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K-STABILITY OF SPECIAL GUSHEL-MUKAI MANIFOLDS

YUCHEN LIU AND LINSHENG WANG

ABSTRACT. Gushel-Mukai manifolds are specific families of n-dimensional Fano manifolds of Picard
rank 1 and index n —2 where 3 < n < 6. A Gushel-Mukai n-fold is either ordinary, i.e. a hyperquadric
section of a quintic Del Pezzo (n + 1)-fold, or special, i.e. it admits a double cover over the quintic
Del Pezzo n-fold branched along an ordinary Gushel-Mukai (n — 1)-fold. In this paper, we prove
that a general special Gushel-Mukai n-fold is K-stable for every 3 < n < 6. Furthermore, we give a
description of the first and last walls of the K-moduli of the pair (M, ¢Q), where M is the quintic Del
Pezzo fourfold (or fivefold) and @ is an ordinary Gushel-Mukai threefold (or fourfold). Besides, we
compute d-invariants of quintic Del Pezzo fourfolds and fivefolds which were shown to be K-unstable
by K. Fujita, and show that they admit Kihler-Ricci solitons.

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of K-stability, first introduced by Tian and later reformulated algebraically
by Donaldson [Don02]], is an algebraic stability theory that characterizes the existence of canonical
metrics on Fano varieties. According to the Yau-Tian-Donaldson correspondence
[LXZ22]], a Fano variety is K-polystable if and only if it admits a Kihler-
Einstein metric. Thus it is an important problem to check K-stability for explicit Fano manifolds. In
dimension 2, K-stability of Del Pezzo surfaces was completely determined in [Tia90]. For Fano
threefolds, this problem was largely solved, see e.g. [ACC*23]. In higher dimensions,
much progress has been made for Fano hypersurfaces, see e.g. [Che0ll, Liu22]].
Despite these developments, it remains a challenge to determine K-stability for most Fano manifolds
in higher dimensions.

In this paper, we study the K-stability of Gushel-Mukai manifolds which are specific families of n-
dimensional Fano manifolds of Picard rank 1 and index n — 2 where 3 < n < 6. Let us recall relevant
notions. Let X be an n-dimensional Fano manifold with Picard group generated by an ample divisor
H. The index of X is the positive integer 7 such that —Kx ~ rH. The self-intersection number
d := (H™) is called the degree of X. For r > n, Kobayashi and Ochiai proved in [KO73] that
X is isomorphic to either P (where r = n + 1) or a smooth quadric hypersurface in P"*! (where
r = n). Fano manifolds with index » = n — 1, known as Del Pezzo manifolds, were classified by
T. Fujita and Iskovskikh from 1977 to 1988; see for example [[Fuj90]]. Fano manifolds with index
r = n — 2 were studied by Gushel [Gus83]] and Mukai [Muk89]|. It was proved by Mukai that there
are only 10 possibilities for the degree d. For the case d = 10, the corresponding Fano manifolds are
called Gushel-Mukai (GM) manifolds. See for a comprehensive survey on Gushel-Mukai
manifolds.
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There are two types of GM manifolds: ordinary GM n-folds (),, are quadratic sections of quintic
Del Pezzo (n + 1)-folds M,,; (which is a smooth (n + 1)-dimensional linear section of Gr(2,5));
special GM n-folds X,, are double covers of quintic Del Pezzo n-folds M,, branched along an ordi-
nary GM (n — 1)-fold @,,_;1. For 3 < n < 6, GM n-folds are Fano manifolds. It was proved by
Theorem 5.1] that all the smooth GM threefolds are K-stable.

Our first main result proves the K-stability for a general member of special GM manifolds.

Theorem 1.1. A general special GM manifold of dimension 4, 5, or 6 is K-stable.

Since the parameter space of the special GM n-folds is an irreducible closed subvariety of the
parameter space of the GM n-folds, which is also irreducible (see Section 2] for details), we have the

following corollary by openness of K-stability [BL22, BLX22|, LXZ22].

Corollary 1.2. A general GM manifold of dimension 4, 5, or 6 is K-stable.

Recall that a special GM n-fold X,, admits a double cover X,, — M,, branched along an ordinary
GM (n — 1)-fold Q,,_1 (see Section 2). By Theorem 1.2] and [Zhu21]], we know that the
K-polystability of X, is equivalent to the K-polystability of the log Fano pair (M,,, %Qn_l). Hence
it’s natural to study the K-stability of quintic Del Pezzo manifolds M,, at first.

The quintic Del Pezzo surfaces and threefolds are K-polystable, which were proved by
and respectively. However, the quintic Del Pezzo fourfolds and fivefolds are K-unstable.
They are among the first examples of K-unstable Fano manifolds with Picard number one found by
K. Fujita [Fuj17]). He found a 2-plane S C M, C Mj; (which is of “non-vertex type”, see Section
B.1] for detail) such that 3(Fs) < 0, where Ej is the exceptional divisor of the blowup of M, or Mj
along S. We further show that

Theorem 1.3. The delta invariant of My is §(M,) = 2, which is minimized by Eg.

Amg(Es) _ 45
S(Es) 46’

_ 15 _ 45 :
= 1% < 1o where Eyy is the

However, the delta invariant of M5 is not minimized by Fg (where see Section 4.1

for details). There exists a 3-space W = P? C M such that A?ﬁéfff)

exceptional divisor of the blowup of M5 along W. We show that

Theorem 1.4. The delta invariant of My is §(Ms) = }—5, which is minimized by Eyy.

Next, we study the wall-crossing problem of the K-moduli spaces of (M,,, ¢@,,_1) for n = 4 or 5.
Recall that for any Fano manifold X and divisor D € | — rK x|, where r > 0 is a rational number
such that r K x is Cartier, the K-semistable domain of (X, D) is defined by

Kss(X, D) = {c € [0,min{1,7 '}] : (X, cD) is K-semistable}.

We determine the K-semistable domains of (M, Q)3) and (M5, (Q)4). This is an essential step in the
proof of Theorem [L.1l
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, we have

1 4}
851

Theorem 1.5. For general Q3 € |Oy,(2)] and Q4 € |O(2)

17

Kss(Mi, Q) = [5.<], Kss(M5,Qu) = |
The last walls are obtained by computing beta invariants at ordg, and ordg,. However, the first

walls are more mysterious. To overcome the difficulty, we construct special quadric sections ()3 on

My and Q4 on Mj to proceed K-polystable pairs, see Section [@] for the definition of Q3¢ and Q4 0.
Theorem 1.6. The log Fano pairs (My, $Qs0) and (Ms, £Q4,) are K-polystable.

With a similar strategy, we may consider the weighted K-stability instead of the K-stability of log
Fano pairs. For the soliton candidates &, on M, and 79 on M5 (see Section[7), we have

Theorem 1.7. The Fano pairs (M, &y) and (Ms, 1) are weighted K-polystable.

Hence by [HL23, BLXZ23]], we get the existence of Kihler-Ricci solitons on quintic Del Pezzo
manifolds, which answers a question asked by Del22]].

Corollary 1.8. Any quintic Del Pezzo fourfold or fivefold admits a Kdhler-Ricci soliton.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we recall the definition of the quintic Del Pezzo
manifolds and the GM manifolds. Next, we give a detailed description of the quintic Del Pezzo
fourfolds and fivefolds, and compute their delta invariants in Section 3] and [ respectively. We prove
the K-stability of general special GM fourfolds and fivefolds in Section[3 Finally, we study the wall-
crossing problem of the K-moduli spaces of (M, ¢Q)3) and (M5, ¢Q)4) in Section[6] and we show that
M, and M5 both admit Kidhler-Ricci solitons in the last section.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Minghao Miao, Lu Qi, Fei Si, and Shengxuan Zhou for
helpful discussions. The first author was partially supported by NSF CAREER Grant DMS-2237139
and the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation. The second author would like to thank Gang Tian for his support
and guidance.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, we work over the field of complex numbers C.
We recall the definition of GM manifolds and quintic Del Pezzo manifolds in this section.

Let V5 be a C-vector spaces of dimension 5. Let Gr = Gr(2,V5) C P(A*V;) =: P be the
Grassmannian of 2-dimensional subspaces in V;, and CGr C P(C @& A2V;) =: P be the projective
cone over Gr with vertex v = P(C). We have the natural projection map 7 : P\ {v} — P, which
restricts to mg, : CGr\ {v} — Gr. For 3 < n < 6 we define

Xn = CGrnN Hﬁ_n N Q,
M, = GrnHg_,,

Qn-1 = GrnH, , NQ,



4 YUCHEN LIU AND LINSHENG WANG

where Hg_,, C I@’, H{_, C P are linear subspaces of codimension 6 — n, and () C If”, Q' C Pare
quadric hypersurfaces. We assume that X,,, M,, and @),,_; are smooth, hence v ¢ Q).

It is not difficult to show that X, is a Fano manifold of dimension n with Pic(X) = (H), where
H = 03(1)|x,. We also have (—Kx, ) = (n—2)H and H" = 10. On the other hand, we see that /,,
is a Fano manifold with —K;, = (H), where H = Op(1)|p,. And (=K ;) = (n — 1)H, H" =
We have the following classification result due to Mukai and T. Fujita respectively.

Definition-Theorem 2.1 ([Muk89||). Let X,, be a Fano manifold of dimension n with Picard number
one, index n — 2, and degree 10. Then n € {3,4,5,6} and there exists a codimension (6 — n)
subspace Hg_,, C P and a quadric hypersurface () C P such that

Xn = CGrnN H6—n N Q
The manifolds X,, are called Gushel-Mukai (GM) manifolds. There are two different types of X,,:

(1) Ifv € Hg_p, then we have Hy_, = Hg_, NP C P, and 7 induces a double cover X, — M,
branched along some Q,,_; C H{_,. We say that X,, is a special Gushel-Mukai manifold;

(2) If v ¢ Hg_, then n < 5 and ™ maps Hg_,, C P isomorphically to H. = mn(H¢,) CP
hence maps X,, isomorphically to Q, = ©(X,) C H._,. We say that X,, is an ordinary
Gushel Mukai manifold.

Note that if n = 6 then every Gushel-Mukai manifold is special.

Definition-Theorem 2.2 ([Fuj81[]). Let M,, be a Fano manifold of dimension n with Picard number
one, index n — 1, and degree 5. Then M,, is a linear section of Gr(2,Vs) C P(A?*V5). The manifolds
M, are called quintic Del Pezzo manifolds.

Remark 2.3. (1) If n = 1 or 2, then the above definition extends verbatim to smooth GM curves
and GM surfaces. By [[DKI18]|, a smooth GM curve is precisely a Clifford general smooth
curve of genus 6, and a smooth GM surface is precisely a Brill-Noether general smooth
polarized K3 surface of degree 10.

(2) By the discussions above we know that for any special GM n-fold X, there exists a double
cover 7 : X,, — M, branched along an ordinary GM (n — 1)-fold @,,_1. On the other hand,
the parameter space of all the GM n-folds is irreducible and contains the parameter space of
special GM n-folds as an irreducible subvariety.

By [Fuj81]], we know that the quintic Del Pezzo manifolds are unique.

Theorem 2.4 ([Fuj81]]). For any 2 < n < 6, all the quintic del Pezzo n-folds are isomorphic to each
other.

The quintic Del Pezzo fourfolds and fivefolds are among the first examples of K-unstable Fano
manifolds with Picard number one found by K. Fujita [Fuj17].

Theorem 2.5 ([Fujl7]). The quintic Del Pezzo fourfolds and fivefolds are K-unstable.
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On the other hand, by and [CS09] we know that the quintic Del Pezzo surface M, and
threefold M3 are K-polystable. Since Mg = Gr(2,V5s) is a homogeneous space, it is K-polystable,
see for example [ACCT 23| Theorems 1.2.5 and 1.4.7].

The following result summarizes fundamental properties of the moduli spaces of smooth GM
manifolds.

Theorem 2.6 ([DK20, Deb20]). Forany 3 < n < 6, there exists a quasi-projective irreducible coarse
moduli space MSM parameterizing smooth GM n-folds. Moreover, dim MSM = 25— W. The
GM

moduli space MS™ is the union of an open subvariety MSM | and an irreducible closed subvariety

MS&O, complement to each other, that parameterize ordinary and special GM n-folds respectively.

Moreover, the following properties hold.

(1) MM = () if and only if n = 6.

n,ord —

(2) MY, = MM Ly ford <n <6.

n,spe

3) Mgls\fm is isomorphic to the moduli space M%gfd,ss parameterizing strongly smooth GM sur-

faces, see [DK18| Definition 3.15].

3. THE QUINTIC DEL PEZZO FOURFOLDS

We overview basic facts of the quintic Del Pezzo fourfolds in this section. We first compute the
automorphism group by viewing the quintic Del Pezzo fourfolds as linear sections of Gr(2, V5) via
the Pliiker embedding. T.Fujita classified the quintic Del Pezzo manifolds by showing that they are
birational to the projective space in an explicit way. This is the key ingredient in our computation of
the delta minimizer of the Del Pezzo fourfolds.

3.1. Properties of quintic Del Pezzo fourfolds. Let M/ = M, be a quintic Del Pezzo fourfold, with
the Pliicker polarization Oy;(1). We denote by S C M a plane of non-vertex type (introduced by
with the property cy(Ng/ns) = 2, which will be formulated explicitly in Section 3.1). Let
7 : M — M be the blowup of M along S with exceptional divisor Fs. There is a unique divisor
Dy € |Oy(1)] with ordg, (Dg) = 2, and let Dy be the strict transform of Dy on M. It was shown
in (10.9)] that there is a morphism 7 : M — P*, which is the blowup of P* along a twisted
cubic curve Cs in a hyperplane Hy C P* with exceptional divisor Dy, and Eg is the strict transform
of Hy. Hence Dg and Eg intersect transversally. Denote [ = Dg N Es. Write the restrictions as
Tgs ¢ Es — Sand 7, 1 Eg — Hy. We will show that there is an Aut ()M )-invariant conic curve
C5 C S. Denote by T = 7 YCy) C Es. Then T = 7p, (T) C Hy is the tangent developable of (5,
which is a quartic surface with a node along C5.

We compute the intersection numbers of some divisors on Eg. Since 7, : Eg — Hy = P3
is the blowup of P? along a twisted cubic C5 with exceptional divisor F' and the normal bundle
Neymy = Ocy(5)%2, the restriction 77 : F' — Cj is a trivial P'-bundle with F'|p = —hp + 5lp,
where [p = 750¢, (1) and hp is the pull-back of Op:(1) on a fiber. Note that Og, (1)|c, ~ Oc,(3),
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and (75,O0p,(1))|r ~ 75(Ony(1)|c;). We omit 75 and have

(M) Opy (1 F =0, Op,(1)-F* =3, F* =10,

We shall present a quintic Del Pezzo fourfold explicitly in the projective space by writing down
the defining equations for the convenience of computing the automorphism group and to study the
Sarkisov link structure presented above. Recall that Gr = Gr(2, V) is embedded in P(A%V5) via
Pliicker embedding, and M = M, is a smooth intersection GrN H N H’, where H, H' are hyperplanes
in P(A%V5). Let {eo, e1, €2, €3, €4} be a basis of Vi, and {e5} € V5" be the corresponding dual basis.
Sete;; = e; Nej,ef; = e A ej. Any point of A?V5 can be denoted by

Xoeor + Xqega + Xoeogs + Xgeps + Xyero + Xseiz + Xeera + Xreaz + Xgeas + Xoesa,

where X; € C, and [Xy, - - - , Xy forms a projective coordinate of P(A?V3). The defining equations
of G C P(A?*Vj) are

([ XoX7 — X1X5 + XpXy =0,
X Xs — X1 X+ Xy X, = 0,
XoXg — XoXg+ X3X5 =0,
X1 Xg — XoXg + X3X7 =0,
XuXg — X5 Xg+ X X7 =0.

\

Any hyperplane H C P(A?V3) corresponds to a linear functional I € A*VZ*, which can be viewed
as a skew-symmetric 2-form on V;. We define

I = 2(eg3 + €l4), = 2(ej3 +€5y),

whose corresponding skew-symmetric matrices under the basis {¢; } are

0O 0 010 0O 0 0 00
0 0 001 0 0 0 10
J = O 0 00O0(|, J=|0 0 0 01
-1 0 000 0 -1 0 00
0O -1 0 0 0 0 0 =100

The hyperplanes defined by [, I" are H = { X5+ X = 0} and H' = { X5+ Xg = 0}. One may check
that M =GN HNH' C IP’}(L X1.Xs.X5.X4.X7.Xs., X 1S SMo0th, hence is a quintic Del Pezzo fourfold.
And the defining equation of M C P7 becomes

( XoX7+ X1 Xs + Xo X, =0,
XoXs + X1Xo + XX, =0,
XoXo + X2 — X3X5 =0,
X1 Xg — XoXs + X3X7 =0,
X4Xo + X2 — X2 X7 = 0.

\

It was shown in [Fuj81, (10.9)] that there are two types of planes on M, that is, the non-vertex
type planes S and the vertex type planes T'. They are characterized by the second Chern classes of
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their normal bundles in M :
c2(Ngm) =2, co(Npyur) = 1.
In our explicit case, they are
S={Xy=X;3=X; =Xg = X9 =0},
Ry ={NXo - AX1+ Xy = X0+ AX3 = X7+ VX3 = Xg — VX3 = Xy =0}, €C,
R = {Xo = Xy = X3 = Xg = Xy =0}.
K Fujita proved in that 5(FEg) < 0, hence M is a K-unstable.
With this explicit M = M,, we could study the diagram M < M — P* locally.

Let’s work on the affine open subset { X, = 1} of M, which is isomorphic to A* with coordinate
(X17 X47 X27 X3) =. (U, v, T, y) Hence
X7 = u(uzx + vy) — vz,
X = —(uzx + vy),
Xy = —y(uz +vy) - a2,

and S = {z =y = 0}. So M = BlpyM = {&oy = &} € M x Py .. We also replace M by
the affine open subset {&; = 1} and denote by s = &, which is isomorphic to A* with coordinate
(u,v, s,y). And the morphism 7 is just

W:M_)Ma (u,v,s,y)H(u,v,sy,y).

Hence the exceptional divisor of 7 : M — M is Eg = {y = 0}, and

(7 (X2) = sy,
™(X3) =y,
7 (X7) = (u(us + v) — vs)y,
™(Xs) = —(us + v)y,

[ T (Xg) = —(s% + us + v)y*

The morphism 7 : M — P* is determined by |0y (1) — Eg| = 7*(X5, X3, X7, X5, Xy). Locally,
7 (u,0,8,y) = [s, 1, u(us +v) — vs, —(us +v), —(s* + us + v)y).

The strict transform of Dy = {Xy = 0} is Dy = {s* + us + v = 0}, which is contracted by
71 M — P* to the twisted cubic curve C5 : A — P* ¢ — [1,¢,#2,¢3,0]. This is just the exceptional
divisor of the blowup 7 : M — P* of this twisted cubic curve. We also see that T7(Es) = Hy 2 P3is
the projective 3-space spanned by C'3.

Consider the tangent developable 7" of C'5 in Hy = IP’%QL 7y
{4y (Y — X?)? —4X(Y — X*)(Z - XY)+ (Z - XY)* =0}.
This also defines the cone over the tangent developable of C in P4, whose strict transform to M is

Qo = {4Y —4X(—u) + (—u)? = 0} = {u® — 4v = 0},
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where X =5,V = —(us +v) and Z = u(us + v) — vs (hence Z — XY = (—u)(Y — X?)). Hence
this is also the strict transform via 7 of the quadric hypersurface

(2 Qo= {X? —4X, X, =0} C M.

Remark 3.1. We will see that () is invariant under a maximal reductive subgroup G of Aut(M).
The log Fano pair (M, cQ)o) is essential in our study of the K-stability of special GM fourfolds.

We denote by T = QO N E the strict transform via 7 of the tangent developable 71" of C3 C H,,
and by Cy = Qo N S the corresponding conic curve in S = P%  x,. Then R = 7~ (C5) and
7+ R — (4 is a trivial P'-bundle. On the other hand, the restrictions of 7 and 7 to Eg are

Tee : B — S, (u,v,s) — (u,v),
Tps : Bs — P?, (w,v,8) —[s,1,u(us +v) —vs, —(us + v)]|.
We see that Eg is a P!-bundle over S via 7, and is the blowup of Hy C P? along the twisted cubic Cs

with exceptional divisor F' = Do N Es. And mp : F' — S is a double cover ramified along Cy C §S.

3.2. The automorphism group of a quintic Del Pezzo fourfold. We compute the automorphism
group of M = M, in our explicit setting in this subsection, see [PVdV99]. We would like to mention
that there is a detailed study of Aut(}M) in .

Note that M = {p € Gr : I(p) = I'(p) = 0} and Aut(Gr) = PGL;(C). For any P € GL;5(C),
P(M) = M is equivalent that P*(l, ') = ([, ). Hence

Aut(M) = {P € GL5(C) : (PTJP, PTJ'P) = (J,J)}/G,n,

aut(M) = {Q € sl5(C) : (QTT + JQ, Q7T + JQ) = (J,J')}.

For any () = (¢;;) € aut(M), there exist a, b, ¢, d € C such that

QTJ+JQ = aJ+0bJ,
QTJ +JQ = cJ+dJ.

We get some linear equations in ¢;;, by solving which we see that there exist e, f, g, h € C such that

—2d 2b 0 e f
c —a—d b f g
3) Q= 0 2c —2a g h
0 0 0 a+2d —c
0 0 0 —b  2a+d
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The Lie algebra aut(M) is non-reductive. Let G C Aut(M) be the reductive subgroup whose Lie
algebra is generated by

—2d 2b 0 0 0
c —a—d b 0 0
4) 0 2c —2a 0 0
0 0 0 a+2d —c
0 0 0 —b 2a+d

Then the quadric divisor @y of M defined by {X? — 4X,X,; = 0} is G-invariant, and G =
Aut(M, Q). It’s clear that Dy = {Xg = 0} N M and S C Dy are G-invariant. We denote by
Dy = Qo N Dy, then Cy = Dy NS = Qo N S is the unique G-invariant curve in S = P2. The
point og = [0,---,0,1] € Q) is the unique G-invariant point on )y. By Proposition 6.8],
the Aut(M)-orbit decomposition of M is

M = (M\ Dg) LU (Dg\ S)U(S\ Cy)UCo.
Moreover, the G-orbit decomposition of M is

M = (M \ (Qo U D9)> U (Qo \ (DgqU 09)) U <D9 \ (DgqU S)) L
(Dg g\ Co) L (S '\ C2) UCy U 0.

3.3. The delta function on the co-weight lattice. We first present an Okounkov body of M, in
this subsection, which will be used in the computation of the expected vanishing order (S-invariant).
Consider the affine chart Uy = M N {Xy # 0}, then

_ .2
Lo = Xy — Tals,
L1 = Tadsg — T3,
.2
Ta = Ty — Talv,
where z; = X;/Xo(i =0,1,2,3,4,7,8,9)and Uy = A}, . . . The coordinate hyperplanes induce

a faithful valuation v : K (M)* — Z* as follows (with respect to the lexigraphic ordering of Z*)

b(22) (1,0,0,0), -
R i e
o(z;) = (0,0,1,0), ) = (U, 1,1,0),
o(xzs) = (0,0,0,1), o(xy) = (0,0,0,2).

The convex polytope spanned by the above seven points in R* (denoted by A) has volume %, which

is equal to vol(O(1))/4!. Hence A is an Okounkov body of the polarized variety (M, Oy, (1)).
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We denote by P,(t) = exp(—tQ,) and Py;(t) = exp(—tQ4) € Aut(M) the one-parameter groups
determined by

0 0 0 00 -2 0 000
0 -1 0 00 0 -1 0 00
Qe=10 0 -2 00 |, Qi= 0 0 000
0 0 0 10 0 0 020
0 0 0 0 2 0 0 001

Then M admits a T = G?, -action generated by P, and P;, whose actions on P 2 P7 are
P,(t)-[X)] = [tXo,* X1, t7" X, t 72 X5, 7 Xy, t X7, X5, t2 Xy,
Py(t) - [X)] = [PXo, 2 X1, X0, t X5, t X4, t > X0, t 7' X, 72 X).
The weights of the T-action on P7 are
n = (1,2,-1,-2,3,1,0,-3),
¢ = (3,2,0,1,1,-2,—1,-3).
Let Nz = Hom(G,,, T), Mz = Hom(T, G,,) be the co-weight and weight lattice of the T-action.
Then N is generated by 7 and (. Any (a,b) € R? determines a one-parameter subgroup generated
by an + b¢. We denote by v/, ) the valuation induced by an + b € Ng. Hence the delta function

d(v) = Ap(v)/Sum(v) is defined on Ng. The delta function is invariant up to scaling, that is,
S(V(kakv)) = 0(V(ap)) for any k € Ro.

One may shift the weight such that all the numbers in the weight are non-negative and at least
one number is equal to zero. Explicitly, let m, ;) = ming<;<oWt(a) (i) and i(,p) be the minimizer.
We define the shifted weight by wt(, ;) = Wtap) — M(ap)Wt1, Where wty = (1,---,1). Then the
valuation v, ) on M is determined by

) V(ap) (Xi) = Whiap (@),

forany 0 <1 < 9,7 # 5, 6. For example, consider the one-parameter subgroup defined by (, that is,
(a,b) = (0,1). We have m(y 1y = —3 and i(o1) = 9. Then the shifted weight is

%(0,1) = (67 57 37 47 47 17 27 0)7
which defines a quasimonomial valuation (g 1y on Uy using formula @).

Next, we compute the delta function on Ng. For example, consider the valuation v ;) = v, com-
puted above, which is a monomial valuation on Uy with weight (3, 4, 1, 2) with respect to xs, x3, T7, Ts,
where z; = X;/Xq(i = 2,3,7,8) is the coordinate chart of Uy. Hence by Proposition 5.1],
the log discrepancy of v/(g ) is

Ap(ve) =3+4+1+2=10.
One may show that the G-function on A of v is

Ge(w,z,y,2) = 3w+ 4z +y + 2z.
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Similarly, the G-function of v,, = v, g is
Gy(w,z,y,2) = 2w+ + 4y + 32.

Hence the expected vanishing order of v, with respect to — Ky, = Oy(3) is

S(—KM,VC) = 3S(OM(1),VC) = %(A)/Ade = %

Anm(ve) 2 5 1

We see that the value of the delta function on v is 0(v) = Skvd) = 2

On the other hand, we consider the valuation v _1) = v_¢, whose values on X; are
(0,1,3,2,2,5,4,6).
Note that 1(o1)(X;) + v—¢(X;) = 6. So we have G¢ + G_; = 6 on A. Hence
S(O4(1), ve) + S(On(1),v_¢) = 6,

hence S(— Ky, v—¢) = . The valuation v_ is supported on the affine chart Uy = M N{Xy = 1} =
A* (with coordinates :171, Tg, X3, x4), and is monomial with weight (1,3,2,2). Hence Ay (v_¢) =
1+3+2+2 =28 anddé(v¢) = £ < 1. Symmetrically, we have §(v,,) = 6(v1,0)) = 2> and
0(v_y) = 6(V(-10) = 57

For general v, 3) = Van+sc, the weight is (4a+6b, 5a+5b, 2a+3b, a+-4b, 6a+4b, 4a+b, 3a+20,0).

If a,b > 0, then v, has the same center as v¢, and is monimial with weight (2a+3b, a+4b, 4a+
b, 3a+2b) with respect to x5, x3, 27, 5. Hence A (Vgy1c) = 10(a+b), and the G-function of v 45

on A'is Gayrpe = aGy + bGe. S0 S(Vanrc) = aS(vy) +bS(ve) = B(a+b), and §(Vay1se) = 2.
If a > b,b < 0, we simply assmue b = —1. Then the minimizer of wt(, _1) = an — (is
9 4<a,
i(a,—l): 3 §§a§4
0 —1<a<?

In each case, the valuation v(, _1) = V4y—¢ is monomial on U;, i = i(4,—1) With respect to the coordi-
nate chart. More precisely, the weight of the monomial valuation and the coordinate charts are

(2a —3,a—4,4a — 1,3a — 2), (r9, 3,27, 28), 4 < a,
(3a—274a_17a+17_a+4>7 (x07$17x27x9)7 % §a§4
(a+1,—2a+3,-3a+2,2a+2), (x1,22,23,34), —1<a<2
It is not difficult to compute the G-function on A
aG, — G¢ 4<a,
Gan-c = aG,—Gc+(4—a) 2<a<4,
aGy — G¢ + (6 — 4a) —1§a§§.
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Hence the log discrepancies and the S-invariants follow

10(a — 1), 3 16(a—1) 4<a,
Ayt (Vap—¢) = Ta+2, S(—=K o Van—¢) = 5 1la+4 % <a<4,
—2a + 8, —4a 4 14 —1§a§§.
So the delta function on {a > —1,b = —1} is
5/8 4 <a,

5(vayc) = g d (Ta+2)/(1la+4) 2<a<4,
(a—4)/(2a—7) —-1<a<?2

Symmetrically, we have the delta function on {a = —1,b > —1}. We conclude that

( (4a+0)/(Ta+2b) a<b< —2aq,
. (2a — 7b)/(4a — 11b) —2a < b < —4a,
5(1/(%5,)) = (5(Va,7+b<) = g . 5/8 a Z —4b&b 2 —4&,
(Ta—2b)/(11a —4b) —2b < a < —4b,
[ (a+4b)/(2a+7b) b<a<—2b

Hence the delta function on Ng is minimized by v(_; _1), whose weight is
5-(0,0,1,1,0,1,1,2),
which is the K-unstable center ordg (up to rescalling by 5) of M, found by [Fuj17].

3.4. The delta minimizer of a quintic Del Pezzo fourfold. It was proved in [Fuj17] that 5(Es) < 0.
We have shown that the delta function is minimized by Es on Ng. In this subsection, we will further
show that Fg is a minimizer of §(M).

By the celebrated theory of [LXZ22, [Zhu21]], there exists a Aut(M )-invariant prime divisor F
over M computing the delta invariant. Hence 6(M, —Kjy;) = d¢, (M, —K)y) since Cy C M is the
unique mimimal Aut (M )-orbit.

Theorem 3.2. The delta invariant of My is 6(M,) = % and is minimized by Fs.

We have shown that
Ay (Es) 25

=0V 11)) = —=.

S(—Ku: Es) (V1) = 5
Note that —Kp; = Oy(3). It suffices to show

25

(6) Oy, (M, Op (1)) > 9
We will prove the inequality using the following strengthened version of the Abban-Zhuang estimate
AZ22, Theorem 3.2], which is stated at the end of the proof of [Zhu2l, Lemma 4.9]. See also
[MW23| Theorem 4.6].

Let U be a quasi-projective variety and (X, A) be a klt pair with a projective morphism f : X —
U. Let F be a plt-type divisor over X with the associated plt-type blowup 7 : Y — X. We set Ay
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to be the strict transform of A, and A be the different of Ay on F. Let V, be a multi-graded linear
series on X, and W, be the refinement of V, by F'. For any closed subvariety Z C U, We define

A X,A (U)

S(Ve;v)’

where the infimum runs over all the valuations v on X whose center on U contain Z.

(7) dz(X, A;V,) :=inf,

Theorem 3.3. Assume that Z C f(F'). Then

®) 07(X, A; V) > min{%ﬁz(ﬂ Ap; W.)}-

Remark 3.4. It is clear that §, (X, A; V,) = inf 2 d2/(X, A; V,) where the infimum runs over all the
subvarieties 7’ of X dominating Z. The above strengthened version of the Abban-Zhuang estimate
says that there is no need to consider all those Z’ appearing in the infimum but only the refinement

center Cx(F) C X.

Proof of Theorem[3.2] We take refinement of R, = R(M,O(1)) by Eg, F and C succeedingly, and
get multi-graded linear series Wks WZ, respectively. Recall that 7, : Fs — P? is the blowup
of a twisted cubic curve C5 with exceptional divisor F, and g, : Eg — P? is a P'-bundle with
T = wgé (Cy), which is the strict transform of the tangent developable 7' C P3 of C3. The divisors F

and 7" in E tangent along a curve C of order 2. They are the only G-invariant subvarieties of Fg.

By Theorem [3.3] we have

Sy (M; Onr(1)) > min{S

Ay (Es) Agy(F) Ap(C) }
(O(1); Es)’ S(Wees; F) S(WEL; €)

We already have Ay/(Eg) = 2 and S(O(1); Es) = 18/25. Let’s compute other invariants on the
right hand side of the inequality.

We first compute the refinement WS, We make the assumption that u € Q,m € N such that
mu € N in the following. Recall that Dy C M is the strict transform of Dy = {Xy = 0} € M and
7% Dy = Dy + 2FE5. The nef and big divisor 7O (1) — Eg determines the morphism 7 : M — P4
contracting Dy to a twisted cubic curve Cj in the hyperplane Hy C P*. We have the following
decomposition

W*OM(l) - UES ~Q Dg + (2 - U)ES
= 2—u)(Dg+ Es) —(1—u)Dy ~g (2—u)7*Ops(1) — (1 — u)Dy,
for 0 < u < 2. Hence 7*O);(1) — uFy is an ample Q-divisor for 0 < w < 1, and the fixed part of
7™ On (1) — uFEs is (u — 1)[)9 for 1 < u < 2. Recall that 75, : Es — Hy = P? is the blowup of
Hy along a twisted cubic C'3 with exceptional divisor F' = D9| Eg- The refinement is defined as the
quotient WrEs = FpuV,,/Fpet'V,,, which is embedded in H° <Es, m[m*On(1) — uEs] |Es)

m,mu

Using Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing theorem, we conclude that
H°( Es, m[(2 —u)h. Oy (1) — (1 — u)FD 0
HO(Es,m(2 = )5, 0, (1)) +m(u—1)F 1

IN

u <1,

2.

WEs, . =

m,mu

IN
IA

u
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In the second row we mean that the subspace of
H°<ES, m[(2 = u)7h,Ony (1) + (u — 1)F]),
consisting of sections with ordr > m(u — 1). We will simply denote this graded linear series by
e gz ?,2119(2 —u)— (1 u)F) 0<u<l,
s, H9(2—u)) +u—1DF 1<u<2.

We could compute S(WEs; F) now. If 0 < u < 1, we have naturally

©) Fpwlis) = oF + H'(Bs, Oy (2 = w) = (1 = u+ v)F),

which is non-vanishing for 0 < v < w/2. If 1 < u < 2and u — 1 < v, the filtration ]:I@W(Pfib) 1s
also formulated as (Q) which is non-vanishing for v < u /2. Finally if 1 < wu < 2andv < u — 1, the
filtration is trivial:

(10) Fpwhs, = (u—1)F + H°<ES, O (2 — u)).
In a word, there are two polyhedral regions
A = {(u,v):0<v<u/2,u—1<v},
A = {u,v):0<v<u—1,u<?2},
in the (u, v)-plane such that the filtration is formulated as (@) when (u,v) € A; and as (I0) when
(u,v) € Ay. In the former case, we have
VlFIWE) = (@ w)rp,0n,(1) ~ (1 —u+0)F)
= 2-uw’-1-32—-uP(l-u+v)-0
432 —uw) (1 —u+v)*-(=3) = (I —u+v)*- (=10)
= 2-u)P—-92—u)(1—-u+v)*+10(1 —u+v)*
where the second equality follows from (I)). In the latter case

vol(FPW ) = Oy (2 — w)* = (2 — u)*.
Recall vol(Wks) = vol(V,) = vol(Op(1)) = 5. Hence we have
(V)17 Es
1 vol(Fp"Wii%)) 1 9
11 Es. Py = — ’ =—- < —.
(b SWes F) = 57 /AFUAf 3! dudv =2 < 3

Next we take refinement of W s by I, which is

W(F )= H°<F,(1 —u+v)hp + (1—|—2U—5U)lp),

1,u,v
for (u,v) € A = {(u,v): 0 <v <u/2,1—u+wv >0} Hence

féw)WF )= HO<F,(1 —u+v—w)hF+(1+2u—5U—w)lp>,

(1,u,v
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which is non-vanishing for (u, v, w) € A® where

AC:{(U,U,w):0§U§U/2,O§w§1—u+v,w§1+2u—51)}.

Hence
1 vol(féw)W(ff ) 1 9
12 e C) = L2 dudvdw = — < —.
(12) IWeesi ) = 5775 /Ac 5] uavaw =5 < 95
S0 8¢, (M;Op (1)) > min{ 2, 5,5} = 2. We conclude that 6(My; O(1)) = 2. O

4. THE QUINTIC DEL PEZZO FIVEFOLDS

We find the delta minimizer of a quintic Del Pezzo fivefold in this section.

4.1. The automorphism group and delta invariant of a quintic Del Pezzo fivefold. Let M/ =
Gr(2,Vs) N {X5 + Xg = 0} C P?, which is a smooth quintic Del Pezzo fivefold. We shall omit X5
and view M as a subvariety of IP*}(O, X1 .Xa.X5.X4.X6.X7.Xs. Xo With the same argument in the previous
section, one can show that the endomorphism algebra aut()) C sl; is generated by

-2 )\1 )\2 )\3 )\4
0 a b f g

0 ¢ d g h
0O p q A—a —c
0 qg r —=b X—d

There are only two orbits on M via the Aut(M )-action, that is, the closed orbit W = {X, = X5 =
X6 = X7 = Xg = Xy =0} = P3 C P and the open orbit M \ W, see [PVdV99, Proposition 5.3].
Let Ey be the exceptional divisor of the blowup 7 : M — M of M along . Then we have
_AwlBw) 15 45 Au(Es)
S(—Kuy; Ew) 16 46 S(—Ku; Eg)’
where the second equality follows from [Fuj17]. For the first one, we state proof now. Using Schubert
calculus, one can show that the Chern classes of Nyy/ys are ¢; = 0, ¢ = a%, where 01 = ¢;(M). Let
h = ¢1(Og,, yw(1)). Then we have intersection numbers

(13) ol odh oih* oh® Wt
0 1 0 -1 0/

Hence we have vol 7, (On (1) — tEw) = (01 +th)* = 4t — 4¢%, and

8

1

We conclude by — K, = O(4) and Ay, (Eyw ) = 2. Furthermore, we have

Theorem 4.1. The delta invariant of M = Mj is 6( M) = % and is minimized by Eyy.
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Proof. Let WEW be the refinement of R, = R(M,O(1)) by Ey. By equivariant K-stability and
Theorem [3.3]it suffices to show that
4
S(Wee; Z) < 15’

for any prime divisor Z C Ey dominating W. We firstly see that Oy, (1) — tEy is ample for
0 < t < 1 and is not big for ¢ > 1. Hence W(u = Ow(1) + Og,,yw(t) for 0 < ¢t < 1, which
is always ample. So vol(W(y4)) = (01 + th)* = 4t — 4¢3, Since 7 : Eyy — W is a P'-bundle and
Z C Ew dominates W, we have Z ~ Ow (a) + Op,, yw(b) for 1 < b < a. Then we have

5 vol(W, sZ
S(Wae; Z) = 5/5' // <“ )dsdt,

t

1—
a—b VOl (1 £ — SZ) 1 1
’ d dt) - - <z
+[, /0 1l ’ 6a =6

O

We are also interested in the pairs (M, Q) for @ € |Oy(2)], in particular for those () with large
symmetries. They are closely related to GM varieties. For M = M,, there is a quadric divisor
Qo (defined by X? — 4X,X,) such that the subgroup Aut(M,, Qo) C Aut(M,) is reductive, see
4l For M = Msj, we consider the quadric divisor )y defined by { Xy X5 + X; X3 = 0}. Then the
endomorphism algebra of the pair (M, ()y) is generated by

—2X 0 0 0 0
0 a b 0 0
d 0 0
0 A\—a —c
0 —-b X—d

o O O

c
0
0

We use the same notions Q,, P,(t) = exp(—tQ,) as Section Note that M admitsa T = G3 -
action generated by Py, P, and P,;, whose actions on P = IP® are given by

P)\(t) . [Xz] == [tho,thl,t1X27t2X3,X4,t_1X6,t_1X7,t_1X8,t_2X9],
P.(t)-[X)] = [t Xo, X1, X0, X3t Xy, t7' X, tX7, X5, tXo),
Py(t) - [Xi] = [Xo,t 7' Xy, Xo, t X3, 671 Xy, t X6, ¢ X7, X5, tX].

We denote by 7, ¢, ¢ the weights of the one-parameter subgroups Py, P,, P, respectively, that is
n o= (2727171707_17_17_17_2)7
S = (_17071707_17_1717071>7
¢ = (0,-1,0,1,-1,1,-1,0,1).
Let G = Aut(M, Q). Then the generic orbit of the G-action on M is open. Note that W is

G-invariant and has G-orbits Qow \ (lo1 U las),lor = {Xo = X1 = 0}, 13 = {Xo = X3 = 0}.
We denote by K = {Xy = X; = Xy = X3 = 0} C M, then K is isomorphic to the quadric
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threefold Q* = {V,Yy + Y@ + YgY7 = 0} C P}, 4.y 1.y, Note that K C Qg is G-invariant.
The hyperplane sections H? = {Y; = 0}, HY = {Ys = 0} C K are both cone over conic ¢ =
H f N Hg ={YsY: +YZ =0} C IP)%/&Y?’YS with vertices o4, o9 respectively. We have the following
orbit decomposition

M= (MA@QUW))U(Q\ (K UQow)) L
<W \ QO,W) U (QO,W \ (lo1 U 523)) U lor U las U

(K (HEUHD)) U (HE\ (010 0) U (HE\ (00 Ua)) g Uog oy,

4.2. Properties of quintic Del Pezzo fivefolds. We make some preparations for computing the delta
invariant 0( M5, cQq) for suitable c. Note that Aut(M, ()y) is generated by the one-parameter sub-
groups with weights —1 (21 + < + (), —£(n — 2¢ — 2¢) and an SL,. We consider the toric divisors
corresponding to these two one-parameter subgroups, which are Ey and Eg respectively.

The blowup M — M naturally embeds in M x P§/4,Y67Y7,Y8,Yg' Let 7 : M — P* be the natural
projection, and we have 7*Opa(1) ~ 7*O);(1) — Ey . Hence we get the bi-homogeneous equations
deﬁnlng EW g W X P%@,YS,Y%YS,YQ

XoY7r + Xq1Ys + XY, =0,
XoYs — X1Ys + X3Y, =0,
XoYg — Xo¥s — X3Ys =0,
X1Yy — XoYs + X3Y7 = 0.

If we consider it as equations in Xy, X1, X5, X3, then the determinant of coefficients is (Y;Yy + Yg +
YsY7)?. Hence the restriction 1y : By — P* is a P'-bundle over Q° = {Y,Yy + Y@ + Y5Y7 = 0} C
P*. One may also consider the blowup of M along K with exceptional divisor E. Then Ey and
E are isomorphic over Q3. The inverse image Loz = 7' (lo3) is defined by

XoY7 + X Y3 =0,
{ C lyg x P%/47y6,y77y8>

XoYs — X1Ys =0,

which is contained in Qo = 7 *(Qow). Hence Loz = F, and the image of 7,,, is just HY =
P(1,1,2). The line [ = {Ys = Y7 = Yg = 0} C Lo is contracted by 7,, to the vertex o9, and
it is a minimal G-orbit of Ey,. Note that Loz is contained in the pull-back Hy = T‘l(HgQ ) C
W x P}, v v, vi» Which is defined as

XoY7r + XqYs + XoY, =0,
XoYs — X1Ys + X3Y, =0,
—XoYs — X3Yg =0,
—XoYs + X3Y; = 0.

Let Eyy — Ey be the blowup of Eyy along [ with exceptional divisor £, = [ x P2, Then the
morphism 7y : Eyw — Q3 lifts to 7y : Ey — Q3, where Q? is the blowup of Q® at 0g. And the
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restriction of 7y to £ is just the second projection. Let [~/23, QO,W - EW be the strict transform of
Loz and QO,W respectively. Then the curve C' = igg N E; C Ej is defined as

Vet XV =0 cup . —B,
XoYs — XiYs =0, YornYs

which is contained in the surface R = CZQO,W NE ={YsY:+YZ=0} C E,.

Remark 4.2. The valuation ordg, (over Ly ) is just the restriction of ordg, (over M) to Eyy.

Finally, let EW — EW be the blowup of EW along L23 with exceptional divisor £} .. Then the
strict transform El of Ej is the blowup of E; along C' with exceptional diviosr Fo = El ﬂ E e We
shall denote by R C El the strict transform of R and C' = RN Ee.

4.3. Computing S-invariants over Ey,. We will compute the delta invariant of (M, c()) in the
last section for suitable ¢. By G-equivariant K-stability it suffices to compute d;,, (M, cQo). We take
refinement of R, = R(M,O(1)) by Eyw, E; and E¢ succeedingly, and get multi-graded linear series
WEw WE. WEC respectively.

We denote by L = 7*Oy (1) and H = 7°Ogs(1), then L + Op,, yw (1) = H. Leta C Loys C Eyw
be the strict transform of a fiber of Lo — o3, and 5 C Hg be a curve intersect / transversally at a
point such that it is mapped to a ruling of HQQ = P(1, 1, 2) isomorphically via 7, and mapped to a
line in W isomorphically via 7. Then £} - o = E; - § = 1 and

L-«o H-a« L-p H-p
0 1 1 1 '

Recall that Wi = L + Op,, jw(t) = (1 — )L + tH. Then

g - (Wg"t") —sk) = 1—s.

Hence W(]thV) — sk is ample for 0 < s < t. We denote by L=1L- E;, H=H-— E;, where H is

semiample but L has base locus [~/23 If t < s <1, then Wwkhw

(1) — skE has asymptotic base locus Lo,

Blowing it up we get EW and L L— Ej},, is semiample. Consequently, we have

H(Ey,(1—t)L + (t — S)H—FSI:I) 0<s<t,
Wit = sBi = { HO(Ew, (s - )l:;+(1—s)L+tH) (s —t)E;,, | t<s<l,
HO EW,(1—t)E+(1+t—s)H)+(s—t)EL23+(s—1)ﬁ19 1<s<1+t.

By (13)), we have intersection numbers

15) L4 I[3H L[2H® LH3? H* LH3 L[2H? [3H LL3 L2L? L3L
0 1 2 2 0 /)’ 1 2 1 -1 0 0 '
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Note that N; 7 = L#2|;, and [Ly;) = [L]? in the Chow ring, we have

(16)< it I3H IA? LS H) (i?»L irr? LI AL LIPL iﬁm)

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Hence
41—)((1 =)t +3(1 —t)t2 +2t2 - s%) 0<s<H,
4(s — 1—s)? 1—s)t? +13
Vol (WY — sE}) = (s —t)(3( s)2t +3(1 — )t —|—2t )+
L8 4(1 — s)t((1 — 8)2 + 3(1 — s)t + t?) t<s<l,
41-t)(1+t—s)? 1<s<1+t,
1 [ Ftvol(WhW — sEy) 23
17 SWEw. B) = —// (1.5 dsdt = ==,
17 (v, 5/5! )y A1 ° 30

Next we compute WEL and S(WEL; E¢). Recall that E; = [ x P2, We denote by Ly = priO;(1)
and Hg = pr5Op2(1). Then L|g, = Lg, H|g, = 0 and E}|p, = —Hpg. Moreover, I:I9|Ez = Risa
trivial P* bundle over the conic ¢ C P2, and Lys|z, = C' € R. The strict transform EJ of E; on E?W
is the blowup of F; along C' with exceptional diviosr Ec = E}, |5. We also have H olg = R and
RN E- = C. Inaword, we have

(18) LoH By L) B, )
Ly 0 -Hg R C Ec R

where the first rows consist of divisors and subvarieties of EW and EW, the second rows consist of
their restrictions to £; or Ej. Since C is the complete intersection of two divisors in |Lg + Hg|, we
denote by Bp=Lp+ Hp— FEc-. Hence

HO El,(l—t)LEJrsHE) 0<s<t,
Wity = HO(Ei (s = OBp + (1= $)Lp + tHg) + (s — ) Eg t<s<1,
HO(B, (1= )Bp+ (L4t = s)Hp) + (s = )Ec + (s = )R 1<s <1+t
A straightforword computation shows that
(o EZ,TBE—F(l—t—T)LE+(8—T)HE) (rys,t) € Ay,

H(E,(1—1)Bs + (1 —t+s—2r)HE> F(1+t+1)R (r,51) € Ag,
Wiy —rEo=3 H(E, (s —t)Bp + (1 —s)Lp + tHE> +(=t+s—r)Ee (rst) € Ag,,
H(E, (1—#)Bp+(1+t— s)HE)

+(—t+s—r)Ec+(s—1)R (r,s,t) € Ag,,
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where

Ay = {0<t<1,0<s<1,((s<t,r>0)[(s>t,r>s—1t)),
(s+t<lr<s)|(s+t>1r<1—t))}

Ap = {0<t<l,-1+t+s—2r>0,(0<s<l,s+t>1,r>1—1)
l<s<l4+t,r>s—1t))},

A, = {0<t<lit<s<1l,0<r<s—t},

Ao, = {0<t<ll<s<l+4t,0<r<s—t}.

Since N¢yg, = (Lg + Hg)®?, we have intersection numbers

(19) E3 EXLp E%Hg Bpl% BpLpHp BpH: B
-6 -1 -2 ) 0 1 1 0o/

Hence

6r(1—t—r)(s =) +3(1L—t)(s —r)* (r,5,1) € A,
3(1—t)(1 —t 45— 2r)> (r;s,t) € Ap
(WE = rEe) = N ’
vol(Wiy ) = 7Ee) 6(s —1)(1 — s)t + 3(1 — 1)t (r;s,1) € Ay,
31 —t)(1+1t—s)? (r,s,t) € Ac,.
1 vol(W, o —rEc) 154
00)  S(WE.E.) — _/ 2 drdsdt = —.
( o) 5/5 Ja,uapuAc,UAG, 3! 405

Finally we compute WZES, and S(WZES,: C'). Recall that B = C' x P! is a trivial bundle. We

denote by lE = pr’{(’)c(l) and hE = pl";(’)]pl(l). Then LE|EC = lEaHE|Ec = 2ZE7EC|EC =
—hg + 3l and BE|Ec = hg. We also have R\EC = C. Inaword

e Lp Hpg Eq Br R
lp 2lp —hp+3lp hg C |’

Hence

H° EC,(r—u)hE—l—(l—t+2$—3r—u)lE> (u,r,8,t) € Aan,
WES,,y —uC =3 po El,(l—t)hEJrQ(l—t+s—2r)lE>

+H=1+t+r—u)C (u,r,s,t) € Apg,
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where

Agp = {0<t<1,0<s<1,((s<t,r>0)||(s>t,r>s—1)),
(s+t<lr<s)[(s+t>1Lr<l—t),1—t+2s—2r>0,0<u<r}
U{0<t<1l,-14+t+s—2r>0,(0<s<l,s+t>1r>1-1t)
l<s<l+4+t,r>s—1t),1—-t+2s—2r>0—-1+t+r<u<r},

App = {0<t<l,—-14t+s—2r>0,(0<s<l,s+t>1,r>1—1t)
l<s<l+t,r>s—1),1—-t+2s—2r>0,0<u<-—-1+t+r}

Hence
VOI(W(?S,s,r) —uC) = 2r —u)(1—t+2s—3r—u) (u,rns1) €A,
4(1—t) (1 —t+s—2r) (u,r,s,t) € App,
= vol WEC — ué’
(22) S(WE,.C) = —— / Wi =) 221
5/5‘ AaaUABB 2! 2430

5. K-STABILITY OF GENERAL SPECIAL GUSHEL-MUKAI MANIFOLDS

Let X be a GM n-fold, and M C P be the quintic Del Pezzo n-fold. When X is special,
there is a double cover p : X — M branched along a smooth quadric divisor () which is an ordinary
GM (n — 1)-fold. We have p*(K) + 3Q) = Kx. By Theorem 1.2], we see that X is
K-semistable if and only if the log Fano pair (M, Q) is K-semistable.

We first recall some basic results about the projective cone over a log Fano pair. Let (V, Ay/) be
a (n — 1)-dimensional log Fano pair such that L = —2(Ky + Ay) is an ample Cartier divisor for
some rational number r € (0, n|. We define the projective cone over V' with polarization L by

Y =C(V,L) = Proj<@ & HWV, (m- A)L)sk>,

m>00<A<m

which is the union of the affine cone C = Spec( B0 HO(V, mL)) and a divisor V, = V at infinity.
Let Ay be closure of Ay x C*in Y. Then —(Ky + Ay) is Cartier and

—(Ky + Ay) ~Q (1 + T)Voo.
By [LX20, Proposition 5.3] or Theorem[6.2] we have

Proposition 5.1. If (V, Ay ) is K-semistable, then (Y, Ay + (1 — L)V) is K-semistable.

We will use the following result about degeneration to normal cone. See for example [LZ22b
Lemma 2.12] and [ZZ22], Lemma 5.3].

Proposition 5.2. Let X be a Fano varietie of dimension n, and V' be a prime divisor on X such
that —Kx ~q (1 4+ 7)V with 0 < r < n. Then (X, V) specially degenerates to (Y, V), where
Y =C(V,H) and H = V. In particular, if V is K-semistable, then (X, (1 — L)V') is K-semistable.
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We are ready to state the main theorem.

Theorem 5.3. General special GM-manifolds are K-stable.

Proof. Tt was proved by [AZ22] that smooth GM threefolds are all K-stable. We need to prove
that there exists a K-stable special GM n-fold for n = 4,5,6. Then by openness of K-stability we
are done, since the automorphism groups of GM manifolds are discrete and the parameter space of
special GM n-folds is a subvariety of the parameter space of GM n-folds.

We first prove that general GM n-folds are K-semistable for n = 4, 5, 6. It suffices to find smooth
quadric divisor ),,_1 C M, such that (M, %Qn_l) is K-semistable.

For n = 4, note that () is a GM threefold, which is K-stable by [AZ23, Theorem C]. Since

—Ky ~g 3Q, wehave r = Land 1 — 2 = I =: ¢y By Proposition 5.2 we conclude that
7

(M, £Q) is K-semistable. On the other hand, we consider a smooth hyperplane section H of M.
Then H = M; which is K-polystable by Example 3.4.1]. With the same method, since
—Ky = 3H, wehaver = 2)1 — = = % Hence (M, %H) is K-semistable. One can construct a
family that deform (X, %H ) to (X, i@) for some smooth quadric divisor () of M. By the openness
of K-semistability, we conclude that there exists smooth quadric divisor () on M such that (X, iQo)
is K-semistable. Finally, by interpolation of K-stability ([ADLI19, Proposition 2.13]), we see that

(M, cQo) is K-semistable for any ; < ¢ < Z. In particular, (M, $Qo) is K-semistable.

For n = 5, we consider the pair (M = Ms, 2(H + H')), where M = M;, H, H' are two distinct
smooth hyperplane sections of M with smooth intersection / = H N H'. So H and H' are M, and
I =2 M. By Proposition[5.2] this pair can specially degenerate to (C(H, O (1)), 3(Ho+E)), where
& =C(I,0(1)). Applying Proposition 51lto (H,1I) and r = 2, since Oy (1) ~g —2(Kpy + 31),
we see that (C(H,Op(1)),3(Hx + £)) is K-semistable. Then by the openness of K-semistability,
(M, 5(H+H')) is K-semistable. Similar to the proof of n = 4 case, one can deform (M, 5(H + H'))
to some (M, £Q)) and we get the K-semistability of (M, Q) for some smooth quadric divisor Q.

We also consider the degeneration induced by some () C Mj5, which is an ordinary GM fourfold.
This will be useful in the proof of K-stability. In the n = 4 case, we already have a K-semistable
special GM fourfold. By openness of K-semistability, there exists a K-semistable ordinary GM
fourfold (). Since —Kj; ~ 2Q we have r = 1, cpax = %. Then by Proposition we see that
(M, 2Q) is K-semistable. By interpolation we have (M, cQ) is K-semistable for any 5 < ¢ < 7.

For n = 6, we already have a K-polystable base M = Mg = Gr(2,5). The same argument in the
previous paragraph shows that (M, % ) is K-semistable for some ). By interpolation we see that

(M, cQ) is K-semistable for any 0 < ¢ < 3. In particular, (M, $Q) is K-semistable.

Next, we prove that general GM n-folds are K-stable for n = 4,5, 6. We prove by induction on n
using Theorem[6.2]in the next section.

Since any ordinary GM threefold Q3 C M, is K-stable, we see that (My, c()3) is K-stable for any
0 < ¢ < I by Theorem[6.2l By interpolation, (My, cQ3) is K-stable for any 1 < ¢ < I (this holds
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for < ¢ < I, see Theorem[6.3). In particular (My, $Q3) is K-stable, and we get a K-stable special
GM fourfold. Then the openness of K-stability gives a K-stable ordinary GM fourfold ), C M5.
By Theorem again, (Ms,cQ),) is K-stable for all 0 < ¢ < %, hence for all é < c < % by
interpolation and Theorem Also by the openness of K-stability, we get a K-stable ordinary GM
fivefold Q)5 C M. With the same argument we conclude that (Mg, cQ)5) is K-stable forall 0 < ¢ < %.

In particular, we get a K-stable special GM sixfold. U

6. THE K-SEMISTABLE DOMAINS OF PAIRS (M, cQ)

We consider the wall-crossing problem of the K-moduli spaces of the log Fano pairs (M, ¢Q) in
this section, where M is a quintic Del Pezzo fourfold or fivefold and () is an ordinary GM threefold
or fourfold respectively. Note that the general theory of K-moduli wall crossing in the proportional
case was established in Zho23]].

For M = M,, one may compute delta for the divisorial valuations ordg, and ordg,. A straight-
forword computation shows that the smoothness of ()3 implies that S ¢ Q3. So we have

AM4,CQ3 (ES) _ 25
S(—KM4 — CQg; Es) 9(3 — 20)7

AM4,CQ3(Q3) _ 10(1 B C)
S(—KM4 —CQg;Q3> 3 —2c ’

Hence (M, cQ3) is K-semistable only if § < ¢ < £.

For M = M5, similarly we have for ordg,, and ordg,,

AM57CQ4(EW) _ 15
S(—KM5 —CQ4;Ew) 8(2 —0)7
AM57CQ4(Q4) _ 6(1 - C)
S(—Kpy — cQu; Qu) 2—c
Hence (M5, ¢Q),) is K-semistable only if é <c< %. Moreover, we have the following theorem.
Theorem 6.1. For general Q5 € |Oy,(2)] and Q4 € |On, (2)], we have
17 1 4
K M7 :|:_7_i|7 K M7 :|:_7_i|'
ss(My, Qs3) 9’8 ss(Ms, Q4) 3’5

6.1. The last wall. We show that the pair (M, c()) is K-stable for those ¢ sufficiently close to the
last wall by the following theorem, which is a minor strengthening of the cone construction.

Theorem 6.2. Let (X, A) be a log Fano pair of dimensionn, V. C X be a prime divisor not contained
in Supp(A) such that (X, A+ V') is lc at the generic point of V. We denote by Ay the different of A
onV. Assume that —K x — A ~q (1 + 1)V for some rational number 0 < r < n. Then we have

(@) If (V, Ay ) is K-semistable, then (X, A + (1 — Z)V') is K-semistable,

(b) If (V, Av) is K-stable, then (X, A + ¢V') is K-stable for any ¢ € Qs such that

(23) max{(r+1)(1—5(X,A)),(1—%) (n+1)(5(V,AV)—1)}<c<1—5.

r
n n



24 YUCHEN LIU AND LINSHENG WANG

Remark 6.3. The theorem says that if (V, Ay ) is K-stable, then (X, A + ¢V') is K-stable for ¢ =
-, —cforany0 <e < 1.

Proof. For any ¢ € Q¢ such that the pair (X, A + ¢V/) is log Fano, we denote by V, the graded
linear series of —Kx — A — ¢V and by W) the refinement of V, by V. Then for any z € V, [AZ22,
Theorem 3.2] implies that

1— 1
24) 5.6 A+ ov) = min{ LI 5 Ao,
r+1—c
Since V' ~q r_-lu(_K x — A), the multi-graded linear series 1) is almost complete in the sense of

AZ22| Definition 2.16]. It is clear that W), has no fixed part. Hence by [AZ22] (3.1)], we have

r(n+1)

5w(‘/7 AV7 Wov) = 5:2(‘/7 AV; 01<W0V)) = m

532 (‘/7 AV) )
where

a(Wyy = ((—KX A= V)= S(—Kx — A~V V)v) v

Thus the right hand side of 24) is greater that 1 if

(1=2) =+ )6V AY) —1) <c<l-—,

For any = ¢ V, we have directly

r+1
r+1—c
which is greater that 1 if ¢ > (r + 1)(1 — 6(X, A)). O

S (X, A+ eV —Ky — A —cV) = 5.(X, A=Ky — A),

Remark 6.4. Apply the theorem to (Mj, ¢Q)). We have shown that 6(M,) = 2. Hence (r + 1)(1 —
6(My)) = & < L. By [AZ23| Theorem 5.12], we know that the smooth GM threefold () is K-stable.
We conclude that (M;, cQ) is K-stable for any 0 < ¢ < .

With the same argument in the proof of Theorem we get a K-stable ordinary GM fourfold
@Q C Ms. Apply the theorem to (Ms, Q). Since §(Ms) = 12, we have (r+1)(1 —8(Ms)) = & < 3.
Hence (Ms, cQ) is K-stable for any 0 < ¢ < 3.

6.2. The first wall. For M = M,. If ¢ < §, then (M, cQ) is destablized by Es. We consider the
pair (M, % ) with @ NS = Cy. The product test configuration induced by —é(n + () (see Section
B.2) degenerating () to the cone Qy = { X7 — 4X, X, = 0} C M. We have

Theorem 6.5. The pair (My, §Qo) is K-polystable.

Proof. We first prove that the pair is K-semistable. Note that G := Aut(M, Q) = GL, has one
dimensional center T whose action is generated by —%(n + (). The curve Cy is one of the two
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minimal orbits of the G-action on M (the other is the closed point [0, 0,0, 0, 0,0, 0, 1]). It suffices to
show that d¢,, (M, §Qo) > 1. We follow the calculation in the proof of Theorem 3.2

Recall that 7, : Eg — IP3 is the blowup of a twisted cubic curve C with exceptional divisor F,
and 7, : Eg — P?is a P'-bundle with T’ = 7! (C5), which is the strict transform of the tangent
developable T' C P3 of Cs. The divisors F' and 7' in Eg tangent along a curve C' of order 2. They are
the only G-invariant subvarieties of Es. Also note that 77 *(Qy) N Eg = T intersecting transversally.

We take refinement of R, = R(M,O(1)) by Eg, F and C succeedingly. By (1) and (12),

1 1
S(WES;F)ZE, S(Wﬁ.;C)Ig-
The restriction of %TN on I''is %C’ . Then
AES,%T(F) _5 AF,%C(C> B 3_5
SWksiFy 7 SWE:C) 97

Note that — Ky — Qo = 20O(1). By Theorem[3.3] we have
1 . AM,l (Es) Ag ,lT(F) AF,2C(C)
602 (M, _QO) > _mln{ QQO. > - 9E ) 9F . }
9 25 S(O(l)’Es) S(W..S7F) S(Wooﬂc)

= min{l,g,z} -1
55

9

Hence (M, $Qo) is K-semistable.

Next, we prove that (M, %Qo) is K-polystable. Let T C G be the one-parameter subgroup gener-
ated by —%(7) + (), and N the co-weight lattice of the T-action. Then Ej is a toric divisor of T, and
we have naturally a T-equivariant surjective rational map f : M --» Eg, which makes Eg a quo-
tient of M by the T-action. Hence Val}rv’f = Valp, x Ng. If (M, %Qo) is not K-polystable, then by
Corollary 4.11], it is not G-equivariantly K-polystable. Hence by [LX14] Theorem 7] there
exists a G-equivariant non-product type special TC (X, A, L) of (M, $Qo) with Fut(X, A, £) = 0.
Then v = ordy,|x, is a G-invariant valuation on A not of the form wt, for any { € Ng with
Bt (v) = 0, which is equivalent to AM’%QO(U)/S(O(I); v) = 2. In particular, v is T-invariant.
Hence v = vy ¢ for some G-invariant valuation vy on Eg and £ € Ng. Note that v, is also a val-
uation on M via the surjective rational map f : M --» Eg. Hence AM%Q () = A ES%T(UQ).
Note that R, = R(M,O(1)) admits a weight decomposition R,, = @ecz R, With respect to the
T-action. Since Eg is a toric divisor of T, we have a canonical T-equivariant isomorphism of N2-
graded linear series Rqyq = Wfs . Hence the filtration induced by vy on R,,, W.]fs are the same via
this isomorphism. So S(O(1);vy) = S(WEs;v,) and

o0 )

25 Auigo(v) _ Anige(vo)  Aggip(vo) 1~ 25 (97
5= > i — e > do(Bs, g T WES) = Dmin{ £, - ]
5~ SO0 = SOW)00)  SOVE ) = B gTiWest) = gming 5. 5
where the first inequality follows from the definition of reduced delta invariant [XZ20, Remark A.2]
and the second inequality follows from the G-invariance of vy. We get a contradiction. Hence

(M, $Qo) is K-polystable. O
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For M = M;. If ¢ < %, then (M, c@)) is destablized by Ey . Let Qy = { X X2+ X1 X3 =0} C M.
We consider those ) with Qw = Q. Then the product test configuration of M induced by
—é(27} + ¢+ () (see Section A.1)) degenerating @ to the cone ()g. We have

Theorem 6.6. The pair (Ms, éQO) is K-polystable.

Proof. We take refinements of R, = R(M,O(1)) by Ew, E; and E¢ succeedingly (see Section
[.2), and get multi-graded linear series WEw, Wk, WS, respectively. Note that —K ), — £Qo ~g

[ 1] Y e00) o000

%O(l). By Theorem [3.3, (I4), (I7), 20) and @2)), we have

A 5 b A L4 E A 1 E, A 1A C
5!23(M71Q0) Z iH’llIl{ M’sQO( W>’ EWngO,W( 1)7 Ehg;( C>7 ECEC( ~)}
. 405 567
= min{ L L g Sy =

Hence (M, £Qo) is K-semistable.

We prove that (M, %Qo) is K-polystable with the same argument in the proof of Theorem[6.3] Let
G = Aut(M, Qo) and Ty, Ty C G be the one-parameter subgroups generated by —%(27} +¢+¢)and
—%(n — 2¢ — 2() respectively, and N the co-weight lattice of the T = T; x Ty-action. Then Eyy is
a toric divisor of Ty, and we have naturally a T;-equivariant surjective rational map f; : M --» Eyy,
which makes Ey a quotient of M by the T;-action. The one-parameter subgroup T, acts on Eyy
faithfully and Ej is a toric divisor of such an action. Hence we have a Ty-equivariant surjective
rational map f» : Fy --» Fj, which makes F; a quotient of Eyy by the To-action. Hence Valg{f =
Val‘gl x Ng. Note that T is the center of G and G = T x SLy. The T-action on E] is trivial, hence the

G-action on FEj decents to the SLy-action. And C' C E is the only minimal orbit of the SL,-action.

If (M, %Qo) is not K-polystable, then following the same argument in the previous proof, there ex-
ists a non-trivial G-invariant valuation v on £ and § € Ng such that Ay, 14, (v0,e)/S(O1);v0e) =
%. On the other hand, we have a canonical T-equivariant isomorphism of N3-graded linear series
Raee = WXL, and the filtration induced by v on R,e., WEL are the same via this isomorphism. So

15 Auiqo(toe) _ Anigy(vo)  Apg 1g(vo) 1 15 . 405 567

— = > 8 = —2 > 0c(Ey, =Ry WE) > —min{—, —

1 5(0(0)ive) ~ S(O)ive)  S(WEeivg) — o (Bl gRiWeee) 2 Zpmin{gng, 557
which is a contradiction. Hence (M, $Qo) is K-polystable. O
Proof of Theorem[6.1) 1t follows directly from Remark [6.4] Theorem [6.3] and [6.6] O

Remark 6.7. The wall crossing for K-moduli spaces of (My, cQ3) and (M5, c)4) are closely related
to K-moduli spaces of Gushel-Mukai threefolds and fourfolds. In fact, the K-moduli space of GM
threefolds (resp. GM fourfolds) is isomorphic to the K-moduli space of (M}, %Qg) (resp. (M, §Q4))
using degeneration to the normal cone. Moreover, if we restrict to ¢ = %, then the corresponding K-
moduli spaces of pairs are isomorphic to K-moduli spaces of special GM fourfolds and fivefolds.
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7. KAHLER-RICCI SOLITONS ON QUINTIC DEL PEZZ0O FOURFOLDS AND FIVEFOLDS

In this section, we show that M, and M5 both admit Kéhler-Ricci solitons following the argument
in [MW23]], which answers a question asked by Del22]. By the work of
we know that a Fano manifold X admits a Kihler-Ricci soliton if and only if (X, &) is weighted
K-polystable for some holomorphic vector field £, on X (which is called a soliton candidate, see for
example Section 3.1]).

For Del Pezzo fourfolds M, consider the G,,-action induced by —% (n+ ) (see Section[3.2)) with
toric divisor Eg. Since Ay, (Es) = 2 and |O(1) — uEs|g # @ for u € [0, 2], the moment polytope
of this G,,-action on — Ky, = O(3) is P = [-2, 4] 3 3u — 2 =: «/. Recall that the soliton candidate
&o with respect to this ,,,-action is the minimizer of the H-functional

H(¢) = log(/ e Ve DHp (du')),

P

where £ € N(G,,)r = R and DHp (du’) = 3* - vol(W(]ffu ))du. We can numerically solve

& ~ 0.16838665311714196.

Theorem 7.1. The pair (My, &) is weighted K-polystable.
Proof. By definition of &,, we have
2
/0 (3u — 2)e” =% vol (WS Ydu = 0.

Recall that the g-weighted volume is defined by

u E
VOlg(]:éSl)R-) _: / o~ (Bu=2)%0 VOI(W(li))du
41 - 3! ’
VI o— vol/(R,) _ /2 o~ (Bu=2)%0 VOI(W(l,U))du
4! 0 3!
~ 0.2055698662861948.
Let R, = R(My, O(1)). Using integration by part, we have
1 (2 vold(FYR,) 1 /2 vol(W s ) 9 1
g . = s . —(Bu—=2)&o (1u) _Z_ -
SY(Rs; Es) :== Vg/o — du = v/, ue T du = 5= 3AM4(ES).

Moreover, we have

)11/ Es
1 vol(Fpwhs
SIWEs:. F)y = — e~ (Bu=2)60 r W ))dudv ~ 0.179638,
v AfUAg 3'
()17 F
1 vol(Fo "W o
SIWhaC) = — [ e B2 (Fc (1”))dudvdw ~ 0.211933.

v9I AC 2‘



28 YUCHEN LIU AND LINSHENG WANG

We conclude that

1 ¢ Aw(Es)  Ap(F) A
g > = 4 S
%,(M) 2 gmin{ S9(Ra; Es)’ S9(WEs, F)' S9(Wh.; C) J
= min{l, 1/3 , 1/3 } =
0.179638° 0.211933

By [MW23| Corollary 5.5], we see that (My, &) is weighted K-semistable. Then following the same
argument of Theorem [6.3] (see also [MW23, MW?24]), it is weighted K-polystable. U

For Del Pezzo fivefolds Mj5, consider the G,,-action induced by —%(217 + ¢+ () (see Section[4.1))
with toric divisor Eyy. Since Ay (Ew) = 2 and |O(1) — tEw|g # @ for t € [0, 1], the moment
polytope of this G,,-action on —K;;, = O(4) is P = [-2,2] 5 4t — 2 =: t/. We also numerically
solve the soliton candidate

Mo ~ 0.1693945440748772.

Theorem 7.2. The pair (Ms, 1) is weighted K-polystable.

Proof. With the same argument in the proof of Theorem [Z.1l we have

1 Ew
v — / e—(4t—2)770V01(W(1’t))dt
o Al

~ 0.04119805228615477,
1
SQ(R.;Ew) = ZAME)(EW)

Moreover, we have

1 14t Ew
SIWEW. ) = kS e—(4t—2)no/ volWah SEl)dsdt = §,
vi J, 0 4 4
1 vol(W/, . —rE
SIWE.E.) = — e~ (=20, W, ') C)drdsdt ~ 0.390484,
VI J A UABUAG, UAG, 3!
- 1 vol WECST, —uC
SUWhs,; C) = — e~ (4t=2)mo ( o) )dudrdsdt ~ 0.089469.
v ApAUABR 2!

We conclude that

1 . ( Au(Bw)  Ap,(E) Ap (Ec) Ap, ()
59 M > - w 1 C _
i (Ms) 2 4mln{59(R.;EW)’SQ(WEW;EZ)’SQ(W.E.a;Ec)’Sg<W£€.;C)}
- 1/2 1/4 B
- mm{l’l’0.390484’0.089469} = L

Now the same argument in Theorem [6.6] and [7.1] shows that (M5, 7)) is weighted K-polystable.  [J
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