

on Σ\f with parabolic degree 0. For more on nonabelian Hodge theory, see [9, 52, 53, 54, 2, 42, 43, 26, 31].

The geometric P=W conjecture of L. Katzarkov, A. Noll, P. Pandit and C. Simpson [32, 55] predicts

that, under NAH, the “Hitchin fibration at infinity” of MDol matches, up to homotopy, with a “fibration at

infinity” intrinsic to the algebraic variety M�. More concretely, on the Dolbeault side, the Hitchin fibration

ℎ : MDol → A induces:

ℎ : #∗
Dol = MDol \ ℎ

−1(�' (0))
ℎ
−→ A \ �' (0) → (A \ �' (0))/scaling = (3−1, ' ≫ 0, 3 = dimMDol;

On the Betti side, there is a fibration

U : #∗
� → DmM�,

well-definedup to homotopy. Here, we fix any log compactificationM� ofM� with simple normal crossing

boundary divisor mM�. Then, #∗
�

is a punctured tubular neighborhoodof mM� in M�. Moreover,DmM�
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2 T. SU

is the dual boundary complex of M�, i.e. the dual complex of the irreducible components of mM�. Notice

that the dual boundary complex is defined for any smooth quasi-projective variety, see Definition 3.2. For

the moment, we skip the definition of U. For the details, see Remark 3.9. Then

Conjecture 0.1 ([32, 55], Geometric P=W). There is a homotopy commutative square

#∗
Dol

#∗
�

(3−1 DmM�

≃

NAH

ℎ U

≃

As a weak form of the geometric P=W conjecture, we in particular have

Conjecture 0.2 ([32, 55], weak geometric P=W conjecture). The dual boundary complex DmM� is

homotopy equivalent to the sphere (3−1, where 3 = dimCM�.

By a folklore conjecture, all (smooth) Betti moduli spaces (i.e. character varieties) M� are expected to

be log Calabi-Yau (CY). This has been verified for the case � = (!2(C) [62, 17]. Then, the weak geometric

P=W conjecture is closely related to the following conjecture:

Conjecture 0.3 (Kontsevich(-Kollár-Xu)). The dual boundary complex of a log CY variety is (a finite

quotient of) a sphere.

So far, the only known general result is due to J. Kollár and C. Xu [37]: If - is log Calabi-Yau of

dimension ≤ 5, then Dm- is a finite quotient of a sphere.

The geometric P=W conjecture was originally inspired by and aimed at a geometric interpretation of the

(cohomological) P=W conjecture of M. de Cataldo, T. Hausel and L. Migliorini [12]. The latter states that,

NAH exchanges the weight filtration (algebraic geometry) on �∗ (M�,Q) with the Perverse-Leray filtration

(topology) on �∗(MDol,Q):

NAH∗(,2:�
∗(M�,Q) = ,2:+1�

∗(M�,Q)) = %:�
∗(MDol,Q).

After the results for rank 2 [12] and respectively for genus 2 [8], the cohomological P=W conjecture has now

been resolved independently by three groups [45, 29, 46] for the major case of twisted �!= (C)-character

varieties (in particular, : = 1). See also [13, Question 4.1.7], [11, Conj.B], [39, 19], [41, Conj.4.2.7], for

the extensions of the P=W conjectures to the singular or stacky character varieties.

The geometric P=W conjecture is known to recover the cohomoloical P=W conjecture for the weight in

top degree [41, Thm.6.2.6]. In general, it’s not sufficient to imply the latter [41, Rmk.6.2.11]. Nevertheless,

the geometric P=W conjecture does contain some information beyond the cohomological P=W conjecture.

For example, the latter concerns only the cohomology with rational coefficients, hence captures only

�∗(DmM�,Q) via the identification (see e.g. [48])

�̃8−1 (DmM�,Q) � Gr,23 �
23−8 (M�,Q), 3 = dimCM�.

On the other hand, the former knows �̃∗ (DmM�, Z).
As explained above, to interpret the cohomogical P=W conjecture in all weights, a refinement of the

geometric P=W conjecture is required. Let’s make a complementary remark. Assuming the folklore

conjecture, we may consider only (dlt) log CY compactifications. Then we obtain a refined dual boundary

complex DMR(M�, mM�), well-defined up to PL-homeomorphism [14, Prop.11]. By Conjecture 0.2,

DMR(M�, mM�) is a PL-sphere of dimension 3 − 1. It’s expected that [55, §1.2] this PL-sphere is closed

related to the Kontsevich-Soibelman picture [36]: the Kontsevich-Soibelman chambers in the Hitchin base

A of MDol should correspond to the cells in DMR(M�, mM�).

We haven’t said anything about the current state of the geometric P=W conjecture. Here we are. The

full geometric P=W conjecture is known for: the Painlevé cases [47, 60, 61]; the case (6, :) = (1, 0) or

(:, =) = (0, 1) [41, Thm.B]. Our major interest in this paper is its weak form, i.e. the weak geometric P=W

conjecture 0.2. Previously, this is only known in a few cases: � = (!2(C) [33, 55, 17]; the Painlevé cases

as above; singular character variety of any rank with 6 = 1 and : = 0 [41]; smooth wild character variety

of any rank with 6 = 0 and : = 1 [58].
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Results. As a complement to the discussion above, our main result is the following:

Theorem 0.4 (Theorem 3.10). Let (Σ, f = {@1, · · · , @:}) be a :-punctured genus 6 Riemann surface, and

M� = M- be its �-character variety of type - ∈ P :
= . If M- is very generic, then the weak geometric P=W

conjecture 0.2 holds for M-.

Here, M- is a �!= (C)-character variety on Σ \ f with fixed semisimple conjugacy class C8 around @8;

- = (`1, · · · , `:), where `8 = (`8
1
≥ `8

2
≥ · · · ) ∈ P= encodes the multiplicities of the eigenvalues of C8.

‘generic’ means: (C1, · · · , C:) is generic in the sense of [27, Def.2.1.1] (Definition 1.1); ‘very generic’

means: C: is in addition regular semisimple (Assumption 1.4).

See Remark 3.16 for a discussion when M- is only generic.

To prove the main result, we need to improve A. Mellit’s cell decomposition [40, §.7], which applies

only to a vector bundle over very generic M-. More precisely, our second main result answers Mellit’s

question in [40, §1.4], i.e. we give a honest cell decomposition for M-:

Theorem 0.5 (Theorem 2.10). Any very generic M- admits a cell decomposition:

M- = ⊔( ®F,?) ∈W∗M- ( ®F, ?),

where each M- ( ®F, ?) is a locally closed affine subvariety, such that

M- ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × A- ( ®F, ?), A- ( ®F, ?) × K
|* |
� K1 ( ®F,?) ,

where * ⊂ � is the subgroup of unipotent upper triangular matrices, 1( ®F, ?) := 1( ®F, ?) − |* |, and

0( ®F, ?) + 21( ®F, ?) = 3- = dimCM- is a constant.

Moreover, there exists a unique ( ®Fmax, ?max) such that dimM- ( ®Fmax, ?max) is of maximal dimension 3-.

Equivalently, 0( ®Fmax, ?max) = 3- (resp. 1( ®Fmax, ?max) = 0). In particular, M- ( ®Fmax, ?max) is an open

dense algebraic torus:

M- ( ®Fmax, ?max) � (K×)3- , A- ( ®Fmax, ?max) = {pt}.

Note: A- ( ®F, ?) is stably isomorphic to A1 ( ®F,?) . We expect that, A- ( ®F, ?) is in general not isomorphic to

A1 ( ®F,?) , hence gives a counterexample to the Zariski cancellation problem for dimension 1 = 1( ®F, ?) ≥ 3

in characteristic zero. See Remark 2.12 for a further discussion.

Similar to [40, §.7], Theorem 0.5 is proved via a connection to braid varieties. However, a more careful

analysis is required. For the sake of clarity, we will give a self-contained proof. In fact, we use a somewhat

different language (diagram calculus of matrices). To prove Theorem 0.4.(2) via Theorem 0.5, the idea is

to apply a remove/reduction lemma (Lemma 3.7): If - is a connected smooth quasi-projective variety,

and / ⊂ - is a smooth irreducible closed subvariety with nonempty open complement *, such that Dm/

is contractible, then we have a homotopy equivalence Dm- ∼ Dm*. We do can apply the remove lemma

because of a key property [59, Cor.0.3]: if A- is stably isomorphic to A1 for some 1 ≥ 1, then DmA-

is contractible. This property is proved via a motivic characterization of the integral cohomology of dual

boundary complexes (recalled in Proposition 3.6).

As a final remark, we mention that the same strategy in this article can be applied to wild character

varieties [4, 6]. This will be pursued elsewhere.

Organization. We have already explained the main ideas above. Now, we sketch the organization.

In Section 1, we set up the basic notions related to character varieties. To clarify the computations in

Section 2, we introduce some diagram calculus of matrices in Section 1.3. Morally, it’s about braid matrix

diagrams generalizing braid matrices associated to positive braids. In Section 1.4, we review braid varieties,

complemented by Appendix A.

In Section 2, we prove a strong form of the cell decomposition for M- (Theorem 2.10). This involves

some routine diagram calculus in Sections 2.1-2.2. In Sections 2.3-2.4, we have borrowed statements on

quotients of varieties from Appendix B. In Section 2.5, we illustrate Theorem 2.10 by two examples.

In Section 3, we study dual boundary complexes of character varieties. Section 3.1 reviews the basics

on dual boundary complexes. In Section 3.2, we treat the weak geometric P=W conjecture (Theorem 3.10).

To end this article, we add a few remarks on some further directions in Section 3.3.
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1. Setup

Fix the base field K to be algebraically closed of characteristic 0. For simplicity, K = C. A K-variety

means a reduced separated scheme of finite type over K.

Convention 1: Let � be a linear algebraic group acting on a variety - over K, then

• A principal �-bundle (or a fiber bundle) means so in the étale topology, unless stated otherwise.

• For � reductive and - affine, -//� = Spec O- (-)
� denotes the affine GIT quotient.

• [-/�] denotes the quotient stack of - by �.

• If � acts freely on - , and c : - → . is principal �-bundle over a K-variety, so also a geometric quotient

(see [30, Def.3.27], Proposition B.9). Then denote -/� := . .

Equivalently, this says that the quotient stack [-/�] is representable by . . Thus, we may also use the

identification [-/�] = -/�.

We refer to Appendix B for more background on various quotients of varieties.

1.1. Generic character varieties. Recall that, (Σ, f = {@1, · · · , @:}) is a :-punctured genus 6 Riemann

surface, : ≥ 1, 26 + : ≥ 3. Let ) ⊂ � = �!= (K) be the diagonal maximal torus. Let (�1, · · · , �:) ∈ ) : be

semisimple elements of type - := (`1, · · · , `:) ∈ P :
= . That is, the multiplicities of eigenvalues of �8 define

a partition of =: `8 = (`8
1
, · · · , `8A8 ) ∈ P=.

Let M- = M� = M� (Σ, f, �;�1, · · · , �:) be the character variety of �-local systems on Σ whose local

monodromy around @8 is conjugate to �8 . More precisely, define the affine K-variety

"� = "� (Σ, f, �;�1, · · · , �:) := {(� 9 )
26

9=1
, G1, · · · , G:) ∈ �26+: :

6∏

9=1

(�2 9−1, �2 9)
:∏

8=1

G8�8G
−1
8 = id},

where (−,−) stands for the multiplicative commutator. It has an action of the reductive group

�par := � ×
:∏

8=1

/ (�8), / (�8) = the centralizer of �8 ,

with the action given by:

(ℎ0, ℎ1, · · · , ℎ:) · (�1, · · · , �2 9 , G1, · · · , G:) := (ℎ0�1ℎ
−1
0 , · · · , ℎ0�2 9ℎ

−1
0 , ℎ0G1ℎ

−1
1 , · · · , ℎ0G:ℎ

−1
: ).

Then, the diagonal K× acts trivially on "�, and M- := "�//�par is the affine GIT quotient.

Definition 1.1 ([40, Def.4.6.1]). (�1, · · · , �:) ∈ ) : is generic if:
∏:

8=1 det�8 = 1, and for any 1 ≤ =′ < =,

take any =′ eigenvalues U8,1, · · · , U8,=′ of each �8 , have

:∏

8=1

=′∏

9=1

U8, 9 ≠ 1.

In this case, M- is called a generic character variety.

Lemma 1.2 ([27, Thm.2.1.5], [28, Thm.5.1.1]). If (�1, · · · , �:) is generic of type -, then M- = "�/%�par

(if nonempty) is a connected smooth affine K-variety of dimension

3- := =2 (26 − 2 + :) −
∑

8, 9

(`89 )
2 + 2, (1.1.1)

and the quotient map c : "� → M- = "�/%�par is a principal %�par-bundle.

Definition 1.3. �8 ∈ ) is ordered nicely if it’s of the form Diag(_8,1 �`8
1
, · · · , _8,A8 �`8

A8
).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that each �8 ∈ ) is ordered nicely, so that / (�8) ⊂ � is the

Levi subgroup of block-diagonal matrices of type `8 .

1.2. Very generic character varieties. Let � ⊂ � be the standard Borel subgroup of upper triangular

elements, with unipotent radical * ⊂ �. We make the very generic assumption:

Assumption 1.4. �: is regular semisimple. So, / (�:) = ) and `: = (1=) ∈ P=.
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Then, M- is called a very generic character variety. The nice feature in this case is a cell decomposition

[40], and an enhanced version will be proved in Theorem 2.10.

The first step is as follows: Taking the diagonal gives the quotient morphism

� : � ։ �/* � ).

Define a closed (affine) subvariety of "� by

" ′
� := "� ∩ (�26+:−1 ×*), (1.2.1)

and a closed subgroup of �par by

�par = � ×
:−1∏

8=1

/ (�8) ↩→ �par : (1, ℎ1, · · · , ℎ:−1) ↦→ (1, ℎ1, · · · , ℎ:−1, � (1)). (1.2.2)

Denote %�par := �par/K
× . We have mutually inverse isomorphisms of �par-varieties

%�par ×
%�par " ′

� := (%�par × " ′
�)/%�par

≃
−→ "� : [6par, <

′
� = (�1, · · · , G:)] ↦→ 6par · <

′
�,

"� → %�par ×
%�par " ′

� : (�1, · · · , G:) ↦→ [(G: , id, · · · , id), ((G
−1
: � 9G:)

26

9=1
, (G−1

: G8)
:
8=1)],

where %�par ×
%�par " ′

�
is well-defined by Proposition B.9. Then by Proposition B.12 and Proposition B.9,

we obtain a natural isomorphism of K-varieties:

" ′
�/%�par � (%�par ×

%�par " ′
�)/%�par � "�/%�par = M-,

and the quotient c′ : " ′
�
→ M- = " ′

�
/%�par is a principal %�par-bundle. Observe that we have a quotient

group %�par/* � %)par := () ×
∏:−1

8=1 / (�8))/K
× .

Take the coordinate change

* → * : G: ↦→ D: := G:�:G
−1
: �−1

: . (1.2.3)

We can re-write

" ′
� = {(�1, · · · , G:−1, D:) ∈ �26+:−1 ×* : (

6∏

9=1

(�2 9−1, �2 9)) (
:−1∏

8=1

G8�8G
−1
8 )D:�: = id} (1.2.4)

with the action of �par given by:

(1, ℎ1, · · · , ℎ:−1) · (�1, · · · , G:−1, D:) := (1�11
−1, · · · , 1G:−1ℎ

−1
:−1, 1D: (1

�: )−1), 1�: := �:1�
−1
: . (1.2.5)

Next, for any nicely ordered � ∈ ) , take the parabolic subgroup % = �/ (�) ⊂ �. Denote the Weyl

groups , � (= ⊂ �, , (�) := , (/ (�)). Recall the Bruhat cell decomposition

� = ⊔F∈,/, (� )� ¤F%,

where ¤F ∈ , denotes the shortest representative of F ∈ ,/, (�).
In our setting, %8 := �/ (�8) ⊂ �. For each sequence

®F = (g1, · · · , g26 , F1, · · · , F:−1) ∈ ,26 ×
:−1∏

8=1

,/, (�8), (1.2.6)

we obtain a locally closed affine �par-subvariety of " ′
�

:

" ′
� ( ®F) := " ′

� ∩ (
26∏

9=1

�g9� ×
:−1∏

8=1

� ¤F8%8 ×*) = "� ∩ (
26∏

9=1

�g9� ×
:−1∏

8=1

� ¤F8%8 ×*). (1.2.7)

Define

M- ( ®F) := c′(" ′
� ( ®F)) ↩→ M- = " ′

�/%�par . (1.2.8)

By Corollary B.11, M- ( ®F) ⊂ M- is a locally closed K-subvariety, and the quotient map

c′
®F

:= c′ |"′
�
( ®F) : " ′

� ( ®F) → M- ( ®F) = " ′
� ( ®F)/%�par

is a principal %�par bundle.

To obtain a cell decomposition for M- , the idea is to decompose " ′
�
( ®F) further, via a connection to the

so-called braid varieties. We will come back to this point after some preparations.
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1.3. Diagram calculus of matrices. To relate character and braid varieties, we introduce some diagram

calculus of matrices. Denote

FBr+= := 〈f1, · · · , f=−1〉; (free monoid of =-strand (positive) braid presentations)

Br+= := FBr+=/(f8f8+1f8 = f8+1f8f8+1,∀8; f8f9 = f9f8 ,∀|8 − 9 | > 1); (=-strand positive braids)

s : Br+= → Br+=/(f
2
8 = 1,∀8) � (= : f: ↦→ s: := s(f:) = (: : + 1). (underlying permuations)

Convention 2: As in Figure 1.3.1, any V = f8ℓ · · ·f81 ∈ FBr+= is represented by the braid diagram [f81 | · · · |f8ℓ ]

going from left to right, where [V1 |V2] is the concatenation of V1 with V2. Label the left (resp. right) ends

from bottom to top by 1, 2, · · · , =. Denote [=] := {1, 2, · · · , =}.

1

2

3

1

2

3

[f1 |f2 ] = f2f1

Figure 1.3.1. Braid diagram for a positive braid: = = 3.

Definition 1.5. Let 48, 9 ∈ "=×= (K) be the matrix so that (48, 9 )0,1 = X0,8X1, 9 . Define

K: (n) :=
∑

8≠:

48,8 + n4:,: ∈ �, 1 ≤ : ≤ =, n ∈ K× ; [K: (n)] := Figure 1.3.2 (left).

H8, 9 (n) := �= + n48, 9 ∈ �, 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ =, n ∈ K; [H8, 9 (n)] := Figure 1.3.2 (middle).

Denote H: (n) := H:,:+1 (n). Define [s:] := f: = Figure 1.3.2 (right), for 1 ≤ : ≤ =−1. Each of [K: (n)],
[H8, 9 (n)], [s:] is called an elementary braid matrix diagram of rank = over K.

.

.

.

.

.

.

1

:

=

1

:

=

∗
n

[K: ( n ) ]

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

1

8

9

=

1

8

9

=

n

[H8, 9 ( n ) ]

.

.

.

.

.

.

1

:

: + 1

<

1

:

: + 1

=

[B: ] = f:

Figure 1.3.2. Elementary braid matrix diagrams representing elementary matrices:

[K: (n)] (scaling), [H8, 9 (n)] for 8 < 9 (handleslide), [s:] (transposition).

Definition 1.6 (Braid matrix diagram presentations).

(1) The monoid of braid matrix diagram presentations (bmdp) of rank = over K is:

FBD= := 〈f1, · · · , f=−1, [K: (n)], [H8, 9 (n
′)]〉/([K: (1)] = id= = [H8, 9 (0)]), Γ2 ◦ Γ1 := [Γ1 |Γ2] .

So, a bmdp can be viewd as a finite concatenation of elementary braid matrix diagrams.

(2) Define a morphism of monoids

6− : FBD= → � : f: ↦→ s: , [K: (n)] ↦→ K: (n), [H8, 9 (n
′)] ↦→ H8, 9 (n

′).

Two bmdp’s Γ1, Γ2 ∈ FBD= are weakly equivalent if 6Γ1
= 6Γ2

, denoted as Γ1
w
∼ Γ2.

Lemma 1.7 (Elementary moves of bmdp’s). Denote 8′ := s: (8), then

K: (n1)◦Kℓ (n2) =

{
K: (n1n2) : = ℓ,

Kℓ (n2)◦K: (n1) : ≠ ℓ.
H8, 9 (n1)◦K: (n2) =




K8 (n2)◦H8, 9 (n
−1
2

n1) : = 8,

K8 (n2)◦H8, 9 (n1n2) : = 9 ,

K8 (n2)◦H8, 9 (n1) : ≠ 8, 9 .
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s:◦K8 (n) = K8′ (n)◦s:;

s:◦H8, 9 (n) = H8′ , 9′ (n)◦s: .
H8, 9 (n1)◦H:,ℓ (n2) =




H8, 9 (n1+n2) (:, ℓ) = (8, 9),
H 9 ,ℓ (n2)◦H8,ℓ (n1n2)◦H8, 9 (n1) : = 9 ,

H:,8 (n2)◦H:, 9 (−n2n1)◦H8, 9 (n1) ℓ = 8,

H:,ℓ (n2)◦H8, 9 (n1) else.

Each identity is either trivial (commutative), or represented by an (elementary) move in Figure 1.3.3.

Proof. Let 41, · · · , 4= be the standard basis for K=. It’s direct to check that, both sides of each identity

applied to every 48 , give the same results. See also Figure 1.3.3 for an illustration. �

∗
n2

∗
n1

∗
n1 n2

∗
n2

n1

∗
n2

n −1
2

n1

∗
n2

n1

∗
n2

n1 n2 ∗
n

∗
n

(1) (2) (3) (4)

n2 n1 n1 + n2
n1

n2

n1

n2

n1 n2

n1

n2

n1

n2

−n2 n1 n n
(5) (6) (7) (8)

Figure 1.3.3. Elementary moves for bmdp’s: The trivial ones are skipped. Each move

is a weak equivalence in FBD= representing a composition identity in Lemma 1.7, and

vice versa. The composition goes from left to right: Γ2 ◦ Γ1 = [Γ1 |Γ2].

Definition 1.8 (Braid matrix diagrams).

(1) Let FBD= be the quotient of FBD= by elementary moves. Then ∃ a morphism of monoids

V− : FBD= → FBr+= : f: ↦→ f: , [K: (n)] ↦→ id=, [H8, 9 (n
′)] ↦→ id=.

(2) The monoid BD= of rank = braid matrix diagrams (bmd) is the quotient of FBD= by usual braid

relations/moves. So, BD= = FBD=/
b
∼, with

b
∼1 generated by elementary and braid moves.

(3) V− : FBD= → FBr+= and 6− : FBD= → � induce morphisms of monoids:

V− : BD= → Br+=, 6− : BD= → �.

Remark 1.9. We have natural morphisms of monoids

8 : FBr+= → FBD= : f: ↦→ f: ,  8 : Br+= → BD= : f: ↦→ f: .

V− ◦ 8 = id, so 8 induces embeddings FBr+= ↩→ FBD= and Br+= ↩→ BD=. This morally explains the

terminology. Altogether, we get a commutative diagram of monoids:

FBr+= Br+= (=

FBD= FBD= BD= �

FBr+= Br+=

8 8

s

V− V−

6−

Next, s : Br+= → (= admits a canonical section (as a map of sets) characterized by:

[−] : (= → Br+= ⊂ BD= : F ↦→ [F], with s( [F]) = F, ℓ( [F]) = ℓ(F). (1.3.1)

As we have seen, [s:] = f: . Up to a choice, we may assume [F] ∈ FBr+=. By definition,

[F1] ◦ [F2] = [F1F2] ∈ Br+= ⇔ ℓ(F1F2) = ℓ(F1) + ℓ(F2). (1.3.2)

Also, for � ⊂ �, there is a canonical morphism of monoids extending Definition 1.5:

[−] : � → FBD= : 1 ↦→ [1] with 6[1 ] = 1. (1.3.3)

1Term
b
∼ as braid equivalence. Clearly,

b
∼ implies

w
∼. On the other hand, f2

:

w
∼ id= , but f2

:

b
≁ id= .
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Proposition 1.10. The map 6− : BD= → � has a canonical section (as a map of sets)

[−] : � = ⊔F∈,�F� → BD= : G = 11F12 ↦→ [G] := [11] ◦ [F] ◦ [12] .

Up to a choice [F] ∈ FBr+=, [G] ∈ FBD=. Moreover, for any other G′ = 1′
1
F′1′

2
∈ �F′�,

[G] ◦ [G′] = [GG′] ∈ BD= ⇔ ℓ(FF′) = ℓ(F) + ℓ(F′) ⇔ inv(FF′) = F′−1 (inv(F)) ⊔ inv(F′).

In this case, we obtain unique decompositions for GG′ ∈ �FF′� = �FF′*−
FF′:

�FF′*−
FF′ = �F*−

FF
′*−

F′ = *−
F−1F�F

′*−
F′ = *−

F−1F*
−
F′−1F

′� = *−
F′−1F−1FF

′�. (1.3.4)

Convention 3: Often, for [�] ∈ BD=, we use the same notation for its lift in FBD= or FBD=.

Before giving the proof, we discuss some linear algebra. Denote

I := {(8, 9) : 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ =}.

Then * = �= +
∑

(8, 9 ) ∈I K48, 9 ⊂ � ⊂ �. We say a subset J ⊂ I is multiplicative, if

(8, 9), ( 9 , :) ∈ J ⇒ (8, :) ∈ J .

For each < ≥ 1, denote J1 := J and in general:

J< := {( 90, · · · , 9<) : ( 9: , 9:+1) ∈ J ,∀0 ≤ : ≤ < − 1}.

Lemma 1.11. Let J ⊂ I be multiplicative. Denote*J := �= +
∑

(8, 9 ) ∈J K48, 9 ⊂ *. Then

(1) *J ⊂ * is a closed subgroup.

(2) Any fixed total order � on J induces an isomorphism of K-varieties

q� : A | J | → *J : (n8, 9 ) (8, 9 ) ∈I ↦→
∏

(8, 9) ∈J

H8, 9 (n8, 9 )

Proof. We prove (2). (1) is similar. Say, J = {(81, 91) < · · · < (8# , 9# )}. Then

∏

(8, 9) ∈J

H8, 9 (n8, 9 ) =
#∏

ℓ=1

(�= + n8ℓ , 9ℓ 48ℓ , 9ℓ ) = �= +
∑

<≥1

∑

(:0 ,:1)<· · · < (:<−1 ,:<) in J

n:0 ,:1
· · · n:<−1 ,:<4:0,:< .

The equation �= +
∑

(8, 9) ∈J08 948, 9 =
∏

(8, 9) ∈JH8, 9 (n8, 9 ) becomes

08, 9 = n8, 9 +
∑

<≥2

∑

(8,:1)<· · · < (:<−1 , 9) in J

n8,:1
· · · n:<−1 , 9 , ∀(8, 9) ∈ J .

This uniquely determines the n8, 9 ’s inductively, in the increasing (partial) order on | 9 − 8 |. �

For any permuation F ∈ , = (=, denote

inv(F) := {(8, 9) ∈ I : 8 < 9, F(8) > F( 9)}; noinv(F) := {(8, 9) ∈ I : 8 < 9, F(8) < F( 9)}.

Then ℓ(F) = |inv(F) |, and inv(F), noinv(F) are multiplicative subsets of I. So,

*+
F := *noinv (F) = id +

∑

(8, 9) ∈noinv(F)

K48, 9 ; *−
F := *inv(F) = id +

∑

(8, 9) ∈inv(F)

K48, 9 ,

are closed subgroups of *, to which Lemma 1.11 apply. Alternatively, we have

*+
F = * ∩ F−1*F = F−1*+

F−1F, *−
F = * ∩ F−1*−F, (1.3.5)

with *− ⊂ � the opposite unipotent subgroup. By Lemma 1.11 (2), we have decompositions:

* = *+
F*

−
F = *−

F*
+
F; �F� = *−

F−1F� = �F*−
F . (1.3.6)

Proof of Proposition 1.10. Clearly, [−] is well-defined, 6− ◦ [−] = id. To show equivalences.

“LHS ⇒ Middle”: Say, GG′ ∈ �F̃�, F̃ ∈ (=, so V[GG′ ] = [F̃]. If [G] ◦ [G′] = [GG′], then

[F̃] = V[GG′ ] = V[G ] ◦ V[G′ ] = [F] ◦ [F′], F̃ = s(V[GG′ ]) = s(V[G ]) ◦ s(V[G′ ]) = FF′.

Thus, ℓ(FF′) = ℓ( [FF′]) = ℓ( [F] ◦ [F′]) = ℓ( [F]) + ℓ( [F′]) = ℓ(F) + ℓ(F′), as desired.

“Middle ⇒ RHS”: Denote

(0′, 1′) := (F′ (0), F′ (1)), (0′′, 1′′) := (F(0′), F(1′)), 1 ≤ 0 < 1 ≤ =;

�+− := {(0, 1) ∈ I : 0′ < 1′, 0′′ > 1′′}; �−+ := {(0, 1) ∈ I : 0′ > 1′, 0′′ > 1′′}.
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Observe that inv(FF′) = �+− ⊔ �−+ and F′ induces bijections

F′ : �+−
≃
−→ noinv(F′−1) ∩ inv(F); ' ◦ F′ : �−+

≃
−→ inv(F′−1) ∩ noinv(F), '(8, 9) := ( 9 , 8);

F′ ⊔ ' ◦ F′ : inv(FF′) = �+− ⊔ �−+
≃
−→ noinv(F′−1) ∩ inv(F) ⊔ inv(F′−1) ∩ noinv(F).

Hence,

ℓ(FF′) = |noinv(F′−1) ∩ inv(F) | + |inv(F′−1) ∩ noinv(F) | ≤ |inv(F) | + |inv(F′−1) | = ℓ(F) + ℓ(F′),

with equality holds if and only if inv(F) ∩ inv(F′−1) = ∅. Then, �+− = F′−1 (inv(F)), and �−+ =

(' ◦ F′)−1 (inv(F′−1)) = inv(F′). Hence, inv(FF′) = F′−1 (inv(F)) ⊔ inv(F′), as desired.

“RHS ⇒ Middle” is clear, so RHS ⇔ Middle.

“Middle ⇒ LHS”: By above, noinv(F) ∪ noinv(F′−1) = I. By Lemma 1.11, we get a surjection

< : *+
F ×*+

F′−1 → * : (D1, D2) ↦→ D1D2.

By (1.3.6), can assume 12 ∈ *−
F , 1′

1
∈ *−

F′−1 . By above, we may write 121
′
1
= D1D2, D1 ∈ *+

F , D2 ∈ *+
F′−1 .

So, GG′ = (11FD1F
−1)FF′ (F′−1D2F

′1′
2
) ∈ �FF′�, and

[GG′] = [11FD1F
−1] ◦ [FF′] ◦ [F′−1D2F

′1′2] ∈ BD= (by definition)

= [11] ◦ [FD1F
−1] ◦ [F] ◦ [F′] ◦ [F′−1D2F

′] ◦ [1′2] (by (1.3.2), (1.3.3))

= [11] ◦ ([F] ◦ [D1]) ◦ ([D2] ◦ [F′]) ◦ [1′2] (by elementary moves as in Figure 1.3.3.(8))

= [11] ◦ [F] ◦ [12] ◦ [1′1] ◦ [F′] ◦ [1′2] = [G] ◦ [G′] . (by (1.3.3))

It remains to show the decompositions. By Lemma 1.11, we get an isomorphism

< : *F′−1 (inv(F) ) ×*inv(F′ ) = F′−1*−
FF

′ ×*−
F′ → *inv(FF′ ) = *−

FF′ : (D1, D2) ↦→ D1D2

So is < : *−
F′ × F′−1*−

FF
′ → *−

FF′ . Then, *−
FF′ = (F′−1*−

FF
′)*−

F′ = *−
F′ (F

′−1*−
FF

′). Also, the same

result applies to (FF′)−1 = F′−1F−1. Altogether, we get unique decompositions

�FF′� = �FF′*−
FF′ = �F*−

FF
′*−

F′ = *−
F−1F�F

′*−
F′ = *−

F−1F*
−
F′−1F

′� = *−
F′−1F−1FF

′�.

�

Back to character varieties. Let’s reinterpret " ′
�
( ®F) (see (1.2.7)) via braid matrix diagrams.

First, we set up some notations. We have seen (unique) decompositions:

* = *+
F*

−
F : D = !+

F (D)!
−
F (D), � = )* = ()*+

F)*
−
F : 1 = � (1)1' = !+

F (1)!
−
F (1); (1.3.7)

* = *−
F*

+
F : D = '−

F (D)'
+
F (D), � = *) = (*−

F) (*
+
F)) : 1 = 1!� (1) = '−

F (1)'
+
F (1).

Similarly, each parabolic %8 ⊂ � has decompositions

%8 = #8/ (�8) = / (�8)#8 : ?8 = !8 (?8)�8 (?8) = �8 (?8)'8 (?8), #8 := %8 ∩*. (1.3.8)

As the shortest representative of F8 ∈ ,/, (�8), ¤F8 gives

*−
¤F8
⊂ #8 , / (�8) ∩* ⊂ *+

¤F8
.

Thus, by Lemma 1.11, we obtain decompositions

#8 = *−
¤F8
(*+

¤F8
∩#8) = (*+

¤F8
∩#8)*

−
¤F8

; *+
¤F8
= (*+

¤F8
∩#8) (/ (�8) ∩*) = (/ (�8) ∩*) (*+

¤F8
∩#8). (1.3.9)

Now, we reinterpret " ′
�
( ®F). To begin with, we have a canonical isomorphism

*−
¤F−1
8

× #8 × / (�8) � *−
¤F−1
8

¤F8%8 = � ¤F8%8 : (a8 , =8 , I8) ↦→ G8 = a8 ¤F8=8I8 . (1.3.10)

Then, G8�8G
−1
8 = a8 ¤F8=8�8=

−1
8 ¤F−1

8 a−1
8 = a8 ¤F8=

′
8�8 ¤F

−1
8 a−1

8 . Here, we use the isomorphism

#8
�

−→ #8 : =8 ↦→ =′8 = =8�8=
−1
8 �−1

8 . (1.3.11)

Recall that for 1 ∈ �, [1] ∈ FBD= (see (1.3.3)), V[1 ] = id= ∈ Br+= and 6[1 ] = 1. Define

[G8�8G
−1
8 ]′ := [a8] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [=′8] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [a−1
8 ] = [a−1

8 | ¤F−1
8 |�8 |=

′
8 | ¤F8 |a8] ∈ FBD=. (1.3.12)

Recall that � 9 ∈ �g9�, with Proposition 1.10 in mind, define [M ®F] = [M ®F ((� 9 ) 9 , (G8)8 , D:)] by

[M ®F] :=
6∏

9=1

( [�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�−1

2 9 ]) ◦
:−1∏

8=1

( [G8�8G
−1
8 ]′) ◦ [D:�:] ∈ FBD=. (1.3.13)
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Then by (1.2.7) and (1.2.4), the defining equation for " ′
�
( ®F) reads

[M ®F] = [M ®F ((� 9 )
26

9=1
, (G8)

:−1
8=1 , D:)]

w
∼ id= ∈ FBD=, (1.3.14)

where [M ®F] is a bmdp (with varying coefficients) but with fixed shape:

V( ®F) := V[M ®F ] =
6∏

9=1

( [g2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9 ]) ◦

:−1∏

8=1

( [ ¤F8] ◦ [ ¤F−1
8 ]) ∈ FBr+=. (1.3.15)

The next idea is to canonicalize [M ®F] by diagram calculus: push every handleslide or scaling in [M ®F] =

[�: |D: | [G:−1�:−1G
−1
:−1

]′ | · · · |�−1
2
|�−1

1
|�2 |�1] via elementary moves, to the right as far as possible. Later

on, we’ll see this leads to braid varieties.

1.4. Braid varieties. As already mentioned above, we now review some basics on braid varieties.

Definition 1.12. The braid matrix (resp. bmdp) with coefficient n ∈ K associated to f: is

B: (n) := s:H: (n) ∈ �; [B: (n)] = f: ◦ [H: (n)] ∈ FBD= (Figure 1.4.1). (1.4.1)

For V = f8ℓ · · ·f81 ∈ FBr+=, and ®n = (n8)
1
8=ℓ

∈ Aℓ , define

BV ( ®n) := B8ℓ (nℓ ) · · ·B81 (n1) ∈ �; [BV ( ®n )]
′ := [B8ℓ (nℓ )] ◦ · · · ◦ [B81 (n1)] ∈ FBD=. (1.4.2)

n

.

.

.

.

.

.

1

:

: + 1

=

1

:

: + 1

=

[B: ( n ) ]

Figure 1.4.1. The braid matrix diagram with coefficient n associated to f: .

As an easy application of diagram calculus of matrices, we obtain the following:

Lemma 1.13 (Braid relations for braid matrices). We have

(0) [B8 (n1)] ◦ [B 9 (n2)] = [B 9 (n2)] ◦ [B8 (n1)] ∈ BD=, |8 − 9 | > 1, n• ∈ K;

(1) [B8 (n1)] ◦ [B8+1 (n2)] ◦ [B8 (n3)] = [B8+1 (n3)] ◦ [B8 (n2 − n3n1)] ◦ [B8+1 (n1)] ∈ BD=, n• ∈ K.

Proof. (0) is clear. We prove (1) by Figure 1.4.2: (8) is a composition of elementary moves Figure 1.3.3

(8) and a trivial move switching n1, n2; (88) is a composition of an elementary move Figure 1.3.3 (7), a

trivial move switching −n3n1, n3, and an elementary move Figure 1.3.3 (5); (888) is a braid move; (8E) is a

composition of elementary moves Figure 1.3.3 (8). �

8

8 + 1

8 + 2

n3

n2

n1
8

8 + 1

8 + 2

n3

n1

n2
8

8 + 1

8 + 2

n1 n2 − n3 n1

n3

b
∼

(8)

b
∼

(88)

8

8 + 1

8 + 2

n1 n2 − n3 n1

n3
8

8 + 1

8 + 2

n3

n2 − n3 n1

n1

b
∼

(888)

b
∼

(8E)

Figure 1.4.2. Braid relation for braid matrix diagrams with coefficients.

Definition 1.14 (Braid varieties). Let V = f8ℓ · · ·f81 ∈ FBr+=. For each 1 ≤ 9 ≤ ℓ, denote

5 9 : A 9 → � : (n 9 , · · · , n1) ↦→ B8 9 (n 9 ) · · ·B81 (n1). (1.4.3)
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(1) The (resp. restricted) braid variety associated to V is a closed subvariety of Aℓ :

- (V) := 5 −1
ℓ (�); resp. - (V,�) := `mon−1 (�), � ∈ ), `mon := � ◦ 5ℓ : - (V) → � → ). (1.4.4)

By Lemma 1.13, - (V) (resp. - (V,�)) depends only on V ∈ Br+=, up to a canonical isomorphism.

(2) 1 ∈ � acts on - (V) ∈ ®n as follows: ®̂n = (n̂ℓ , · · · , n̂1) := 1 · ®n is uniquely determined by

[B8ℓ (nℓ )] ◦ · · · ◦ [B81 (n1)] ◦ [1−1] = [1̃ℓ] ◦ [B8ℓ (n̂ℓ )] ◦ · · · ◦ [B81 (n̂1)] ∈ FBD=, 1̃ℓ ∈ �. (1.4.5)

That is, in [1−1 |B81 (n1) | · · · |B8ℓ (nℓ )], push [1−1] by elementary moves (Figure 1.3.3) to the right as far as

possible, the outcome is [B81 (n̂1) | · · · |B8ℓ (n̂ℓ ) |1̃ℓ].

Convention 4: If the context is clear, for a group action of ℎ ∈ � on any variety . ∋ H, denote

Ĥ := ℎ · H. (1.4.6)

Next, we recall the cell decomposition of braid varieties. Fix V = f8ℓ · · ·f81 ∈ FBr+=. Define

? : Aℓ → ,ℓ+1 : ®n ↦→ ?( ®n) = (?ℓ , · · · , ?0), B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1) ∈ �?<�. (1.4.7)

Alternatively by Proposition 1.10: [B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)] ∈ [�] ◦ [?<] ◦ [�] ⊂ BD=.

Definition 1.15 ([40, §.5.4]). Let ? = (?ℓ , · · · , ?0) ∈ ,ℓ+1. If for any position 1 ≤ < ≤ ℓ:

?< =

{
s8< ?<−1 (go-up) if s8< ?<−1 > ?<−1,

s8< ?<−1 (go-down) or ?<−1 (stay) if s8< ?<−1 < ?<−1,

and ?0 = ?ℓ = id, we say ? is a walk of V. Denote:

*? := {go-up’s}, (? := {stays}, � ? := {go-down’s}. ⇒ [ℓ] = {1, · · · , ℓ} = *? ⊔ � ? ⊔ (? .

By a length count: |*? | − |� ? | = ℓ(?ℓ) − ℓ(?0) = 0. Denote W(V) := {walks of V}.

For any 1 ≤ < ≤ ℓ = ℓ(V), denote

s<< (V) :=
1∏

@=<−1

s8@ , s>< (V) :=
<+1∏

@=ℓ

s8@ . (1.4.8)

We use Convention 4. Recall that GH = HGH−1 in �, and we write C = Diag(C1, · · · , C=) ∈ ) .

Proposition 1.16. We have �-equivariant decompositions into locally closed subvarieties:

- (V) = ⊔?∈W(V)-? (V), i : -? (V) := -ℓ
? (V) � (K×) |(? | × K |*? | : ®n ↦→ (n ′<)<∈(?⊔*?

,(1.4.9)

- (V,�) = ⊔?∈W(V)-? (V, �), -? (V, �) := -? (V) ∩ - (V,�),

such that

(1) The inherited action of 1 ∈ � on (n ′<)<∈(?⊔*?
∈ (K×) |(? | × K |*? | satisfies:

(a) If 1 = D ∈ * ⊂ �, then n̂ ′< = n ′<,∀< ∈ (?.

(b) If 1 = C ∈ ) ⊂ �, then

n̂ ′< = (C?<−1 )8< (C
?<−1 )−1

8<+1n
′
<,∀< ∈ (? ⊔*? . (1.4.10)

(2) `mon : -? (V) → ) is identified with

`mon ((n ′<)<∈(?⊔*?
) = `mon ((n ′<)<∈(?

) =
∏

<∈(?

(K8< (−n
′−1
< )K8<+1 (n

′
<))

s>< (V) . (1.4.11)

In particular, det(`mon((n ′<)<∈(?⊔*?
)) = (−1) |(? | .

Proof. By diagram calculus, the proof is straightforward. See Appendix A for the details. �
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2. Cell decomposition of character varieties

In this section, we prove a strong form (Theorem 2.10) of A. Mellit’s cell decomposition for very generic

character varieties [40]. This will be used to prove our main theorem 3.10.

Recall that we have obtained a decomposition (see (1.2.8),(1.2.7)):

M- = ⊔
®F∈,26×

∏:−1
8=1

,/, (�8 )
M- ( ®F), M- ( ®F) = " ′

� ( ®F)/%�par,

and the defining equation of " ′
�
( ®F) has been interpreted via braid matrix diagrams as (1.3.14):

[M ®F] =
6∏

9=1

( [�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�−1

2 9 ]) ◦
:−1∏

8=1

( [G8�8G
−1
8 ]′) ◦ [D:] ◦ [�:]

w
∼ id= ∈ FBD=.

To obtain the actual cell decomposition of M- , we would like to decomposeM- ( ®F) further. This amounts

to decomposing " ′
�
( ®F) equivariantly. For that, as mentioned in the end of Section 1.3, the next step

is to canonicalize [M ®F] by diagram calculus. This will be done in the next three subsections: Section

2.1 and Section 2.2 do the puncture and genus calculations respectively; Section 2.3 combines these local

calculations to describe " ′
�
( ®F) via braid varieties. Finally, in Section 2.4, we prove a strong form (Theorem

2.10) of the cell decomposition for M- .

To simplify our computations, we do a trick as follows.

• Fix an embedding (= ↩→ FBr+= ⊂ FBD= lifting [−] : (= → Br+= (as a map of sets).

• Via Lemma 1.11, we also fix an embedding [−] : � = * ⋊ ) ↩→ FBD= (not as a morphism of

monoids) lifting [−] : � → FBD=.

Definition/Proposition 2.1. Fix S ⊂ [#] = {1, · · · , #}. Take .1, · · · , .# such that: .8 ⊂ � is a locally

closed K-subvariety for 8 ∉ S, and .8 is a single permutation2 in (=, for 8 ∈ S.

(1) For any K-variety / , define

[.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] × / := {[H1] ◦ · · · ◦ [H# ] ∈ FBD= : H8 ∈ .8} × /.

As a K-variety, [.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] × / is
∏

8∉S.8 × / . Define the obvious composition

� : [.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] × / → [.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] ↩→ FBD= → FBD=.

(2) If i : [.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] × / → [. ′
1
] ◦ · · · ◦ [. ′

"
] × / ′ is an isomorphism of K-varieties respecting � , we

say i is elementary. In this case, we write

[.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] × / � [. ′
1] ◦ · · · ◦ [. ′

"] × / ′.

In particular, any elementary isomorphism respects the maps

6− : [.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] × / → � = �!(=,K) : ( [H1] ◦ · · · ◦ [H# ], I) ↦→ H1 · · · H# ,

V− : [.1] ◦ · · · ◦ [.# ] × / → FBr+= : ( [H1] ◦ · · · ◦ [H# ], I) ↦→ V[H1 ] ◦ · · · ◦ V[H# ] .

(3) Clearly, we have the following elementary isomorphisms:

(a) Let .,.1, .2 ⊂ �. If the multiplication induces an isomorphism < : .1 × .2
�

−→ . : (H1, H2) ↦→ H1H2,

then [.1] ◦ [.2] � [. ].
(b) If .1 ⊂ .2 ⊂ � and .2 is a closed subgroup, then [.1] ◦ [.2] � [.2] × .1 � [.2] ◦ [.1].

(c) If F ∈ (= and . ⊂ *+
F, then [F] ◦ [. ] � [F.F−1] ◦ [F].

(d) For any � ∈ ) and any . ⊂ �, we have [�] ◦ [. ] � [�.�−1] ◦ [�].

2.1. Diagram calculus for punctures. Back to the end of Section 1.3. Recall (1.3.10), (1.3.12):

*−
¤F−1
8

× #8 × / (�8) � � ¤F8%8 : (a8 , =8 , I8) ↦→ G8 = a8 ¤F8=8I8 ; #8 � #8 : =8 ↦→ =′8 = =8�8=
−1
8 �8 .

[G8�8G
−1
8 ]′ = [a8] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [=′8] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [a−1
8 ] ∈ FBD=.

Using the notations in (1.3.7), define +=′8 := '+
¤F8
(=′8) ∈ *+

¤F8
∩ #8 by (1.3.9).

2By a little abuse of notations, we identify F ∈ (= with {F} ⊂ (= . Similarly, we identify 1 ∈ � with {1} ⊂ �.
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Lemma 2.2. For any �8+1 ∈ ) , we have a natural isomorphism of K-varieties of the form

� ¤F8%8 ×*
≃
−→ * ×*−

¤F8
×*−

¤F−1
8

× (*+
¤F8
∩ #8) × / (�8) : (G8 , D8+1) ↦→ (D8, b

′
8 , b8 ,

+=′8 , I8) (2.1.1)

such that

[G8�8G
−1
8 ]′◦[D8+1]◦[�8+1] = [D8]◦[�8]◦[ ¤F8]◦[b

′
8 ]◦[ ¤F

−1
8 ]◦[b8] ∈ FBD=, ∃! �8 = �

¤F8

8
�8+1 ∈ ). (2.1.2)

Moreover, the above equation uniquely determines (D8, b
′
8 , b8) ∈ * ×*−

¤F8
×*−

¤F−1
8

.

Note: Up to a canonical isomorphism, we have

[ ¤F8] ◦ [b′8 ] = [B[ ¤F8 ] (b
′
8 )] ∈ FBD=, [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [b8] = [B[ ¤F−1
8

] (b8)] ∈ FBD= .

This will pave the way to braid varieties.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Observe that we have an isomorphism of K-varieties

� ¤F8%8 ×*
≃
−→ *−

¤F−1
8

× #8 × / (�8) ×* : (G8 , D8+1) ↦→ (a8 , =8 , I8 , D
′
8+1 := a−1

8 D8+1).

such that [G8�8G
−1
8 ]′ ◦ [D8+1] = [a8] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [=′8] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [D′
8+1

] ∈ FBD=. By our trick (Def-

inition/Proposition 2.1), it suffices to compute [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [#8] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1
8 ] ◦ [*] ◦ [�8+1] ∋

[a8] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [=′8] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1
8 ] ◦ [D′

8+1
] ◦ [�8+1]:

[*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [#8] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1
8 ] ◦ [*] ◦ [�8+1]

� [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*−
¤F8
] ◦ [*+

¤F8
∩ #8] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [*] ◦ [�8+1] (=
′
8 =

−=′8 ·
+=′8)

� [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*−
¤F8
] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [ ¤F8�
−1
8 (*+

¤F8
∩ #8)�8 ¤F

−1
8 ] ◦ [*] ◦ [�8+1]

� [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*−
¤F8
] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [*] ◦ [�8+1] × (*+
¤F8
∩ #8) (direct factor : +=′8 ∈ *+

¤F8
∩ #8)

� [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*−
¤F8
] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [*+
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [�8+1] × (*+
¤F8
∩ #8) (* = *+

¤F−1
8

*−
¤F−1
8

)

� [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*−
¤F8
] ◦ [*+

¤F8
] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [�8+1] × (*+
¤F8
∩ #8)

� [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*+
¤F8
] ◦ [*−

¤F8
] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [�8+1] × (*+
¤F8
∩ #8) (*

−
¤F8
*+

¤F8
= *+

¤F8
*−

¤F8
)

� [*] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*−
¤F8
] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [*−
¤F−1
8

] ◦ [�8+1] × (*+
¤F8
∩ #8)

� [*] ◦ [�8] ◦ [ ¤F8] ◦ [*−
¤F8
] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 ] ◦ [*−
¤F−1
8

] × (*+
¤F8
∩ #8).

The uniqueness part is clear by definition of FBD=. This finishes the proof. �

The upshot is that, Lemma 2.2 provides the inductive step for the diagram calculus for punctures. In our

case, we have seen D: ∈ *, take �: := �: , and define �8’s inductively as above. Thus,

�1 = (
:−1∏

8=1

�
¤F8

8
)�: ∈ ). (2.1.3)

Altogether, the defining equation (1.3.14) for " ′
�
( ®F) reduces to:

[M ®F] =
6∏

9=1

( [�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ]) ◦ [D1] ◦ [�1] ◦

:−1∏

8=1

( [ ¤F8b
′
8 ] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 b8])
w
∼ id=. (2.1.4)

For the diagram calculus for genera below, denote D6 := D1 ∈ *, �6 := �1 ∈ ) .

2.2. Diagram calculus for genera. For each 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 6, take the isomorphisms

*−
g−1

2 9−1

×)×* � �g2 9−1� : (`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [2 9−1) ↦→ �2 9−1 = `2 9−1g2 9−1H2 9−1[2 9−1, (2.2.1)

*×)×*−
g2 9
� �g2 9� : ([2 9 , H2 9 , `2 9 ) ↦→ �2 9 = [2 9 H2 9g2 9 `2 9 .

Here, recall that �< ∈ �g<�, ∀1 ≤ < ≤ 26. By Proposition 1.10, we have

[�2 9−1] = [`2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [[2 9−1], [�2 9 ] = [[2 9 ] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [`2 9 ] ∈ FBD=,

[�−1
2 9−1] = [[−1

2 9−1] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1] ◦ [`−1
2 9−1], [�

−1
2 9 ] = [`−1

2 9 ] ◦ [g−1
2 9 ] ◦ [H−1

2 9 ] ◦ [[−1
2 9 ] ∈ FBD=.
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Lemma 2.3. For any � 9 ∈ ) , we have a natural isomorphism of K-varieties

�g2 9−1� × �g2 9� ×*
≃
−→ * × )2 × (*−

g2 9−1
×*−

g2 9
×*−

g−1
2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

) × (*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

), (2.2.2)

(�2 9−1, �2 9 , D
9) ↦→ (D 9−1, H2 9−1, H2 9 , Z

′
2 9−1, Z

′
2 9 , Z2 9−1, Z2 9 ,

+=2 9 , +=2 9−1),

such that

[�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�−1

2 9 ] ◦ [D 9 ] ◦ [� 9 ] (2.2.3)

= [D 9−1] ◦ [� 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [Z ′2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [Z ′2 9 ] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1] ◦ [Z2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [Z2 9 ] ∈ FBD=,

for a unique � 9−1 ∈ ):

� 9−1 := H
g2 9−1

2 9−1
H
g2 9−1

2 9
(H−1

2 9−1)
g2 9−1g2 9 (H−1

2 9 )
g2 9−1g2 9g

−1
2 9−1

g−1
2 9 (� 9 )

g2 9−1g2 9 g
−1
2 9−1

g−1
2 9 ∈ ). (2.2.4)

Moreover, (2.2.3) uniquely determines (D 9−1, Z ′
2 9−1

, Z ′
2 9
, Z2 9−1, Z2 9 ) ∈ * ×*−

g2 9−1
×*−

g2 9
×*−

g−1
2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

.

This provides the inductive step for the diagram calculus for genera. In our case, we have seen that

D6 ∈ *, take �6 = �1 ∈ ) , and define � 9 ’s inductively as above. Thus,

�0((H 9 )
26

9=1
) =

6∏

9=1

(H
g2 9−1

2 9−1
(H−1

2 9−1)
g2 9−1g2 9 H

g2 9−1

2 9
(H−1

2 9 )
(g2 9−1,g2 9 ) )

∏ 9−1

<=1
(g2<−1,g2<)�

∏6

<=1
(g2<−1,g2<)

1
. (2.2.5)

Altogether, the defining equation (1.3.14) for " ′
�
( ®F), i.e. [M ®F]

w
∼ id= ∈ FBD=, reduces to:

[D0�0] ◦
6∏

9=1

( [g2 9−1Z
′
2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9 Z

′
2 9 ] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1Z2 9−1] ◦ [g−1
2 9 Z2 9 ]) ◦

:−1∏

8=1

( [ ¤F8b
′
8 ] ◦ [ ¤F−1

8 b8])
w
∼ id=.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. As one could expect, the proof is done by diagram calculus.

Step 1. Denote D′ 9 := [−1
2 9
D 9 ∈ *, [′

2 9
:= [2 9−1[2 9 ∈ *, [′

2 9−1
:= [2 9−1`

−1
2 9

∈ *. So, [′−1
2 9−1

= `2 9[
−1
2 9−1

.

Then (�2 9−1, �2 9 , D
9) ↦→ (`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [

′
2 9−1

, [′
2 9
, H2 9 , `2 9 , D

′ 9 ) defines an isomorphism

�g2 9−1� × �g2 9� ×*
�

−→ *−
g−1

2 9−1

× ) ×*2 × ) ×*−
g2 9

×*

such that we obtain an identity in FBD=:

[�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�−1

2 9 ] ◦ [D 9] (2.2.6)

= [`2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [[′2 9 ] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ]

◦[[′−1
2 9−1] ◦ [H−1

2 9−1] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1] ◦ [`−1

2 9−1] ◦ [`−1
2 9 ] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [H−1
2 9 ] ◦ [D′ 9 ] .

Note: The variable `−1
2 9

∈ *−
g2 9

becomes free (appears only once).

Step 2. We firstly compute [`−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [`−1
2 9
] ◦ [g−1

2 9
] ◦ [H−1

2 9
] ◦ [D′ 9 ]. By Definition/Proposition 2.1,

[`−1
2 9−1] ◦ [*−

g2 9
] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [H−1
2 9 ] ◦ [*] � [`−1

2 9−1] ◦ [*−
g2 9

] ◦ [g−1
2 9 ] ◦ [*] ◦ [H−1

2 9 ]

� [`−1
2 9−1] ◦ [*−

g2 9
] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [*+
g−1

2 9

] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9

] ◦ [H−1
2 9 ] (* = *+

g−1
2 9

*−
g−1

2 9

)

� [`−1
2 9−1] ◦ [*−

g2 9
] ◦ [*+

g2 9
] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9

] ◦ [H−1
2 9 ] � [`−1

2 9−1] ◦ [*] ◦ [g−1
2 9 ] ◦ [*−

g−1
2 9

] ◦ [H−1
2 9 ]

� [*] ◦ [g−1
2 9 ] ◦ [*−

g−1
2 9

] ◦ [H−1
2 9 ] .

This means we obtain an isomorphism of K-varieties

*−
g−1

2 9−1

× ) ×*2 × ) ×*−
g2 9

×*
�

−→ *−
g−1

2 9−1

× ) ×*3 × ) ×*−
g−1

2 9

, (2.2.7)

(`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [
′
2 9−1, [

′
2 9 , H2 9 , `2 9 , D

′ 9 ) ↦→ (`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [
′
2 9−1, [

′
2 9 , D

9

3
, H2 9 , !

−
1 ),
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such that [`−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [`−1
2 9
] ◦ [g−1

2 9
] ◦ [H−1

2 9
] ◦ [D′ 9 ] = [D

9

3
] ◦ [g−1

2 9
] ◦ [!−

1
] ◦ [H−1

2 9
] ∈ FBD=. Hence,

[�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�−1

2 9 ] ◦ [D 9 ] (2.2.8)

= [`2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [[′2 9 ] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ]

◦[[′−1
2 9−1] ◦ [H−1

2 9−1] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1] ◦ [D

9

3
] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [!−
1 ] ◦ [H−1

2 9 ] .

Note: the non-torus variables `2 9−1 ∈ *−
g−1

2 9−1

, [′
2 9
, [′−1

2 9−1
, D

9

3
∈ *, !−

1
∈ *−

g−1
2 9

all become free.

Step 3. By our trick (Definition/Proposition2.1), the computation of [�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�
−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [�−1
2 9
] ◦ [D 9]

then reduces to that of the following variety in FBD=:

[*−
g−1

2 9−1

]◦[g2 9−1]◦[H2 9−1]◦[*]◦[H2 9 ]◦[g2 9 ]◦[*]◦[H−1
2 9−1]◦[g

−1
2 9−1]◦[*]◦[g−1

2 9 ]◦[*
−
g−1

2 9

]◦[H−1
2 9 ] . (2.2.9)

The idea is ‘canonicalize’. According to the expression above, reorder the variables:

*−
g−1

2 9−1

× ) ×*3 × ) ×*−
g−1

2 9

�

−→ *−
g−1

2 9−1

× () ×*)2 ×* ×*−
g−1

2 9

, (2.2.10)

(`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [
′
2 9−1, [

′
2 9 , D

9

3
, H2 9 , !

−
1 ) ↦→ (`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [

′
2 9 , H2 9 , [

′−1
2 9−1, D

9

3
, !−

1 )

Step 3.1. We firstly compute [*] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [*] ∋ [[′−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [D
9

3
]:

[*] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1] ◦ [*] � [*] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1] ◦ [*+
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] (* = *+
g−1

2 9−1

*−
g−1

2 9−1

)

� [*] ◦ [*+
g2 9−1

] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] � [*] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] ×*+
g2 9−1

,

with the direct factor *+
g2 9−1

∋ +=2 9−1. This means we obtain an isomorphism of K-varieties

*−
g−1

2 9−1

× () ×*)2 ×* ×*−
g−1

2 9

≃
−→ *−

g−1
2 9−1

× () ×*)2 ×*−
g−1

2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

, (2.2.11)

(`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [
′
2 9 , H2 9 , [

′−1
2 9−1, D

9

3
, !−

1 ) ↦→ (`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [
′
2 9 , H2 9 , D

9

4
, !−

3 , !
−
1 ,

+=2 9−1),

such that [[′−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [D
9

3
] = [D

9

4
] ◦ [H−1

2 9−1
] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1
] ◦ [!−

3
] ∈ FBD=.

Step 3.2. We compute [*] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [*] ∋ [[′
2 9
] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [D

9

4
], which is similar:

[*] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [*] � [*] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [*+
g2 9

] ◦ [*−
g2 9

] (* = *+
g2 9

*−
g2 9

)

� [*] ◦ [*+
g−1

2 9

] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [*−
g2 9

] � [*] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [*−
g2 9

] ×*+
g−1

2 9

,

with the direct factor *+
g−1

2 9

∋ +=2 9 . This means we obtain an isomorphism of K-varieties

*−
g−1

2 9−1

× () ×*)2 ×*−
g−1

2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

≃
−→

*−
g−1

2 9−1

× ) ×* × ) ×*−
g2 9

×*−
g−1

2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

×*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

,

(`2 9−1, H2 9−1, [
′
2 9 , H2 9 , D

9

4
, !−

3 , !
−
1 ,

+=2 9−1) ↦→ (`2 9−1, H2 9−1, D
9

5
, H2 9 , !

−
5 , !

−
3 , !

−
1 ,

+=2 9 , +=2 9−1),

such that [[′
2 9
] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [D

9

4
] = [D

9

5
] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [!−

5
] ∈ FBD=.

Step 3.3. Now, we compute [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [*] ∋ [`2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [D
9

5
]:

[*−
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [*] � [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [*+
g2 9−1

] ◦ [*−
g2 9−1

]

� [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [*+
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [*−
g2 9−1

] � [*] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [*−
g2 9−1

] .

This means we obtain an isomorphism of K-varieties

*−
g−1

2 9−1

× ) ×* × ) ×*−
g2 9

×*−
g−1

2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

×*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

≃
−→

* × ) ×*−
g2 9−1

× ) ×*−
g2 9

×*−
g−1

2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

×*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

,

(`2 9−1, H2 9−1, D
9

5
, H2 9 , !

−
5 , !

−
3 , !

−
1 ,

+=2 9 , +=2 9−1) ↦→ (D 9−1, H2 9−1, !
−
7 , H2 9 , !

−
5 , !

−
3 , !

−
1 ,

+=2 9 , +=2 9−1),
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such that [`2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [D
9

5
] = [D 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [!−

7
] ∈ FBD=.

In summary, we have obtained

[�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�−1

2 9 ] ◦ [D 9] (2.2.12)

= [D 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1!
−
7 H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [!−

5 H
−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1] ◦ [!−
3 ] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [!−
1 H

−1
2 9 ] .

and [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1] ◦ [*] ◦ [H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [*] ◦ [H−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [*] ◦ [g−1
2 9

] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9

] ◦ [H−1
2 9
] �

[*] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1*
−
g2 9−1

H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [*
−
g2 9

H−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1

] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9−1

] ◦ [g−1
2 9

] ◦ [*−
g−1

2 9

H−1
2 9
] ×*+

g−1
2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

.

Step 4. Deal with the torus variables. Now, for any � 9 ∈ ) , it follows that

[�2 9−1] ◦ [�2 9 ] ◦ [�−1
2 9−1] ◦ [�−1

2 9 ] ◦ [D 9] ◦ [� 9 ]

= [D 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [H2 9−1!
−
7 H2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [!−

5 H
−1
2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9−1] ◦ [!−
3 ] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [!−
1 H

−1
2 9 ] ◦ [� 9 ]

= [D 9−1] ◦ [� 9−1] ◦ [g2 9−1] ◦ [Z ′2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [Z ′2 9 ] ◦ [g−1
2 9−1] ◦ [Z2 9−1] ◦ [g−1

2 9 ] ◦ [Z2 9 ] ∈ FBD=,

where (Z ′
2 9−1

, Z ′
2 9
, Z2 9−1, Z2 9 ) ∈ *−

g2 9−1
×*−

g2 9
×*−

g−1
2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

, and � 9−1 is indeed given by (2.2.4).

In other words, we have obtained an isomorphism of the form (2.2.2) in Lemma 2.3 such that (2.2.3) and

(2.2.4) hold. By definition of FBD=, the uniqueness part is clear. Done. �

Remark 2.4. By a careful check of the proof, there’re formulas for +=2 9−1, +=2 9 using (1.3.7):

+=2 9−1 = H−1
2 9−1g

−1
2 9−1!

+
g−1

2 9−1

(`−1
2 9−1`

−1
2 9 g

−1
2 9 !

+
g−1

2 9

(H−1
2 9 [

−1
2 9 D

9H2 9 )g2 9 )g2 9−1H2 9−1, (2.2.13)

+=2 9 = H2 9g2 9!
+
g2 9

(`2 9[
−1
2 9−1

+=2 9−1)g−1
2 9 H

−1
2 9 .

2.3. Connection to braid varieties. We relate " ′
�
( ®F) to braid varieties. Sum up Section 2.1-2.2, we’ve

obtained an isomorphism

(
26∏

9=1

�g9�)×(
:−1∏

8=1

� ¤F8%8)×*
�

−→ (2.3.1)

*×

6∏

9=1

()2
×(*−

g2 9−1
×*−

g2 9
×*−

g−1
2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

)×(*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

))×
:−1∏

8=1

(*−
¤F8

×*−
¤F−1
8

×(*+
¤F8
∩ #8)×/ (�8)),

((� 9 ) 9 , (G8)8, D:) ↦→ (D0, (H2 9−1, H2 9 , Z
′
2 9−1, Z

′
2 9 , Z2 9−1, Z2 9 ,

+=2 9 , +=2 9−1)
6

9=1
, (b′8 , b8 ,

+=′8 , I8)
:−1
8=1 ),

such that we obtain an equality in FBD=:

[M ®F] =
6∏

9=1

( [�2 9−1]◦[�2 9 ]◦[�
−1
2 9−1]◦[�

−1
2 9 ])◦

:−1∏

8=1

[G8�8G
−1
8 ]′◦[D:] ◦ [�:]

= [D0�0]◦
6∏

9=1

( [g2 9−1]◦[Z
′
2 9−1]◦[g2 9 ]◦[Z

′
2 9 ]◦[g

−1
2 9−1]◦[Z2 9−1]◦[g

−1
2 9 ]◦[Z2 9 ])◦

:−1∏

8=1

( [ ¤F8]◦[b
′
8 ]◦[ ¤F

−1
8 ]◦[b8]).

Recall by (1.3.15), V( ®F) =
∏6

9=1
( [g2 9−1] ◦ [g2 9 ] ◦ [g2 9−1]

−1 ◦ [g−1
2 9

]) ◦
∏:−1

8=1 ( [ ¤F8] ◦ [ ¤F−1
8 ]) ∈ FBr+= .

By Definition 1.12, the defining equation (1.3.14) for " ′
�
( ®F) in FBD= becomes

[BV ( ®F ) ( ®n)]
′ w
∼ [(�0)−1] ◦ [(D0)−1], ®n := ((Z ′2 9−1, Z

′
2 9 , Z2 9−1, Z2 9 )

6

9=1
, (b′8 , b8)

:−1
8=1 ) ∈ Kℓ (V ( ®F) ) . (2.3.2)

By (2.2.5), (2.1.3), and the generic assumption (Definition 1.1), det�0 = det�1 = 1. Define

q ®F : )26 × - (V( ®F)) → )1 : ((H 9 )
26

9=1
, ®n) ↦→ �0`mon ( ®n); )1 := {C ∈ ) : det C = 1}. (2.3.3)

Here, det ◦`mon = 1 by Proposition 1.16: ∀? ∈ W(V( ®F)) ⇒ |(? | = ℓ(V( ®F)) − 2|*? | =
∑6

9=1
2ℓ(g9 ) +∑:−1

8=1 2ℓ( ¤F8) − 2|*? |, which is even. Define a closed K-subvariety

-̃ (V( ®F)) := q−1
®F
(�=) ⊂ )26 × - (V( ®F)). (2.3.4)

Then by (2.3.2), " ′
�
( ®F) is related to the restricted twisted braid variety -̃ (V( ®F)):

" ′
� ( ®F) � -̃ (V( ®F)) ×

6∏

9=1

(*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

) ×
:−1∏

8=1

((*+
¤F8
∩ #8) × / (�8)). (2.3.5)
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Now, (1, (ℎ8)
:−1
8=1

) ∈ �par acts on (D0, (H 9 , Z
′
9 , Z 9 ,

+= 9 )
26

9=1
, (b′8 , b8 ,

+=′8 , I8)
:−1
8=1

) ∈ " ′
�
( ®F). Our major

interest is that of )par := ) ×
∏:−1

8=1 / (�8) ⊂ �par. Let’s study the action. We use Convention 4. Recall by

(1.2.5) and (1.3.10) that

�̂ 9 = 1� 91
−1, Ĝ8 = 1G8ℎ

−1
8 , D̂: = 1D: (1

�: )−1; G8 = a8 ¤F8=8I8 .

Notice that ℎ8 ∈ / (�8) acts only on G8 , hence only on I8 ∈ / (�8) via: I8 ↦→ I8ℎ
−1
8 . Thus, define

" ′′
� ( ®F) := {(D0, (H 9 )

26

9=1
, ®n, (+= 9 )

26

9=1
, (+=′8)

:−1
8=1 ) : D0�0BV ( ®F ) ( ®n) = id=}. (2.3.6)

Then it admits an induced action of 1 ∈ �, and the above computation shows that

" ′′
� ( ®F) � -̃ (V( ®F)) ×

6∏

9=1

(*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

) ×
:−1∏

8=1

(*+
¤F8
∩ #8); " ′

� ( ®F) = " ′′
� ( ®F) ×

:−1∏

8=1

/ (�8). (2.3.7)

Recall that %�par = �par/K
× acts freely on " ′

�
( ®F), and " ′

�
( ®F) → M- ( ®F) = " ′

�
( ®F)/%�par is a principal

%�par-bundle. Observe that
∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8) � (K× ×∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8))/K

× ↩→ %�par = (�×∏:−1
8=1

/ (�8))/K
× is a nor-

mal closed subgroup,with quotient%�par/
∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8) � %� := �/K× . Clearly, we have" ′

�
( ®F)/∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8) �

" ′′
�
( ®F). Then, by Proposition B.14 and Proposition B.9,

M- ( ®F) = " ′
� ( ®F)/%�par � " ′′

� ( ®F)/%�, (2.3.8)

and the induced quotient map

c′′
®F

: " ′′
� ( ®F) → M- ( ®F) = " ′′

� ( ®F)/%�

is a principal %�-bundle. It leads to study the �-action on " ′′
�
( ®F).

Lemma 2.5. The induced action of 1 ∈ � on (D0, (H 9 )
26

9=1
, ®n, (+= 9 )

26

9=1
, (+=′8)

:−1
8=1

) ∈ " ′′
�
( ®F) satisfies:

a) The canonical projection " ′′
�
( ®F) → -̃ (V( ®F)) ⊂ )26 × - (V( ®F)) is �-equivariant. Here, 1 ∈ � acts on

((H 9 )
26

9=1
, ®n) ∈ )26 × - (V( ®F)) diagonally: �y - (V( ®F)) via Definition 1.14, and

Ĥ2 9−1 = � (1)
g−1

2 9−1� (1)−1H2 9−1, Ĥ2 9 = � (1) (� (1)g2 9 )−1H2 9 . (2.3.9)

b) If 1 = C ∈ ) , then

+=̂′8 = C ¤F
−1
8

+=′8 (C
−1) ¤F−1

8 ; +=̂2 9−1 = C+=2 9−1C−1; +=̂2 9 = C+=2 9 C−1, (2.3.10)

( Ĥ2 9−1 = C
g−1

2 9−1 C−1H2 9−1; Ĥ2 9 = C(Cg2 9 )−1H2 9 ; D̂
0 = CD0C−1; �̂0 = C�0 (C−1)

∏6

<=1
(g2<−1,g2<) )

[D̂0] ◦ [�̂0] ◦ [BV ( ®F ) ( ®̂n)]
′ = [C] ◦ [D0] ◦ [�0] ◦ [BV ( ®F ) ( ®n)]

′ ◦ [C−1] ∈ FBD=.

Here, the last equation uniquely determines (D̂0, �̂0, ®̂n).

Proof. Now, �̂ 9 = 1� 91
−1, Ĝ8 = 1G8 . So, [ �̂ 9 ] = [1]◦[� 9 ]◦[1

−1], [Ĝ8�8 Ĝ
−1
8 ]′ = [1]◦[G8�8G

−1
8 ]′◦[1−1].

0). By Section 2.2, ( ̂̀2 9−1, Ĥ2 9−1, [̂2 9−1) ∈ *−
g−1

2 9−1

× ) ×* is uniquely determined by:

̂̀2 9−1g2 9−1 Ĥ2 9−1[̂2 9−1 = �̂2 9−1 = 1�2 9−11
−1 = 1`2 9−1g2 9−1H2 9−1[2 9−11

−1.

Thus, Ĥ2 9−1 = � (1)
g−1

2 9−1H2 9−1� (1)−1 ∈ ) , as desired. Similarly, Ĥ2 9 = � (1)H2 9 (� (1)−1)g2 9 ∈ ) .

Recall that D̂: = 1D: (1
�: )−1, �: = �: , then we have equalities in FBD=:

[D̂0�̂0] ◦ [BV ( ®F ) ( ®̂n)] = [M̂ ®F] =
6∏

9=1

( [ �̂2 9−1]◦[ �̂2 9 ]◦[ �̂
−1
2 9−1]◦[ �̂

−1
2 9 ])◦

:−1∏

8=1

[Ĝ8�8 Ĝ
−1
8 ]′◦[D̂:�:](2.3.11)

= [1]◦
6∏

9=1

( [�2 9−1]◦[�2 9 ]◦[�
−1
2 9−1]◦[�

−1
2 9 ])◦

:−1∏

8=1

[G8�8G
−1
8 ]′◦[1−1]◦[D̂:�:]

= [1]◦[D0�0]◦[BV ( ®F ) ( ®n)]◦[�
−1
: D−1

: 1−1D̂:�:] = [1]◦[D0�0]◦[BV ( ®F ) ( ®n)]◦[1
−1] .

This equation uniquely determines (D̂0, �̂0, ®̂n ), and we see that ®̂n coincides with the action of 1 ∈ � on

®n ∈ - (V( ®F)) in Definition 1.14. This show 0) and most part of 1).

1). By above, it remains to check the action of 1 = C ∈ ) on ((+= 9 ) 9 , (
+=′8)8).

By the equation â8 ¤F8 =̂8 Î8 = Ĝ8 = CG8 = Ca8 ¤F8=8I8 , we see that =̂8 = C ¤F
−1
8 =8 (C

¤F−1
8 )−1. It follows that

=̂′8 = =̂8�8 =̂
−1
8 �−1

8 = C ¤F
−1
8 =′8 (C

¤F−1
8 )−1. Then +=̂′8 = '+

¤F8
(=̂′8) = C ¤F

−1
8

+=′8 (C
¤F−1
8 )−1, as desired.
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It remains to compute +=̂ 9 . By (2.1.4) and similar to (2.3.11), we get by induction that D̂8 = CD8C
−1.

Similarly, by (2.2.3) and induction, we get D̂ 9 = CD 9 C−1. By the equation ̂̀2 9−1g2 9−1 Ĥ2 9−1[̂2 9−1 =

C`2 9−1g2 9−1H2 9−1[2 9−1C
−1, we see ̂̀2 9−1 = C`2 9−1C

−1, [̂2 9−1 = C[2 9−1C
−1. Similarly, ̂̀2 9 = C`2 9 C

−1,

[̂2 9 = C[2 9 C
−1. Now, by Remark 2.4, we see +=̂ 9 = C+=̂ 9 C−1, as desired. �

2.4. The cell decomposition. Recall that c′′
®F

: " ′′
�
( ®F) → M- ( ®F) = " ′′

�
( ®F)/%� is a principal %�-

bundle. Moreover, " ′′
�
( ®F) � -̃ (V( ®F)) ×∏6

9=1
(*+

g−1
2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

) ×∏:−1
8=1

(*+
¤F8
∩#8) by (2.3.7). Say, V := V( ®F) =

f8ℓ · · ·f81 ∈ FBr+=. Define a �-invariant closed subvariety of )26 × - (V) by

-̃? (V) := -̃ (V) ∩ ()26 × -? (V)) ⊂ )26 × - (V), ? ∈ W(V). (2.4.1)

Then by Lemma 2.5, the �-equivariant decomposition -̃(V) = ⊔?∈W(V) -̃? (V) induces a (resp. �-equivariant)

decomposition of M- ( ®F) (resp. " ′′
�
( ®F)), as desired. It remains to give a more concrete description of

each piece in these decompositions. This reduces to describe -̃? (V).
We start with the following observation: Remember that %� acts freely on " ′′

�
( ®F). By (2.3.10), we then

see that %) = )/K× ⊂ %� preserves and acts freely on -̃ (V) � -̃ (V) × {0} ⊂ " ′′
�
( ®F). It turns out that,

this free action leads to a more concrete description of -̃ (V), which we now pursue.

By Proposition 1.16, -? (V) � (K×) |(? | × K |*? | : ( ®n) = (n<)
1
<=ℓ

↦→ (n ′<)<∈(?⊔*?
. Define

q ®F,? : )26 × (K×) |(? | → )1 : ( ®H = (H 9 )
26

9=1
, (n ′<)<∈(?

) ↦→ �0( ®H)`mon((n ′<)<∈(?
), (2.4.2)

)̃? (V) := q
−1

®F,? (�=) ⊂ )26 × (K×) |(? | .

Here, �0( ®H) is given by (2.2.5), and `mon ((n ′<)<∈(?
) is given by Proposition 1.16 (2). Clearly, q ®F,? :=

q ®F |)26×-? (V) is the composition of q ®F,? with the obvious projection:

q ®F,? : )26 × -? (V) � )26 × (K×) |(? | × K |*? |
։ )26 × (K×) |(? |

q ®F,?

−−−−→ )1.

Hence, we have

-̃? (V) = q−1
®F,?

(�=) = )̃? (V) × K
|*? | . (2.4.3)

In particular, -̃? (V) ≠ ∅ if and only )̃? (V) ≠ ∅.

Also, by Proposition 1.16 and (2.3.9), )26 × (K×) |(? | inherits an action of ) such that, the projection

)26 × -? (V) � )26 × (K×) |(? | × K |*? | ։ )26 × (K×) |(? | is equivariant with respect to the projection

� → ) : 1 ↦→ � (1). Besides, observe that

%) acts freely on -̃? (V) if and only if it does so on )̃? (V). (2.4.4)

Indeed, this is the case if -̃? (V) ≠ ∅ by the observation above.

The key property is the following

Lemma 2.6. The %)-action on )̃? (V) is free if and only if q ®F,? : )26 × (K×) |(? | → )1 is surjective.

Proof. Firstly, we consider the %)-action. For that, we make some preparations:

(1) For any g ∈ (=, define a subgroup of ) by

g) := {C ∈ ) : Cg = C, i.e., C0 = Cg (0) ,∀0 ∈ [=]} ⊂ ). (2.4.5)

So, (0 1)) = {C ∈ ) : C0 = C1} for any transposition (0 1) ∈ (=. Define a subgroup of ) by

�) := {C ∈ ) : Cg = C,∀g ∈ �} ⊂ ), � ⊂ (=; ⇔ �) = ∩g∈�
g) = ∩0∈[=],g∈�

(0 g (0) )). (2.4.6)

(2) By definition, g) = g−1

) . Also, C = Cg1 , C = Cg2 implies that C = Cg1 = (Cg2)g1 = Cg1g2 , so by (1),

�) = 〈� 〉) = 〈� 〉). (2.4.7)

Here, we denote by 〈�〉 ⊂ (= the subgroup generated by � , and

〈�〉 := 〈(0 g(0)),∀0 ∈ [=], g ∈ �〉 ⊂ (=. (2.4.8)
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(3) Let [=] = $1 ⊔ · · · ⊔$A be any partition, denoted by ®$. Define subgroups of ) and (=:

®$) := {C ∈ ) : 0, 1 ∈ $< ⇒ C0 = C1,∀1 ≤ < ≤ A} ⊂ ) ; ( ®$
:= ( |$1 | × · · · × ( |$A | ⊂ (=. (2.4.9)

Then for any subset � ⊂ (=, we have

�) =
®$) ⇔ {$8 : 1 ≤ 8 ≤ A} = {〈�〉-orbits on [=]} ⇔ 〈�〉 = ( ®$

. (2.4.10)

Now, we see that �) = � � if and only if 〈�〉 = 〈�〉. In particular, �) = K× �= if and only if 〈�〉 = (=.

Come back to the proof. The free %)-action on )̃? (V) means: ∀C ∈ ) , ∀((H 9 )
26

9=1
, (n ′<)<∈(?

) ∈ )̃? (V),

we have C · ((H 9 )
26

9=1
, (n ′<)<∈(?

) = ((H 9 )
26

9=1
, (n ′<)<∈(?

) ⇒ C ∈ K× �=. We use Convention 4. Recall by

(2.3.10) that, Ĥ 9 = H 9 if and only if Cg 9 = C. By Proposition 1.16 (1), for any < ∈ (?, n̂ ′< = n ′< if and only if

(C?<−1 )8< = (C?<−1 )8<+1. Equivalently, (C?<−1 )s8< = C?<−1 , i.e.. Cs8< = C, where:

s8< := ?−1
<−1s8< ?<−1 ∈ (=. (2.4.11)

Thus, denote

�? := {g9 : 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 26, s8< : < ∈ (?} ⊂ (=. (2.4.12)

By the preparation above, we conclude that

%) acts freely on )̃? (V) ⇔ �?) = K× �= ⇔ 〈�?〉 = (=. (2.4.13)

On the other hand, we consider the image of q ®F,? . Again, we begin with some preparations:

(1) For any g ∈ (=, define a subgroup of )1 by

g) := {H(H−1)g : H ∈ )} ⊂ )1. (2.4.14)

So, (0 1)) = {K0 (_)K1 (_
−1) : _ ∈ K×} for any transposition (0 1) ∈ (=. For any � ⊂ (=, define �) ⊂ )1

as the subgroup generated by g), g ∈ � , and write �) := 〈g) : g ∈ �〉. Equivalently,

�) = 〈(0 g (0) )) : 0 ∈ [=], g ∈ �〉 = 〈K0 (_)Kg (0) (_
−1) : _ ∈ K× , 0 ∈ [=], g ∈ �〉 ⊂ )1.

(2) By definition, g) = g−1) . Also, as H(H−1)g1g2 = (H(H−1)g2) (Hg2 ((H−1)g2)g1), we have by (1):

�) = 〈� 〉) =
〈� 〉

).

(3) Let [=] = $1 ⊔ · · · ⊔$A be any partition, denoted by ®$. Define a subgroup

®$
) := {C ∈ ) :

∏

@∈$0

C@ = 1,∀1 ≤ 0 ≤ A} ⊂ )1.

Then for any subset � ⊂ (=, we have

�) = ®$
) ⇔ {$8 : 1 ≤ 8 ≤ A} = {〈�〉-orbits on [=]} ⇔ 〈�〉 = ( ®$

.

Now, we see that �) = � � if and only if 〈�〉 = 〈�〉. In particular, �) = )1 if and only if 〈�〉 = (=.

Now, come back to our setting. Observe that s(V) = ∏6

9=1
(g2 9−1, g2 9). Inspired by Proposition 1.16 (2)

and equation (2.2.5), we define an isomorphism

<? : )1
≃
−→ )1 : C ↦→ C(�−1

1 )s(V) ∏

<∈(?

(K8< (−1))s>< (V) .

So Im(q ®F,?) = )1 if and only if Im(<? ◦ q ®F,?) = )1. It suffices to consider the latter.

For any 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 6, denote

2< 9 = 2< 9 ( ®g) :=
9−1∏

<=1

(g2<−1, g2<).

In (2.2.5), observe that

(H
g2 9−1

2 9−1
(H−1

2 9−1)
g2 9−1g2 9 )

∏ 9−1

<=1
(g2<−1,g2<) = H̃2 9−1 ( H̃

−1
2 9−1)

2< 9+1g2 92
−1
< 9 , H̃2 9−1 := H

2< 9 g2 9−1

2 9−1
∈ ),

(H
g2 9−1

2 9
(H−1

2 9 )
(g2 9−1,g2 9 ) )

∏ 9−1

<=1
(g2<−1,g2<) = H̃2 9 ( H̃

−1
2 9 )

2< 9+1g
−1
2 9−1

2−1
< 9 , H̃2 9 = H

2< 9 g2 9−1

2 9
∈ ).

In Proposition 1.16 (2), for each < ∈ (?, observe that

{(K8< (n
′−1
< )K8<+1(n

′
<))

s>< (V) = Ks>< (V) (8< ) (n
′−1
< )Ks>< (V) (8<+1) (n

′
<) : n ′< ∈ K×}

= (s>< (V) (8< ) s>< (V) (8<+1) )) = s>< (V)s8< s>< (V)−1) ⊂ )1.
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Now, by above, (2.2.5), and Proposition 1.16 (2), we have Im(<? ◦ q ®F,?) = �̃?
� , where

�̃? := {2< 9+1g2 9 2
−1
< 9 , 2< 9+1g

−1
2 9−12

−1
< 9 , 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 6; s>< (V)s8<s>< (V)−1, < ∈ (?}. (2.4.15)

Then by the preparation above, we conclude that

Im(<? ◦ q ®F,?) = �̃?
� = )1 ⇔ 〈�̃?〉 = (=. (2.4.16)

Combined with (2.4.13), this shows that the lemma is equivalent to the following statement:

〈�?〉 = (= ⇔ 〈�̃?〉 = (=,

which will follow from the claim below.

Claim: we have 〈�?〉 = 〈�̃?〉.

Proof of Claim. Denote

�g := {g< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 26} ⊂ (=, �̃g := {g̃2 9 := 2< 9+1g2 9 2
−1
< 9 , g̃2 9−1 := 2< 9+1g

−1
2 9−12

−1
< 9 , 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 6} ⊂ (=.

Firstly, we prove by induction that, for each 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 6, we have

〈g< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2 9〉 = 〈g̃< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2 9〉 ⊂ (=. (2.4.17)

In particular, 9 = 6 gives 〈�g〉 = 〈�̃g〉.

For 9 = 1, we have g̃2 = g1g2g
−1
1

, g̃1 = g1g2g
−1
1

g−1
2

g−1
1

. So, g̃−1
2

g̃1g̃2 = g−1
1

∈ 〈g̃1, g̃2〉. It follows that

〈g̃1, g̃2〉 = 〈g−1
1

, g̃2 = g1g2g
−1
1

〉 = 〈g1, g2〉, as desired.

Suppose (2.4.17) holds for ‘< 9’, so

2< 9 ∈ 〈g< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2( 9 − 1)〉 = 〈g̃< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2( 9 − 1)〉.

Observe that g̃−1
2 9

g̃2 9−1 g̃2 9 = 2< 9g
−1
2 9

g−1
2 9−1

(g2 9−1, g2 9)g2 92
−1
< 9 = 2< 9g

−1
2 9−1

2−1
< 9 . It follows that

〈g̃< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2 9〉 = 〈g< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2( 9 − 1), 2< 9g
−1
2 9−12

−1
< 9 , g̃2 9 = 2< 9+1g2 92

−1
< 9 〉

= 〈g< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2( 9 − 1), g−1
2 9−1, (g2 9−1, g2 9)g2 9 = g2 9−1g2 9g

−1
2 9−1〉 = 〈g< : 1 ≤ < ≤ 2 9〉.

This finishes the induction, and hence proves (2.4.17).

Now, observe that s(V) =
∏6

9=1
(g2 9−1, g2 9) ∈ 〈�̃g〉 = 〈�g〉. Thus,

〈�̃?〉 = 〈�g , s(V)
−1s>< (V)s8<s>< (V)

−1s(V), < ∈ (?〉 = 〈�g , s<< (V)−1s8<s<< (V) =: B̃8< , < ∈ (?〉.

Say, (? = {<1 < · · · < <# }. Set �B := {s8< : < ∈ (?} ⊂ , = (=, �̃B := {̃s8< : < ∈ (?} ⊂ , = (=. We

will show that

〈s8<9
, 1 ≤ 9 ≤ !〉 = 〈̃s8<9

, 1 ≤ 9 ≤ !〉. (2.4.18)

In particular, ! = # gives 〈�B〉 = 〈�̃B〉, and the Claim will follow immediately.

For that, we firstly prove by induction that, for each 1 ≤ 9 ≤ # , we have

1∏

@= 9

s
8<@

= ?−1
< 9−1s<< 9+1 (V). (2.4.19)

For 9 = 1, as ?<1−1 = s<<1
(V), we get

∏1
@=1 s8<@

= ?−1
<1−1

s8<1
s<<1

(V) = ?−1
<1−1

s<<1+1 (V). Done.

Suppose (2.4.19) holds for ‘≤ 9’, then

1∏

@= 9+1

s8<@
= s8<9+1

1∏

@= 9

s8<@
= (?−1

< 9+1−1s8<9+1
?< 9+1−1)?

−1
< 9−1s<< 9+1 (V) = ?−1

< 9+1−1s<< 9+1+1 (V).

This finishes the induction, and hence proves (2.4.19).

Now, for any 1 ≤ 9 ≤ # , we have

(
1∏

@= 9−1

s8<@
)−1s8<9

(
1∏

@= 9−1

s8<@
) = (?−1

< 9−1−1s<< 9−1+1 (V))
−1?−1

< 9−1s8<9
?< 9−1 (?

−1
< 9−1−1s<< 9−1+1 (V))

= s<< 9
(V)−1s8<9

s<< 9
(V) = s̃8<9

.

It follows that for any 1 ≤ ! ≤ # , we have

〈s8<9
, 1 ≤ 9 ≤ !〉 = 〈(

1∏

@= 9−1

s8<@
)−1s8<9

(
1∏

@= 9−1

s8<@
), 1 ≤ 9 ≤ !〉 = 〈̃s8<9

, 1 ≤ 9 ≤ !〉.
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This is exactly what we want, hence the claim follows. Done. �

Inspired by the lemma, we make the following

Definition 2.7. For V = V( ®F), define

W∗(V) := {? ∈ W(V) : )̃? (V) ≠ ∅}, (2.4.20)

and any ? ∈ W∗(V) is called an admissible walk. By the proof of Lemma 2.6,

? ∈ W∗(V) ⇔ 〈�?〉 acts transitively on [=] ⇔ 〈�?〉 = (=; ∀? ∈ W(V),

where �? = {g9 : 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 26, s8< = ?−1
<−1

s8< ?<−1 : < ∈ (?} ⊂ (=. Alternatively, denote

�′? := {g9 : 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 26, s̃8< = s<< (V)
−1s8<s<< (V) : < ∈ (?} ⊂ (=.

We have seen that 〈�?〉 = 〈�′?〉, then the same holds if we replace �? above by �′? .

As an immediate corollary of Lemma 2.6, we obtain

Corollary 2.8. If -̃? (V) ≠ ∅, then we have a (�-equivariant) isomorphism

-̃? (V) = )̃? (V) × K
|*? |
� (K×) |(? |+26=−=+1 × K |*? | . (2.4.21)

Proof. If -̃? (V) ≠ ∅, then we know that the %)-action on -̃? (V) is free. By Lemma 2.6, the map

q ®F,? : )26 × (K×) |(? |
� (K×) |(? |+26= → )1 � (K×)=−1 .

is surjective. By (2.3.3), Proposition 1.16 (2), and (2.2.5), the composition <? ◦ q ®F,? is a surjective group

homomorphism of algebraic tori. It follows that

)̃? (V) = q
−1

®F,? (�=) = (<? ◦ q ®F,?)
−1 ((�−1

1 )s(V) ∏

<∈(?

(K8< (−1))s>< (V) ) � (K×) |(? |+26=−=+1 .

Thus, -̃? (V) = )̃? (V) × K
|*? |
� (K×) |(? |+26=−=+1 × K |*? | , as desired. �

Now, denote

= ®F :=
26∑

9=1

|*+
g 9
| +

:−1∑

8=1

|*+
¤F8
∩ #8 | = 26 |* | +

:−1∑

8=1

|#8 | −
1

2
ℓ(V). (2.4.22)

By Lemma 2.5 and Corollary 2.8, we have shown the following

Proposition 2.9. We have a �-equivariant decomposition into locally closed K-subvarieties

" ′′
� ( ®F) = ⊔?∈W∗ (V)"

′′
� ( ®F, ?), " ′′

� ( ®F, ?) := -̃? (V) ×
6∏

9=1

(*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

) ×
:−1∏

8=1

(*+
¤F8
∩ #8).

In particular,

" ′′
� ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × K1 ( ®F,?) = (K×) |(? |+26=−=+1 × K |*? |+= ®F ,

and 0( ®F, ?) + 21( ®F, ?) = 46 |* | + 2∑:−1
8=1

|#8 | + 26= − = + 1 is a constant independent of ®F, ?.

Recall by (2.3.8) that, %� acts freely on " ′′
�
( ®F) and c′′

®F
: " ′′

�
( ®F) → M- ( ®F) = " ′′

�
( ®F)/%� is a

principal %�-bundle. Define

M- ( ®F, ?) := c′′
®F
(" ′′

� ( ®F, ?)) ↩→ M- ( ®F) (2.4.23)

as a locally closed K-subvariety. By base change (see Corollary B.11), the restriction of c′′
®F

c ®F,? : " ′′
� ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × K1 ( ®F,?) → M- ( ®F, ?) = " ′′

� ( ®F, ?)/%�,

is a principal %�-bundle as well as a geometric quotient.

Our first main result improves A. Mellit’s cell decomposition theorem [40, §7]:

Theorem 2.10. If (�1, · · · , �:) ∈ ) : is very generic (Definition 1.1 and Assumption 1.4) of type -, and M-

is nonempty, then there is a decomposition into locally closed affine K-subvarieties

M- = ⊔ ®F∈,26×
∏:−1

8=1
,/, (�8 )

M- ( ®F) = ⊔ ®F∈,26×
∏:−1

8=1
,/, (�8 )

⊔?∈W∗ (V ( ®F ) ) M- ( ®F, ?), (2.4.24)

such that:
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(1) We have

M- ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × A- ( ®F, ?), A- ( ®F, ?) × K
|* |
� K1 ( ®F,?) . (2.4.25)

0( ®F, ?) = 0( ®F, ?) − = + 1 = |(? | + 26= − 2= + 2, 1( ®F, ?) := 1( ®F, ?) − |* |.

In particular, M- ( ®F, ?) is of dimension 0( ®F, ?) + 1( ®F, ?), and

0( ®F, ?) + 21( ®F, ?) = 3- = =2(26 − 2 + :) −
∑

8, 9

(`89 )
2 + 2

is a constant independent of ( ®F, ?).

(2) There exists a unique ( ®Fmax, ?max) such that dimM- ( ®Fmax, ?max) is of maximal dimension 3- . Equiv-

alently, 0( ®Fmax, ?max) = 3- (resp. 1( ®Fmax, ?max) = 0). In particular, M- ( ®Fmax, ?max) is an open dense

algebraic torus:

M- ( ®Fmax, ?max) � (K×)3- , A- ( ®Fmax, ?max) = {pt}.

Proof. (0). By (1.2.8) and Proposition 2.9, the decomposition of M- is clear. Next, we show that M- ( ®F)
is affine. Inspired by (1.2.7), we define a closed (affine) subvariety of " ′

�
( ®F):

"′
� ( ®F) := " ′

� ∩ (
26∏

9=1

�g9� ×
:−1∏

8=1

� ¤F8%8 × {�=}) ⊂ " ′
� ( ®F).

Observe that we have mutually inverse*-equivariant isomorphisms:

*×" ′
� ( ®F) → " ′

� ( ®F) : (D, (�1, · · · , G:−1, �=)) ↦→ (D�1D
−1, · · · , DG:−1, D(D

�: )−1); (2.4.26)

" ′
� ( ®F) → *×"′

� ( ®F) : (�1, · · · , G:−1, D: = D̃(D̃�: )−1) ↦→ (D̃, (D̃−1�1D̃, · · · , D̃
−1G:−1, �=)),

where D̃ ∈ * is uniquely determined by the equation D: = D̃(D̃�: )−1. Thus, " ′
�
( ®F) = " ′

�
( ®F)/*. Recall

that * ⊂ %�par is a normal closed subgroup with quotient %�par/* � %)par = () × ∏:−1
8=1

/ (�8)). Then by

Proposition B.14 and Proposition B.9, we get an isomorphism

M- ( ®F) = " ′
� ( ®F)/%�par � " ′

� ( ®F)/(%�par/*) = "′
� ( ®F)/%)par,

and the quotient map " ′
�
→ M- ( ®F) � "′

�
( ®F)/%)par is a principal %)par-bundle as well as a geometric

quotient, which is unique up to unique isomorphism. However, " ′
� ( ®F) is an affine K-variety and %)par is

reductive, we must have

M- ( ®F) � " ′
� ( ®F)/%)par � "′

� ( ®F)//%)par = Spec O(" ′
� ( ®F))

%)par .

In particular, M- ( ®F) is affine, as desired. It suffices to prove (1) and (2).

(1). We firstly show that M- ( ®F, ?) is affine, the argument is similar to (0).

Recall by (2.3.1), we have a %�par-equvariant isomorphism of K-varieties

(
26∏

9=1

�g9�)×(
:−1∏

8=1

� ¤F8%8)×*
�

−→

*×

6∏

9=1

()2
×(*−

g2 9−1
×*−

g2 9
×*−

g−1
2 9−1

×*−
g−1

2 9

)×(*+
g−1

2 9

×*+
g2 9−1

))×
:−1∏

8=1

(*−
¤F8

×*−
¤F−1
8

×(*+
¤F8
∩ #8)×/ (�8)),

((� 9 )
26

9=1
, (G8)

:−1
8=1 , D:) ↦→ (D0, (H2 9−1, H2 9 , Z

′
2 9−1, Z

′
2 9 , Z2 9−1, Z2 9 ,

+=2 9 , +=2 9−1)
6

9=1
, (b′8 , b8,

+=′8 , I8)
:−1
8=1 ).

Then, " ′
�
( ®F) is a closed affine %�par-subvariety of the latter. Also, " ′

�
( ®F, ?) := " ′′

�
( ®F, ?) ×∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8) ⊂

" ′
�
( ®F) = " ′′

�
( ®F) × ∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8) is a locally closed affine %�par-subvariety. Define

" ′
� ( ®F, ?) := " ′

� ( ®F, ?) ∩ (
26∏

9=1

�g9� ×
:−1∏

8=1

� ¤F8%8 × {�=}) ⊂ " ′
�( ®F)

as a closed subvariety. By the same formula (2.4.26), we obtain an *-equivariant isomorphism:

* × "′
� ( ®F, ?) � " ′

� ( ®F, ?).

Thus, " ′
�
( ®F, ?)/* � "′

�
( ®F, ?) is affine. Recall that ∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8) = (K× × ∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8))/K

× ⊳ %�par with

quotient %�par/
∏:−1

8=1
/ (�8) = %�. Similar to (0), by Proposition B.14, we have isomorphisms

M- ( ®F, ?) = " ′′
� ( ®F, ?)/%� � " ′

�( ®F, ?)/%�par � " ′
� ( ®F, ?)/%)par � Spec O(" ′

� ( ®F, ?))
%)par .

In particular, M- ( ®F, ?) is affine, as desired.
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Secondly, by definition, the quotient map " ′′
�
( ®F, ?) → M- ( ®F, ?) = " ′′

�
( ®F, ?)/%� is a principal %�-

bundle. Notice that* ↩→ %� is a normal closed subgroup with quotient %�/* � %) . Then by Proposition

B.14 and Proposition B.9, the quotient map

p* : " ′′
� ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × K1 ( ®F,?) → P( ®F, ?) := " ′′

� ( ®F, ?)/*

is a principal*-bundle, and the quotient map

@* : P( ®F, ?) → M- ( ®F, ?) = " ′′
� ( ®F, ?)/%�

is a principal %)-bundle. By Lemma B.8, @* is affine, then so is P( ®F, ?), as M- ( ®F, ?) is.

Recall that * only acts on the factor K1 ( ®F,?) of " ′′
�
( ®F, ?) (see also Lemma 2.11 below). Consider the

closed *-subvariety {1}×K1 ( ®F,?) ⊂ " ′′
�
( ®F, ?), by Corollary B.11 and Proposition B.9,

p* |K1 ( ®F,?) : K1 ( ®F,?)
� {1}×K1 ( ®F,?) → A- ( ®F, ?) := p* (K1 ( ®F,?) ) � K1 ( ®F,?)/* ⊂ P( ®F, ?)

is a principal*-bundle as well as a geometric quotient. Also, A- ( ®F, ?) ⊂ P( ®F, ?) is a closed subvariety,

hence affine. Clearly, A- ( ®F, ?) is connected of dimension 1( ®F, ?) = 1( ®F, ?) − |* |. Now, by Proposition

B.15, p* |K1 ( ®F,?) is trivial, i.e. we obtain an *-equivariant isomorphism

* × A- ( ®F, ?) � K
1 ( ®F,?) .

This proves the second isomorphism in (2.4.25).

Thirdly, let’s prove the first isomorphism in (2.4.25). By the uniqueness of geometric quotient, we obtain

an isomorphism

P( ®F, ?) = (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × K1 ( ®F,?) )/* � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × (K1 ( ®F,?)/*) = (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × A- ( ®F, ?).

Recall by (2.4.4) that %) acts freely on the torus factor )̃? (V( ®F)) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) = K |(? |+26=−=+1 of

" ′′
�
( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × K1 ( ®F,?) . By Lemma 2.11 below, this is equivalent to an injective algebraic

group homomorphism %) � (K×)=−1 ↩→ (K×)0 ( ®F,?) . So, up to a coordinate change, we may assume

(K×)0 ( ®F,?)
� (K×)0 ( ®F,?) ×%) , where 0( ®F, ?) = 0( ®F, ?) −=+1, and %) acts via translation on the second

factor. Now, we have

M- ( ®F, ?) = P( ®F, ?)/%) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × (%) × A- ( ®F, ?))/%) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × A- ( ®F, ?),

as desired. Here, in the last step: By Proposition B.9, the natural map (%) × A- ( ®F, ?))/%) → %)/%) =

Spec K is a fiber bundle with fiber A- ( ®F, ?), hence (%) × A- ( ®F, ?))/%) � A- ( ®F, ?).

Finally, it remains to compute 0( ®F, ?) + 21( ®F, ?). By Proposition 2.9, we have

0( ®F, ?) + 21( ®F, ?) = 0( ®F, ?) − = + 1 + 21( ®F, ?) − 2|* |

= (46 |* | + 2
:−1∑

8=1

|#8 | + 26= − = + 1) − = + 1 − 2|* | = (46 − 4) |* | + 2
:∑

8=1

|#8 | + 26= − 2= + 2

= (26 − 2) (=2 − =) +
:∑

8=1

(=2 −
∑

9

(`89 )
2) + 26= − 2= + 2 = (26 − 2 + :)=2 −

∑

8, 9

(`89 )
2 + 2 = 3-,

which is clearly independent of ®F, ?. This completes the proof of (1).

(2). By Lemma 1.2, M- (if nonempty) is connected smooth affine of dimension 3-. So, in the decomposi-

tion, there exists a unique ( ®F, ?) such that M- ( ®F, ?) ⊂ M- is (open dense) of dimension 3-. Moreover,

for all ( ®F, ?) in the decomposition,

dimM- ( ®F, ?) = 0( ®F, ?) + 1( ®F, ?) ≤ 0( ®F, ?) + 21( ®F, ?) = 3- .

Thus, dimM- ( ®F, ?) = 3- ⇔ 1( ®F, ?) = 0 ⇔ 0( ®F, ?) = 0. The rest follows immediately. Done. �

Lemma 2.11. Let � be a connected algebraic group and ) ′ = (K×)<I1 , · · · ,I<
is an algebraic torus, then any

algebraic �-action on ) ′ is identical to an algebraic group homomorphism

d : � → ) ′,

where ) ′ acts on itself by translation. Thus, if � is unipotent, then the �-action on ) ′ is trivial.
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Proof. For any 0 ∈ �, the �-action d on ) ′ induces an isomorphism

d0 : ) ′ ≃
−→ ) ′ : I 9 ↦→ 28 (0)

<∏

8=1

I
08 9
8

,

for some (08 9 ) ∈ �!(=, Z) and 28 (0) ∈ K
× . As d1 = id, by continuity, 08 9 = X8 9 . So, d : � → ) ′ : 0 ↦→

d0 = Diag(21(0), · · · , 2<(0)) becomes an algebraic group morphism. This gives the desired identification.

In addition, if � is unipotent, then any 0 ∈ � is unipotent, hence so is d0 ∈ ) ′, which is also semisimple.

It follows that d0 = id, ∀0 ∈ �. We’re done. �

Question: If - is only generic, does M- contain an open algebraic torus?

Remark 2.12. If ( ®F, ?) ≠ ( ®F<, ?<) in Theorem 2.10, then A- ( ®F, ?) is smooth affine of dimension

1( ®F, ?) > 0, and A- ( ®F, ?) is stably isomorphic to A
1 ( ®F,?)
K

: A- ( ®F, ?) × A
=2−=

2

K
� A

1 ( ®F,?)+ =2−=
2

K
.

This is closely related to the famous Zariski cancellation problem (ZCP):

If . is an affine K-variety of dimension 3 such that . × A1
� A3+1, is . always isomorphic to A3?

The answer is positive if 3 = 1, 2 [1, 20, 44, 49], and negative for 3 ≥ 3 in positive characteristic [24, 25];

For 3 ≥ 3 and char K = 0, the problem is still open.

We tend to believe that A- ( ®F, ?) is not isomorphic to A
1 ( ®F,?)
K

in general, thus providing a systematical

way of constructing counterexamples to ZCP for 3 ≥ 3 and char K = 0. For example, take (6, :, =, -) =

(0, 6, 2, ((1, 1)6)), by a computation similar to Example 2.13 below, we obtain a cell decomposition of M-:

M- = (K∗)6 ⊔ ((K∗)4 × K)⊔12 ⊔ ((K∗)2 × K2)⊔40 ⊔ ⊔80
9=1A 9 ; A 9 × K � K

4,∀1 ≤ 9 ≤ 80.

In other words, the A 9 ’s are 80 potential counterexamples to the 3-dim ZCP in characteristic 0.

2.5. Examples. We illustrate Theorem 2.10 by two examples.

Example 2.13 ((6, :, =, -) = (0, 4, 2, ((12), (12), (12), (12))): Fricke-Klein cubic). Let Σ0,4 := (Σ0, f =

{@1, @2, @3, @4}) be a four-punctured two-sphere, � = �!2 (K). So, ) � (K×)2, and , = (2 = {1, s1 =

(1 2)}. Let - = ((1)2, (1)2, (1)2, (1)2), so - is very generic (Definition 1.1, Assumption 1.4) and

�8 = Diag(08,1, 08,2) ∈ ), 08,1 ≠ 08,2, 1 ≤ 8 ≤ 4;
∏

8, 9

08, 9 = 1,
4∏

8=1

08,k8 (1) ≠ 1,∀k8 ∈ ,. (2.5.1)

Clearly, dimM- = 3- = =2(26 − 2 + :) − ∑:
8=1

∑
9 (`

8
9 )

2 + 2 = 2. The example goes back to [18].

1) We firstly compute the cell decomposition of M- (Theorem 2.10):

M- = ⊔( ®F,?) ∈W∗M- ( ®F, ?), W∗ := {( ®F, ?) : ®F ∈ , :−1 = ,3, ? ∈ W∗(V( ®F))},

M- ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × A- ( ®F, ?), A- ( ®F, ?) × A
|* |
� A1 ( ®F,?)+|* | ,

where |* | = 1, and

0( ®F, ?) = |(? | + 26= − 2= + 2 = |(? | − 2 ≥ 0, 1( ®F, ?) =
1

2
(3- − 0( ®F, ?)) =

1

2
(4 − |(? |) ≥ 0.

Thus, |(? | = 2 or 4. Accordingly, (0( ®F, ?), 1( ®F, ?)) = (0, 1) or (2, 0). By the affirmative answer

[1, 20, 44, 49] to the Zariski cancellation problem in dim ≤ 2, we have

A- ( ®F, ?) � A
1 ( ®F,?) ⇒ M- ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × K1 ( ®F,?) = K or (K×)2.

We would like to compute W∗. For each ®F = ( ¤F1, ¤F2, ¤F3) = (F1, F2, F3) ∈ , :−1 = ,3 = (3
2
, denote

V := V( ®F) and ℓ := ℓ(V). Recall that, for any ? ∈ W(V) ⊂ ,ℓ+1, denote

�? = {s8< = ?−1
<−1s8< ?<−1, < ∈ (?} ⊂ ,,

then ? ∈ W∗(V) if and only if the group 〈�?〉 acts transitively on [2] = {1, 2}.

Note: In this case, it means that 〈�?〉 = , , equivalently, (? ≠ ∅. That is,

W∗(V) = {? ∈ W(V) : (? ≠ ∅} ⊂ W(V).

Recall that, V = V( ®F) = [F1] ◦ [F
−1
1
] ◦ [F2] ◦ [F

−1
2
] ◦ [F3] ◦ [F

−1
3
], so ℓ = ℓ(V) = 2ℓ(F1)+2ℓ(F2)+2ℓ(F3).

If ∃? ∈ W(V) such that (? ≠ ∅, then ℓ(V) > 0, so ℓ(V) ≥ 2, and F8 = s1 = (1 2) for at least one

8 ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Recall that ? is of the form (?ℓ = id, · · · , ?1, ?0 = id) ∈ ,ℓ+1. By Definition 1.15 of a walk,
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there’s no 8 such that (?8+1, ?8) = (id, id) (if we could go up, then we must go up). In particular, we must

have ?1 = s1, ?ℓ−1 = s1. As (? ≠ ∅, we must have ℓ ≥ 4. This means that F8 = s1 = (1 2) for at least two

8 ∈ {1, 2, 3}. We’re left with 4 cases:

(a) ®F = (s1, s1, id) ∈ ,3. Then, V := V( ®F) = f4
1
∈ FBr+2 and ℓ = ℓ(V) = 4. Observe that

W(V) = {(id, s1, id, s1, id), ?
1 = (id, s1, s1, s1, id)} ⊂ ,ℓ+1 = ,5.

ThenW∗(V) = {?1}, with (?1 = {2, 3} ⊂ [ℓ] = [4] = {1, 2, 3, 4},*?1 = {1} ⊂ [4], and � ?1 = {4} ⊂ [4].

Denote ®F1 := (s1, s1, id). By the previous computation, we have

0( ®F1, ?1) = |(?1 | − 2 = 0, 1( ®F1, ?1) =
1

2
(4 − |(?1 |) = 1, M- ( ®F

1, ?1) � K.

(b) Similarly, for ®F2 = (s1, id, s1) ∈ ,3 (resp. ®F3 = (id, s1, s1) ∈ ,3), we have W∗(V( ®F2)) = {?2 =

(id, s1, s1, s1, id)} (resp. W∗ (V( ®F3)) = {?3 = (id, s1, s1, s1, id)}), and

M- ( ®F
2, ?2) � K, M- ( ®F

3, ?3) � K.

(c) ®F = (s1, s1, s1) =: ®F4 ∈ ,3. Then, V := V( ®F4) = f6
1
∈ FBr+2 and ℓ(V) = 6. Observe that

W(V) = {(id, s1, id, s1, id, s1, id), ?
4 = (id, s1, s1, s1, id, s1, id), ?

5 = (id, s1, s1, id, s1, s1, id),

?6 = (id, s1, id, s1, s1, s1, id), ?
7 = (id, s1, s1, s1, s1, s1, id)} ⊂ ,ℓ+1 = ,7.

Thus, W∗(V) = {? ∈ W(V) : (? ≠ ∅} = {? 9 : 4 ≤ 9 ≤ 7}. Denote ®F 9 := (s1, s1, s1), 4 ≤ 9 ≤ 7. So,

M- ( ®F
9 , ? 9 ) � K,∀4 ≤ 9 ≤ 6; M- ( ®F

7, ?7) � (K×)2.

In summary, W∗ = {( ®F 9 , ? 9 ), 1 ≤ 9 ≤ 7}, and the cell decomposition of M- reads:

M- = ⊔7
9=1M- ( ®F

9 , ? 9 ) = K⊔6 ⊔ (K×)2.

The order on indices is admissible (Definition 3.12). Our example matches with [40, §1.4].

2) Let’s give a concrete description of the variety M-. The defining equation of "� reads

G1�1G
−1
1 G2�2G

−1
2 G3�3G

−1
3 G4�4G

−1
4 = id, G8 ∈ �.

with an action of �par = � × )4 via conjugation:

ℎ · (G1, G2, G3, G4) = (ℎ0G1ℎ
−1
1 , ℎ0G2ℎ

−1
2 , ℎ0G3ℎ

−1
3 , ℎ0G4ℎ

−1
4 ), ℎ = (ℎ0, ℎ1, ℎ2, ℎ3, ℎ4) ∈ � × )4.

Denote

" ′
� := "� ∩ (�3 × {�2}) ⊂ "�,

so the defining equation of " ′
�

becomes

G1�1G
−1
1 G2�2G

−1
2 G3�3G

−1
3 �4 = id, G1, G2, G3 ∈ �.

Now by Proposition B.9 and Proposition B.12, we have

M- = "�/%�par � "′
�/%)par, %)par = )4/K× ↩→ %�par = (� × )4)/K× ,

where %)par ↩→ %�par : (ℎ0, ℎ1, ℎ2, ℎ3) ↦→ (ℎ0, ℎ1, ℎ2, ℎ3, ℎ0) acts on " ′
� by:

(ℎ0, ℎ1, ℎ2, ℎ3) · (G1, G2, G3) := (ℎ0G1ℎ
−1
1 , ℎ0G2ℎ

−1
2 , ℎ0G3ℎ

−1
3 ).

Denote - 8 := G8�8G
−1
8 ∈ � · �8 � �/) . Clearly, � · �8 is affine. Define

"′
� (

®-) := {(- 8)3
8=1 ∈

3∏

8=1

� · �8 : -1-2-3�4 = id},

equipped with the action of ) ∋ ℎ0 via conjugation. Then we obtain a cartesian diagram

" ′
� �3

" ′
� (

®-)
∏3

8=1 � · �8 � (�/))3

y

By base change, " ′
� → "′

� (
®-) is a principal )3-bundle. As )3 ↩→ %)par : (ℎ1, ℎ2, ℎ3) ↦→ [id, ℎ1, ℎ2, ℎ3]

is a normal subgroup with quotient %) ∋ [ℎ0], by Proposition B.14, we have

M- � " ′
�/%)par � ("′

�/)
3)/%) � "′

� (
®-)/%).
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Clearly, the conjugate action of ℎ0 = Diag(ℎ0,1, ℎ0,2) ∈ ) on - 8 is:

ℎ0 · -
8 =

(
- 8

11
ℎ0,1-

8
12
ℎ−1

0,2

ℎ0,2-
8
21
ℎ−1

0,1
- 8

22

)
.

Denote

H3 := Tr(-1-2 = (-3�4)
−1), H1 := Tr(-2-3 = (�4-

1)−1), H2 := Tr(�−1
4 -3�4-

1 = �−1
4 (-2)−1).

Then a direct computation shows that, M- is a (smooth) affine cubic surface defined by

3∑

8=1

det�8H
2
8 + H1H2H3 − det�−1

4

∑

cyclic rotation on 1,2,3

(Tr�4Tr�1 + Tr�−1
2 Tr�−1

3 )H1 (2.5.2)

+ det�−1
4 (

4∑

8=1

Tr�8Tr�−1
8 + Tr�1Tr�2Tr�3Tr�4 − 4) = 0.

Note: when det�8 = 1,∀1 ≤ 8 ≤ 4, this recovers the Fricke-Klein cubic [18], [21, §5].

Next, we consider a rank 3 example.

Example 2.14 ((6, :, =, -) = (0, 3, 3, ((13), (13), (13)))). Let Σ0,3 := (Σ0, f = {@1, @2, @3}) be the pair of

pants, � = �!3 (K). So, , = (3. Let - = ((13), (13), (13)). So, - is very generic and

�8 = Diag(08,1, 08,2, 08,3) ∈ ), 08,1, 08,2, 08,3 : pairwise distinct;
∏

8, 9

08, 9 = 1,
3∏

8=1

08,k8 (1) ≠ 1,∀k8 ∈ ,.

Clearly, dimM- = 3- = =2(26 − 2 + :) − ∑:
8=1

∑
9 (`

8
9 )

2 + 2 = 9 − 3 × 3 + 2 = 2.

By a similar computation, the cell decomposition of M- reads:

M- = ⊔9
9=1M- ( ®F

9 , ? 9 ) = K⊔8 ⊔ (K×)2. (2.5.3)

We have ordered the indices so that we get an admissible total order (Definition 3.12).

3. Dual boundary complexes of character varieties

3.1. Preliminaries on dual boundary complexes.

3.1.1. Setup. Let - be a smooth quasi-projective K-variety.

Definition 3.1. A log compactification of - is a smooth projective variety - with simple normal crossing

(snc) boundary divisor m- = - \ - . Moreover, we say that m- is very simple normal crossing, if every

nonempty finite intersection of its irreducible components is connected.

By Hironaka’s resolution of singularities, a log compactification (-, m-) always exists. By blowing up

further if necessary, m- will be very simple normal crossing. Say, we’re in this case.

Definition 3.2. The dual boundary complex Dm- is a simplicial complex such that:

• Vertices of Dm- are in one-to-one correspondence with the irreducible components of m- ;

• : vertices of Dm- spans a (: − 1)-simplex if and only if the corresponding irreducible components have

non-empty intersection.

Proposition 3.3 ([10]). The homotopy type of Dm- is an invariant of - . i.e. independent of the choice of

the log compactification (-, m-).

Example 3.4. For any two quasi-projective smooth varieties -,. , take the log compactifications -,.

separately, then - × . is a log compactification of - × . with m (- × . ) = m- × . ∪m-×m. - × m. . By a

direct calculation, we then have a homotopy equivalence:

Dm (- × . ) ∼ Dm- ★Dm., (3.1.1)

where ‘★’ stands for the join of simplicial complexes. Clearly, DmK ∼ ∗ and DmK∗ ∼ (0. Thus,

Dm (A1 × . ) ∼ ∗,

i.e. the dual boundary complex of A1 × . is contractible. As another example, we have

Dm (K×)3 ∼ (0 ★Dm (K×)3−1 ∼ · · · ∼ (3−1.
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The cohomology with rational coefficients of a dual boundary complex is computed by:

Proposition 3.5 (See e.g. [48]). Let - be a connected smooth quasi-projective complex variety of dimension

3, then the reduced rational (co)homology of the dual boundary complex corresponds to one piece of the

weight filtration:

�̃8−1 (Dm-,Q) � Gr,23�
23−8 (- (K),Q), �̃8−1 (Dm-,Q) � Gr,0 �8

2 (- (K),Q).

The latter is equivalent to the former by Poincaré duality. More recently, the author has provided a motivic

generalization, encoding the integral cohomology of the dual boundary complex:

Proposition 3.6 ([59, Prop.0.2]). For any smooth complex quasi-projective variety - , we have

�8−1 (Dm- ;Z) � �
8,0
W,2

(- ;Z), (3.1.2)

where �
0,1
W,2

(- ;Z) is the integral singular weight cohomology with compact support of - defined via

motives.

3.1.2. A remove/reduction lemma. In a case, one can simplify the computation of dual boundarycomplexes:

Lemma 3.7. [55, Lem.2.3] Let - be a smooth irreducible quasi-projective K-variety, and / ⊂ - be a

smooth irreducible closed subvariety of smaller dimension with complement*. If #/ is the normal bundle

of / in - , then we have a natural homotopy cofiber sequence

Dm/ ∼ DmP(#/) → Dm- ∼ DBl/ (-) → Dm*.

In particular, if Dm/ ∼ pt, then the natural map Dm- → Dm* is a homotopy equivalence.

By an inductive procedure, one may obtain a further simplification:

Lemma 3.8. [55, Prop.2.6] Let - be a smooth irreducible quasi-projective K-variety with a non-empty

open subset *. If the complement / = - \ * admits a finite decomposition into locally closed smooth

subvarieties / 9 such that: Dm/ 9 ∼ ∗; there is a total order on the indices such that ∪ 9≤0/ 9 is closed for all

0. Then the natural map Dm- → Dm* is a homotopy equivalence.

This will be our key tool for computing the dual boundary complex of the character variety M-.

3.1.3. A fibration over the dual boundary complex. For completeness, we review “the fibration at infinity”

associated to any connected smooth quasi-projective K-variety, say - . For - = M�, such a fibration U

appeared in the statement of the geometric P=W conjecture 0.1.

Fix any log compactification (-, � = m-) with � very simple normal crossing. Fix a Riemann metric

on - . For 0 < X ≪ 1, let #X (�) ⊂ - be the X-neighborhood of �. Let �8 , 8 ∈ � = {1, 2, · · · , <} be the

irreducible components of �. For each 8, let #X (�8) ⊂ - be the X-neighborhood of �8 , which is a tubular

neighborhood of �8 . Then {#X (�8)}8∈� is an open cover of #X (�), and

∩1≤ 9≤A#X (�8 9 ) ≠ ∅ ⇔ ∩1≤ 9≤A�8 9 ≠ ∅. (3.1.3)

Now, take any partition of unity {d8}8∈� associated to this cover. That is, d8 ∈ �∞ (#X (�)) s.t.:

(1) 0 ≤ d8 ≤ 1 and
∑

8∈� d8 = 1.

(2) For each 8, the support Suppd8 is a compact subset contained in #X (�8).

Then define a map

U = U[{d8}] : #X (�) → D�, U(G) :=

<∑

8=1

d8 (G)E8,

where E8 is the vertex of D� corresponding to �8 . By (3.1.3), the map is indeed well-defined.

Claim: the map U, up to homotopy, is independent of the choice of partition of unity.

Proof of Claim. Indeed, for any other partition of unity {d̃8}, we get a continuous family of partitions of

unity {dC
8

:= (1 − C)d8 + C d̃8}8∈� , parameterized by C ∈ [0, 1]. Apply the above definition, we then obtain a

continuous family of maps UC =
∑

dC8 E8 : #X (�) → D�. �

Remark 3.9. By the Claim and Proposition 3.3, the map obtained by composition

U : #∗
X (�) = #X (�) \ � ↩→ #X (�)

U
−→ Dm-, (3.1.4)

is well-defined up to homotopy.
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3.2. Dual boundary complexes of very generic character varieties. Here’s our main result:

Theorem 3.10. The weak geometric P=W conjecture 0.2 for very generic character varieties holds: If

(�1, · · · , �:) ∈ ) : is very generic (Definition 1.1, Assumption 1.4) of type -, and M- is nonempty, then we

have a homotopy equivalence

DmM- ∼ (3-−1, 3- = dimM- .

It relies on the following lemma:

Lemma 3.11 ([59, Cor.0.3]). If . is a K-variety stably isomorphic to Aℓ , ℓ ≥ 1, then Dm. is contractible.

Proof of Theorem 3.10. By Theorem 2.10, we get a decomposition into locally closed subvarieties

M- = ⊔
®F∈,26×

∏:−1
8=1

,/, (�8 )
M- ( ®F) = ⊔

®F∈,26×
∏:−1
8=1

,/, (�8 )
⊔?∈W∗ (V ( ®F) )M- ( ®F, ?),

M- ( ®F, ?) � (K×)0 ( ®F,?) × A- ( ®F, ?), A- ( ®F, ?) × K
|* |
� K1 ( ®F,?) ,

and dimM- ( ®F, ?) = 3- if and only if ( ®F, ?) = ( ®Fmax, ?max), that is, 0( ®F, ?) = 3-, i.e., 1( ®F, ?) =

dimA- ( ®F, ?) = 0. Thus, for any ( ®F, ?) ≠ ( ®Fmax, ?max), by (3.1.1) and Lemma 3.11, we have

DmM- ( ®F, ?) ∼ Dm (K
×)0 ( ®F,?) ★DmA- ( ®F, ?) ∼ Dm (K

×)0 ( ®F,?) ★ pt ∼ pt.

To apply Lemma 3.8, it remains to produce an admissible total order (Definition 3.12) on

W∗ := {( ®F, ?) : ®F ∈ ,26 ×
:−1∏

8=1

,/, (�8), ? ∈ W∗ (V( ®F))}. (3.2.1)

This is done in Corollary 3.15 below. Thus, by Lemma 3.8, with - = M- and* = M- ( ®F<, ?<) = (K×)3- ,

we get a homotopy equivalence DmM-

∼
−→ DmM- ( ®F<, ?<) ∼ (3-−1, as desired. �

To finish the proof of our main theorem, we’re left with the question of admissible total orders.

Definition 3.12. Let - = ⊔8∈�/8 be a finite decomposition of a K-variety into locally closed subvarieties.

We say that a total order ≤ on � is admissible, if

/≤0 := ∪8∈� :8≤0/8 ⊂ -

is closed, all 0 ∈ � . In particular, for the maximal index < ∈ � , * := /< ⊂ - is open.

In this case, we call (- = ⊔8∈�/8 , ≤) an admissible decomposition.

For simplicity, we also denote

�≤0 := {8 ∈ � : 8 ≤ 0}, �<0 := {8 ∈ � : 8 < 0}, /<0 := ∪8∈�<0
/8 .

Observe that �<8 = �≤<<8
, where <<8 is the maximal element of �<8 . It follow by definition that, /<8 ⊂

/≤8 ⊂ - are two closed subsets. Hence, the complement /8 = /≤8 \ /<8 ⊂ /≤8 is open.

Lemma 3.13. Let (- = ⊔8∈�/8 , ≤) be an admissible decomposition. Suppose that, for each 8 ∈ � , we have

an admissible decomposition (/8 = ⊔ 9∈�8
/8, 9 , ≤). Denote �̃ := {(8, 9) : 8 ∈ �, 9 ∈ �8} � ⊔8∈��8 , and define a

total order on �̃ by

(8, 9) ≤ (8′, 9 ′) ⇔ 8 < 8′, or 8 = 8′ and 9 ≤ 9 ′.

Then (- = ⊔
(8, 9) ∈ �̃

/8, 9 , ≤) is an admissible decomposition.

Proof. Clearly, we have a decomposition of - into locally closed subvarieties - = ⊔
(8, 9) ∈ �̃

/8, 9 . It suffices to

show that the total order ≤ on �̃ is admissible. Indeed, we have

/≤ (8, 9 ) = /<8 ∪ (/8)≤ 9 ↩→ /<8 ∪ /8 = /≤8 ↩→ -.

By assumption, /≤8 ⊂ - and (/8)≤ 9 ⊂ /8 are closed. By the observation above, the composition

/≤8 \ /≤8, 9 = /8 \ (/8)≤ 9 ⊂ /8 ⊂ /≤8

is then open. So, the complement /≤8, 9 is closed in /≤8, hence also closed in - . Done. �
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Next, consider the Bruhat cell decomposition � = ⊔ ¤F∈,/, (%)� ¤F%, where , (%) is the Weyl group of

a Levi subgroup of %. Recall that there is a Bruhat partial order on ,/, (?): ¤_ ≤ ¤̀ if and only if

� ¤_% ⊂ � ¤̀%. That is, � ¤̀% = ⊔ ¤_≤ ¤̀� ¤_%. It follows that any total order extending the Bruhat partial order is

admissible. From now on, we alway fix such an extension.

Let V ∈ Br+= be a =-strand positive braid with a braid presentation V = f8ℓ ◦ · · ·f81 as usual. Recall that

the braid variety - (V) has a �-equivariant decomposition (1.4.9):

- (V) = ⊔?∈W(V)-? (V).

Lemma 3.14. There exists a natural admissible total order on W(V).

Proof. For each ? = (?ℓ = id, · · · , ?1, ?0 = id) ∈ W(V), define locally closed subvarieties of - (V):

-(?8 , · · · , ?0 ) (V) = ∩1≤ 9≤8 5
−1

9 (�? 9�); 5 9 : - (V) → � : ®n = (n8)
1
8=ℓ ↦→ B8 9 (n 9 ) · · ·B81 (n1). (3.2.2)

So, -(?8 , · · · , ?0 ) (V) = ⊔?8+1∈,-(?8+1 , · · · , ?0 ) (V). Then by the Bruhat cell decomposition, have

-(≤ ?8+1, ?8 , · · · , ?0 ) (V) = ∪F≤ ?8+1
-(?8 , · · · , ?0 ) (V) ∩ 5

−1

8+1 (�F�),

hence is closed in -(?8 , · · · , ?0 ) (V). In other words, the Bruhat total order on

,(?8 , · · · , ?0 ) := {?8+1 ∈ , : -(?8+1 , · · · , ?0 ) (V) ≠ ∅} ⊂ ,

is admissible. Then by induction, Lemma 3.13 induces an admissible total order ≤ on W(V). �

Finally, as promised in the proof of Theorem 3.10, we obtain

Corollary 3.15. There is a natural admissible total order on the cell decomposition:

M- = ⊔( ®F,?) ∈W∗M- ( ®F, ?),

such that ( ®F<, ?<) is the maximal index.

Proof. This is more or less a consequence of Lemma 3.14, and the argument is similar.

Firstly, consider the decomposition

M- = ⊔
®F∈,26×

∏:−1
8=1

,/, (�8 )
M- ( ®F).

Let’s show that it’s admissible: there exists an admissible total order on,26 ×∏:−1
8=1

,/, (�8). Equivalently

by definition (1.2.8) and (1.2.7), it means the equivariant decomposition

" ′
� = ⊔

®F∈,26×
∏:−1
8=1

,/, (�8 )
" ′

� ( ®F)

is admissible. Indeed, similar to the proof of Lemma 3.14, by Lemma 3.13, we obtain an admissible

total order on ,26 × ∏:−1
8=1

,/, (�8 ) as the compositions of the total Bruhat orders on � = ⊔F∈,�F� and

� = ⊔ ¤F8 ∈,/, (�8 )
� ¤F8%8 .

Now, again by Lemma 3.13, it suffices to show that the decomposition

M- ( ®F) = ⊔?∈W∗ (V ( ®F) )M- ( ®F, ?)

is admissible. By definition (2.4.23), it suffices to show that the equivariant decomposition

" ′′
� ( ®F) = ⊔?∈W∗ (V ( ®F) )"

′′
� ( ®F, ?)

in Proposition 2.9 is admissible. By (2.3.7), it amounts to show that the equivariant decomposition

-̃ (V( ®F)) = ⊔?∈W∗ (V ( ®F) ) -̃? (V( ®F))

defined by (2.3.4), (2.4.1) is admissible. By definition, this follows from Lemma 3.14. �

Remark 3.16. If M- is only generic, a weaker result holds: DmM- is a rational homology (3- − 1)-
sphere. This can be shown by a completely different argument using the curious hard Lefschetz property

[40, Thm.1.5.3]. For example, see [41, Rmk.7.0.7].
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3.3. Further directions. To establish the weak geometric P=W conjecture 0.2 for generic but not neces-

sarily very generic character varieties M-, we are left with two open problems: (�). �∗(DmM-;Z) is

torsion-free; (� �). c1(DmM-) = 1. We give some comments.

Lemma 3.17. [59, Lem.3.1], Let - be a smooth connected affine algebraic variety of dimension ≥ 3, with

any log compactification (-, � = - − -). Then Dm- is connected and we have a natural surjection

c1(-) ։ c1(-) ≃ c1(�) ։ c1(Dm-).

Assuming (�), observe that (� �) is more or less manageable. If dimM- > 2, by Remark 3.16, (�), and

Lemma 3.17, (� �) holds once we know that c1(M-) is abelian, which is expected to be the case. If M-

is very generic, by Theorem 2.10, M- contains an open dense algebraic torus (K×)3- , which induces a

surjection c1((K
×)3- ) = Z3- ։ c1(M-). This confirms that c1(M-) is abelian. If M- is only generic,

we expect that M- still contains an open dense algebraic torus, then the same argument applies.

Alternatively, we consider a case when M- is only generic. Let N(=, 21) be the moduli space of stable

rank = holomorphic bundles of degree 21 on a Riemann surface Σ6 of genus 6. In [15, Thm.3.1], the

Yang-Mills functional was used as a Morse-Bott function to show that c1(N (=, 21)) is abelian, if =, 21 are

coprime and (6, =) ≠ (2, 2). In this case, )∗N(=, 21) is open dense in MDol(=, 21), the Dolbeault moduli

space of stable rank = Higgs bundles of degree 21 on Σ6. So, we obtain a surjection c1(N (=, 21)) ≃

c1()
∗N(=, 21)) ։ c1(MDol(=, 21)), and hence c1(MDol(=, 21)) is also abelian. Under NAH, we get a

diffemorphismMDol(=, 21) ≃ M� (=, 21), withM� (=, 21) = M-, : = 1, - = ((=)), and�1 = exp(− 2c821

=
).

Then, c1(M� (=, 21)) and c1(M� (=, 21)) are abelian. See also [19, Prop.6.30]. We expect that such an

argument works more generally.

Now, we speculate on (�). By Proposition 3.6, (�) amounts to part of the weight cohomology with

compact support �
0,0
W,2

(M-;Z) being torsion-free. We refer to [59, §1] for a quick review on weight

cohomology with compact support. Indeed, examples suggest that the following much more general

statement should hold for all generic character varieties:

(1) The weight cohomology with compact support �
0,1
W,2

(M-;Z),∀0, 1 ≥ 0 is always torsion-free;

(2) The integral cohomological descent spectral sequence [23, Thm.3] for M-

�
0,1
2

= �
0,1
W,2

(- ;Z) ⇒ �0+1
2 (- (C);Z)

degenerates at �2. In particular, �
9
2 (M-;Z) = ⊕0+1= 9�

0,1
W,2

(M-;Z) is torsion-free.

Notice that such a degeneration fails dramatically for general varieties, it’s then natural to ask that what is

the reason behind the degeneration for character varieties. Due to the motivic nature of �
0,1
W,2

(- ; �), we are

led to expect that the motives with compact support of generic character varieties take some simple form,

in a way compatible with the HLRV conjecture [27, Conj.1.2.1-1.2.2].

Finally, we give a remark on a motivic study of character varieties.

Remark 3.18. Recall that A. Mellit has established the curious hard Lefschetz (CHL) theorem [40] for all

generic character varieties M-:

l< ∪ − : Gr,3-−2< �8
2 (M-;C)

≃
−→ Gr,3-+2< �8+2<

2 (M- : C),

wherel is the canonical holomorphic symplectic form obtained from quasi-Hamiltonian geometry. Adapted

to our setting, his proof can be divided into two main steps: First, prove CHL for very generic character

varieties using the cell decomposition and a gluing property for CHL; Second, reduce CHL of generic M-

to that of very generic character varieties by a degeneration argument:

(1) By varying the monodromy at a virtual puncture, M- is embedded into a central fiber of a singular

family of character varieties. By taking a resolution of the latter, M- fits into a cartesian diagram (left)

which is morally a base change of the cartesian diagram (right)

-=1
sm -1

sm -sm

M- = -=1
sing

-1
sing

-sing

c-

8-

c- c-

8-

�/� #̃ �̃

{1} # �

c

8

c c

8
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where c : �̃ → � = �!= (C) is the Grothendieck-Springer resolution and # is the subvariety of unipotent

matrices. Moreover, -1
sm behaves like a very generic character variety, satisfying CHL with middle weight

3- + 2 dim�/�;

(2) The BBDG decomposition theorem [3] for the Springer resolution c : #̃ → # implies a natural

isomorphism of mixed Hodge complexes of sheaves:

('c∗C#̃ )
−
� 8∗C(− dim�/�) [−2 dim�/�],

where (−)− stands for the sign component as a (=-representation;

(3) By base change, there is a natural isomorphism of mixed Hodge complexes of sheaves:

('c-∗-
1
sm)

−
� 8-∗C-=1

sing
(− dim�/�) [−2 dim�/�] .

Passing to cohomology with compact support, this induces an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures:

�∗
2 (-

1
sm;C)− � �∗

2 (-
=1
sing;C) (− dim�/�) [−2 dim�/�] .

(4) The above isomorphism is compatible with the Lefschetz operator l ∪ −. Then, by the CHL for -1
sm,

M- = -=1
sing

satisfies CHL with middle weight 3- .

Given the discussion above, it seems natural to pose the following question:

Does the degenerating argument for proving CHL for character varieties admit a motivic improvement?

If so, such a motivic result could be used to detect the integral cohomology of the dual boundary complex of

generic but not necessarily very generic character varieties. The latter is the main obstruction for us to prove

the full weak geometric P=W conjecture 0.2. There’re at least two main challenges in the motivic question:

1. Existence of a motivic lifting/variation of the decomposition theorem for the Springer resolution? For

the rational version, see [16]; 2. The six functor formalism for integral motivic sheaves. For related work,

see [7, 56].

Appendix A. Cell decomposition of braid varieties

We’ll prove Proposition 1.16. We use the notations of Definition 1.14, 1.15. Let ? ∈ W(V), 0 ≤ < ≤ ℓ.

Define a closed subvariety of A< and subsets of [ℓ]:

-<
? (V) := ∩1≤ 9≤< 5 −1

9 (�? 9�) ⊂ A
<, -0

? (V) = pt. (A.0.1)

*<
? := *? ∩ [<], (<? := (? ∩ [<], �<

? := � ? ∩ [<] . ⇒ [<] = *<
? ⊔ �<

? ⊔ (<? .

Lemma A.1. We have ?(- (V)) ⊂ W(V). Moreover, for any ? ∈ W(V) and 1 ≤ < ≤ ℓ,

-<
? (V) �




Kn ′< × -<−1
? (V) if ?< = s8< ?<−1 > ?<−1 (go-up);

-<−1
? (V) if ?< = s8< ?<−1 < ?<−1 (go-down);

K×
n ′<

× -<−1
? (V) if s8< ?<−1 < ?<−1 and ?< = ?<−1 (stay).

Proof. For any ®n ∈ Aℓ , denote ? := ?( ®n) ∈ ,ℓ+1.

(1) If s8< ?<−1 > ?<−1, that is, ℓ(s8< ?<−1) = ℓ(?<−1) + 1. By Proposition 1.10, we have

[B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)] = [B8< (n<)] ◦ [B8<−1
(n<−1) · · ·B81 (n1)] ∈ BD=;⇒ ?< = s8< ?<−1 (go-up).

Let’s define a parameter n ′< ∈ K: By the unique decomposition

�?<−1� = �?<−1*
−
?<−1

: B8<−1
(n<−1) · · ·B81 (n1) = 1<−1 (n<−1, · · · , n1)?<−1!

−
?<−1

(n<−1, · · · , n1),

we get 1<−1 ∈ �. Then n ′< ∈ K and 1< ∈ � are uniquely determined by the equation

[B8< (n<)] ◦ [1<−1] = [1<] ◦ [B8< (n
′
<)] ∈ FBD=. (A.0.2)

Or, by Proposition 1.10: [B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)] = [1<] ◦ [B8< (n
′
<)] ◦ [?<−1] ◦ [!−

?<−1
] ∈ BD=. In fact,

n ′< = (1<−1)
−1
8< ,8<

(1<−1)8<+1,8<+1n< + (1<−1)
−1
8<,8<

(1<−1)8<,8<+1. (A.0.3)

This shows that -<
? (V) � Kn ′

<
× -<−1

? (V).
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(2) If ?′
<−1

:= s8< ?<−1 < ?<−1. So, ℓ(?<−1 = s8< ?′
<−1

) = ℓ(?′
<−1

) + 1. By Proposition 1.10,

�s8< ?′<−1� = *−
s−1
8<

s8<�?
′
<−1*

−
?′
<−1

: B8<−1
(n8<−1

) · · ·B81 (n1) = H8< (2<−1)s8<1
′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

.

So, [B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)] = [s8<H8< (n< + 2<−1)s8<1
′
<−1

?′
<−1

!−
?′
<−1

] ∈ BD=. Define n ′< ∈ K by

� = )* : 1′<−1 = �′
<−1D

′
<−1; s8<H8< (n< + 2<−1)s8<�

′
<−1 = �′

<−1s8<H8< (n
′
<)s8< . (A.0.4)

More concretely, write �′
<−1

= Diag((�′
<−1

)1, · · · , (�
′
<−1

)=) ∈ ) , then we have

n ′< = (�′
<−1)

−1
8<+1(n< + 2<−1) (�

′
<−1)8< . (A.0.5)

By the Bruhat cell decomposition for �!(2,K), we have:

s8<H8< (n
′
<)s8< =

{
�= n ′< = 0;

0′<s8<3
′
< ∈ �s8<*−

s8<
, n ′< ≠ 0.

0′< = K8< (−n ′−1
< )K8<+1 ( n

′
< )H8< (−n ′< ) , 3′< = H8< ( n ′−1

< ), (A.0.6)

according to the following computation:
(

0 1

1 0

) (
1 n ′<
0 1

) (
0 1

1 0

)
=

(
−(n ′<)

−1 0

0 n ′<

) (
1 −n ′<
0 1

) (
0 1

1 0

) (
1 (n ′<)

−1

0 1

)
.

(2.a) If n ′< = 0, then

[B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)] = [1′<−1?
′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

] ⇒ ?< = ?′<−1 = s8< ?<−1 (go-down).

This shows that -<
? (V) � -<−1

? (V).
(2.b) If n ′< ≠ 0, then by Proposition 1.10, we have:

[B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)] = [�′
<−10

′
<s8<3

′
<D

′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

] = [�′
<−10

′
<s8<3

′
<] ◦ [D

′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

] ∈ BD=,

and B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1) ∈ �s8< ?′
<−1

�. So, ?< = ?<−1 (stay), and -<
? (V) � K×

n ′
<
× -<−1

? (V).

Now, if ®n ∈ - (V), then ?0 = ?ℓ = id by definition. So, ? ∈ W(V). Done. �

Now, we fulfill our promise:

Proof of Proposition 1.16. (0). The action of 1 ∈ � on ®n ∈ - (V) is uniquely determined by

[1̃<] ◦ [B8< (n̂<)] ◦ · · · ◦ [B81 (n̂1)] = [B8< (n<)] ◦ · · · ◦ [B81 (n1)] ◦ [1−1] ∈ FBD= . (∀1 ≤ < ≤ ℓ)

Apply 6− (Definition 1.6), we see -? (V) is �-invariant. The rest follows from Lemma A.1.

(1). By above, 1̃< ∈ � and n̂< ∈ K are determined inductively by

[1̃<] ◦ [B8< (n̂<)] = [B8< (n<)] ◦ [1̃<−1] ∈ FBD=. (A.0.7)

By diagram calculus (Lemma 1.7), 1̃< ∈ )*+
s8<

, and by induction, 1̃< ∈ *+
s8<

if 1 = D ∈ *.

(1.a). If 1 = D ∈ *, so 1̃< = D̃< ∈ *+
s8<

. Again by diagram calculus, have *+
s8<

- = -*+
s8<

, ∀- ∈ ), - =

s8< , or - = H8< (2). In particular, we can define D̃′< ∈ * by

D̃−1
< �′

<−1s8<H8< (n
′
<)s8< = �′

<−1s8<H8< (n
′
<)s8< D̃

′−1
< .

If < ∈ (?, so ?< = ?<−1 = B8< ?′
<−1

and n ′< ≠ 0. By the decomposition (1.3.7), we compute

[B8< (n̂<) · · ·B81 (n̂1)] = [D̃−1
< B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)D

−1]

= [D̃−1
< �′

<−1s8<H8< (n
′
<)s8<D

′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

D−1] (By (2.1) in the proof of Lemma A.1)

= [�′
<−1s8<H8< (n

′
<)s8< D̃

′−1
< D′<−1(?

′
<−1!

+
?′
<−1

(!−
?′
<−1

D−1)?′−1
<−1)?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

(!−
?′
<−1

D−1)]

= [�̂′
<−1s8<H8< (n̂

′
<)s8< D̂

′
<−1?

′
<−1 !̂

−
?′
<−1

] ∈ BD=,

where the last equality gives: !̂−
?′
<−1

∈ *−
?′
<−1

, D̂′
<−1

∈ *, �̂′
<−1

= �′
<−1

, and n̂ ′< = n ′<, as desired.

(1.b). By diagram calculus (Lemma 1.7), for any _ = Diag(_1, · · · , _=) ∈ ) , we have

[B 9 (n)] ◦ [_−1] = [s 9H 9 (n)] ◦ [_−1] = [(_s 9 )−1] ◦ [s 9H 9 (_ 9_
−1
9+1n)] = [(_s 9 )−1] ◦ [B 9 (_ 9_

−1
9+1n)] .

Then by (A.0.7) and induction, we obtain

n̂< = (Cs8<−1
···s81 )8< (C

s8<−1
···s81 )−1

8<+1n< = C (s8<−1
···s81 )

−1 (8< ) C
−1
(s8<−1

···s81 )
−1 (8<+1)

n<, 1̃< = (Cs8< ···s81 )−1.
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(1.b.1). If < ∈ *? , then ?< = s8< ?<−1. By (1) in the proof of Lemma A.1,

1̂<−1?<−1 !̂
−
?<−1

= B8<−1
(n̂<−1) · · ·B81 (n̂1) = 1̃−1

<−1B8<−1
(n<−1) · · ·B81 (n1)C

−1 = 1̃−1
<−11<−1?<−1!

−
?<−1

C−1 .

Then a simple computation gives 1̂<−1 = Cs8<−1
···s81 1<−1 (C

?<−1 )−1, !̂−
?<−1

= C!−
?<−1

C−1. So,

[B8< (n̂<)] ◦ [1̂<−1] = [Cs8< ···s81 B8< (n<) (C
s8<−1

···s81 )−1] ◦ [Cs8<−1
···s81 1<−1 (C

?<−1 )−1]

= [Cs8< ···s81 ] ◦ [1<] ◦ [B8< (n
′
<)] ◦ [(C?<−1 )−1] = [1̂<] ◦ [B8< (n̂

′
<)] ∈ FBD=.

This implies that

n̂ ′< = (C?<−1 )8< (C
?<−1 )−1

8<+1n
′
<, 1̂< = Cs8< ···s81 1<(C

?< )−1.

(1.b.2). If < ∈ (?, so ?< = ?<−1 = B8< ?′
<−1

and n ′< ≠ 0. By (2.1) in the proof of Lemma A.1,

[B8< (n̂<) · · ·B81 (n̂1)] = [1̃−1
< B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1)C

−1]

= [1̃−1
< �′

<−1s8<H8< (n
′
<)s8<D

′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

C−1] = [�̂′
<−1s8<H8< (n̂

′
<)s8< D̂

′
<−1?

′
<−1 !̂

−
?′
<−1

] ∈ BD=.

Then a simple computation gives

�̂′
<−1 = Cs8< ···s81 �′

<−1 (C
−1)?

′
<−1 , n̂ ′< = (C?<−1 )8< (C

?<−1 )−1
8<+1n

′
<,

D̂′<−1 = C?
′
<−1D′<−1(C

?′
<−1 )−1, !̂−

?′
<−1

= C!−
?′
<−1

C−1.

Altogether, we have proved (1).

(2). By the decomposition �?<� = �?<*
−
?<

: B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1) = 1<?<!
−
?<

, we define

`mon< : -<
? (V) → ) : (n<, · · · , n1) ↦→ � (1<) ∈ ). (A.0.8)

In particular, `mon = `monℓ , and `mon0 = �=. We will prove by induction.

Case 1. If ℓ(s8< ?<−1) = ℓ(?<−1) + 1, i.e. < ∈ *? and ?< = s8< ?<−1. By (2) in Lemma A.1,

B8<−1
(n<−1) · · ·B81 (n1) = 1<−1?<−1!

−
?<−1

; [B8< (n<)] ◦ [1<−1] = [1<] ◦ [B8< (n
′
<)] ∈ FBD=.

If follows that

`mon<(n<, · · · , n1) = � (1<) = � (1<−1)
s8< = (`mon<−1 (n<−1 , · · · , n1))

s8< ∈ ). (A.0.9)

Case 2. If ?<−1 = B8< ?′
<−1

with ℓ(?<−1) = ℓ(?′
<−1

) + 1. We use (2) in Lemma A.1. So,

B8<−1
(n<−1) · · ·B81 (n1) = H8< (2<−1)s8<1

′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

= 1<−1?<−1!
−
?<−1

.

Observe that � (1<−1) = (� (1′
<−1

))s8< = (�′
<−1

)s8< ∈ ) . Again, by (2) in Lemma A.1,

B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1) = �′
<−1s8<H8< (n

′
<)s8<D

′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

.

Case 2.1. If < ∈ � ?, then ?< = ?′
<−1

and n ′< = 0. Thus,

B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1) = 1′<−1?
′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

= 1<?<!
−
?<

,

with 1< = 1′
<−1

and !−
?<

= !−
?′
<−1

. By above, it follows that

`<(n<, · · · , n1) = � (1<) = (� (1<−1))
s8< = (`mon<−1 (n<−1, · · · , n1))

s8< ∈ ). (A.0.10)

Case 2.2. If < ∈ (?, then ?< = ?<−1 and n ′< ≠ 0. By (2.1) in Lemma A.1,

B8< (n<) · · ·B81 (n1) = �′
<−10

′
<s8<3

′
<D

′
<−1?

′
<−1!

−
?′
<−1

= 1<?<!
−
?<

,

where 0′<, 3
′
< are given by (A.0.6). So � (1<) = � (0′<)�

′
<−1

= � (0′<)� (1<−1)
s8< . That is,

`<(n<, · · · , n1) = K8< (−n
′−1
< )K8<+1(n

′
<)`<−1 (n<−1, · · · , n1)

s8< ∈ ). (A.0.11)

Now, (1.4.11) follows by induction from (A.0.9), (A.0.10), and (A.0.11). This proves (2). �
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Appendix B. Quotients of varieties

We collect some results on quotients of varieties. Hopefully, it helps to digest the main body of this

article. Most statements below are standard, so we skip the proofs whenever possible.

Recall our Convention 1: A K-variety means a reduced separated scheme of finite type over K.

Convention 7: Fix �, � as linear algebraic groups over K, unless otherwise stated.

We refer to [30] for the background on various quotients for algebraic group actions. Occasionally, the

notation -/ge� is used for geometric quotient.

B.1. Principal bundles. A principal �-bundle means so in the étale topology unless stated otherwise.

Proposition B.1. If � y - freely, and c : - → . is a flat orbit map into a K-variety, then:

(1) The fiber product - ×. - is �-isomorphic to - × �, i.e. we get a cartesian diagram:

- × � - ×. - -

- - .

(G,6) ↦→(G,G6)

≃
?1

?2

?1
y

c

c

(B.1.1)

(2) c : - → . is smooth and affine.

(3) c : - → . is a principal �-bundle (in the étale topology).

Remark B.2. In above, c : - → . is in fact a geometric quotient. See Proposition B.9.

Proof of Proposition B.1. (1). The proof is covered by the three commutative diagrams:

- ×. - - × -

. . × .

Δ̃.

y
c×c

Δ.

- × �

- ×. - - × -

. . × .

0

c◦?1

∃!2

Δ̃.y

c×c

Δ.

- × � - ×. - -

- - .

2

?1 ?1

?2

y c

c

First, consider the left cartesian diagram. As. is separated,Δ. is a closed embedding, so is Δ̃. : -×. - →

- × - by base change. A free action means the morphism 0 : - × � → - × - : (G, 6) ↦→ (G, G6) is a

closed embedding. c is �-invariant means c ◦ ?1 = c ◦ ?1 ◦ 0 = c ◦ ?2 ◦ 0 : - × � → . .

This induces the middle commutative diagram. As 0 and Δ̃. are closed embeddings, so is 2 : - × � →
- ×. - : (G, 6) ↦→ (G, G6), by the cancellation property for closed embeddings.

Now, consider the right commutative diagram. By assumption, each closed fiber of c is isomorphic to

�. Then so is ?1 : - ×. - → - by base change. Thus, 2 is an isomorphism on the closed fibers over - ,

hence a dominant morphism.

By base change and composition, - ×. - is of finite type over K, and hence ?1 : - ×. - → - is a

surjective flat morphism of schemes of finite type over K, with reduced closed fibers and reduced base - .

Then, - ×. - is reduced by Lemma B.3 below. Now, 2 is a a closed embedding and a dominant morphism

between reduced schemes, hence an isomorphism. This proves (1).

(2). Clearly, c : - → . is fpqc. By [57, Lemma 02VL] (resp. [57, Lemma 02L5]), a morphism being

smooth (resp. affine) is fpqc local on the target. Then by the cartesian diagram in (1), c is smooth and

affine, as ?1 : - × � → - is.

(3). By (2), c : - → . is a smooth covering. By [57, Lemma 055V] (slicing smooth morphisms and

refining a smooth covering by an étale covering), there exists a morphism B : V → - such that the

composition c ◦ B : V → - → . is an étale covering. Now, by (1), the base change of c : - → . along

c ◦ B : V
B
−→ -

c
−→ . is �-isomorphic to V × � over V. This gives a local trivialization of c : - → . in

the étale topology. This finishes the proof. �

Lemma B.3 (Reducedness). If 5 : - → . be a surjective morphism of schemes of finite type over any field

:, and all closed fibers (i.e. -H, ∀ closed point H ∈ . ) of 5 are reduced, then

(1) Any fiber -H of 5 is reduced (the point H ∈ . may not be closed).

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02VL
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02L5
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/055V
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(2) If in addition . is reduced and 5 is flat, then - is also reduced.

Remark B.4 (Jacobson schemes). Let . be a scheme of finite type over any field :.

(1) Recall by [57, Definition 02J1] that, a point H ∈ . is a finite type point if the canonical morphism

Spec : (H) → . is of finite type. Equivalently by [57, Lemma 01TA], H is a closed point in some affine

open subset * = Spec ' of . , and the field extension : ↩→ : (H) is finite.

(2) By [57, Lemma 02J6], . is Jacobson: the closed points are dense in every closed subset [57,

Definition 01P2]. Equivalently, every nonempty locally closed subset contains a closed point.

(3) Now by [57, Lemma 01TB], the closed points in . are precisely the finite type points.

In particular, if : is an algebraically closed field, then the closed points of . are the :-points, and every

nonempty locally closed subset contains a closed (i.e. :-) point.

Proof of Lemma B.3. (1). Take any point H ∈ . , define . ′ := {H} ↩→ . equipped with the reduced close

subscheme structure. Then . is integral and H is a generic point of . ′. Let 5 ′ : - ′ = - ×. . ′ → . ′

be the base change of 5 along . ′ ↩→ . , which is still a surjective morphism of schemes of finite type

over :. By base change and our assumption, all the closed fibers of 5 ′ are also reduced. Moreover,

- ′
H = ( 5 ′)−1(H) = -H.

If - ′
H is non-reduced, then by [57, Lemma 0575], there exists a nonempty open subset + ⊂ . ′ such that,

for all E ∈ + the fiber - ′
E is non-reduced. However, by Remark B.4, . is Jacobson3, hence + contains a

closed point. This is a contradiction.

(2). This follows from (1) and [22, Cor.3.3.5] (alternatively, see [38, Thm.23.9, Cor.]):

Let 5 : - → . be a flat morphism between two locally Noetherian schemes. If . is reduced at the points of

5 (-), and 5 −1 (H) is a reduced : (H)-scheme, ∀ point H ∈ 5 (-), then - is reduced. �

Remark B.5. As in the proof of Proposition B.1 (3), a similar argument also shows:

If c : - → . is a morphism of K-varieties and � is a K-variety, then c is a fiber bundle with fiber � in the

étale topology if and only if c is a fiber bundle with fiber � in the smooth topology.

The flatness condition in Proposition B.1 can be relaxed when the base is normal:

Proposition B.6. If � acts freely on a pure dimensional variety - over K (of char. 0), and c : - → . is

an orbit map, with . a normal pure dimensional K-variety, then:

(1) c is flat. So Proposition B.1 applies: c is smooth, affine, and a principal �-bundle, etc.

(2) - is normal.

Proof. (1). By Lemma B.7, c is flat, so Proposition B.1 applies.

(2). This follows from (1) and [57, Lemma 034F]: a morphism being normal is local in the smooth topology:

If (′ → ( is a smooth morphism, then ( is normal ⇒ so is (′. If (′ → ( is smooth surjective, then (′ is

normal ⇒ so is (. �

Lemma B.7 (A variant of miracle flatness. [50, Thm.3.3.27]). If ' → ( be a local morphism of

Noetherian local rings, ' is an excellent normal local domain with perfect residue field, and the closed

fiber is regular of dimension dim ( − dim ', then ' → ( is faithfully flat.

As a moral converse to Proposition B.1, we have

Lemma B.8. If c : - → . is a principal �-bundle in fpqc topology, with -,. K-varieties, then:

(1) c is smooth and affine.

(2) We have a natural �-isomorphism 2 : - ×�
≃
−→ - ×. - : (G, 6) ↦→ (G, G6), i.e. the cartesian diagram

(B.1.1) holds. In addition, the �-action on - is free.

(3) c : - → . is an orbit map and a principal �-bundle in the étale topology.

Proof. (1). The proof is similar to that of Proposition B.1 (2).

(2). As in the proof of Proposition B.1 (1), we get a �-morphism 2 in a commutative diagram:

- × � - ×. - -

- - .

2

?1 ?1

?2

y c

c

3It’s this step that the finite type assumption in the lemma becomes essential.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02J1
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01TA
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02J6
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01P2
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01TB
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0575
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/034F
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and a closed embedding - ×. - ↩→ - × - (. is separated). It remains to show 2 is an isomorphism.

By our assumption and base change, ?1 : - ×. - → - is a principal�-bundle in the fpqc topology. So,

there exists a fpqc covering g : V → - and a �-isomorphism qg : V ×. -
≃
−→ V × � over V. In other

words, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

V × � - × �

V × � V ×. - - ×. -

V -

2g

g×id�

2̃g y
2

?1

≃

qg

?1
y

?1

g

As a �-morphism over V, 2̃g := qg ◦ 2g : V ×� → V ×� is then a �-isomorphism over V. Thus, so is

2g . Now, by [57, Lemma 02L4], a morphism being an isomorphism is fpqc local on the target. It follows

that 2 : - × � → - ×. - is a �-isomorphism over - . We’re done.

(3). As c : - → . is smooth surjective, by base change, the closed fibers of c : - → . are the same as

those of ?1 : - ×. - → - , which are isomorphic to � by (2). Thus, c : - → . is an orbit map. Now, the

result follows from Proposition B.1 (3). �

B.2. Associated fiber bundles. A useful reference is [35]. Recall Convention 7. As promised in Remark

B.2, we complement Proposition B.1, Proposition B.6, and Lemma B.8.

Proposition B.9 (Associated fiber bundles). Let � be an affine �-variety over K, and p : % → � be an

(étale) principal �-bundle4. � acts on % × � diagonally: ℎ · (0, I) := (0ℎ−1, ℎI). Then:

(1) The action � y % × � admits a geometric quotient c : % × � → % ×� � = (% × �)/�, with % ×� �

is a K-variety. In particular, p : % → � is a geometric quotient, with � = Spec :.

(2) The canonical map c : % × � → % ×� � is a principal �-bundle.

(3) The induced map @ : % ×� � → � : [0, I] ↦→ p(0) is an (étale) fiber bundle with fiber �.

(4) We have a fiber product diagram l

% × � %

% ×� � �

?1

c
y

p

@

(B.2.1)

Here, ?8 always stands for the projection to the 8-th factor.

Proof. This is similar to [35, Lem.3.4.1]. �

Example B.10 (Homogeneous spaces. [5, II.Thm.6.8]). Let � ⊂ � be a closed subgroup. Then @ : � →

�/� = �/ge� is a principal �-bundle over a smooth quasi-projective K-variety.

B.3. Functorial properties and applications. Finally, we give some applications.

Corollary B.11 (base change). If p : % → � is a principal �-bundle, with %′ ⊂ % a locally closed

�-subvariety, then �′ := p(%′) ⊂ � is a locally closed subvariety, and we get a cartesian square

%′ %

�′ �

p′=p |%′
y

p

In particular, p′ : %′ → �′ is a principal �-bundle as well as a geometric quotient.

Proof. By the composition %′ ↩→ %
′
↩→ %, it suffices to consider the case when %′ ⊂ % is an open or

a closed �-subvariety. By Proposition B.9, p : % → � is a geometric quotient. Then as an �-invariant

subset, %′ ⊂ % is open (resp. closed) if and only if �′ ⊂ � is open (resp. closed), and %′ = p−1(�′). It

remains to show that the obviously commutative diagram is cartesian.

The open case is trivial. For the closed case, take %′′ := �′ ×� % and p′′ := p |%′′ : %′′ → �′ in the

category of schemes. By base change, p′′ is a principal �-bundle. In particular, p′′ is flat, and its closed

4By Proposition B.1, it suffices to assume: p is a flat orbit map of K-varieties for a free action � y %.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02L4


CELL DECOMPOSITION AND DUAL BOUNDARY COMPLEXES OF CHARACTER VARIETIES 37

fibers are isomorphic to �, hence reduced. Of course, �′ is reduced, then so is %′′ by Lemma B.3. On

the closed subset %′ = p−1(�′), there is a unique reduced close subscheme structure. Thus, the natural

morphism %′ → %′′ is an isomorphism. �

Proposition B.12 (Reduction of principal bundles). Let � ⊂ � be a closed subgroup, - be a �-variety,

and 8 : / ↩→ - be a closed �-subvariety. So � y � × / : ℎ · (6, I) = (6ℎ−1, ℎ · I). If:

(1) c : - → � be a principal �-bundle over a K-variety �.

(2) 0̃ : � × / → - : (6, I) ↦→ 6I is a principal �-bundle.

Then r := c ◦ 8 : / → � is a principal �-bundle, and we have a cartesian diagram:

� × / � × / /

/ - �

0/
y

?2

0̃
y

r

8 c

(⇒ //� = //ge�
≃
−→ -/� = -/ge�

≃
−→ �). (B.3.1)

Proof. Clearly, r : / → � is an �-invariant morphism. We have the following cartesian diagram:

� × / /

� × - - ×� - -

- - �

id�×8

?2

y

8

0

(6,G ) ↦→(6G,G )

≃

?2

?1
y

c

c

Here, ?8 denotes the projection to the 8-th factor. 0 : � × - → - : (6, G) ↦→ 6G is the action map. So,

0̃ = 0 ◦ (id� × 8). The isomorphism � × -
≃
−→ - ×� - follows from Lemma B.8. Then by assumption

and base change, r : / → � is a principal �-bundle in the smooth topology, hence in the étale topology by

Lemma B.8. It remains to show (B.3.1): the right square is cartesian by above; By Lemma B.8, so is the

outer square. The rest is due to Proposition B.9. �

Remark B.13. In above, by Propositions B.1, B.6, the conditions (1)-(2) can be relaxed to:

• The �-action on - is free.

• c : - → � and 0̃ : � × / → - are either flat orbit maps, or orbit maps between pure dimensional

varieties with � normal.

Proposition B.14 (Quotient of a principal bundle by a subgroup). Let � ⊂ � be a closed subgroup such

that �/� is affine. Let p : % → � = %/� be a principal �-bundle, then:

(1) There exists a geometric quotient p� : % → %/�, and p� is a principal �-bundle.

(2) The natural map @� : %/� → � is a fiber bundle with fiber �/� in the étale topology.

(3) If in addition, � ⊳ � is a normal subgroup, then @� : %/� → � is a principal �/�-bundle.

Proof. Let � := �/� and - := % × �. So, � acts diagonally on - : 6 · (?, I�) := (?6−1, 6I�). As

� = �/� is affine, by Proposition B.9, we conclude that � y - admits a geometric quotient c : - =

% × � → . := % ×� �, which is a principal �-bundle, and the induced map @� = @ : . = % ×� � → � is

a fiber bundle with fiber � in the étale topology. Moreover, we obtain the following cartesian diagram

% × � - = % × �/� %

% = % ×� � . = % ×� �/� �

id%×c

(?,6) ↦→(?,6� )

(?,6) ↦→?60
y

?1

c
y

p

p�

? ↦→[?,� ]

@�

[?,6� ] ↦→p(?)

(1). By the left cartesian square, p� : % → . = % ×� �/� is a principal �-bundle. By Proposition B.9

(1), p� is also a geometric quotient. So we can write %/� = . = % ×� �/�.

(2). By the right cartesian square above, @� : %/� = . → � is a fiber bundle with fiber �/� in the smooth

topology, hence in the étale topology by Remark B.5.

(3). The action map 0 : % ×� → % induces an action %/� ×�/� → %/� : (?�, 6�) ↦→ ?�6� = ?6�.

Then by the right cartesian square above @� : . = %/� → � is a principal �/�-bundle in the smooth

topology, hence in the étale topology by Lemma B.8. �
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Proposition B.15. Let � be a unipotent algebraic group and � be an affine variety over K. Then any

principal �-bundle p : % → � is trivial.

Note: � is connected: c0(�) = �/�0 is a finite unipotent algebraic group, which must be trivial.

Proof. First, assume � is commutative. Then, � = �<
0 for some < ≥ 0, as its (abelian) Lie algebra

is a K-vector space with trivial Lie bracket. Now, the principal �-bundles over � are classified by

�1
ét
(�, �<

0 ) (see [57, Lemma 03F7]). By [57, Proposition 03DW] and the affine vanishing property,

�1
ét
(�, �<

0 ) � �1 (�,O<
�
) = 0. Thus, p is a trivial principal �-bundle.

In general, we prove by induction on dim�. Say, = := dim� > 0. Let � := / (�) be the center of �.

Then, � is a commutative unipotent algebraic group of positive dimension, and � := �/� is a unipotent

algebraic group of dimension < =. By Proposition B.14, there exists a K-variety % := %/� such that,

p� : % → % is a principal �-bundle, and @� : % → � is a principal �-bundle. By induction, @� is trivial,

hence admits a section B : � → %. We then obtain the following commutative diagram in which the square

is cartesian:

B−1% %

� %

�

B̃

p̃�
y p�

pB

B′

@�

By base change, ?̃� : B−1% → � is a principal �-bundle. As � is a commutative unipotent algebraic

group, ?̃� is trivial by above, hence admits a section B′ : � → B−1%. Then, B̃ ◦ B′ : � → % defines a section

of p : % → �. This implies that p is a trivial principal �-bundle. �
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