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SYMMETRIC AND KAHLER-EINSTEIN FANO POLYGONS

DONGSEON HWANG AND YEONSU KIM

ABSTRACT. We investigate singular symmetric and Kahler-Einstein Fano poly-
topes. In particular we study the automorphism groups of symmetric and
Kéhler-Einstein Fano polygons in detail.

1. INTRODUCTION

It has been an important problem to determine which Fano variety admits a
Kahler-Einstein metric. This differential geometric problem can now be under-
stood purely in terms of algebraic geometry. More precisely, the existence of the
Kahler-Einstein metric for a Fano variety X turned out to be equivalent to the
K-polystability of X ([CDSI], [CDS2], [CDS3], [1I, and [LXZ]).

In this note we consider toric Fano varieties. Recall that the class of toric Fano
varieties up to isomorphism has a one-to-one correspondence with the class of Fano
polytopes up to unimodular transformation. Here, a Fano polytope of dimension n is
a full dimensional convex lattice polytope in R™ such that the vertices are primitive
lattice points and the origin is an interior point. See for more details. Under
this one-to-one correspondence, many of the algebro-geometric properties can be
understood by means of convex geometry. Now it is natural to ask the following
question.

Question 1.1. Which convex geometric properties of a Fano polytope determine
the existence of a Kéhler—Einstein metric on the corresponding toric Fano variety?

One complete answer to Question [[L1] is given by the following purely convex
geometric characterization for the existence of the Kahler-Einstein metric, which is
further generalized for toric log Fano pairs in Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 1.2. [SZ| Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 3.2] Let X be a toric Fano
variety. Then X admits a Kdhler—Finstein metric if and only if the barycenter of
its moment polytope is the origin.

On the other hand, the existence of a Kdhler—Einstein metric is governed by cer-
tain properties of the automorphism group. For example, the automorphism group
of Fano variety admitting a Kéhler-Einstein metric is reductive ([Mafl, Théoréme
1] and Theorem 1.3]). So one might consider a variation of Question [I]
in terms of the automorphism group.
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Question 1.3. Which properties of the automorphism group of a Fano polytope
determine the existence of a Kahler-Einstein metric on the corresponding toric
Fano variety?

A theorem of Batyrev and Selivanova can be regarded as an answer for this ques-
tion. We first recall some terminologies. A Fano polytope P, or the corresponding
toric Fano variety, is said to be symmetric if the origin is the only fixed point under
the automorphism group Aut(P) of P. A Fano polytope P C Ny is said to be
smooth if the vertices of any facet of P form a Z-basis for N, and singular if oth-
erwise. Motivated by Theorem [[L2] a Fano polytope is said to be Kdhler—FEinstein
if the barycenter of its moment polytope is the origin. From now on, we will use
terminologies in convex geometry.

Theorem 1.4. [BS, Theorem 1.1] Let X be a smooth Fano polytope. If X is
symmetric, then X is Kdhler-FEinstein.

There had been some interests in the converse direction of Theorem [[L4 It
turned out that, for smooth Fano polytopes, the class of Kéhler-Einstein Fano
polytopes coincides with that of symmetric Fano polytopes up to dimension six by
INPL Proposition 2.1], and, for each n > 7, there exists an n-dimensional Kahler-
Einstein non-symmetric toric Fano manifold, which is not isomorphic to a product
of lower-dimensional toric manifolds by [NP, Proposition 2.1] and [Na2, Corollary
5.3].

In this note, we revisit the above problems for possibly singular Fano polytopes.
Thanks to Theorem [L2lit is now easy to prove Theorem .4l without the smoothness
assumption.

Theorem 1.5. Fvery symmetric Fano polytope is Kdhler—FEinstein.

Even though the converse of Theorem [L.5ldoes not hold, one may still expect that
the Kéhler—Einstein Fano polytope should have many ”symmetries”. For this pur-
pose, we systematically study the automorphism groups of symmetric and Kéahler—
Einstein Fano polygons.

One must be careful when considering singular symmetric Fano polytopes since
their automorphism group can have a fixed point that is not a lattice point. To
clarify we introduce the following notion. A Fano polytope P is said to be lattice
symmetric if the origin is the only lattice point fixed by the automorphism group
of P. Note that if a Fano polytope P is smooth (or reflexive in general), then P is
symmetric if and only if it is lattice symmetric since the only interior lattice point
of P is the origin by [Nill Proposition 1.12].

Theorem 1.6. Let P be a lattice symmetric Fano polygon. Then P is not sym-
metric if and only if Aut(P) = Z/2 is generated by a reflection. In this case P is
unimodularly equivalent to the Fano polygon

P n = conv{(m+1,—m),(—m,m+1),(—n —1,n),(n,—n — 1)}
for some integers m and n satisfying m # n, and it is not Kahler—FEinstein.

It turned out that the automorphism group of a Kéhler—Einstein polygon can
be arbitrary.

Theorem 1.7. Every finite subgroup of GLo(Z) is an automorphism group of a
Kdhler-FEinstein Fano polygon.
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In particular, one can find examples of Kahler-Einstein Fano polygons with
trivial automorphism group. Hence the converse of Theorem does not hold
even in dimension 2 when P is singular.

Question 1.8. Can Theorem [[.7] be generalized in higher dimension?

In a previous version of this note, due to lack of examples, we raised a question
asking whether every Kéahler—Einstein Fano polygon that is not symmetric is a
triangle. The authors are informed by Thomas Hall that he has found such examples

([H]).
2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall some basic notions of Fano polygons and review some
basic properties of Kéhler-Einstein Fano polygons.

2.1. Fano polygons. Let P be a convex lattice polygon. Then the dual polygon
P* of P is defined by

P* = {w e R? | (w,v;) > —1 for every v; € P}.

We denote by vert(P) the set of all vertices of P. The order of the two dimen-
sional cone C' spanned by two lattice points v; = (z;,%;) and vit1 = (Tit1, Yit1),
denoted by ord(v;, vi+1), is defined by

T @
ord(vi,viy1) 1= det ( yZ yZ: ) = TiYir1 — YiTit1-
2 (3

Notation 2.1. For a lattice point v = (x,y), we define the primitive index I(v) of
v by I(v) = ged(z,y).

A lattice point is said to be primitive if its primitive index is one. A convex
lattice polytope P is said to be Fano if the vertices of P are primitive and the
origin is an interior point of P. A Z-linear tranformation is said to be unimodular
if the corresponding matrix has determinant +1.

Lemma 2.2. The primitive index of a lattice point is invariant under a unimodular
transformation.

Proof. We first claim that the primitivity of a lattice point is invariant up to uni-
modular transformation. Let v be a primitive lattice point, ie., I,(v) = 1 and
A be a unimodular transformation. Suppose that A(v) = v’ = (x,y). Then the
coordinates of A~1(v') = v is represented by a Z-linear combination of z and y.
Since I,(v") divides any linear combination of x and y, I,(v’) divides I,(v). This
proves the claim.

Now, let v be a lattice point. Then there exists a primitive lattice point v
such that v = I(v)v’. For any unimodular transformation A, we have I(A(v)) =
I(v)I(A(v")) = I(v) by the above claim. O

/

Every affine toric surface is either an affine plane A? or a cyclic quotient singu-
larity. This can be easily derived from the following lemma below, which will be
used later.

Lemma 2.3. For any primitive points v1 and ve, we may take vi = (0,1) a
vy = (n,—k) for some integers n and k satisfying 0 < k < n and ged(n, k) =1
to unimodular transformation.

nd
up
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Unless otherwise stated, we always list vertices of a lattice polygon in a counter-
clockwise order.

2.2. Kahler-Einstein Fano polygons. One can compute the barycenter of a
convex lattice polygon using the following well-known lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let P be a convex polygon with n vertices vy, ..., v, written in
counterclockwise order containing the origin as an interior point. Then we have
the following.

(1) The barycenter of P is given by

-

(Ui + ’UfL'Jrl)O’rd(’Ui, Ui+1)

i=1

3> ord(vi,vit1)

=1

where v; s adjacent to v;y1 for each i.
(2) If P is a triangle with vertices (z1,y1), (z2, y2), (3, y3), then the barycenter
OfP is given by (961+132+I3 y1+y32+y3).

3

Since ord(v;,v;4+1) is invariant under a unimodular transformation for every i,
we immediately get the following.

Corollary 2.5. The vanishing of the barycenter of a lattice polygon is invariant
under a unimodular transformation.

Now one can check the property of being Kéhler-Einstein only by looking at the
vertices of P.

Lemma 2.6. Let P be a Fano polygon with vertices vi,...,v, written in coun-
terclockwise order where v; = (x;,y;) for i =1,...,n. Let a; ;11 = ord(vi,viy1).
Then we have the following.

(1) Each vertex v} of the dual polygon P* of P is given by

1
*
vy = (Vi — Yit1, Tig1 — Ti).
Qg i4-1

(2) P is Kdhler-Finstein if and only if

ord(v;, vi) (V7 +viq) = (0,0).
1

3

if and only if

n

n
Z Giit1 + Qip1i42 T Qg2
A i4+1A541,i+2

1 1
( (vi = vig1) + ————(vig1 — Ui+2)) =(0,0).
P Qg 41 41,142

Proof. Direct calculation shows (1). The first equivalence of (2) follows from Theo-
rem[[.2land Corollary[2.5l By using (1), it is not hard to see the last equivalence. O
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3. SYMMETRIC AND KAHLER-EINSTEIN FANO POLYGONS

Let N be a lattice and P be a Fano polytope in Ng := N®zR. An automorphism
of P is a GLz(N)-symmetry preserving P. Let M be the dual lattice of N and P*
be the dual polytope of P in My := M ®z R.

We first observe the invariance of the symmetricity under dualizing for every
Fano polytope as a generalization of the results of Batyrev and Nill. In fact, it is
mostly straightforward to follow the argument in [Ni2l Proposition 5.4.2] or [NP|
Lemma 3.5].

Proposition 3.1. Let P be a Fano polytope of index | and P* be its dual polytope.
Then P is symmetric if and only if the Fano polytope IP* is symmetric.

Proof. Since a lattice automorphism induces a real vectorspace automorphism which
behaves well with respect to the dualizing operation from P to P*, we see that

A’U,tM(lP*) = Aut%M(P*) = A’U,tN(P)*.

Now we basically follow the proof in [Ni2l, Proposition 5.4.2] or in [NP| Lemma
3.5]. By Maschke’s theorem, Ng = Fixpye,y(py @ U for some Auty(P)-invariant
subspace U C Nr where Fixp,,(p) denotes the set of fixed points of Ng un-
der the action of Auty(P). By dualizing we get Mg = Fixpyy,,p+) ® U* where
Fixaut,, 1p+) denotes the set of fixed points of Mg under the action of Autys(I.P*).
Thus dimgFixa ¢y (p) < dimgpFixpye,, op). By symmetry, we see that

dimRFiXAutN (P) = dimRFiXAutM (iP*)s
from which the result follows. O

Remark 3.2. Proposition 3.1l does not hold for lattice symmetric Fano polytopes.
Take a lattice symmetric Fano polygon P = conv{(2,-1), (-1,2),(-1,0), (0, —1)}.
Then P* 2 conv{(—1,-1),(0,1),(1,0),(1,1)} is not lattice symmetric since (1,1)
and (—1,—1) are fixed points of a reflection ( (1) (1) )

Now it is easy to generalize Theorem [[.4] in the singular case thanks to Theorem
L2

Theorem 3.3. Every symmetric Fano polytope is Kdhler—Einstein.

Proof. Let P* be the dual polytope of the given Fano polytope of index . By
Proposition 3.1l I P* is symmetric. Thus the origin is the unique fixed point of [ P*
under the action of Auts(IP*). Since every automorphism preserves the barycenter
of a convex lattice polytope, it follows that the origin is the barycenter of [P*. Thus
the barycenter of P* is the origin. Now Theorem concludes the proof. O

4. AUTOMORPHISMS

4.1. Automorphisms of Lattice symmetric Fano polygons. In this subsec-
tion we prove Theorem We start with a special class of Fano polygons.

Example 4.1 (Fano polygons P, ,). For non-negative integers m and n, let

P = conv{vy,va,v3,04} where v1 = (m + 1,—m), va = (—m,m + 1), v3 =

(=n —1,n) and vy = (n,—n — 1). See Figure[[l For convenience we assume that

m > n. It is easy to see that Cy := cone(vi,v2) = Aoy, Cs := cone(vs,vq) = Aoy,
1

Cy = cone(vz,v3) = Cy = cone(vs,v1) = =5 (1,1) where cone(v,w) denotes
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the cone generated by two vectors v and w. Then P, , is a Fano polygon corre-
sponding to a toric del Pezzo surface of Picard number two with at most 4 singular

points of type
1 1
Aoy ————(1,1), Aoy, ———— (1, 1).
2mam+n+1( ) )7 2n5m+n+1( ) )
In particular, it is reflexive, i.e., of index 1, if m + n < 1. In other words, only
Poo and P o are reflexive. Here, P o corresponds to P! x P! and Py ¢ corresponds
to the toric del Pezzo surface of Picard number two with 3 singular points of type

2A1 + As.

(—n—1,n) (=m,m+1)

(m+1,—m)

(nr —-n — 1)
FIGURE 1. P, »

We first compute the automorphism groups of P, ».
Proposition 4.2. The automorphism group Aut(P, ) is as follows.

Z/27, generated by a reflection, if m # n,
Aut(Prn) = Z/27 % 7.) 27 ifm=n2>1,
D, fm=n=0.

Proof. Consider the case m # n. By looking at the four cones generated by the
four vertices of Py, ,, we see that the only possible nontrivial automorphism is the
reflection interchanging the cones Cs and C4. The matrix representation of the
0 1

1 0 )

Consider the case m = n. If m = 0, then it is easy to see that Aut(FPp o) = Dy.
Assume that m > 1. Again, by looking at the four cones generated by the four
vertices of Py, ,, we see that, in addition to the reflection considered above, the

only possible automorphism is the rotation interchanging C; and C5, and hence Cs

and Cy. The matrix representation of the rotation is ( _01 _01 . O

reflection is

Now we see that P, ,, is lattice symmetric but not Kéhler-Einstein if m # n.

Corollary 4.3. The Fano polygon Py, ., is lattice symmetric. Moreover, it is sym-
metric if and only if it is Kdhler—Finstein if and only if m = n.



SYMMETRIC AND KAHLER-EINSTEIN FANO POLYGONS 7

Proof. Since a Fano polygon is symmetric if and only if it admits a non-trivial
rotation, it is sufficient to prove that P, ,, is Kdhler—Einstein if and only if m = n.
By Lemma 2.6} the dual polygon Py, ,, of P, , is generated by the vertices

{(_17_1)7(m—n+1 m—n—1)7(171)7(m—n—1 m—n—i—l)}'

m+n+1"m+n+1 m+n+1"m+n+1
and the barycenter of Py, |, is

( m-—n m-—n )
3(m+n+1) 3(m+n+1)/
which is the origin if and only if m = n. O

Now we show that in fact P, ,’s are the only lattice symmetric Fano polygons
that are not symmetric.

Theorem 4.4. Let P be a lattice symmetric Fano polygon. If P is not symmetric,
P = P, ,, for some non-negative integers m and n with m # n up to unimodular
transformation.

Proof. Since P is lattice symmetric but not symmetric, P admits a non-trivial
reflection. Write o = ( (1) (1) ) for the matrix representation of the reflection. We
claim that, if (a,b) is a vertex of P, then |a + b| = 1. Assume first that |a +b| > 1.
Since P admits a reflection o, (b, a) is also a vertex of P. Then the two dimensional
cone generated by (a,b) and (b,a) contains a lattice point (1,1) or (-1, —1), each
of which is a fixed point of o, a contradiction since P is lattice symmetric. If
|a + b| = 0, we may assume that (a,b) = (—1,1) by the primitivity of (a,b) up to
the reflection o. Then it is easy to see that

vert(P) = {(0,1),(-1,1),(-1,0),(0,—-1),(1,-1),(1,0)}.

In this case, P admits another reflection ( _01 0 ), a contradiction since P is

not symmetric. This proves the claim.
Assuming the claim, by the primitivity of the vertices, we may write

vert(P) ={(m+1,—-m),(—m,m+1),(—n—1,n), (n,—n—1)}

for some non-negative integers m and n. Thus P = P,, ,. By Corollary [£3] we
have m # n. O

4.2. Automorphisms of Kihler-Einstein Fano polygons. We first study the
automorphism groups of Kdhler-Einstein Fano triangles.

Proposition 4.5. Let P be a Kahler-Einstein Fano triangle. Then up to unimod-
ular transformation,

P = conv{(a,-b),(0,1),(—a,b—1)}
where a and b are positive integers satisfying ged(a,b) = ged(a,b—1) = 1.
Proof. By Lemma 23] we may assume that v; = (a,—b) and v2 = (0,1) for
some positive integers a and b satisfying ged(a,b) = 1 and a > b. Let P =

conv{(a, —b),(0,1),(—c,d)} be a Kéhler-Einstein Fano triangle for some integers
¢ and d with ged(c,d) = 1. We may assume that ((a, —b), (0,1), (—c¢,d)) is in a
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counterclockwise order. Then 0 < ord(vs,v1) = bc — ad. By Lemma [2.6] the dual
polygon P* of P can be written as

P=eon{ (- 22 1) (1) (e )

Since P is Kéahler-Einstein, by Lemma 2.4 we see that either c =a and d =b — 1
or ¢ = —a and d = —b. The latter case cannot happen since P contains the origin
as an interior point. (Il

Definition 4.6. The index of a Fano polytope P is the smallest positive integer [
such that [ P* is a lattice polygon. In this case the corresponding toric Fano variety
has Cartier index .

Corollary 4.7. A Kdhler—FEinstein toric del Pezzo surface S of Picard number one
has 3 singular points of type +(1,b), 1(1,b—1) and 1(1,z+1) where z is a positive
integer satisfying ax —by = 1 for some integer y. In particular, S has Cartier index
a.

Proof. Let P be the corresponding Kéhler-Einstein Fano triangle. Then by Propo-
sition 2] P is generated by primitive lattice points v; = (a,—b), va = (0,1)
and vg = (—a,b —1). Since ged(a,b) = 1, there exist integers x and y such that
—ay+bxr=1.

It is easy to see that the cone generated by v; and v corresponds to the sin-
gular point of type %(17 b). Next, by considering the unimodular transformation

1 1
to the singular point of type %(1, b —1). Finally, by considering the unimodular

-1 .
( 0 >, we can easily see that the cone generated by v; and vy corresponds

. —b —
transformation ( ¢ , we see that the cone generated by vs and vq
b—y1 a—21
corresponds to the singular point of type %(1, —a+x+1). O

Corollary 4.8. Let P be a Kdihler-FEinstein Fano triangle. Then the index of P is
an odd integer.

Proof. Let P = conv{(0,1), (a,—b),(—a,b—1)} where a and b are positive integers
satisfying ged(a,b) = ged(a,b — 1) = 1 by Proposition By Corollary E1]
the index of P is a. If the index a is an even integer, then neither ged(a,b) nor
gcd(a,b—1) is 1, a contradiction. O

Theorem 4.9. Let P be a Kdhler-Einstein Fano triangle. Then the automorphism
group of P s either trivial, Zs, Zs3, or Ds. Moreover, the last two cases happen if
and only if P is symmetric.

Proof. The first assertion is trivial. Note that P is symmetric if and only if P
admits a rotation if and only if the automorphism group of P is Zs or Ds. O

Remark 4.10. A Kéhler-Einstein Fano triangle P can be written as
P = COHU{(CL, _b)a (07 1)5 (—CL, b— 1)}
where ged(a,b) = ged(a,b— 1) =1 by Proposition 4.3l Then

—b+1 -
(1) The reflection fixing v1 corresponds to the matrix < b2 :b b _al >

a




SYMMETRIC AND KAHLER-EINSTEIN FANO POLYGONS 9

(2) The reflection fixing vy corresponds to the matrix ( 2;_11 (1) )

a

b
(3) The matrix reflection fixing vs corresponds to the matrix < 1_p2 _ab )

—b —
(4) A rotation corresponds to the matrix < P, al )
Corollary 4.11. Let P be a Fano triangle. Then Aut(P) = Ds if and only if
P = conv{(1,0),(0,1),(=1,-1)} or P = conv{(3,—-2),(0,1),(—3,1)}. The corre-
sponding toric del Pezzo surface is P? in the first case and a cubic surface with
three Ay singularities in the last case.

Proof. Tt is easy to see the ’if’ direction. Suppose that Aut(P) = D3. We fix the
vertices of P as in Theorem We may assume that a > b > 1. Since P admits
a rotation, by Theorem (4), we see that a divides b2 — b+ 1. If b = 1, then
a = 1 since (a,b—1) is primitive. Thus, P = conv{(1,0), (0,1),(-1,-1)}. If b = 2,
then b> —b+1 = 3, s0 a = 3. This leads to P = conv{(3,—2),(0,1),(-3,1)}. Now
suppose that b > 3. Since P admits a reflection fixing v1, by Theorem (1), we
see that a divides b? — 2b, which contradicts to ged(a,b) = 1. (]

Example 4.12. (1) Take P = conv{(7,-3),(0,1),(—7,2)}. Then P is Kéhler-

Einstein and Aut(P) 2 Z/3Z. It has 3 singular points all of type 1(1,5).

(2) Take P; = conv{(5,—2),(0,1),(=5,1)}. Then P, is Kahler-Einstein. More-
over, since the automorphism group of P; is generated by a reflection,
by Theorem [£9] P; is not symmetric. It has 3 singular points of type
A+ 1(1,2) + £(1,2).

(3) Take P, = conv{(11,-3),(0,1),(—11,2)}. Then P, is Kéhler-Einstein and
not symmetric since Aut(P») is trivial. It has 3 singular points of type
#(1,3) + £ (1,5) + £ (1,7).

It implies the converse of Theorem

Proposition 4.13. Every subgroup of D3 is an automorphism group of a Kahler—
Einstein Fano triangle.

Similarly one can prove the following.

Proposition 4.14. (1) Every subgroup of Dy is an automorphism group of a
Kdhler-FEinstein Fano polygon with 4 vertices.
(2) Ewvery subgroup of Dg is an automorphism group of a Kdhler—Einstein Fano
polygon with 6 vertices.

The proof is given by the above and the following examples.

Example 4.15. (1) Aut(Pyp) = Dy.

(2) Take a smooth Fano polygon P = conv{(1,0),(1,1),(0,1), (-1,0), (-1, -1),
(0,—1)}. Then Aut(P) = Ds.

(3) Take a singular Fano polygon P = conv{(2, 1), (1,2), (=2,1), (—1,-2)}
with 4 singular points all of type +(1,2). Then Aut(P) = Z/AZ.

(4) Take a singular Fano polygon P = conv{(2,-3), (3,-1), (1,2), (-2,3),
(=3,1), (—1,—2)} with 6 singular points all of type 1(1,2). Then Aut(P) =
Z/6L.

Recall that finite subgroups of GLy(Z) are classified.
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Theorem 4.16. [Macl Theorem 3.3] Let G be a finite subgroup of GLo(Z). Then
G is isomorphic to a subgroup of D4 or Dg.

Thanks to the above theorem, Proposition E.14] implies Theorem [L.7]

Finally, we remark that the number of vertices of most symmetric Fano polygons
is even. According to [GRDB], up to index 17, the number of vertices of all Kahler-
Einstein Fano polygons is even if it is not a triangle. We still do not know any
example of a Kahler-Einstein Fano polygon with 5 or 7 vertices. But we found such
an example with 9 vertices, which has index 105.

Example 4.17. Let P be a Fano polygon with 9 vertices
vert(P) = {(07 1)7 (_77 3)7 (_87 3)7 (_77 2)7 (07 _1)7 (37 _2)7 (77 _3)7 (77 _2)7 (57 _1)}-

Then P is a symmetric Fano polygon since P admits a rotation. Indeed,

Aut(P)_{((l) (1)>(—13 —27><_21 _73>}

The singularity types of P are [3], [5], [4,2],[3],[5],[4, 2], [3], [5], [4, 2] and the index
of P is 105.

4.3. Demazure root systems.

Definition 4.18. Let P be a Fano polytope and A be the corresponding fan in
Ng. Then the set

R(P):={reM|3Ire A1) : {v,,7) = =1, {v,7) >0V € A1)\ {r}}
is called the Demazure root system of the Fano polytope P.

Example 4.19. The Demazure root system of Py, ,, is {(1,0), (0, 1), (-=1,0), (0, —1)}
if m = n = 0, and empty if otherwise. Hence the corresponding fan A is semisimple.

The Demazure root system is useful in the study of the automorphism group of
the complete toric variety.

Proposition 4.20. [Ni2| Proposition 3.2] The automorphism group of a complete
toric variety is reductive if and only if the corresponding fan is semisimple.

Corollary 4.21. Let P be a lattice symmetric Fano polygon. Then the automor-
phism group of the corresponding toric del Pezzo surface is reductive.

Proof. If P % P, ,,, then it is symmetric by Theorem [[L6 so it is Kadhler—Einstein
by Theorem [[.5] hence it has reductive automorphism group by [ABHLX] Theorem
1.3]. The fan of P, , is semisimple by Example IT9] hence the result follows from
Proposition O
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