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ACTION-ANGLE AND COMPLEX COORDINATES ON TORIC MANIFOLDS

HANIYA AZAM, CATHERINE CANNIZZO, HEATHER LEE

Abstract. In this article, we provide an exposition about symplectic toric manifolds, which are sym-
plectic manifolds (M2n, ω) equipped with an effective Hamiltonian Tn ∼= (S1)n-action. We summarize
the construction of M as a symplectic quotient of Cd, the Tn-actions on M and their moment maps,
and Guillemin’s Kähler potential on M . While the theories presented in this paper are for compact
toric manifolds, they do carry over for some noncompact examples as well, such as the canonical line
bundle KM , which is one of our main running examples, along with the complex projective space Pn

and its canonical bundle KPn . One main topic explored in this article is how to write the moment map
in terms of the complex homogeneous coordinates z ∈ Cd, or equivalently, the relationship between the
action-angle coordinates and the complex toric coordinates. We end with a brief review of homological
mirror symmetry for toric geometries, where the main connection with the rest of the paper is that KM

provides a prototypical class of examples of a Calabi-Yau toric manifold Y which serves as the total
space of a symplectic fibration W : Y → C with a singular fiber above 0, known as a Landau-Ginzburg

model in mirror symmetry. Here we write W in terms of the action-angle coordinates, which will prove
to be useful in understanding the geometry of the fibration in our forthcoming work [ACLL].
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1. Introduction

We start off with an overview of the two sets of coordinates, action-angle and complex, on compact
toric manifolds.

Compact symplectic toric manifolds (M2n, ω) modulo Tn ∼= (S1)n equivariant symplectomorphisms are
in one-to-one correspondence with a class of compact convex polytopes known as Delzant polytopes, mod-
ulo translation [Del88]. One direction of this correspondence is Atiyah [Ati82] and Guillemin-Sternberg’s
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[GS82] convexity theorem that given a symplectic toric manifold (M2n, ω, µ), where µ : M2n → Rn is
the moment map of the Hamiltonian toric action, the image µ(M2n) is a convex polytope. Conversely,
given a Delzant polytope ∆n, Delzant’s construction produces a compact symplectic toric manifold M2n

∆

such that the image of its moment map µ : M2n
∆ → Rn is ∆n. The toric manifold M2n

∆ is obtained from
a symplectic reduction of Cd (where d is the number of facets of ∆n) with respect to the action of a
(d−n)-dimensional subtorus N ⊂ Td. Denote by µN the moment map of this action by N . The reduced
space, M2n

∆ = Cd//N = µ−1
N (a)/N (for regular values a), carries a Hamiltonian Tn ∼= Td/N -action and

a canonical Tn-invariant symplectic form ω. Each Tn-orbit is a fiber of the moment map µ, i.e. the
preimage of a point in ∆n under µ. This Tn-action is free on the preimage µ−1(∆̊) of the interior ∆̊ of
∆n, and it is degenerate on the complement, which is the preimage µ−1(∂∆n) of the boundary. Therefore,

µ−1(∆̊) is diffeomorphic to ∆̊× Tn.
Since Cd carries a Td-invariant Kähler structure, it induces an ω-compatible Tn-invariant Kähler

structure (g, J) on the reduced space M2n
∆ . The complex manifold (M2n

∆ , J) is then a toric variety with

the complexified torus Tn
C
-action. This complex torus Tn

C
∼= (C∗)n acts freely and transitively on µ−1(∆̊),

hence µ−1(∆̊) is diffeomorphic to Tn
C
. We now have two natural sets of coordinates on µ−1(∆̊) ⊂ M2n

∆

coming from the action-angle coordinates on ∆̊ × Tn and the complex toric coordinates on Tn
C
via the

identification

(1) ∆̊× Tn ∼= µ−1(∆̊) ∼= Tn
C.

These two sets of coordinates are related by Legendre transform; however, explicit formulas for switching
between them might be complicated or sometimes impossible to obtain, as we will illustrate with examples
(most elaborately in Section 3.5). Understanding the relation between these two sets of coordinates was
the initial motivation for this paper (see Section 5.3) and is one of the main topics explored.

For the Kähler form ω on M , Guillemin [Gui94a] extended this story further by showing that the ω

possesses a Tn-invariant Kähler potential F : Tn
C
→ R such that ω = 2i∂∂F and it only depends on the

real part of the Lie algebra Lie(Tn
C
) ∼= Cn coordinates, so it is a function F : Rn → R. Guillemin also

provided a dual potential G : ∆̊ → R, which is a function of the moment map coordinates and it is a
Legendre transform of F . The formulas for the potential functions are given by (up to adding constants)
the combinatorial structure of ∆n.

Even though the theories above are all done for compact manifolds, the idea behind describing sym-
plectic toric manifolds via symplectic reduction carries over to noncompact manifolds as well. However,
for noncompact symplectic toric manifolds, the moment map image might not be convex and the fibers of
the moment map might not be connected; see [KL15] for a classification result for noncompact symplectic
manifolds. In this paper, for noncompact examples, we will only focus on those where the theories for
compact toric manifolds carry over, i.e. those with convex moment map images and connected moment
map fibers.

In fact, when it comes to noncompact examples, we will almost exclusively focus on the total space
of the canonical line bundle π : KM → M of a compact toric manifold. Because the tangent bundle
TKM

∼= π∗TM⊕KM and c1(KM ) = −c1(TM ), we get that c1(TKM
) = 0, soKM is a Calabi-Yau (CY) toric

manifold. In connection to mirror symmetry, the singular symplectic fibration W : KM → C, where W is
the product of the homogeneous coordinates, gives an example of a Landau-Ginzburg model (KM ,W ).
Furthermore, when M is in addition Fano, the critical locus of the fibration W : KM → C provides
another source of Calabi-Yau manifolds that are of interest to many. This is behind our motivation
for understanding the symplectic structure on KM , and more generally, (KM ,W ) above serves as a
prototypical class of examples of a toric Landau-Ginzburg model (Y,W ), where Y is a CY toric manifold.

Here is an outline of the paper. In Section 2, we summarize the construction of compact toric manifolds
M2n as symplectic quotients. In Section 3, we discuss the Tn-action on M2n and its moment map. In
Section 4, we present Guillemin’s [Gui94a] Kähler potentials. We use many examples to illustrate the
theories, with the complex projective space Pn being the main running example throughout Sections 2–4.
Another running example throughout this paper is the aforementioned noncompact example of KM . (In
Sections 2 and 3, the KM example is contained in Sections 2.3, 3.2, 3.4, 3.5.) Finally in Section 5, we
explain some applications to mirror symmetry. In particular, we mention how to compute the monodromy
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of a fiber around the singularity of a symplectic fibration given by a superpotential on KM , where the
horizontal distribution is the ω-orthogonal complement to the tangent space of each fiber; for this we use
the symplectic form ω obtained via symplectic reduction. Section 6 lists notation used in the text.

Acknowledgement. We thank Chiu-Chu Melissa Liu for her significant involvement in an earlier draft
of this paper and for her continued support. We would like to thank Ana Rita Pires for her encourage-
ment and comments on an earlier draft. We thank the referees for their helpful and detailed comments.
We are also grateful to the 2019 Research Collaboration Conference for Women in Symplectic and Con-
tact Geometry and Topology (WiSCon), during which this project was initiated, and the Institute for
Computational and Experimental Research in Mathematics (ICERM) at Brown University for hosting
this conference.

2. Toric manifolds as symplectic quotients

In this section, we describe the compact symplectic toric manifold M of complex dimension n, but we
will defer the discussion about the toric Tn-action on M to Section 3 and the Kähler structure to Section
4. The description of M doesn’t start until Section 2.2. Below we give a brief summary of the content of
each subsection.

Section 2.1 is entirely complex geometric, in which we set up some notation and describe a proper and
holomorphic action of a complex (d− n)-dimensional torus NC = (C∗)d−n on Cd. We then introduce an
open set U where NC acts freely, and construct the quotient U/NC with the induced complex manifold
structure. We take this complex geometric starting point because many examples we would like to
consider, such as complex projective space, are most naturally described in this way.

Section 2.2 gives the description of M as a symplectic quotient of Cd (with the standard symplectic
structure) with respect to a Hamiltonian N -action, where N = U(1)d−n is a real (d − n)-dimensional
torus. More explicitly, M can be described as a quotient µ−1

N (a)/N where a is a regular value of the

moment map µN of the N -action. This symplectic quotient µ−1
N (a)/N can be identified with a complex

geometric quotient Ua/NC for a certain Zariski open set Ua ⊂ Cd on which NC acts freely. Now U = Ua

depends on which chamber a is in, where going from one chamber to another amounts to crossing a wall
of values where µN is not regular.

We use the complex project space Pn as a running example to illustrate the set-up and theories in
Section 2.1 and Section 2.2 (see Example 2.2, Example 2.3, and Example 2.8). In Section 2.3, we provide
an example of a noncompact toric manifold KM , which is the canonical line bundle of a compact toric
manifold M .

2.1. Complex geometric quotients. Consider the action of the complex torus Td
C
= (C∗)d on Cd given

by

(2)
Td
C
× Cd → Cd

(t̃, z) 7→ t̃ · z = (t̃1z1, . . . , t̃dzd),

where t̃ = (t̃1, . . . , t̃d) ∈ Td
C
(to distinguish it from coordinates ti on the complex algebraic torus Tn=dimC M

C

in Chapter 3) and z = (z1, . . . , zd) ∈ Cd.
Let NC := (C∗)d−n and fix any injective group homomorphism

(3) ρC : NC = (C∗)d−n −→ Td
C = (C∗)d.

Then the image ρC(NC) is a (d−n)-dimensional subtorus in Td
C
. We then have a short exact sequence of

abelian groups

(4) 1 → NC

ρC−→ Td
C

βC−→ Tn
C → 1,

where Tn
C

:= cokerρC = Td
C
/NC

∼= (C∗)n and βC is any group homomorphism that makes the above
sequence exact. Let’s fix notations for the maps ρC and βC below.

(i) The map ρC is of the form

(5) ρC(λ1, . . . , λd−n) =

(
d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

1

ℓ , . . . ,

d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

d

ℓ

)
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where Qℓ
k ∈ Z, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d− n, 1 ≤ k ≤ d.

(ii) The map βC is of the form

(6) βC(t̃1, . . . , t̃d) =

(
d∏

k=1

t̃
vk
1

k , . . . ,
d∏

k=1

t̃
vk
n

k

)

where vkm ∈ Z, 1 ≤ k ≤ d, 1 ≤ m ≤ n.
(iii) The exactness of (4) implies the exponent on each λℓ in the mth coordinate of βC ◦ρC is 0, namely

(7)

d∑

k=1

vkmQℓ
k = 0, 1 ≤ m ≤ n, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d− n.

The choice of βC delimited by Equation (7) is not unique, and one can see this more easily by considering
the linearized maps in matrix form. Let nC

∼= Cd−n, td
C
∼= Cd, and t

n
C
∼= Cn be the Lie algebras of NC,

Td
C
, and Tn

C
, respectively. Taking the differentials of the two group homomorphisms in (4) at the identity,

we obtain the following short exact sequence of complex vector spaces:

(8) 0 → nC
(dρC)1−→ t

d
C

(dβC)1−→ t
n
C → 0.

The linear maps (dρC)1 and (dβC)1 are given by matrices Q and B respectively, where

(9) Qd×(d−n) =




Q1
1 · · · Qd−n

1
...

...

Q1
d · · · Qd−n

d


 , Bn×d =




v11 · · · vd1
...

...
v1n · · · vdn


 .

Equation (7) is then equivalent to BQ = 0. Given Q, the relation BQ = 0 does not uniquely determine B
since it only requires that the row vectors of B generate Q⊥. Given Q, to write B : Zd → Zd/ 〈col(Q)〉 ∼=
Zn in matrix form we need to make an identification of Zd/ 〈col(Q)〉 with Zn, where 〈col(Q)〉 denotes
the column space of Q. Also because B is surjective, 〈col(B)〉 = Zn and the column vectors of B are
primitive. Other choices for the matrix B will hence differ by left multiplication of elements in GL(n,Z)
with determinant ±1. (On the other hand, if we fix B, then the choices for Q would differ by right
multiplication of elements in GL(d− n,Z) so as to keep kerB fixed).

Example 2.1 (P(1, 2, 3)). As an example, take Q = [1, 2, 3]T , d = 3, and n = 2. First we make an
identification of the quotient with Zn=2. Extend the column vectors of Q to a Z-basis for Z3, given by

{f1, f2, f3} := {(1, 2, 3)T , (0, 1, 0)T , (0, 0, 1)T},
so that

Z3

〈col(Q)〉 =
Zf1 ⊕ Zf2 ⊕ Zf3

Zf1
= Zf2 ⊕ Zf3.

Since kerB = 〈col(Q)〉, let B be the linear map f1 7→ (0, 0), f2 7→ (1, 0), and f3 7→ (0, 1). Then using
that

(1, 0, 0) = f1 − 2f2 − 3f3 =⇒ B : (1, 0, 0) 7→ (0, 0)− 2(1, 0)− 3(0, 1) = (−2,−3),

with respect to the standard bases on Zd=3 on Zn=2 we see that B : Zd → Zn is

B =

[
−2 1 0
−3 0 1

]
.

(This example leads to the weighted projective space P(1, 2, 3), cf. the complex projective space P2 =
P(1, 1, 1) in Example 2.2.) �

Let NC = (C∗)d−n act on Cd by its image under ρC : NC → Td
C
, where the action of the subtorus

ρC(NC) ⊂ Td
C
is inherited from the action of Td

C
. In other words, this action is

(10)
NC × Cd → Cd

(λ, z) 7→ λ · z := ρC(λ) · z
where λ ∈ NC, z ∈ Cd, and ρC(λ) · z on the right hand side is given by component-wise multiplication as
in Equation (2).
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This NC-action on Cd is holomorphic and proper, but it is not free everywhere, so simply taking the
quotient Cd/NC will not give us a manifold structure. If U is a subset of Cd on which NC acts freely,
then the quotient U/NC has a unique complex structure such that the quotient map π : U → U/NC is
holomorphic. Many complex manifolds can be described in this way as a quotient, such as Example 2.2
for the complex projective space below.

Example 2.2 (Pn). Consider d = n+ 1 and NC = (C∗)d−n=1 = C∗. The image of the embedding

(11) ρC : NC = C∗ → Td
C = (C∗)n+1, ρC(λ1) = (λ1, . . . , λ1)

is a subtorus ρC(NC) ∼= C∗ in Td
C
, which gives the following NC = C∗-action on Cd=n+1

λ1 · (z1, . . . , zn+1) = (λ1z1, . . . , λ1zn+1).

Consider U = Cn+1 − {0}; then the NC action on U is free. We find that the quotient U/NC

(12) Pn = (Cn+1 − {0})/C∗,

is the complex projective space consisting of complex lines through the origin in Cn+1.
Note that so long as ρC is the one given above in Equation (11), the resulting quotient is Pn as in

Equation (12), no matter what βC is. The choice of βC is not unique for a given ρC. For the ρC given by
Equation (11), the linear map (dρC)1 has the matrix form

(13) Q = [ 1 · · · 1 ]T .

One choice of B such that BQ = 0 is

(14) B =




−1

In
...

−1


 ,

where In is the n× n identity matrix. This matrix B corresponds to

(15) βC(t̃1, . . . , t̃n+1) = (t̃1t̃
−1
n+1, . . . t̃nt̃

−1
n+1).

�

2.2. Symplectic quotients. LetN = U(1)d−n be the maximal compact subgroup ofNC. The NC-action
on Cd defined in Equation (10) restricts to a Hamiltonian N -action on the symplectic manifold

(16)

(
Cd, ω0 =

i

2

d∑

k=1

dzk ∧ dz̄k

)
.

In this subsection, we first consider the symplectic quotient Cd//N of (Cd, ω0) with respect to the action
by N . The symplectic quotient provided in Theorem 2.4 is a symplectic toric manifold. After that,
we will state in Theorem 2.5 that this symplectic quotient can be identified with a complex geometric
quotient.

To describe the symplectic quotient Cd//N , we first need to obtain the moment map of the N -action.
Consider the maximal compact subgroup Td = U(1)d of Td

C
. Then the Td

C
-action on Cd defined in

Equation (2) restricts to a Hamiltonian Td-action on the symplectic manifold (Cd, ω0) given in Equation
(16) with a moment map (which is unique up to addition of a constant vector in Rd that plays a role in
Equation (45))

(17) µTd : Cd → Rd, µTd(z1, . . . , zd) =
1

2
(|z1|2, . . . , |zd|2).

The image of N under ρC is a subtorus of Td, and one can equivalently think of the N -action on Cd as
an action of its image ρC(N), which inherits the action of Td. Hence, the moment map (which is unique
up to addition of a constant vector in Rd−n) of the Hamiltonian N -action is

(18)

µN := (dρC)
∗
1 ◦ µTd : Cd → Rd−n,

µN (z1, . . . , zd) =
1
2

(
d∑

k=1

Q1
k|zk|2, . . . ,

d∑
k=1

Qd−n
k |zk|2

)
.
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Example 2.3 (Pn). In our running example Pn, the holomorphic NC = C∗-action on Cn+1 restricts to a
Hamiltonian N = U(1)-action on the symplectic manifold (Cn+1, ω0). Its moment map can be calculated
from the linear map (dρC)1, which in matrix form is given by Equation (13), and µTd given in Equation
(17). Up to a constant, it is

(19)

µN : Cn+1 → R,

µN (z1, . . . , zn+1) = (dρC)
∗
1 ◦ µTd(z1, . . . , zn+1) =

1
2

n+1∑
k=1

|zk|2.

�

For a ∈ Rd−n, the following two statements are equivalent:

• a is a regular value of µN , meaning that dµN is surjective at each point in µ−1
N (a), and hence

µ−1
N (a) is a smooth manifold of the expected real dimension 2d− (d− n) = d+ n.

• The N -action on µ−1
N (a) is locally free.

This is because the surjectivity of dµN is equivalent to the linear independence of the Hamiltonian vector
fields generated by the d− n components of µN .

For the rest of this paper, we will only be considering the cases where a is a regular value of µN and
that N acts freely on µ−1

N (a), not just locally free. When the N doesn’t act freely, the quotient might be

an orbifold. We are now ready to describe the symplectic quotient Cd//N of Cd by the action of N .

Theorem 2.4 (Marsden-Weinstein [MW74] and Meyer [Mey73] symplectic reduction). Consider the
Hamiltonian action on (Cd, ω0) by the compact group N with a moment map µN : Cd → Rd−n, as
described above. If a is a regular value of µN and that N acts freely on µ−1

N (a), then the symplectic
quotient

M := Cd//N = µ−1
N (a)/N

admits a unique structure of a smooth manifold of real dimension 2n such that the projection πa :
µ−1
N (a) → µ−1

N (a)/N is a submersion, and it carries a canonical symplectic form ωa such that

π∗
aωa = ι∗aω0,

where ιa : µ−1
N (a) →֒ Cd is the inclusion.

In Section 3.1, we will discuss that M carries an effective Hamiltonian Tn-action, which makes it a toric
symplectic manifold. Since (Cd, ω0) is Kähler, compatible with the standard complex structure, the
symplectic reduction µ−1

N (a)/N also has a natural Kähler structure. We will discuss the Kähler structure
in more detail in Section 4.

This symplectic quotient M = µ−1
N (a)/N can also be described as a complex geometric quotient by

the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5 (Kempf-Ness [KN79], Kirwan [Kir84], Audin [Aud91], Guillemin [Gui94b]). There is a
Zariski open set Ua ⊂ Cd such that µ−1

N (a) ⊂ Ua, NC acts freely on Ua, and

M = µ−1
N (a)/N = Ua/NC.

The quotient M is a smooth manifold carrying the canonical symplectic structure ωa as in Theorem 2.4
and it carries the unique complex structure such that π̃a : Ua → Ua/NC is holomorphic.

Here we decided to simply use the notation M instead of Ma since whenever we use M later on, it’s
always for a fixed a, so there’s no confusion. The Kempf-Ness theorem [KN79] is a deep and more
general theorem describing the equivalence between the geometric invariant theory (GIT) quotient of
a smooth complex projective variety X by the linear action of a complex reductive group Gc and the
symplectic quotient of X by the maximal compact subgroup G of Gc. We will not describe the geometric
invariant theory in this article. Audin [Aud91, Proposition 3.1.1] gave a proof of the above result in the
specialized setting for toric manifolds that is similar to Kirwan’s [Kir84, Theorem 7.4] more general proof
for quotients of Kähler manifolds. Guillemin [Gui94b, Section A1.2] gave a more elementary proof in the
case of toric manifolds.

We do not explain the proof for Theorem 2.5 in this article; however, in Section 3.1.4 we will provide
an explicit description of Ua that can be found in [Aud91], [Gui94b], corresponding to µ−1

N (a)/N , in this
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setting of toric manifolds. This theorem is also illustrated in our Example 2.6, Example 2.8, and Example
2.10. Note that the proof of this theorem depends on the convexity property of the moment map of the
Tn-action on the symplectic toric manifold µ−1

N (a)/N , which is guaranteed for compact toric manifolds
by Theorem 3.2 but not guaranteed in general for noncompact toric manifolds. However, for all of our
noncompact examples, the image of the moment map is convex.

Example 2.6 (Tot(O(−1)⊕O(−1) → P1)). Consider NC = C∗ acting on C4 by

λ1 · (z1, z2, z3, z4) = (λ1z1, λ1z2, λ
−1
1 z3, λ

−1
1 z4).

It restricts to a Hamiltonian N = U(1)-action on (C4, ω0) with the moment map µN : C4 → R given by
µN (z1, z2, z3, z4) =

1
2 (|z1|2 + |z2|2 − |z3|2 − |z4|2). Then a ∈ R is a regular value if and only if a 6= 0, and

the level set is

µ−1
N (a) = {|z1|2 + |z2|2 − |z3|2 − |z4|2 = 2a} ⊂ C4.

We can see that for z ∈ µ−1
N (a), if a > 0, then z1 and z2 cannot both be 0, and if a < 0, z3 and z4 cannot

both be 0. If we take Ua to be

Ua =

{
(C2 − {0})× C2, a > 0;

C2 × (C2 − {0}), a < 0,

then µ−1
N (a) ⊂ Ua and

µ−1
N (a)/U(1) = Ua/C

∗,

giving the total space of O(−1)⊕O(−1) → P1. For a > 0, the zero section is given by

{(z1, z2, 0, 0) | |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 2a}/U(1) = S3(
√
2a)/U(1) = S2(

√
a/2) ∼= P1.

Similarly, for a < 0, the zero section is given by

{(0, 0, z3, z4) | −|z3|2 − |z4|2 = 2a}/U(1) = S3(
√
−2a)/U(1) = S2(

√
−a/2) ∼= P1.

�

Given the identification of orbit spaces Ua/NC = µ−1
N (a)/N , for any z ∈ Ua, it is in one of the NC-orbits,

which corresponds to a unique N -orbit in µ−1
N (a) ⊂ Ua, so there exists λ̃a(z) ∈ NC such that ρC(λ̃a(z))·z is

in that N -orbit. Furthermore, because the NC-action is free, there is a unique λa(z) ∈ NC/N = (R>0)
d−n

such that ρC(λa(z)) · z ∈ µ−1
N (a). Therefore, we have the following deformation retraction.

Definition 2.7 (Deformation retractionRa). For any z ∈ Ua, take the unique λa(z) ∈ NC/N = (R>0)
d−n

such that ρC(λa(z)) · z ∈ µ−1
N (a). This defines a deformation retraction

(20) Ra : Ua → µ−1
N (a) ⊆ Cd, z 7→ λa(z) · z = ρC(λa(z)) · z.

We will see in the example provided in Section 3.5 that computing this deformation retraction is the
main challenge one encounters when trying to express the moment map of the Tn-action on M in terms
of the homogeneous coordinates z ∈ Cd.

Example 2.8 (Pn). One can see from Equation (19) that a ∈ R is a regular value of µN if and only if
a 6= 0, and the level sets are

µ−1
N (a) =

{
{z ∈ Cn+1 |∑n+1

k=1 |zk|2 = 2a} = S2n−1(
√
2a), a > 0;

∅, a < 0.

So if z ∈ µ−1
N (a) ⊂ Cn+1 and a > 0, then z 6= 0. We see that if we take Ua = Cn+1 − {0}, then

µ−1
N (a)/U(1) = Ua/C

∗ = (Cn+1 − {0})/C∗ = Pn,

where µ−1
N (a) inherits a symplectic structure while (Cn+1 − {0})/C∗ inherits a complex structure.
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For any z ∈ Cn+1 − {0}, by Equation (19), the unique λa(z) ∈ C∗/U(1) ≃ R>0 such that λa(z) · z ∈
µ−1
N (a) is λa(z1, . . . , zn+1) =

√
2a∑n+1

j=1 |zj |2
. Hence, with ρC given in Equation (11), the deformation

retraction is given by

(21) Ra : Cn+1 − {0} → µ−1
N (a), (z1, . . . , zn+1) 7→

√
2a

∑n+1
j=1 |zj |2

(z1, . . . , zn+1).

�

2.3. Canonical line bundle KM of a toric manifold M . This is a noncompact example, though as
mentioned in the introduction section, the theory for compact toric manifolds carries over to this example.
Let M be a compact toric manifold obtained as a symplectic quotient of (Cd, ω0) with respect to the
action of N as in the previous Section 2.2. In this subsection, we give a description of the total space of
the canonical line bundle KM over M as a symplectic reduction of

(22)

(
Cd+1, ω+

0 =
i

2

( d∑

k=1

dzk ∧ dz̄k + dp ∧ dp̄
))

,

also with respect to an action of N . So KM is a toric manifold of complex dimension n+1, which is one
complex dimension higher than M . We use (z1, . . . zd, p) to denote the coordinates on Cd+1 = Cd × C,
where z ∈ Cd are the homogeneous coordinates on M as in the previous section, and p is the additional
coordinate in the fiber direction. Notation-wise in this subsection, we add a superscript + to maps from
the previous section to denote the extensions of those maps.

First we describe the complex geometric quotient. Let Td+1
C

= (C∗)d+1 act on Cd+1 by

Td+1
C

× (Cd × C) → Cd × C

(t̃+, z, p) 7→ t̃+ · (z, p) := (t̃1z1, . . . , t̃dzd, t̃d+1p).

Again the Td+1
C

-action on Cd+1 restricts to a Hamiltonian U(1)d+1-action on the symplectic manifold

(Cd+1, ω+
0 ) with a moment map (which is unique up to addition of a constant vector in Rd+1)

µTd+1 : Cd+1 → Rd+1, µTd+1(z1, . . . , zd, p) =
1

2
(|z1|2, . . . , |zd|2, |p|2).

The ρC chosen above for M in Equation (3) determines that for KM , and the extended map ρ+
C
: NC =

(C∗)d−n −→ Td+1
C

needs to be

(23) ρ+
C
(λ1, . . . , λd−n) =

(
d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

1

ℓ , . . . ,
d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

d

ℓ ,
d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
−

∑
d
k=1 Qℓ

k

ℓ

)
.

In Section 3.4, we will provide the justification that this extension ρ+
C

determines a N -action on Cd+1

such that the symplectic reduction Cd+1//N is KM , but for now we take this fact for granted.

For this given ρ+
C
, the map β+

C
: Td+1

C
→ Tn+1

C
is of the form

β+
C
(t̃1, . . . , t̃d+1) =

(
d∏

k=1

t̃
vk
1

k , . . . ,

d∏

k=1

t̃
vk
n

k ,

d+1∏

k=1

t̃k

)

and the corresponding matrices Q+ and B+ are given by

(24) Q+ =




Q1
1 · · · Qd−n

1
...

...

Q1
d · · · Qd−n

d

−∑d
k=1 Q

1
k · · · −∑d

k=1 Q
d−n
k


 , B+ =




v11 · · · vd1 0
...

...
v1n · · · vdn 0
1 · · · 1 1


 .

Again by exactness of the analogue of Equation (4), 0 → nC

(dρ+
C
)1−→ t

d+1
C

(dβ+
C
)1−→ t

n+1
C

→ 0, we know that
B+Q+ = 0.
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Example 2.9 (KP2). The Q and B for P2 from Example 2.2 extend to Q+ and B+ for KP2 as

Q+ =




1
1
1

−3


 , B+ =




1 0 −1 0
0 1 −1 0
1 1 1 1


 ,

where the corresponding maps are

ρ+
C
(λ1) = (λ1, λ1, λ1, λ

−3
1 ), β+

C
(t̃1, t̃2, t̃3, t̃4) = (t̃1t̃

−1
3 , t̃2t̃

−1
3 , t̃1 t̃2t̃3t̃4).

�

Now we describe the symplectic quotient. Let NC
∼= (C∗)d−n act on Cd+1 by λ · (z, p) = ρ+

C
(λ) · (z, p),

where λ ∈ NC, z ∈ Cd, and p ∈ C. The restriction of this action to the maximal compact subgroup
N = U(1)d−n is a Hamiltonian N -action on the standard Cd+1 of Equation (22) with a moment map
(unique up to addition of a constant vector in Rd−n) given by

µ+
N : Cd+1 → Rd−n

µ+
N (z1, . . . , zd, p) =

1

2

(
d∑

k=1

Q1
k(|zk|2 − |p|2), . . . ,

d∑

k=1

Qd−n
k (|zk|2 − |p|2)

)
.

(25)

Let a = (a1, . . . , ad−n) ∈ Rd−n be a regular value of µ+
N . Then (µ+

N )−1(a) is a real submanifold of
Cd+1 = R2d+2 of dimension d + n+ 2 preserved by the N -action. The total space KM of the canonical
line bundle over M is the symplectic quotient

(26) KM = (µ+
N )−1(a)/N = (Ua × C)/NC.

Note that U+
a = Ua × C because M sits in KM as the zero section as discussed in Remark 2.11 below.

Like Equation (39), there is again a deformation retraction to go from Ua × C to (µ+
N )−1(a); for any

(z, p) ∈ Ua × C, there is a unique λa(z, p) ∈ (R>0)
d−n ⊂ (C∗)d−n = NC such that

λa(z, p) · (z, p) ∈ (µ+
N )−1(a),

from which we obtain the deformation retraction

R+
a : Ua × C → (µ+

N )−1(a), (z, p) 7→ λa(z, p) · (z, p).
Then KM carries a canonical symplectic form ω+

a satisfying (π+
a )

∗ω+
a = (ι+a )

∗ω0, where

ι+a : (µ+
N )−1(a) →֒ Cd+1

is the inclusion and

(27)

{
π+
a : (µ+

N )−1(a) → KM = (µ+
N )−1(a)/N,

π̃+
a : Ua × C → KM = (Ua × C)/NC,

are natural projections to the quotient KM . We now illustrate with some examples.

Example 2.10 (KPn). For M = Pn, from Example 2.9, we see that to get KPn , the NC = C∗ action is

(28) λ1 · (z1, . . . , zn+1, p) = (λ1z1, . . . , λ1zn+1, λ
−n−1
1 p)

which restricts to a Hamiltonian U(1)-action with moment map

(29) µ+
N (z1, . . . , zn+1, p) =

1

2

(
n+1∑

k=1

|zk|2 − (n+ 1)|p|2
)
,

that is unique up to a constant. Then a ∈ R is a regular value of µ+
N if and only if a 6= 0. From the

description of the regular level sets

(30) (µ+
N )−1(a) =

{
n+1∑

k=1

|zk|2 − (n+ 1)|p|2 = 2a

}
,
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we see that if (z, p) ∈ (µ+
N )−1(a) ⊂ Cn+2 and a > 0, then z 6= 0, and if a < 0, then p 6= 0. Taking

(31) U+
a =

{
(Cn+1 − {0})× C, a > 0;

Cn+1 × (C− {0}), a < 0,

we see that

(32) (µ+
N )−1(a)/U(1) =

{(
(Cn+1 − {0})× C

)
/C∗ = KPn, a > 0;(

Cn+1 × (C− {0})
)
/C∗ = Cn+1/Zn+1, a < 0.

The justification for
(
(Cn+1 − {0})× C

)
/C∗ = KPn is provided in Section 3.4. Indeed, for KPn , U+

a =
Ua × C.

The deformation retraction R+
a : U+

a → (µ+
N )−1(a) is given by

(33) R+
a (z1, . . . , zn+1, p) = λa(z, p) · (z, p) = (λa(z, p)z, λa(z, p)

−n−1p)

Computing λa(z, p) will prove to be more challenging, which we explain in Section 3.5. �

Remark 2.11 (Connection between M and KM ). In short, the connection is that the p = 0 level set is
M . In more detail, let a ∈ Rd−n be a regular value, and define

h : (µ+
N )−1(a) → C, h(z1, . . . , zd, p) = p.

Then from Equation (25) for µ+
N and Equation (18) for µN , we get

h−1(p) =

{
(z1, . . . , zd, p) ∈ Cd × {p}

∣∣∣
d∑

k=1

Qℓ
k|zk|2 = 2aℓ +

d∑

k=1

Qℓ
k|p|2

}

∼= µ−1
N

(
a1 +

1

2

d∑

k=1

Q1
k|p|2, . . . , ad−n +

1

2

d∑

k=1

Qd−n
k |p|2

)
.

When p = 0, we see that h−1(p) = µ−1
N (a). Between M and KM there exist inclusion maps

µ−1
N (a)× {0} ⊂ (µ+

N )−1(a), Ua × {0} ⊂ Ua × C.

which descend to the following inclusion as the zero section:

i0 : M = µ−1
N (a)/N = Ua/NC →֒ KM = (µ+

N )−1(a)/N = (Ua × C)/NC,

and i∗0ω
+
a = ωa. �

Example 2.12 (KPn). For the n-dimensional projective space,

h−1(p) =
{
(z, p) ∈ Cn+1 × {p} | |z1|2 + · · ·+ |zn+1|2 = 2a+ (n+ 1)|p|2

}

∼= µ−1
N

(
a+ (n+1)|p|2

2

)
= S2n−1

(√
2a+ (n+ 1)|p|2

)

where µN is the moment map given by Equation (19). In particular, we can see that the level sets of h
are compact spheres. �

3. Toric actions and moment maps

We now discuss the toric geometry ofM . That is, the geometry arising from the effective Td
C
/NC

∼= Tn
C
-

action on M .

3.1. Toric Tn-action on M and its moment map. For clarity, we have broken this section into 4
smaller subsections. Example 3.6 on Pn is provided towards the end to illustrate the theory discussed in
this section. Since Tn

C
= Td

C
/NC is a quotient, we start by describing orbits of the Td

C
-action on Cd.
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3.1.1. Orbits of the Td
C
-action on Cd. There is a one-to-one correspondence between orbits of Td

C
in Cd

and multi-indices of the form

(34) J = ∅ or J = (j1, . . . , jr), 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jr ≤ d.

This is because each orbit of Td
C
is of the form

(35) Cd
J := {(z1, . . . , zd) | zj = 0 iff. j ∈ J}.

which has complex dimension d− r. For z ∈ Cd
J , the stabilizer of z is the subtorus

(36) (Td
C)J := {(t̃1, . . . , t̃d) ∈ Td

C | t̃j = 1 iff. j ∈ {1, . . . , d}\J}.
And note Cd

∅ = (C∗)d = Td
C
is the only orbit whose elements have trivial stabilizer.

Later in this section we will see that for the symplectic toric manifold M = Ua/NC, Ua is a union of
Cd

J for a certain collection of J .

3.1.2. Toric Tn-action on M . In Section 2.2, we obtained the symplectic toric manifoldM = µ−1
N (a)/N =

Ua/NC. The holomorphic Td
C
-action is effective on Ua, so there is an open embedding of Td

C
∼= (C∗)d in

Ua, and it descends to an open embedding of Tn
C
= Td

C
/NC

∼= (C∗)n in M = Ua/NC. As shown in the
diagram

(37)

NC Td
C
∼= (C∗)d Ua

Tn
C
= Td

C
/NC

∼= (C∗)n M = Ua/NC

ρC

βC π̃aαC
,

this embedding of Tn
C
→֒ M = Ua/NC can be factored through Td

C
if we choose a group homomorphism

(38) αC : Tn
C → Td

C

that is the right inverse of the surjective group homomorphism βC : Td
C
→ Tn

C
, characterized by βC◦αC(t) =

t for all t ∈ Tn
C
. In particular, αC is injective, as the right split of the exact sequence 0 → NC → Td

C
→

Tn
C
→ 0, and Td

C
= ρC(NC)⊕ αC(T

n
C
).

More explicitly, αC is of the form

(39) αC(t1, . . . , tn) =

(
n∏

m=1

t
sm1
m , . . . ,

n∏

m=1

t
smd
m

)
∈ Td

C

where smk ∈ Z, 1 ≤ k ≤ d, 1 ≤ m ≤ n, and

(40)

d∑

k=1

vkmsm
′

k = δm
′

m , 1 ≤ m,m′ ≤ n.

Taking the differential of αC at identity, we obtain an injective linear map

t
n
C = Cn (dαC)1−→ t

d
C = Cd

given by the matrix

(41) A =




s11 · · · sn1
...

...
s1d · · · snd


 .

Equation (40) is equivalent to BA = In, where In is the n× n identity matrix. Applying Hom(−,C∗) to
(38), we obtain a surjective map

(42) α∗
Z : Hom(Td

C,C
∗) ∼= Zd → Hom(Tn

C,C
∗) ∼= Zn.

Tensoring (42) by R, we obtain a surjective linear map

α∗ : Rd → Rn.
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Note that α∗ thus defined is the same as the map (dαC)
∗
1.

Given αC, there is a Tn
C
∼= αC(T

n
C
)-action on Ua given by

Tn
C
× Ua → Ua

(t, z) 7→ αC(t) · z,
where the action of αC(t) ∈ Td

C
on Ua ⊂ Cd is the usual component-wise multiplication. Because

αC(T
n
C
) = Td

C
/ρC(NC), this T

n
C
-action on Ua descends to a Tn

C
= Td

C
/NC-action on M = Ua/NC. That is,

for each z ∈ Ua, t ∈ Tn
C
sends π̃a(z) ∈ M to π̃a (αC(t) · z). This Tn

C
-action on M restricts to an effective

Hamiltonian Tn ∼= U(1)n-action on the symplectic manifold (M,ωa), and we discuss its moment map
below.

3.1.3. Moment map of the Tn-action, moment polytope, and the action-angle coordinates. By the above
construction of the Tn

C
-action on M (as descending from a composition of αC and the usual Td

C
-action

on Cd), the moment map µa : M → Rn for the Hamiltonian Tn-action on M , which is unique to the
addition of a constant vector in Rn, is given by

(43) µa ◦ πa(z) = α∗ ◦ µTd(z), z ∈ µ−1
N (a),

hence

(44) µa ◦ π̃a(z) = α∗ ◦ µTd ◦Ra(z), z ∈ Ua.

where Ra was the deformation retract defined in Definition 2.7. The theorem below provides some
important properties about the moment map µa.

Theorem 3.1 (Atiyah [Ati82] and Guillemin-Sternberg [GS82] convexity theorem for compact symplectic
toric manifolds). If (M2n, ωa) is a compact symplectic toric manifold carrying an effective Hamiltonian
Tn-action as above, with the moment map µa : M → Lie(Tn)∗ = Rn, then the level sets of µa are
connected, and the image ∆ := µa(M) is a convex polytope (know as the moment polytope of M) that is
equal to the convex hull of the image under µa of the fixed points of the Tn-action.

Delzant further completes the description of the moment polytope ∆ in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2 (Delzant [Del88] classification theorem for compact symplectic toric manifolds). Compact
toric symplectic manifolds (M2n, ωa) up to Tn-equivariant symplectomorphism are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with Delzant polytopes ∆ = µa(M

2n) ⊂ Rn up to translation. Delzant polytopes are convex
polytopes satisfying

• simple, i.e. each vertex has n edges,
• rational, i.e. the vectors normal to each facet are generated by a vector in Zn, and
• smooth, i.e. the n integral normal vectors, one for each of the n facets adjacent to a vertex, form
a basis of Zn.

In other words, the one-to-one correspondence in the above theorem says that if (M1, ω1,T
n, µ1) and

(M2, ω2,T
n, µ2) are equivariantly symplectomorphic toric manifolds, then µ1(M1) and µ2(M2) differ by

a translation. However, for the same manifold, if we change the basis of Tn, then that is equivalent to a
GL(n,Z)-action on Lie(Tn)∗ ∼= Rn, which changes the shape of the polytope ∆ ⊂ Rn; this is discussed
more in Section 3.3.3 and Example 3.12.

We now explain Delzant’s observation that the primitive column vectors of B (i.e. the matrix form of
(dβC)1 given in Equation (9)) are inward pointing normal vectors to the facets of ∆. Let β : Rd → Rn

be the restriction to R of (dβC)1 : Cd → Cn. Applying Hom(−,R) to β gives us the dual linear map
β∗ : Rn → Rd. From Equation (43) and the fact that αC is a right inverse of βC, we can obtain defining
equations of the moment polytope, as follows.

As in Equation (17), each (µTd)j = 1
2 |zj|2 + κj for some constant κj ∈ R. The relation between

κ and a is (dρC)
∗
1(κ) = −a, we take the 0 level set of (dρC)

∗
1µTd = (dρC)

∗
1

∑d
j=1(

1
2 |zj |2ej + κje

j) =

(dρC)
∗
1(
∑d

j=1
1
2 |zj|2ej)− a = 0 = µN − a where ej form the standard basis on Rd. Let L : Rn → Rd be

(45) L(ξ)j := β∗(ξ)j − κj = 〈vj , ξ〉 − κj =

n∑

k=1

vjkξk − κj ,
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where vj , j = 1, . . . d, are the column vectors of B and (ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ ∆ = µa(M) ⊂ Rn are the moment
map coordinates (µa,1, . . . µa,n).

Recall we have the short exact sequence

(46) 0 → Rn β∗

−→ Rd (dρC)
∗

1−−−−→ n
∗ → 0.

So the kernel of (dρC)
∗
1 is precisely the image of β∗.

By the definition of symplectic reduction, the kernel can be identified isomorphically with the values
ℜ(z) = ℜ(z1, . . . , zd) ∈ Rd

≥0 such that 1
2ℜ(zj)2 satisfy the affine linear equation

0 = (dρC)
∗
1

(
1

2
ℜ(z1)2 + κ1, . . . ,

1

2
ℜ(zn)2 + κn

)
= (dρC)

∗
1 ◦ µTd(ℜ(z1), . . . ,ℜ(zn)),

hence ℜ(z) ∈ µ−1
N (a). In other words, there is a one-to-one correspondence with points ξ ∈ Rn:

(47) β∗(ξ) =
1

2
ℜ(z)2 + κ.

Thus, for ξ ∈ ∆ we have that L(ξ)j = 1
2 |ℜ(zj)|2 ≥ 0, which leads to the following corollary. (A similar

way to think about this is if we restrict the domain of βC to the (C∗)n part of an affine coordinate
chart such as those given in Equation (67), then αC is the inverse of βC on that chart. Then β∗(ξ) =
β∗α∗µTd(z) = µTd(z).)

Corollary 3.3. The moment polytope ∆ is given by

(48) ∆ =
{
ξ ∈ Rn | L(ξ)j = 〈vj , ξ〉 − κj ≥ 0

}
,

where vj , j = 1, . . . d, are the column vectors of B. So each of the d facets of ∆ is given by

(49) Fj = {L(ξ)j = 〈vj , ξ〉 − κj = 0} ∩∆,

with vj being a primitive inward pointing normal vector.

Remark 3.4. This is a result proven in [CDG03, Equation (6)]. The proof here is based off of [Gui94a,
Theorem 3.3] where β = (dβC)1|Rd , Zǫ

r = Rd
+ ∋ (er1 , . . . , erd) where erj = ℜ(zj), ι = (dρC)1 and their

αk = ι∗ek, sj = (erj )2/2, λj = κj though λ = a and one considers the 0 level set, x ∈ Rn there is ξ here,
and h = µTd .

As a consequence of Theorem 3.1, we have a fibration µa : M2n → ∆ whose fibers are connected. For
ξ in the boundary ∂∆, if ξ belongs to a face of codimension r, then µ−1

a (ξ) consists of fixed points of
a r-dimensional subtorus of Tn. So the fibers of µa above ∂∆ are degenerate smaller tori. Any point
ξ in the interior of the polytope ∆̊ is a regular value of µa, meaning that dµa is surjective and so the
n Hamiltonian vector fields generated by the components of µa are linearly independent, so the fiber
above ξ is Tn. Because Tn is abelian, these vector fields commute, hence the components of µa Poisson
commute, and so the Tn-orbit is isotropic of dimension n. That means each fiber µ−1

a (ξ) ∼= Tn is a

Lagrangian submanifold of (M,ω). Hence we have the following symplectomorphism identifying µ−1
a (∆̊)

with the total space of a Lagrangian torus fibration

(50)
(
µ−1
a (∆̊), ωa

)
∼=


∆̊× Tn,

n∑

j=1

dξj ∧ dθj




where (ξ, θ) is known as the angle-action coordinates, with ξ a coordinate on ∆̊ and θ a coordinate on the
Lie algebra of Tn, so eiθ ∈ Tn. This will be discussed in more detail in Section 4 on the Kähler potential.

3.1.4. Description of Ua and complex toric coordinates. In Section 2.1, below Theorem 2.5, we mentioned
Audin [Aud91] and Guillemin [Gui94b] gave a description of Ua, which we summarize here.

If f is a face of ∆ of codimension r, then f is at the intersection of r facets Fj1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fjr . So f
corresponds to an ordered multi-index Jf = (j1, . . . , jr) of the form given in Equation (34). Then Ua

that satisfies the properties for Theorem (2.5) is described by

(51) Ua =
⋃

f

Cd
Jf
,
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for f a face of our moment polytope ∆ = µa(M) and Cd
Jf

as defined in Equation (35). For each face f

and z ∈ Cd
Jf
, the stabilizer of z is (Td

C
)Jf

given in Equation (36).

The open face that is the interior ∆̊ of the polytope is of codimension 0, and corresponding to that
we have the Td

C
-orbit Cd

∅ = (C∗)d on which the Td
C
-action is free, and thus descends to a single Tn

C
-orbit

on which Tn
C
-action is free. Hence we have

(52) µ−1
a (∆̊) ∼= Tn

C.

Definition 3.5 (Notation for complex toric coordinates). Let (u1, . . . , un) be the complex coordinates
on the Lie algebra t

n
C
∼= Cn of Tn

C
∼= (C∗)n. Also, denote uj := xj + iθj, so θj is the coordinate on the Lie

algebra of Tn. The exponential map exp : tn
C
→ Tn

C

u = (u1, . . . , un) 7→ t = (t1, . . . , tn) = (eu1 , . . . , eun).

gives the complex toric coordinates t. �

With this notation, the identification in Equation (52) is given by

(53) µa(t1, . . . , tn) = µa(e
x1+iθ1 , . . . , exn+iθn) = (ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ ∆̊.

This gives the exchange between the complex toric coordinates and the moment map coordinates estab-
lished by the combination of Equation (52) and Equation (50),

(54) Tn
C
∼= µ−1

a (∆̊) ∼= ∆̊× Tn.

Example 3.6 (Pn). We continue Examples 2.2, 2.3, and 2.8 on Pn. For the choice of B in Equation
(14), which corresponds to the βC in Equation (15), one possible right inverse A and its corresponding
map αC : Tn

C
→ Td

C
are

(55) A =

[
In

0 · · · 0

]
, αC(t1, . . . , tn) = (t1, . . . tn, 1).

(We’ll discuss more about the different choices of A in Example 3.12.) Then t ∈ Tn
C

acts on Ua =
Cn+1 − {0} via αC(t) ∈ Td

C
, which acts on z ∈ Ua ⊂ Cn+1 by component-wise multiplication

(t1, . . . , tn) · (z1, . . . , zn+1) = (t1, . . . tn, 1) · (z1, . . . , zn+1) = (t1z1, . . . , tnzn, zn+1).

This restricts to a Hamiltonian Tn = U(1)n-action on Cn+1 with the standard symplectic form, and the
moment map is

α∗ ◦ µTd : Cn+1 → Rn, (α∗ ◦ µTd)(z1, . . . , zn+1) =
1

2
(|z1|2, . . . , |zn|2),

up to addition of a constant vector in Rn. The above Tn
C
-action on Ua = Cn+1 − {0} descends to a

Tn
C
-action on Pn = Ua/NC = µ−1

N (a)/N , where NC = C∗ and N = U(1), as

(t1, . . . , tn) · [z1 : · · · : zn+1] = [t1z1 : · · · : tnzn : zn+1].

This Tn
C
-action restricts to a Hamiltonian Tn-action on (Pn, ωa) for any a > 0 and with the moment map

µa : Pn → Rn, which (up to a constant in Rn) written in terms of the homogeneous coordinates is

(56)
µa([z1 : · · · : zn+1]) = (α∗ ◦ µTd ◦Ra)(z1, . . . , zn+1)

= a(|z1|
2,...,|zn|

2)
|z1|2+···+|zn+1|2

= (ξ1, . . . , ξn),

where recall that the formula for Ra is given by Equation (21). The image of this moment map is then
the moment polytope

∆̊ = {(ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ Rn : ξ1 > 0, . . . , ξn > 0, a− ξ1 − · · · − ξn > 0},
and one can see that the inward pointing primitive normal vectors to the facets are indeed the column
vectors of B. For n = 2, this moment polytope is shown in Figure (1a). �
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v2

v1
v3

(a) Moment polytope for P2

v1
v3

v2

(b) P2, different T2 basis

v1
v4

v6

v3
v2

v5

(c) Moment polytope for P2(3)

Figure 1. In the three figures above, the labeling, vj , of the inward pointing normal
vectors to the facets matches with the ordering of the columns of B in Examples 3.6
(n = 2) and 3.12, B′ in Example 3.12, and B in Example 3.7, respectively.

Example 3.7 (The blowup P2(3) of P2 at the three torus fixed points). The projective plane blown up
at one point is isomorphic to P1 × P1, see [GH94, p 479-480] or note that blow-up of a complex surface
at a vertex of the polytope replaces the point with P1 hence the triangle for P2 becomes a quadrilateral.
Then we can perform two toric blow-ups at the fixed points corresponding to two opposite vertices of the
rectangle which is the moment map of P1 × P1, to obtain a hexagon. (See [Ful93, p 40-41] for the toric
blow up and [MS98, Section 7] for the symplectic blow up.) So in this case we know n = 2 and d = 6.
Here is one choice of B, giving the moment polytope in Figure (1c).

B =

[
0 0 −1 1 1 −1
1 −1 0 0 −1 1

]
, Q =




1 0 1 −1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1



,

βC(t̃1, . . . , t̃6) = (t̃−1
3 t̃4t̃5 t̃

−1
6 , t̃1t̃

−1
2 t̃−1

5 t̃6),

ρC(λ1, . . . , λ4) = (λ1λ3λ
−1
4 , λ1, λ2, λ2λ

−1
3 λ4, λ3, λ4).

We can make the following choice for αC:

A =




0 1
0 0
0 0
1 0
0 0
0 0



, αC(t1, t2) = (t2, 1, 1, t1, 1, 1).

Again, the choice of αC is not unique. Here µN : C6 → R4 is given by

µN (z1, . . . , z6)

= 1
2

(
|z1|2 + |z2|2, |z3|2 + |z4|2, |z1|2 − |z4|2 + |z5|2,−|z1|2 + |z4|2 + |z6|2

)
,

and we will not try finding Ra for this example here. It involves solving a third degree polynomial. We
will get a feel for the complexity of solving for Ra in Section 3.5 below for KP1 ; the formula gets very
complicated. �

3.2. Canonical bundle KM continued. In Section 2.3, from M = Ua/NC = µ−1
N (a)/N , we constructed

KM as quotients KM = U+
a /NC = (µ+

N )−1(a)/N , where U+
a = Ua × C. In this section, we writen down

the general formulation for the moment map of the Tn+1-action on KM . Extending the theory for the
construction of the moment map from M to KM is straightforward, the main difference is keeping track
of the extra p coordinate corresponding to the fiber direction. However, writing down the moment map
explicitly is a hard problem in general, as we’ll illustrate in Section 3.5.



16 HANIYA AZAM, CATHERINE CANNIZZO, HEATHER LEE

Definition 3.8. We define α+
C
: Tn+1

C
→ Td+1

C
by

(57) α+
C
(t1, . . . , tn, tn+1) =

(
n∏

m=1

t
sm1
m , . . . ,

n∏

m=1

t
smd
m ,

n∏

m=1

t
−

∑d
k=1 smk

m · tn+1

)
.

Then β+
C
◦ α+

C
(t) = t for all t ∈ Tn+1

C
, i.e. α+

C
is a right inverse of the surjective group homomorphism

β+
C
: Td+1

C
→ Tn+1

C
. Taking the differential of α+

C
at the identity, we obtain an injective linear map

(58) t
n+1
C

= Cn+1 (dα+
C
)1−→ t

d+1
C

= Cd+1

given by the matrix

A+ =




s11 · · · sn1 0
...

...
s1d · · · snd 0

−
d∑

k=1

s1k · · · −
d∑

k=1

snk 1



.

Then B+A+ = In+1, where In+1 is the (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) identity matrix. Below we write the matrix for
a given choice of α+

C
for a couple of examples:

Example 3.9 (KPn).

B+ =




−1 0

In
...

...
−1 0

1 . . . 1 1 1


 , A+ =




0

In
...
0

0 . . . 0 0
−1 . . . −1 1



.

This choice, with all 1’s in the last row of B+, is often used in the polytopes defining SYZ mirrors in
mirror symmetry (discussed in Section 5). We can make other choices for B+, and we discuss one such
choice in Example 3.17. �

Example 3.10 (KP2(3)). Extending Example 3.7 on P2(3), for KP2(3) we can take

B+ =




0 0 −1 1 1 −1 0
1 −1 0 0 −1 1 0
1 1 1 1 1 1 1


 , Q+ =




1 0 1 −1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

−2 −2 −1 −1




, A+ =




0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

−1 −1 1




,

and the maps are expressed as follows

β+
C
(t̃1, t̃2, t̃3, t̃4, t̃5, t̃6, t̃7) = (t̃−1

3 t̃4t̃5t̃
−1
6 , t̃1t̃

−1
2 t̃−1

5 t̃6, t̃1t̃2t̃3t̃4 t̃5t̃6t̃7),

ρ+
C
(λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4) = (λ1λ3λ

−1
4 , λ1, λ2, λ2λ

−1
3 λ4, λ3, λ4, λ

−2
1 λ−2

2 λ−1
3 λ−1

4 ), and

α+
C
= (t2, 1, 1, t1, 1, 1, t

−1
1 t−1

2 t3).

�

Furthermore, we have an analogue in the KM case of Equations (43) and (44) by the same arguments.
They are

(59) µ+
a ◦ π+

a (z) = (α+)∗ ◦ µTd+1(z), z ∈ (µ+
N )−1(a),

and

(60) µ+
a ◦ π̃+

a (z) = (α+)∗ ◦ µTd+1 ◦R+
a (z), z ∈ Ua × C.

The image of µ+
a is again a convex polyhedron ∆+.
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3.3. Holomorphic coordinate charts for M . In this section, we describe holomorphic coordinate
charts for the complex manifold M = Ua/NC. This will help us better understand both M and the
Tn
C
-action. Examples 3.11 and 3.12 are provided at the end for illustrating the content of this section.

3.3.1. Open covering of M . Any vertex v of the moment polytope ∆ is at the intersection of n facets
Fj1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fjn , where Jv = (j1, . . . , jn) is an ordered multi-index of the form in Equation (34) and each
facet is given by Equation (49). For any z ∈ Cd

Jv
, there is an open neighborhood of z

(61) ṼJv
:= {(z1, . . . , zd) ∈ Cd | zj 6= 0 if j /∈ Jv} ⊂ Ua,

and this descends to an open set

(62) VJv
:= {[z1 : . . . : zd] ∈ M = Ua/NC | zj 6= 0 if j /∈ Jv} ⊂ M = Ua/NC.

Open sets of this kind, one for each vertex v of ∆, give an open covering of

(63) M =
⋃

v

VJv
.

3.3.2. Holomorphic charts and inhomogeneous coordinates. For each VJv
, we have a biholomorphic map

ϕJv : VJv
→ Cn. To describe ϕJv , let us assume, without loss of generality by renumbering the facets,

that Jv = (1, . . . , n).
Then

VJv
= {[z1 : . . . : zd] ∈ M = Ua/NC | zj 6= 0 if j ∈ {n+ 1, . . . , d}} .

Now, we would like to scale zn+1, . . . , zd to 1 using the the NC-action and the notations for it in Equation
(5). Pick λ1, . . . λd−n ∈ NC such that

(64)

d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

n+1

ℓ = z−1
n+1, . . . ,

d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

d

ℓ = z−1
d .

This is doable for the following reason. We know that the point (0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1), with the first n entries
being 0 and the last d− n entries being 1, is a point in Ua. The NC-action on this point is given by

(λ1, . . . , λd−n) · (0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1) =
(
0, . . . , 0,

d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

n+1

ℓ , . . . ,
d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

d

ℓ

)
.

Because the NC-action is free, from the above equation we see that the following map is an isomorphism

NC = (C∗)d−n → (C∗)d−n

(λ1, . . . , λd−n) 7→
(

d−n∏
ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

n+1

ℓ , . . . ,
d−n∏
ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

d

ℓ

)
.

This shows that there is a choice of λ1, . . . , λd−n such that Equation (64) holds. Then we have

(65) VJv
=

{[
yJv

1 =

d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

1

ℓ z1 : . . . : yJv
n =

d−n∏

ℓ=1

λ
Qℓ

n

ℓ zn : 1 : · · · : 1
]}

⊂ M = Ua/NC.

So we get the map

(66) ϕJv : VJv
→ Cn, [z1 : · · · : zd] 7→ yJv = (yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ).

The origin yJv = 0 of this Cn-chart corresponds to the preimage of the vertex v,

pJv = µ−1
a (v) = [0 : · · · : 0 : 1 : · · · : 1] ∈ VJv

,

which is a fixed point of the Tn
C
-action.

Equations (65) and (66) identify ϕJv (VJv
) = C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ] with the affine subspace

(67) UJv
:= {(z1, . . . , zd) | zj = 1 if j /∈ Jv} ⊂ ṼJv

⊂ Cd,

with yJv

k = zjk for k = 1, . . . , n. Again, when using Jv = (1, . . . , n), we have UJv
= {(z1, . . . , zn, 1, . . . , 1)} ⊂

Cd, and its identification with C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ] is given by zk = yJv

k , k = 1, . . . , n. Because of this identifi-

cation, below in section we will often conveniently write UJv
= C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ].
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To note the terminology, the coordinates z = (z1, . . . , zd) ∈ Ua ⊂ Cd are called the homogeneous

coordinates on M . For each vertex v, the coordinates yJv = (yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ) on the Cn-chart associated

to v, more precisely on the image of the chart map ϕJv (VJv
), are called the inhomogeneous coordinates.

Because of the identification of (yJv

k ) with the coordinates (zjk) ∈ UJv
on the affine subspace, yJv are

also called the affine coordinates in the literature.

3.3.3. Change of basis of Tn
C
and the embedding of Tn

C
in each Cn-chart. Our matrix B is a linear trans-

formation t
d
C
→ t

n
C
, where t

n
C
= Lie(Tn

C
), so changing the basis of tn

C
is equivalent to performing a row

operation on B to get a new matrix B̂.
Let us continue to assume that v is the vertex such that Jv = (1, . . . , n), so the first n column vectors

{v1, . . . , vn} of B are linearly independent. The remaining column vectors vn+1, . . . , vd can then be
expressed as linear combinations of {v1, . . . , vn} as

(68) vn+k =

n∑

j=1

cjkv
j ,

for k = 1, . . . , d− n. Now let us take

{v1, . . . , vn}
to be the new basis for tn

C
. We see that B in the old basis is now

(69) B̂ = PB =
[
In C

]

in the new basis, where P is the n× n change of basis matrix with P−1 being the matrix whose columns
are v1, . . . , vn, in that order, and C = (cjk) is a n × (d − n) matrix consisting of the constants (cjk)
from Equation (68) above. Note for the moment polytope, since the first n columns of B are the vectors
normal to the facets meeting at the vertex v, this change of basis of tn

C
transforms those normal vectors

from from {v1, . . . , vn} to the column vectors of In. In other words, it straightens out that corner.

One choice of right inverse to B̂ is

ÂJv =

[
In
0

]
.

This is not the only choice of right inverse to B̂, but this is the choice that equips the Cn-chart at this

vertex v with the standard Tn
C
-action. Indeed, following the setup in Equations (39) and (41), this ÂJv

corresponds to α̂Jv

C
where

α̂Jv

C
(t1, . . . , tn) = (t1, . . . , tn, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ UJv

⊂ Ua.

The α̂Jv

C
(Tn

C
)-action on Ua descends to the following standard Tn

C
-action on ϕJv(VJv

) = Cn

(t1, . . . , tn) ·
(
yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n

)
=
(
t1y

Jv

1 , . . . , tny
Jv
n

)
.

The point yJv = 0 is the toric fixed point, which corresponds to the moment map preimage pJv = µ−1
a (v)

of the vertex v ∈ ∆. This action is free on (C∗)n, i.e. where yJv

j 6= 0 for all j = 1, . . . , n, so this action

embeds Tn
C
∼= (C∗)n via α̂Jv

C
in ϕJv (VJv

) = Cn. Combining this embedding with the identification of UJv

with C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ] we discussed around Equation (67), we have that α̂Jv

C
gives the following isomorphism

α̂Jv

C
: Tn

C

∼=−−−→ UJv
\{zk = 0}nk=1 = C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ]\{yJv

k = 0}nk=1

tk 7→ tk = yJv

k , for k = 1, . . . n.

The diagram below summarizes the change of basis we made on t
n
C
= Lie(Tn

C
),

(70)

t
d
C

t
n
C
∼=

n⊕
j=1

Cej t
d
C

t
d
C

t
n
C
∼=

n⊕
j=1

Cvj t
d
C

B AJv=ÂJvP

P

B̂=PB ÂJv

,
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where ej is the jth standard basis vector. For the chosen ÂJv above, the corresponding AJv in our original

basis of tn
C
satisfies BAJv = B̂ÂJv = In, so

(71) AJv = ÂJvP =

[
P
0

]
.

Corresponding to this AJv , we get an αJv

C
. This is the choice of αJv

C
such that the αJv

C
(Tn

C
)-action on Ua

descends to the standard Tn
C
-action on the ϕJv (VJv

) = Cn-chart. The point 0 ∈ Cn in this chart is the
fixed point of this action and it corresponds to the moment map preimage pJv = µ−1

a (v) of the vertex.
This Tn

C
-action is free on the (C∗)n part of the chart, which gives the isomorphism

(72)
αJv

C
: Tn

C

∼=−−→ UJv
\{zk = 0}nk=1 = C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ]\{yJv

k = 0}nk=1

tk 7→ αJv

C
(t)k = yJv

k , for k = 1, . . . n.

This relationship is very useful because it gives an identification of the inhomogeneous coordinates yJv

on each of the Cn-chart with the the complex toric coordinates t ∈ Tn
C
.

3.3.4. Transition functions. Suppose v is a vertex at the intersection of
⋂n

ℓ=1 Fjℓ and ṽ is another vertex
at the intersection of

⋂n
k=1 Fjk , so Jv = (jℓ)

n
ℓ=1 and Jṽ = (jk)

n
k=1. Then the overlap ϕJṽ(VJv

∩ VJṽ
) can

be identified with

ϕJṽ (VJv
∩ VJṽ

) = UJṽ
\{zj = 0}j /∈Jv

= C[yJṽ

1 , . . . , yJṽ
n ]\{yJṽ

ℓ = 0}jℓ /∈Jv
.

Similarly, ϕJv (VJv
∩ VJṽ

) can be identified with

ϕJv (VJv
∩ VJṽ

) = UJv
\{zj = 0}j /∈Jṽ

= C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ]\{yJv

k = 0}jk /∈Jṽ
.

Note that ϕJṽ(VJv
∩ VJṽ

) = (C∗)n if Jv ∩ Jṽ = ∅; otherwise, it contains (C∗)n as a proper subset.

By Equation (72), we see that αJv

C
and αJṽ

C
give the following isomorphisms,

Tn
C

α
Jṽ
C∼= UJṽ

\{zj = 0}j∈Jṽ
= C[yJṽ

1 , . . . , yJṽ
n ]\{yJṽ

j = 0}nj=1 ⊂ ϕJṽ (VJv
∩ VJṽ

),

Tn
C

αJv
C∼= UJṽ

\{zj = 0}j∈Jv
= C[yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ]\{yJv

j = 0}nj=1 ⊂ ϕJv (VJv
∩ VJṽ

).

Note again that the “⊂” above is “=” if Jv ∩ Jṽ = ∅; otherwise, it is “(”.
So the transition function

ϕJv ◦ (ϕJṽ )−1 : ϕJṽ (VJv
∩ VJṽ

) −→ ϕJv (VJv
∩ VJṽ

)

restricted to the (C∗)n ∼= Tn
C
part is exactly αJv

C
◦ (αJṽ

C
)−1.

Now let Jv = (1, . . . , n) and below we discuss more explicitly the relationship between the inhomoge-
neous coordinates yJv and yJṽ in the overlap of the two charts. Denote by ṽk := vjk , k = 1, . . . , n, the
column vector of B that is the normal vector to the facet Fjk . Then

(73) ṽj =
n∑

k=1

djkv
k,

where D = (djk) ∈ GL(n,Z). In fact, because det(DD−1) = det(D) det(D−1) = 1, and that det(D) and
det(D−1) are both integers, we must have det(D) = ±1. We can further assume that det(D) = 1, i.e.
D ∈ SL(n,Z), since otherwise if det(D) = −1, we can interchange ṽ1 and ṽ2 to make det(D) = 1.

Then the transition map for the inhomogeneous coordinates is given by

(74) yJv

k =

n∏

j=1

(yJṽ

j )djk for k = 1, . . . , n.
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3.3.5. Summary. To summarize: in [Gui94a] and [Aud91], the starting point is a Delzant moment poly-
tope, from which the symplectic and complex geometry of M can be read off. Let the inward normals to
its facets F1, . . . ,Fd be v1, . . . , vd. Because the space of normal vectors to each facet of ∆ is generated by
a vector in Zn, we can always choose each vj to be a primitive integral vector that is the inward pointing
normal vector to the facet. There is a standard open covering of M , corresponding to vertices of ∆, and
transition functions, which are obtained by the following pieces of information:

• Any subset J ⊆ {1, . . . , d} indexes orbits Td
C
· (z1, . . . , zd) ⊂ Cd such that zj = 0 when j ∈ J .

• Each vertex v of the moment polytope is the intersection Fj1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fjn of n facets of the polytope ∆
so corresponds to an index set Jv := (j1, . . . , jn) ⊂ {1, . . . , d}.

• Let pJv := µ−1
a (Fj1 ∩. . .∩Fjn) be a toric fixed point of the residual Td

C
/NC

∼= Tn
C
-action on M , obtained

by quotienting Ua ⊂ Td
C
by the action of NC.

• (C∗)n is the dense open Tn
C
-orbit corresponding to the J = ∅ orbit, modulo NC, in the quotient

Ua/NC = M .
• For the index set Jv, the primitive inward pointing normal vectors vjk , k = 1, . . . , n, give the jthk column
of B for each k. Different choices of B correspond to GL(n,Z) transformations of ∆.

• αJv

C
: Tn

C
→ Td

C
passes to an embedding π̃a ◦ αJv

C
: Tn

C

αJv
C−−→ Ua

π̃a−→ M into an open Cn set centered at
pJv in M , which we may denote UJv

⊂ M :
◦ VJv

consists of points [z1 : . . . : zd] ∈ Ua/NC = M such that the components of (zj1 , . . . , zjn) ∈ Cn

may go to 0 and the other homogeneous coordinates are always nonzero,

VJv
:= {[z1 : . . . : zd] ∈ Ua/NC = M | zj 6= 0 if j /∈ Jv},

◦ we can express transition functions in terms of the yJv

k on the overlap of two Cn charts; for example
in P2 in Figure (1a) corresponding to the vertex at the right angle we have αC(t1, t2) = (t1, t2, 1)
extends to C2 and passing to the quotient we obtain C2 →֒ {[t1 : t2 : 1] ∈ P2 | (t1, t2) ∈ C2} ⊂ P2,
where the transition function is defined on C× C∗ (for more details see Example 3.12),

◦ we choose the unique representative for each [z1 : . . . : zd] ∈ VJv
which has been scaled to have 1’s in

all the d− n strictly nonzero coordinates,
◦ the remaining scaled coordinates are the affine (inhomogeneous) coordinates yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n on UJv

,
• the VJv

with charts UJv
give a standard open cover ofM indexed by the toric fixed points v, in bijection

with vertices of the moment polytope at the intersection of the J th
v facets, and

• transition functions on the dense open orbit of M are of the form αJv

C
◦ (αJṽ

C
)−1, where Tn

C
embeds into

each UJv
under the corresponding αC and we may use coordinates (yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n ) and (yJṽ

1 , . . . , yJṽ
n ) to

express the transition maps, again see Example 3.12 for the case of P2.

3.3.6. Examples.

Example 3.11 (Pn). We continue Example 3.6. Consider the vertex v of ∆ given by (ξ1, . . . , ξn) =
(0, . . . , 0), i.e. v = F1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fn is the intersection of the first n facets whose normal vectors are the first
n column vectors of B in Equation (14). The Cn-chart corresponding to this vertex is then

VJv
= {[z1 : · · · : zn+1] ∈ Pn | zn+1 6= 0}
=
{[

y1 = z1
zn+1

: · · · : yn = zn
zn+1

: 1
]
∈ Pn

}
,

and ϕJv : VJv
→ Cn given by [z1 : · · · : zn+1] 7→ (y1, . . . yn) is a biholomorphic map, with y = 0 being

a fixed point of the Tn
C
-action. The image ϕJv (VJv

) = C[y1, . . . , yn] can be identified with the affine
subspace

UJv
= {(z1, . . . zn, 1)} ⊂ Cn+1

with yk = zk for k = 1, . . . , n.
Following the diagram in Equation (37), we see that the map αC chosen in Equation (55) gives an

embedding of Tn
C
in Pn by

Tn
C

αC→֒ UJv
→ Pn, (t1, . . . , tn) 7→ (t1, . . . , tn, 1) 7→ [t1 : · · · : tn : 1].

We see that αC is an isomorphism onto UJv
\{zk = 0}nk=1. This choice of αC, along with the identification

of UJv
with C[y1, . . . , yn], gives the relation tk = yk between the complex toric coordinates t and the
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inhomogeneous coordinates y, which illustrates the identification stated in Equation (72). This identifi-
cation, along with the notations given in Definition 3.5, tj = euj = exj+iθj , we can write Equation (56)
as

µa(y1, . . . , yn) = (ξ1, . . . , ξn) =
a(|y1|2, . . . , |yn|2)

|y1|2 + · · ·+ |yn|2 + 1
=

a(e2x1 , . . . , e2xn)

e2x1 + · · ·+ e2xn + 1
,

so

(x1, . . . , xn) =
1

2

(
log ξ1 − log(a− ξ1 − · · · − ξn), . . . , log ξn − log(a− ξ1 − · · · − ξn)

)
.

�

Example 3.12 (P2). We specialize the above example to P2 to further demonstrate the change of
coordinates between charts. The last paragraph of this example illustrates the change of basis of T2

C
.

Using the matrix B we chose in Equation (14), below we list all possible matrices A such that BA = In
and its corresponding map αC

B =

[
1 0 −1
0 1 −1

]
, A =




b c
b c
b c


+




1 0
0 1
0 0


 , αC(t1, t2) = (tb+1

1 tc2, t
b
1t

c+1
2 , tb1t

c
2),

where b, c ∈ Z.
Like we discussed in Example 3.6, the moment polytope is the same as pictured in Figure (1a). At

each vertex v, there is a choice of b, c ∈ Z such that the above formula gives αJv

C
, which gives rise to

the standard T2
C
-action on the C2-chart at that vertex. Below we compare the C2-charts at the vertices

indexed by {1, 2} and {1, 3}, respectively.
The vertex {1, 2} is at the lower left corner of the of the triangle, corresponding to the intersection of

the two facets normal to columns 1 and 2 of B. The chart at this vertex is the same as the one presented
in Example 3.11. We have

ϕ{1,2} : V{1,2} = {[z1 : z2 : z3] ∈ P2 | z3 6= 0} −→ U{1,2} = {(z1, z2, 1) ∈ C3},
ϕ{1,2}([z1 : z2 : z3]) =

(
y
{1,2}
1 , y

{1,2}
2

)
=
(

z1
z3
, z2
z3

)
,

α
{1,2}
C

: T2
C

∼=−−−→ U{1,2}\{zj = 0}j=1,2 = C
[
y
{1,2}
1 , y

{1,2}
2

]
\
{
y
{1,2}
k = 0

}
k=1,2

α
{1,2}
C

(t1, t2) = (t1, t2, 1) =⇒
(
t1 = y

{1,2}
1 , t2 = y

{1,2}
2

)
.

For vertex {1, 3}, which is at the top of the triangle, we have

ϕ{1,3} : V{1,3} = {[z1 : z2 : z3] ∈ P2 | z2 6= 0} −→ U{1,3} = {(z1, 1, z3) ∈ C3},
ϕ{1,3}([z1 : z2 : z3]) =

(
y
{1,3}
1 , y

{1,3}
2

)
=
(

z1
z2
, z3
z2

)
,

α
{1,3}
C

: T2
C

∼=−−−→ U{1,3}\{zj = 0}j=1,3 = C
[
y
{1,3}
1 , y

{1,3}
2

]
\
{
y
{1,3}
k = 0

}
k=1,2

,

α
{1,3}
C

(t1, t2) = (t1t
−1
2 , 1, t−1

2 ) =⇒
(
t1t

−1
2 = y

{1,3}
1 , t−1

2 = y
{1,3}
2

)
.

Using the identification between the complex toric coordinates t with the inhomogeneous coordinates y
on the two charts above, we can see that the coordinate change between these two charts is given by

y
{1,2}
1 = y

{1,3}
1

(
y
{1,3}
2

)−1

, y
{1,2}
2 =

(
y
{1,3}
2

)−1

on the overlap

ϕ{1,3}
(
V{1,2} ∩ V{1,3}

)
= {(z1, 1, z3) | z3 6= 0} = C

[
y
{1,3}
1 , y

{1,3}
2

]
\{y{1,3}2 = 0}.

The above transition map is precisely α
{1,2}
C

◦
(
α
{1,3}
C

)−1

, except that
(
α
{1,3}
C

)−1

is only defined on the

(C∗)2, and the above overlap set is C × C∗, which is slightly bigger. So the transition map is a slight
extension of the map defined using the αC’s.

In this paragraph, we illustrate the change of T2
C
-basis. Changing the basis of the range of B, which

is t
2 = Lie(T2

C
), is equivalent to left multiplying B by an element in GL(2,Z) with determinant ±1.
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For example, taking

[
1 0
1 1

]
∈ GL(2,Z), we get a new B′ =

[
1 0 −1
1 1 −2

]
. Then the corresponding

moment polytope is a triangle that is slanted, with inward normals given by columns of B′, as in Figure
(1b). �

3.4. Justification of choices for KM . To determine B+ and Q+, we start by considering a vertex v
of the moment polytope ∆ for M . As in Section 3.3, this corresponds to an index Jv of size n. After
possible renumbering, we may assume Jv = (1, . . . , n). In particular, we have a Z-basis

B := {v1, . . . , vn} ⊂ Zn

for Zn consisting of inward normals to the first n facets. Therefore each of the remaining inward normals
vn+1, . . . , vd can be expressed as a linear combination of vectors in the basis B via an n× (d− n) matrix
C = (cjk)1≤j≤n,1≤k≤d−n, where the kth column expresses vn+k as a vector with respect to B, namely

(75) vn+k =

n∑

j=1

cjkv
j .

Now we would like to answer the question, what are the inward normals to the polytope ∆+ for KM?
These make up the columns of B+. Recall the correspondence on M between vertices of ∆, multi-indices
J , and coordinate charts UJ , from Subsection 3.3. Let y1, . . . , yn denote coordinates on one coordinate
chart corresponding to J = Jv centered around toric fixed point q ∈ M →֒ KM and ỹ1, . . . , ỹn coordinates
on another coordinate chart corresponding to choices with a tilde. In KM , each chart has an additional
coordinate yq and yq̃. First let D denote the n × n change of basis matrix between inward normals
corresponding to each chart of M , namely between B and {ṽ1, . . . , ṽn} (the inward normals to the facets
at the intersection of the second vertex):

(76) ṽj =

n∑

k=1

djkv
k.

where now the jth row expresses ṽj as a linear combination of the vectors vk. Note that D = (djk) ∈
GL(n,Z) has determinant 1 or −1 for the same reason as in Equation (73). If it has determinant −1,
interchange ṽ1 and ṽ2; this way we may assume detD = +1. Under the identifications of Equation (53),
the transition functions turn the coefficients into exponents so that in coordinates

(77) yk =

n∏

j=1

ỹ
djk

j , k = 1, . . . , n.

Note that if D is the change of basis on vectors, then (D−1)T is the change of coordinates.
An element locally trivializing KM may be written yqdy1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn. On the overlap of two charts, we

have two different sets of coordinates with which to express a point:

(78) yqdy1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn = yq̃dỹ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dỹn.

Taking the log of Equation (77) and differentiating, we obtain

(79)

log yk =

n∑

j=1

djk log ỹj =⇒ dyk
yk

=

n∑

j=1

djk
dỹj
ỹj

=⇒ dy1
y1

∧ · · · ∧ dyn
yn

=
dỹ1
ỹ1

∧ · · · ∧ dỹn
ỹn

,

where the last equality holds because detD = +1. We can now apply this to Equation (78) to determine
yq̃.

yqdy1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn = yq̃dỹ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dỹn = yq̃dy1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn
ỹ1 · · · ỹn
y1 · · · yn

=⇒ yq = yq̃
ỹ1 · · · ỹn
y1 · · · yn

= yq̃

n∏

j=1

ỹ
1−

∑n
k=1 djk

j

(80)
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by Equation (77). We now have the information needed to write down B+, which we prove below.

Lemma 3.13. Given a matrix B for M of the following form:

(81) B =
[
In C

]
,

the following gives a choice of B+ for KM :

(82) B+
(n+1)×(d+1) =

[
In C 0

0 1−∑n
j=1 cj,1 . . . 1−

∑n
j=1 cj,d−n 1

]
.

Corollary 3.14. One choice of Q+ satisfying B+Q+ = 0, for the B+ in Lemma 3.13 for KM , is

(83) Q+
(d+1)×(d−n) :=




−C
Id−n(∑n

j=1 cj,1

)
− 1 . . .

(∑n
j=1 cj,d−n

)
− 1




and one choice of A+ satisfying B+A+ = In+1 is

(84) A+
(d+1)×(n+1) :=




In 0

0 0

0 1


 .

Remark 3.15. Other choices of Q+ differ from this one via right multiplication by an element in
GL(d − n,Z), and they all satisfy the property that the sum of the entries in each column must be 0,
justifying the choice of Q+ we presented in Equation (24).

Remark 3.16. Note that the sum of the entries in a column of B+ equals 1. Namely, the total weight
of this NC action is 1. (We will see this play a role later on in the mirror symmetry section in that the
NC action preserves z1 . . . zdp, which is the superpotential. It also preserves the Calabi-Yau condition of
KM , in which case the above-mentioned n-form is global.)

Proof of Lemma 3.13. In coordinates (y1, . . . , yn, yq) on KM , the Hamiltonian Tn+1-action restricts to
the Tn-action on M when yq = 0. In particular, this tells us that for i0 : M → KM , we have i∗0µ

+
a = µa

and ∆+∩{ξn+1 = κd+1} = ∆ (for κ as defined in Equation (49)). Thus to answer our question regarding
the inward normals of ∆+, we have that ∆+ has d + 1 facets whose normals are denoted by vj,+, for
j = 1, . . . , d+ 1. For j = 1, . . . , d, the first n coordinates of vj,+ are the same as that of vj , i.e.

(85) vj,+ = (vj , vj,+n+1), 1 ≤ j ≤ d,

and below we will discuss how to determine the last coordinate, vj,+n+1 based on our changed of coordinates
calculation above. The last facet, which corresponds to j = d + 1, is in the ξn+1 = κd+1 plane, so its
primitive inward normal vector is vd+1,+ := [0 . . . 0 1]T . This last facet intersects every vertex of ∆+.
(See also Remark 2.11 and Equation (60) for discussions on relating M and KM .) This can be visualized
in the case of KP1 in Figure 2.

At a vertex v+ of ∆+ corresponding to v for ∆, we hence have a basis of inward normal vectors

(86) B+ := {v1,+, . . . , vn,+, vd+1,+}.
With respect to this basis B+, by Equation (75) and Equation (85) we can write B+ as

B+ =

[
In C 0

0 vn+1,+
n+1 . . . vd,+n+1 1

]
,

since there is no change of basis in the last vector vd+1,+ according to Equation (80). To fill in the
last row, it remains to write each vn+k,+, k = 1, . . . , d − n, in terms of the basis vectors in B+. So for
each k, we take vn+k,+, let ṽ1,+ = vn+k,+, and extend it to a Z-basis {ṽ1,+, . . . , ṽn,+, vd+1,+} of Zn+1

corresponding to a vertex ṽ+. Let ṽ = {ṽ1, . . . , ṽn} be the first n coordinates of {ṽ1,+, . . . , ṽn,+}, and we
look at what Equation (80) says for this choice of ṽ. So, ṽ is related to v by Equation (76). Furthermore,
because of the choice that ṽ1,+ = vn+k,+, by comparing Equation (76) and Equation (75), we see that
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the first row [d11, . . . , d1n] of D is the same as the transpose of the k-th column [c1k, . . . , cnk] of C, i.e.
d1j = cjk for j = 1, . . . , n. Hence we obtain

vn+k,+ = ṽ1,+ =

n∑

j=1

d1jv
j,+ +

(
1−

n∑

j=1

d1j

)
vd+1,+

=

n∑

j=1

cjkv
j,+ +

(
1−

n∑

j=1

cjk

)
vd+1,+, k = 1, . . . , d− n,

(87)

where in the first line of the above calculation, the first term follows from Equation (76) and the second
term follows from the coordinate change of yq in Equation (80). This proves the lemma. �

Example 3.17 (KPn). In Example 3.9, we presented one choice of B+. Following the prescription given
above in this section, we obtain another choice for B+ below, which differs from the previous one by an
invertible linear transformation over Z. (These two different choices of B+ correspond to two different
sets of Tn+1-basis, so their moment polytopes look different; see Figure (2b) for the case of n = 1). One
choice of A+ such that B+A+ = In+1 is given below

(88) B+ =




−1 0

In
...

...
−1 0

0 . . . 0 n+ 1 1


 , A+ :=




0

In
...
0

0 . . . 0 0
0 . . . 0 1



.

�

3.5. Moment map for KPn in homogeneous coordinates. Recall in Example 2.10, we obtained KPn

as the quotient

KPn = U+
a /C∗ = (µ+

N )−1(a)/U(1),

where U+
a = (Cn+1 − {0})× C and

(µ+
N )

−1
(a) = {(z1, . . . , zn+1, p) ∈ Cn+2 | |z1|2 + · · ·+ |zn+1|2 − (n+ 1)|p|2 = 2a},

and note that we use a > 0 as this is the chamber that gives KPn . For any (z, p) ∈ U+
a , there is a unique

λa(z, p) ∈ R>0 such that λa(z, p) · (z, p) ∈ (µ+
N )−1(a) under the action λa · (z, p) = (λaz, λ

−n−1
a p) defined

by Equation (28). This defines the following deformation retraction (same as Equation (33))

R+
a : (Cn+1 − {0})× C → (µ+

N )
−1

(a), R+
a (z, p) = (λa(z, p)z, λa(z, p)

−n−1p).

3.5.1. The Tn+1-action on KPn and its moment map. Corresponding to the A+ in Example 3.17, we
have the map α+

C
: Tn+1

C
→ Tn+2

C
given by

α+
C
(t1, . . . , tn+1) = (t1, . . . tn, 1, tn+1),

and we get a Tn+1
C

-action on Cn+2 via α+
C
(Tn+1

C
) by

(t1, . . . , tn+1) · (z1, . . . , zn+1, p) = (t1z1, . . . , tnzn, zn+1, tn+1p).

As usual, this restricts to a Hamiltonian Tn+1-action on Cn+2 in coordinates z, p with the standard

symplectic form i
2

(∑n+1
k=1 dzk ∧ dz̄k + dp ∧ dp̄

)
and moment map (up to a constant)

µ = (α+)∗ ◦ µTn+1 : Cn+2 → Rn+1, µ(z1, . . . , zn+1, p) =
1

2
(|z1|2, . . . , |zn|2, |p|2).

Because this Tn+1
C

-action on U+
a commutes with the C∗-action on U+

a , we get that Tn+1
C

acts on the
quotient KPn = U+

a /C∗ by

(89) (t1, . . . , tn, tn+1) · [z1 : . . . : zn+1 : p] = [t1z1 : . . . : tnzn : zn+1 : tn+1p].
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This restricts to a Hamiltonian Tn+1-action on (KPn , ωa). Using Equation (44), we find the moment map
µa : KPn → Rn+1 is given by

(90)
µa([z1, . . . , zn+1, p]) = µ ◦R+

a (z1, . . . , zn+1, p)
= 1

2 (λa(z, p)
2|z1|2, . . . , λa(z, p)

2|zn|2, λa(z, p)
−2(n+1)|p|2).

3.5.2. Computing λa(z, p)
2. Now we try to compute λ2

a(z, p) in order to obtain a more explicit formula for

µa in terms of the homogeneous coordinates (z, p). Let |z|2 =
∑n+1

k=1 |zk|2. By setting µ+
N (z1, . . . , zn+1, p)

equal to a, we get that x := λa(z, p)
2|z|2 satisfies

xn+2 − 2axn+1 − (n+ 1)|z|2(n+1)|p|2 = 0.

So

|z|2(n+1)|p|2 =
1

n+ 1
(xn+2 − 2axn+1) =: f(x).

f ′(x) =
n+ 2

n+ 1
xn+1 − 2axn

f ′(x) > 0 for x > 2(n+1)a
n+2 . So there is a smooth function

g :

(
− 2a

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

(
2a(n+ 1)

n+ 2

)n+1

,∞
)

−→
(
2(n+ 1)a

n+ 2
,∞
)

which is the inverse of

f :

(
2(n+ 1)a

n+ 2
,∞
)

−→
(
− 2a

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

(
2a(n+ 1)

n+ 2

)n+1

,∞
)
.

Furthermore, g′(t) > 0, and

g(0) = 2a, lim
t→+∞

g(t) = +∞.

Because g is the inverse of f , we get that x = g(|z|2(n+1)|p|2), and by definition

λa(z, p)
2 =

x

|z|2 =
g(|z|2(n+1)|p|2)

|z|2 .

Using the above formula for λa(z, p)
2 and continuing Equation (90) for the moment map µa, we get

(91)

µa([z1, . . . , zn+1, p]) = µ ◦R+
a (z1, . . . , zn+1, p)

=
(

g(|z|2(n+1)|p|2)
2

|z1|
2

|z|2 , . . . ,
g(|z|2(n+1)|p|2)

2
|zn|

2

|z|2 , 1
2(n+1) (g(|z|2(n+1)|p|2)− 2a)

)
.

Recall that g(0) = 2a, so

µa([z1, . . . , zn+1, 0]) =
a

|z1|2 + · · ·+ |zn+1|2
(|z1|2, . . . , |zn|2, 0).

So when p = 0 we obtain the same moment map as above in Example 3.6 for Pn.

3.5.3. Explicit formula for when n = 1. We next derive an explicit expression of the inverse function g
of f when n = 1. In this case, x = λ(z, p)2|z|2 > 0 satisfies

(92) x3 − 2ax2 − 2|z|4|p|2 = 0.

If p 6= 0, let y = x−1. Then y is the unique real root of the following depressed cubic equation.

y3 +
a

|z|4|p|2 y −
1

2|z|4|p|2 = 0.
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By Cardano’s formula,

y =
3

√√√√ 1

4|z|4|p|2 +

√
1

16|z|8|p|4 +
a3

27|z|12|p|6 +
3

√√√√ 1

4|z|4|p|2 −
√

1

16|z|8|p|4 +
a3

27|z|12|p|6

=

√
a√

3|z|2|p|


 3

√√
1 +

27|z|4|p|2
16a3

+
3
√
3|z|2|p|
4a

√
a

− 3

√√
1 +

27|z|4|p|2
16a3

− 3
√
3|z|2|p|
4a

√
a




=
1

2a
× 3
(√

1 + ρa(z, p)2 + ρa(z, p)
) 2

3

+
(√

1 + ρa(z, p)2 − ρa(z, p)
) 2

3

+ 1

where

ρa(z, p) =
3
√
3|z|2|p|
4a

√
a

is invariant under the C∗-action on (C2 − {0})× C, and ρa(z, 0) = 0.
Using the relations that x = g(|z|2(n+1)|p|2) (here n = 1) and x = y−1, we get that

g(|z|4|p|2) =
2a

3

((√
1 + ρa(z, p)2 + ρa(z, p)

) 2
3

+
(√

1 + ρa(z, p)2 − ρa(z, p)
) 2

3

+ 1

)

= 2a+
2a

3


 3

√√
1 +

27|z|4|p|2
16a3

+
3
√
3|z|2|p|
4a

√
a

− 3

√√
1 +

27|z|4|p|2
16a3

− 3
√
3|z|2|p|
4a

√
a




2

.

We can then substitute this into Equation (91) to get

µa([z1, z2, p]) =

(
g(|z|4|p|2)

2

|z1|2
|z1|2 + |z2|2

,
g(|z|4|p|2)− 2a

4

)
=

=

(
a|z1|2
|z|2 ×

(√
1 + ρa(z, p)2 + ρa(z, p)

) 2
3

+
(√

1 + ρa(z, p)2 − ρa(z, p)
) 2

3

+ 1

3
,

a

2
×

(√
1 + ρa(z, p)2 + ρa(z, p)

) 2
3

+
(√

1 + ρa(z, p)2 − ρa(z, p)
) 2

3 − 2

3

)
.

The moment polytope, which is the image of this moment map µa is shown in Figure (2b).
So far in this section, the T2-action on KP1 is given by Equation (89), which arose from the choice

of B+ and A+ given in Example 3.17. If we change the basis of T2 and use the B+ and A+ given in
Example 3.9, we get the T2-action on KP1 given by

(t1, t2) · [z1 : z2 : p] = [t1z1 : z2 : t−1
1 t2p],

then the moment map becomes

(93) µ′
a([z1, z2, p]) =

(
g(|z|4|p|2)

2

|z1|2
|z1|2 + |z2|2

− g(|z|4|p|2)− 2a

4
,
g(|z|4|p|2)− 2a

4

)

and its image is shown in Figure (2a). In particular, when p = 0,

µ′
a([z1, z2, 0]) =

(
a|z1|2

|z1|2 + |z2|2
, 0

)
.

Note that the first component is the moment map for P1, and indeed its image is the line segment
connecting (0, 0) and (a, 0) in Figure (2a) and Figure (2b).
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(0, 0) (a, 0)

(a) Image of the moment map µ′

a : KP1 → R2

(0, 0) (a, 0)

(b) Image of the moment map µa : KP1 → R2

Figure 2. Two moment polytopes for KP1

4. Kähler potential

There is a natural Kähler potential that toric varieties admit from toric geometry, as follows. With the
data of a moment polytope, they come equipped with an ample line bundle defined by a sum of the toric
divisors weighted according to the moment polytope; hence they admit a Kähler potential induced from
sections of that line bundle, see [CLS11, Proposition 4.3.3] and [Huy05, Example 4.1.2(i)] for details. The
Kähler potential in this case is a function of the complex affine coordinates. However, many calculations
become simpler in the moment map coordinates. We saw above the existence of a symplectic form ωa

coming from symplectic reduction. We will see in this section that the Legendre transform of the Kähler
potential one obtains from symplectic reduction is computable. Although the two symplectic forms are
different in general, they can have similar properties such as being in the same Kähler class.

More specifically, the focus of this chapter is to find a Kähler potential F over ∆̊ for ωa in terms of
the affine toric coordinates, as well as its Legendre transform G in terms of the action-angle coordinates,
specifically the moment map coordinates. First we recall some notation. The diagram below is a summary
of the identifications given by Equation (50), Equation (52), and Equation (53), and the notations
introduced in Definition 3.5,

(94)

t
n
C

exp−−→ Tn
C

∼= µ−1
a (∆̊) ∼= ∆̊× Tn

∈ ∈ ∈

u = (uj = xj + iθj)
n
j=1 7→ (eu1 , . . . , eun) (ξ, eiθ) = (ξj , e

iθj )nj=1

=

(t1, . . . tn) 7−→ µa(t) = ξ ∈ ∆̊

.

Note that since Tn embeds in Tn
C
as U(1)n, θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) is a coordinate on the Lie algebra of Tn

C
. The

above diagram identifies µ−1
a (∆̊) with Tn

C
and ∆̊×Tn, and hence endows µ−1

a (∆̊) with the complex toric
coordinates t and the action-angle coordinates (ξ, θ), respectively.

Kähler potential F . By [Gui94a, Theorem 4.3], there exists a Tn-invariant Kähler potential F on
(C∗)n ⊂ M such that ωa|(C∗)n = 2i∂∂F . Contracting the symplectic form with ∂/∂θ, using that F is
not a function of θ since it is Tn-invariant (that is, a function Rn → R on the norms of the affine toric
coordinates of (C∗)n), plugging into the lefthand side of ι∂/∂θjωa = −dµa,j , and integrating we see that
F : Rn → R satisfies

(95) µa(t1, . . . , tn) = µa(e
x1+iθ1 , . . . , exn+iθn) =

(
∂F

∂x1
(x), . . . ,

∂F

∂xn
(x)

)
.

Therefore by [Gui94a, Theorem 3.3] and the sentence following it, the map x 7→
(

∂F
∂x1

(x), . . . , ∂F
∂xn

(x)
)
is

a diffeomorphism from Rn to the interior ∆̊ of the moment polytope ∆. In particular, let ξj =
∂F
∂xj

. Then

(96)
∂ξj
∂xk

=
∂2F

∂xj∂xk
.

Legendre transform G. In the other direction, there is a function G : ∆̊ → R such that the inverse
map of the diffeomorphism

(97) Rn −→ ∆̊, (x1, . . . , xn) 7→
(
∂F

∂x1
(x), . . . ,

∂F

∂xn
(x)

)
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is

(98) ∆̊ −→ Rn, (ξ1, . . . , ξn) 7→
(
∂G

∂ξ1
(ξ), . . . ,

∂G

∂ξn
(ξ)

)
= (x1, . . . , xn).

Specifically, G is the Legendre transform of F , namely (up to a constant)

(99) F (x) +G(ξ) = 〈x, ξ〉
so that differentiating Equation (99) with respect to ξ we see that ∂G

∂ξi
= xi. Furthermore

(100)
∂xj

∂ξk
=

∂2G

∂ξj∂ξk
.

From the relations in Equations (96) and (100), we see that the Hessian of G is the inverse of the
Hessian of F . Also from Equations (96) and (100), we see that the complex structure in the (xj , θj)

coordinates is the standard

(
0 −In
In 0

)
, hence the complex structure in the (ξj , θj) coordinates is

(
0 −[∂j∂kF ]

[∂j∂kG] 0

)
. We now discuss the Kähler form and metric.

Recall in Equation (50), ∆̊ × Tn with the symplectic form
∑n

j=1 dξj ∧ dθj is symplectomorphic to

µ−1
a (∆̊) with the symplectic form ωa. We explain why the symplectic form is standard in the action-

angle coordinates.

Lemma 4.1. The symplectic form for M can be written (over the interior of the moment polytope) in
the action-angle coordinates as

ωa =

n∑

j=1

dµa,j ∧ dθj .

Proof. We impose conditions on the coefficients of terms in ωa. There are three conditions: ι∂/∂θjωa =
−dµa,j , fibers of the moment map are Lagrangian with tangent space spanned by the ∂/∂θj, and ωa is
Kähler so compatible with the almost complex structure J induced from multiplication by i on the affine
coordinates. The first condition is the definition of the moment map, where ∂/∂θj is the infinitesimal
action of tj on M defined by taking the derivative at the identity as in Equation (41) and Equation (42),
see also [CdS01, Definition 22.1]. That is, θj=1,...n are the imaginary parts of the complex coordinates
on the Lie algebra of Tn

C
and µ, θ are the action-angle coordinates. In particular, ∂/∂θj corresponds to

rotating the jth affine toric coordinate yj by tj , as described in the paragraph above Equation (72).
As discussed in the paragraph following Corollary 3.3, the second condition is true by the Arnold-

Liouville theorem which is stated, for example, in [CdS01, Theorem 18.12]. In more detail, Tn is abelian
so has trivial Lie bracket and

ωa

(
∂

∂θi
,

∂

∂θj

)
=

[
∂

∂θi
,

∂

∂θj

]
= 0 = {µa,i, µa,j}

where {, } denotes the Poisson bracket. But the tangent space of a µa-fiber is precisely the kernel of dµa,
so by the first condition:

Tµ−1
a (c) = ker(dµa) =

n⋂

j=1

ker(ι∂/∂θjωa) ⊇ span{∂/∂θj}nj=1.

Since a fiber has dimension n, the last containment is equality. The fibers of the moment map are
then Tn-orbits of the Tn-action (eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn) · (y1, . . . , yn) = (eiθ1y1, . . . , e

iθnyn), where (t1, . . . , tn) =
(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn), therefore as ωa is toric invariant, ωa restricted to a fiber is 0. That is, the fibers are
Lagrangian.

For the third condition, we saw that multiplication by i on x ∈ t
n
C
induces, under the Jacobian trans-

formation between ξ and x, J =

(
0 −[∂j∂kF ]

[∂j∂kG] 0

)
in the (ξj , θj) coordinates, where [∂j∂kF ] =

[∂j∂kG]−1 hence J2 = −I2n.
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Now we prove the statement of the lemma. Let ωa =
n∑

j,k=1

ajkdµa,j ∧ dθk +
n∑

j≤k,j,k=1

bjkdθj ∧ dθk +

cjkdµa,j ∧ dµa,k. Then ωa|span{∂/∂θj}n
j=1

≡ 0 =⇒ bjk = 0 and by the definition of the moment map,

ι∂/∂θkωa =
n∑

j=1

−ajkdµa,j = −dµa,k =⇒ akk = 1, ajk = 0 ∀j 6= k. Wrapping up, compatibility with J

means that J∗ωa = ωa thus
n∑

j=1

dµa,j ∧ dθj +
n∑

j,k=1
j≤k

c′jkdθj ∧ dθk =
n∑

j=1

dµa,j ∧ dθj +
n∑

j,k=1
j≤k

cjkdµa,j ∧ dµa,k

∴ cjk = 0 =⇒ ωa =

n∑

k=1

dµa,k ∧ dθk.

where c′jk is a function of [∂j∂kG]. � �

Below we will use ωa to interchangeably denote the symplectic forms on Tn
C
and ∆̊ × Tn, which we

view as ωa written in two different set of coordinates. For KM the same holds true replacing n with n+1.

Corollary 4.2.

(101) ωa =

n∑

j=1

dξj ∧ dθj =

n∑

j,k=1

∂2F

∂xj∂xk
dxj ∧ dθk =

i

2

n∑

j,k=1

∂2F

∂xj∂xk
duj ∧ dūk.

In the above, we have written ωa both in terms of the complex coordinates uj = xj + iθj via the

identification of µ−1(∆̊) ∼= Tn
C
, and in terms of the action-angle coordinates (ξj , θj) via the identification

of µ−1(∆̊) ∼= ∆̊× Tn.

Corollary 4.3. The Riemannian metric compatible with ωa and the complex structure J is

(102) ga =
n∑

j,k=1

∂2F

∂xj∂xk
(dxjdxk + dθjdθk) =

n∑

j,k=1

∂2G

∂ξj∂ξk
dξjdξk +

n∑

j,k=1

∂2F

∂xj∂xk
dθjdθk,

which we’ve also written both in terms of the complex coordinates and the action-angle coordinates.

To recap, let ω be a Tn-invariant Kähler form on M . Then the action of Tn on (M,ω) is Hamiltonian
with a moment map µ : M → Rn which is unique up to addition of a constant vector in the target Rn.
The image ∆ of µ is a convex polytope known as the moment polytope, and the moment map determines
smooth functions F : Rn → R and G : ∆̊ → R up to adding constants, as described above. Let g
be the Riemannian metric on M determined by the symplectic structure ω and the complex structure
on M . Then g is given by the right hand side of (102). When ω is the symplectic structure coming
from symplectic reduction, G(ξ) is given explicitly in [Gui94a]. Below we summarize a way of deriving
Guillemin’s formula for G(ξ) due to Calderbank-David-Gauduchon [CDG03].

Lemma 4.4. The Legendre transform G(ξ) of the potential function F (x) is

G(ξ) =
1

2

d∑

j=1

Lj(ξ) logLj(ξ).

Proof. The standard flat metric on Cd written in polar coordinates, zj = rje
iϕj , is

(103) g =
d∑

j=1

dzjdz̄j =
d∑

j=1

dr2j + r2jdϕ
2
j =

d∑

j=1

dµ2
j

2µj
+ 2µjdϕ

2
j = g̃ +

d∑

j=1

2µjdϕ
2
j ,

where µj = 1
2r

2
j = 1

2 |zj|2 is the jth component of the moment map µTd given by Equation (17). This
metric is compatible with the standard symplectic form ω of Equation (16) and the standard complex
structure on Cd. The first term in the sum above in Equation (103) in polar coordinates, denoted g̃, is
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the metric on the image of the moment map, and the 2nd term is the metric on the torus fiber. Note

that g̃ can be written in terms of the Hessian of a potential function G̃ as follows

g̃ =

d∑

j=1

dµ2
j

2µj
=

d∑

j,k=1

∂2G̃

∂µj∂µk
dµjdµk, where G̃ =

d∑

j=1

µj logµj .

Recall that the metric ga in Equation (102) is the canonical metric defined by symplectic reduction from
Cd with the flat metric g. The first term of ga on the right-most expression of Equation (102), which is

g̃a =

n∑

j,k=1

∂2G

∂ξj∂ξk
dξjdξk,

is a Riemannian metric on ∆̊ (the unique Riemannian metric such that µa : (Tn
C
, ga) → (∆̊, g̃a) is a

Riemannian submersion). By construction and because L(ξ) defined in Equation (45) satisfies L(ξ)j =
1
2 |zj |2 = µj , we have

(104) g̃a = L∗g̃ =

d∑

j=1

dL2
j

2Lj
, G = L∗G̃ =

1

2

d∑

j=1

Lj logLj .

� �

Example 4.5 (Pn). Recall αC from Example 3.6 and µa from Equation (56), leading to the conclusion
at the end of Example 3.11 that

(ξ1, . . . , ξn) =
a(e2x1 , . . . , e2xn)

e2x1 + · · ·+ e2xn + 1

and

(x1, . . . , xn) =
1

2

(
log ξ1 − log(a− ξ1 − · · · − ξn), . . . , log ξn − log(a− ξ1 − · · · − ξn)

)
.

Thus, integrating, we find by Equation (95) and Equation (98):

F (x1, . . . , xn) =
a

2
log(e2x1 + · · ·+ e2xn + 1) =

a

2
log(|t1|2 + · · ·+ |tn|2 + 1),

G(ξ1, . . . , ξn) =
1

2

(
ξ1 log ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn log ξn + (a− ξ1 − · · · − ξn) log(a− ξ1 − · · · − ξn)

)
.

�

These calculations apply for KM as well, replacing n with n+ 1 everywhere.
Note that if ω is the symplectic structure coming from symplectic reduction, and if we know the

moment polytope ∆ to begin with, then according to Equations (104) and (45), we can readily write
down the explicit formulas G(ξ) from the combinatorics of the moment polytope ∆. Below we describe
two perspectives for writing down F (x). Both are less straightforward for the exact same reason, if not
impossible, compared to finding G(ξ).

(1) If we could compute the moment map, µa, then we could find F (x) via Equation (95). However,
as we saw in Section 3.5 (also mentioned in Example 3.7 for P2(3)), the moment map can be
extremely complicated. In Example 3.17, our ability to explicitly compute the moment map in
the n = 1 case boils down to being able to solve the cubic polynomial (Equation (92)). For n > 2,
it’s not possible to compute explicitly, at least not using the method of Section 3.5.

(2) Once we know G(ξ), we can find F (x) via Legendre transform, i.e. Equations (98) and (99).
However, in order to write down F (x) using Equation (99), we need to write ξ in terms of x, and
ξ(x) is exactly the moment map, which is complicated as we just discussed. One might also think
to use Equation (98), which is a system of n nonlinear equations in (x1, . . . , xn) and (ξ1, . . . , ξn).
Similarly, it’s complicated, if not impossible, to use that to find ξ(x).
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Remark 4.6 (Comparing with the Kähler structure defined by an ample line bundle). The toric mani-
folds from Delzant’s construction are projective, so there is another natural Kähler form obtained from
using sections of an ample line bundle. This remark addresses the following question: is the Guillemin
construction of a symplectic form from symplectic reduction the same as the Kähler structure from toric
geometry given an ample line bundle? They are different in general, however they are in the same Kähler
class by [Gui94a, Equation (1.7)]. We first consider the 1-dimensional case. The ample line bundles on
P1 are OP1(k), where k is a positive integer, and the space of sections of OP1(k) can be identified with
the space of homogeneous polynomials in two variables z1, z2 of degree k:

H0(P1,OP1(k)) =

k⊕

m=0

Czm1 zk−m
2 .

Let C∗ act on z1 and z2 with weights 1 and 0 respectively. The moment map in Section 4.2 of Fulton [Ful93]
is given by

µ̂k([z1 : z2]) =

∑k
m=0 m|zm1 zk−m

2 |2
∑k

m=0 |zm1 zk−m
2 |2

.

The image of µ̂k is the closed interval [0, k] ⊂ R.
When [z1 : z2] are both non-zero, define x = log |z1/z2|. Then letting a = k in µa from Example 3.6

we get,

µk([z1 : z2]) =
dFk

dx
(x), µ̂k([z1 : z2]) =

dF̂k

dx
(x),

where the hat denotes the potential obtained from sections of the ample line bundle O(k) and without

the hat means we are using symplectic reduction on S3(
√
2k)/S1:

Fk(x) =
k

2
log(1 + e2x), F̂k(x) =

1

2
log

(
k∑

m=0

e2mx

)
.

In particular, F1(x) = F̂1(x) however they are different for larger k. Here the Kähler potential Fk for the
symplectic form ωk defining the moment map µk : P1 → R is such that

ωk = dµk ∧ dθ =
d2Fk

dx2
dx ∧ dθ

and similarly for the case without the hat. Therefore we see that ω̂1 = ω1 since the Kähler potentials
are equal. When k > 1 is an integer, ω̂k 6= ωk but they represent the same class in H2(P1,R) ∼= R. Also
note that here k is an integer, so the images of µ̂k, which is [0, k], does not gives all possible [0, a], where
a ∈ R, that µa does.

More generally for higher dimensional projective spaces, let ω̂k be the symplectic form on Pn determined

by the ample line bundle OPn(k), where k > 0. Then ω̂k is the pullback of ω1 on P(
k+n

k ) under the degree

k embedding Pn →֒ P(
k+n

k ). In particular, ω̂1 = ω1. When k > 1, ω̂k 6= ωk but they represent the same
class in H1,1(Pn;R) ∼= R.

Remark 4.7 (Properties of Pn). Of interest to symplectic geometers is the choice of symplectic cohomol-
ogy class, for example when considering global homological mirror symmetry one considers the Kähler
cone KM of all possible Kähler classes on the symplectic manifold M . Information about KM can be ob-
tained using the Calabi-Yau theorem (stated for example in [Huy05, Theorem 4.B.19]), that for compact
Kähler manifolds there is a bijection between KM and the set of Kähler forms ω with ωn = λ × vol for
some λ ∈ R>0. As an example, consider the Fano manifold Pn. The symplectic area of a projective line
P1 ⊂ Pn is ∫

P1

ωa = 2πa

and the cone of Kähler classes is one-dimensional corresponding to this parameter a. When a = 1, we
obtain an integral cohomology class.

Furthermore, if c1(M) = [α] is represented by a closed real (1, 1)-form α and we’ve fixed a choice of
Kähler class β on M , there is a unique Kähler structure g on M so that α = Ric(g) and [α] = ωg the
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Kähler form determined by the metric g. This is [Huy05, Proposition 4.B.21]. Note that given any two
of a metric, complex structure, and symplectic form on M which are compatible, the third is uniquely
determined, see [Huy05, p 29]. For example, the symplectic form ωa and the standard complex structure
on Pn determine a Kähler metric ga on Pn which satisfies the Kähler-Einstein equation:

Ric(ga) =
n+ 1

a
ωa.

5. Connection to mirror symmetry

We give some context for mirror symmetry in which the above calculations play a role. We start with
background.

5.1. Mirror Symmetry for Calabi-Yau manifolds. Mirror symmetry relates the symplectic (resp.
complex) geometry of a Calabi-Yau manifold X to the complex (resp. symplectic) geometry of a mirror
Calabi-Yau manifold X̌ of the same dimension. Let (X,ω, J) be a Calabi-Yau manifold, where ω is
the symplectic structure and J is the complex structure, and let (X̌, ω̌, J̌) be the mirror Calabi-Yau
manifold. Kontsevich’s [Kon95] Homological Mirror Symmetry (HMS) conjecture predicts the following
equivalences of triangulated categories:

(105) DπFuk(X,ω) ∼= DbCoh(X̌, J̌),

(106) DbCoh(X, J) ∼= DπFuk(X̌, ω̌),

where DπFuk is the split-closed derived Fukaya category (derived by taking the homotopy category so
one obtains a triangulated category) and DbCoh is the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves.

In [She15], N. Sheridan proved the equivalence (105) when X is a smooth Calabi-Yau hypersurface in
the projective space Pn. In this case, the mirror Calabi-Yau manifold X̌ is (a crepant resolution of) a
Calabi-Yau hypersurface in the orbifold Pn/G, where G = (Zn+1)

n. (The n = 2 case was first proved by
Polishchuk-Zaslow [PZ98], and the n = 3 case was first proved by P. Seidel [Sei15].)

More generally, let X be a smooth Calabi-Yau hypersurface in a toric Fano manifold M . There is a
one-to-one correspondence between projective Gorenstein Fano toric varieties and isomorphism classes of
reflexive lattice polytopes ∆ (see [CLS11, Theorem 8.3.4], and in 2-dimensions, the 16 reflexive lattice
polygons are listed in [CLS11, p 382]). The Batyrev mirror X̌ is (a crepant resolution of) a Calabi-Yau
hypersurface in the Gorenstein toric Fano variety M̌ defined by the dual reflexive polytope ∆̌ [Bat94].
When n > 3, H1,1(X) = H1,1(M) = H2(M), and the Kähler moduli of the compact Calabi-Yau (n− 1)-
fold can be identified with the Kähler moduli of the ambient compact toric Fano manifold M .

5.2. Mirror Symmetry for Landau-Ginzburg Models. A smooth Calabi-Yau hypersurface X in
a toric Fano manifold M can be identified with the critical locus of a holomorphic function W on the
total space KM of the canonical line bundle of M as follows. When M is Fano, K∗

M is ample and for
a generic section s of K∗

M , the zero locus X := s−1(0) ⊂ M is a smooth anti-canonical divisor hence
a manifold. In particular X is a compact Calabi-Yau manifold of complex dimension n − 1. By the
adjunction formula, KX

∼= (KM ⊗ OM (X))|X ∼= OX , which implies K∗
M |X ∼= OM (X)|X . For example,

when M = Ua/NC where Ua ⊂ Cd, let s(z1, . . . , zd) ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd] be a polynomial in z1, . . . , zd such

that the rational function s(z1,...,zd)
z1···zd

is invariant under the NC-action on Cd. Then s(z1, . . . , zd) defines a
section of the anti-canonical line bundle K∗

M .
Define the holomorphic function W : KM → C by W (z, p) = 〈p, s(z)〉, where z ∈ M , p ∈ (KM )z

(the fiber of KM over z), and 〈−,−〉 is the pairing between dual vector spaces. (For example, for the
polynomial s in the example of the previous paragraph, we see that ps(z1, · · · , zd) ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd, p] is
invariant under the NC-action on Cd+1 so descends to a well-defined holomorphic function W : KM → C.)
The critical locus of W is hence given by

Crit(W ) = {[z1, . . . , zd, p] ∈ KM : dW (z1, . . . , zd, p) = 0}
= {[z1, . . . , zd, p] ∈ KM : p = s(z1, . . . , zd) = 0}.
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Namely, the critical locus ofW is exactly X ⊂ M ⊂ KM where the second inclusion is by the zero section:
Crit(W ) = s−1(0) = X . The pair (KM ,W ) is an example of a Landau-Ginzburg (LG) model and W is
known as the superpotential.

Example 5.1 (Fermat surface a the critical locus of a superpotential on KPn). Let s(z1, . . . , zn+1) ∈
C[z1, . . . , zn+1] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree n + 1, for example the Fermat polynomial in

(n+1)-variables
∑n+1

j=1 zn+1
j . Then ps is invariant under the C∗-action on (Cn+1−{0})×C and descends

to a holomorphic function

W : KPn → C, [z1, . . . , zn, p] 7→ ps(z1, . . . , zn+1)

which, in the case of the Fermat polynomial, has the following critical locus

Crit(W ) = {[z1, . . . , zn+1, p] ∈ KPn : dW (z1, . . . , zn+1, p) = 0}

= {[z1, . . . , zn+1, p] ∈ KPn :
n+1∑

j=1

zn+1
j = p = 0} = s−1(0) ∼= Xn+1,

where Xn+1 = {[z1, . . . , zn+1] ∈ Pn :
∑n+1

j=1 zn+1
j = 0} is the Fermat Calabi-Yau hypersurface in Pn. �

Similarly, the mirror X̌ can be identified with the critical locus of a holomorphic function W̌ on the
total space KM̌ of the canonical line bundle of M̌ . The LG model (KM̌ , W̌ ) is mirror to the LG model
(KM ,W ). A natural formulation of the homological mirror symmetry conjecture in this setting is the
following equivalences of triangulated categories:

(107) W(KM ,W ) ∼= MF (KM̌ , W̌ ),

(108) MF (KM ,W ) ∼= W(KM̌ , W̌ ),

where wrapping in non-compact fibers leads one to take W(−,−) the fiber-wise wrapped Fukaya category
(being defined in [AA], see also [Jef20]) of the LG model, and MF is the category of matrix factorizations.

The B-model MF (KM ,W = 〈p, s(z)〉) on the LG model is equivalent to the B-model DbCoh(X)
on the Calabi-Yau hypersurface X = s−1(0) = Crit(W ) ⊂ M , as a consequence of Orlov’s generalized
Knörrer periodicity theorem [Orl04]. An A-model version of this Knörrer periodicity theorem would be
an equivalence between W(KM ,W ) and DπFuk(X). Recently [Jef20] has proven a version of Knörrer
periodicity for the A-model that uses the notion of a partially wrapped Fukaya category. Also see
[Sei08,WW16]. With these equivalences, Equations (107) and (108) is equivalent to Equations (105) and
(106) when X = s−1(0) is a smooth CY hypersurface in M that is the critical locus of W = 〈p, s〉 on
KM .

Now let us consider a different LG model of (KM ,W = z1 · · · zdp), again Mn = Cd//N is a toric Fano
manifold of dimension n obtained via symplectic reduction from Cd and z ∈ Cd are the homogeneous
coordinates. The critical locus of W in this case is a singular CY hypersurface in M defined by z1 · · · zd =
0, and it is the preimage µ−1(∂∆) of the boundary of the moment polytope for M . The LG model
(KM ,W = z1 · · · zdp) captures the geometry of this singular Crit(W ) via Knörrer periodicity [Orl04,
Jef20], and (KM ,W ) turns out to be the generalized SYZ [SYZ96] mirror (in the sense of [AAK16]) of a
smooth hypersurface Σ in (C∗)n. For example, if M is a Fano surface defined by a reflexive polygon with
n vertices then (KM ,W ) is the generalized SYZ mirror of an n-punctured torus Σ (such as the thrice
punctured torus Σ = {1+x+y+ t/xy = 0} ⊂ (C∗)2, whose mirror is the LG model (KP2,W = z1z2z3p)).

More generally, the canonical bundle KM is a special case of a toric Calabi-Yau manifold Y =
Cd+1//Td−n of dimension (n + 1). The function z1 · · · zdzd+1 on Cd+1 descends to a well-defined holo-
morphic function W : Y → C. It was first proposed by Hori-Vafa [HV00] and then proven in the SYZ
framework by Abouzaid-Auroux-Katzarkov [AAK16] that LG-models given by (Y,W ) for Y a toric CY
manifold are generalized SYZ mirrors to hypersurfaces Σ in toric varieties. The HMS prediction would
be the equivalence of the following triangulated categories:

(109) W(Y,W ) ∼= DbCoh(Σ)

(110) MF (Y,W ) ∼= W(Σ),
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where W(Σ) is the wrapped Fukaya category of Σ, wrapped due to Σ being a noncompact Liouville
manifold. To define the fiber-wise wrapped Fukaya category W(Y,W ) one would need to view W :
Y → C as a symplectic fibration, which requires a good understanding of the symplectic structure on
Y . Equivalence (109) is the subject of the work in preparation by Abouzaid-Auroux [AA] when Σ is an
algebraic hypersurface in (C∗)n and Y is a toric Calabi-Yau (n+1)-fold. In the other direction, the third
author [Lee] proved the equivalence (110) when n = 2 where Σ ⊂ (C∗)2 is a punctured Riemann surface
via decomposition into pair-of-pants (thrice punctured spheres) and applying the result of [AAE+13],
which establishes (110) when Σ is a punctured sphere. Lekili-Polishchuk [LP20] proved the equivalence
(110) when Σ ⊂ (C∗)n is a generalized higher dimensional pair-of-pants. A version of the equivalence in
Equation (110) is proven from the microlocal perspective [GS18] using localization results from [GPS20].

Further generalizations are given in [AAK16, Section 10], such as to the SYZ mirrors for hypersurfaces
Σ of abelian varieties per the speculation of Seidel [Sei12]. In [Can20], the second author proved a
HMS result for genus-2 compact Riemann surfaces Σ2 that are hypersurfaces in an abelian variety V =
(C∗)2/ΓB (ΓB

∼= Z2) and its generalized SYZ mirror (Y, v0). Here, she considers a LG model (Y, v0)

where Y = Ỹ /ΓB is the quotient of a toric Calabi-Yau 3-fold Ỹ of infinite type by the free action of ΓB.
The main result in [Can20] is a fully-faithful embedding

(111) DbCoh(Σ2) →֒ H0FS(Y, v0).

where FS denotes the Fukaya-Seidel category with compact fibers that are abelian varieties degenerating
to the following critical locus; the non-compact Calabi-Yau 3-fold Y contains a “banana” configuration
of three 2-spheres C1 ∪ C2 ∪ C3 that intersect at two triple intersection points. The Kähler moduli of
Y is 3-dimensional and the real Kähler parameters are given by the symplectic areas Ai of Ci. The
complex moduli M2 of Σ2 is a complex orbifold of dimension 3. In [Can20], the second author considers
a one-parameter family of symplectic structures on Y with A1 = A2 = A3, which corresponds to a
one-parameter family of complex structures on Σ2.

In [ACLL], we extend the work [Can20] to any genus 2 curve in M2. To do that, we need to construct
more general symplectic structures on Y where the areas of the three 2-spheres may vary independently,
which inspired us to do the exercises that are in this paper. This is naturally done in the action-angle

coordinates using Guillemin’s Kähler potential. The canonical bundle KM is a local model for Ỹ , and in
the example below, we express the superpotential also in the angle-action coordinates.

Example 5.2 (The superpotential W : KM → C in action-angle coordinates). Let s(z1, . . . , zd) =
z1 · · · zd and W : KM → C[z1, . . . , zd, p] 7→ pz1 · · · zd a morphism between smooth toric varieties. We
are interested in the A-model on the Landau-Ginzburg model (KM ,W ), so we would like to view W
as a symplectic fibration. We write it in terms of the action-angle coordinates (ξ, θ) instead of the
complex homogeneous coordinates (z1, . . . , zd, p). In particular, since the superpotential is defined on the
symplectic quotient KM , it is independent of the choice of representative in the homogeneous coordinates.
We could write it in terms of the affine coordinates corresponding to the J th chart where the complement
of the J th zi’s are scaled to 1, so it would still be the product of all the inhomogeneous coordinates, or
we could write it in terms of the coordinates on the Tn

C
which parametrizes all those charts via choices of

αC. In that case, it would just be projection onto the last coordinate, tn+1.
More specifically, let v : ∆+ × Tn+1 → C be the composition

(112) v : ∆+ × Tn+1 ∼=−→ Tn+1
C

αC−−→ Td+1
C

−֒→ Ua × C
π̃+
a−−→ KM

W−→ C.

where π̃+
a : Ua × C → KM is the projection map defined in Equation (27). Namely we compose the

exponential map

(ξ1, . . . , ξn+1, e
iθ1 , · · · , eiθn+1) 7→ (eξ1+iθ1 , . . . , eξn+iθn+1)

with αC(t1, . . . , tn+1) which, up to permutation is (yJ1 , . . . , y
J
n+1, 1, . . . , 1), and then multiply everything

together to obtain
∏n+1

k=1 y
J
k . Now recall Definition 3.8, which defines the αC injection for KM , namely
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what the yJk are as functions of tk. Plugging in for tk, we see that

(113)

v(ξ1, . . . , ξn+1, e
iθ1 , · · · , eiθn+1) = z1 . . . zdp = yJ1 . . . yJn+1

= tn+1 = exp

(
∂G+

∂ξn+1
(ξ) + iθn+1

)
.

Namely the superpotential is projection onto the last coordinate in the parameters (t1, . . . , tn+1) because
that equals the product of the coordinates in αC(t1, . . . , tn+1). �

5.3. Monodromy in mirror symmetry. Landau-Ginzburg models, of which (KM ,W ) is a prototype
example, are important in physics and math, in particular in mirror symmetry. In particular, moment
maps are an example of the more general notion of a Lagrangian torus fibration which is the input needed
to obtain a mirror when using the prescription given by SYZ mirror symmetry [SYZ96]. Thus in the
case of KM there are two interesting fibrations, one is the Lagrangian torus fibration coming from the
moment map we’ve described, and the other is (KM ,W ) which is a singular symplectic fibration with
e.g. the symplectic form coming from symplectic reduction. For manifolds which are Fano or of general
type (c1 < 0), their mirrors are Landau-Ginzburg models [HKK+03], [AAK16]. So it is crucial to be
able to understand the Fukaya category of a Landau-Ginzburg model, which is the algebraic input for
the symplectic side of homological mirror symmetry. To do so, one may start by looking at the Floer
theory of (KM ,W ) for noncompact Lagrangians which interact well with W : KM → C. Two types of
non-compact Lagrangians are often used.

One type of non-compact Lagrangian considered consists of those in [Sei08] which are thimbles obtained
by parallel transporting a Lagrangian in a fiber of W to the singular locus over 0; this works when W is a
Lefschetz fibration. However, for more complicated singular fibers, this process could produce a singular
Lagrangian if the fiber Lagrangian degenerates to a submanifold which is of codimension more than 1
from what it was in the generic fiber. In this case, Lagrangians which are U-shaped may be used; they
go around the critical value(s) of W , where often that value is 0. Therefore, it is of interest to know the
monodromy around the origin of W : KM → C. This is what brought us to do the work in this paper, as
we are interested in the Fukaya category of a certain LG-model in forthcoming work [ACLL].

Lastly, the theory of the symplectic quotient extends not only to noncompact manifolds, but to toric
varieties of infinite type. Specifically, one example is the following: let Y be the example mentioned in
the paragraph surrounding Equation (111). This is denoted X(1,1) in the SYZ mirror symmetry paper
by [KL19]. It can be equipped with the following symplectic form, which is a scaled version of that from
symplectic reduction, to account for the infinitely many facets.

Definition 5.3 (Definition of ω from [KL19]). There exists an open covering {Uv} of the moment
polyhedron ∆Ỹ , and non-negative bump functions ρv on R3 which are supported on Uv and identically
1 in a smaller neighborhood of the boundary stratum, such that the following

(114) G̃(y) :=
1

2

∑

v∈Σ(1)

ρv(y)Lv(y) logLv(y)

is a finite sum at each point y ∈ ∆̊Ỹ , and whose Legendre transform is ΓB equivariant and defines a
Kähler potential for Y , (namely its second-order derivatives are positive). Here, as earlier, Lv ≥ 0 denotes
the half spaces whose intersection defines ∆Ỹ .

Computing monodromy in this case requires a bit more finesse and the computation is done by splitting
into three regions: one is around a vertex of the polytope which is modeled on an open neighborhood
around 0 ∈ C3, one is in a neighborhood of the center of a hexagon modeled on tot

(
KCP2(3)

)
, and the

third is the remaining region between these two which is harder to compute directly but can be estimated
and computed up to Hamiltonian isotopy.

In conclusion, toric varieties provide a rich source of symplectic manifolds, including compact, noncom-
pact, and of infinite type, and this article describes how to compute information about them of interest
to symplectic geometers.
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6. Notation

This is an index for notation appearing throughout the text, with some comparisons to notation used
in [Gui94a].

Section 2: Toric manifolds as symplectic quotients.

• X in Guillemin [Gui94a] is called M or KM here
• · denotes a group action as specified in the context
• Ik denotes the k × k identity matrix
• Tk

C
is the complex algebraic torus (C∗)k of dimension k

• Tk is the real torus of dimension k obtained as the maximal compact subgroup U(1)k of Tk
C
by restricting

to norm 1 coordinates
• n = dimC M , n+ 1 = dimC KM

• Maps involved in symplectic reduction:
(1) ρC : NC → Td

C
is an embedding and Q = (Ql

k)k,l is the matrix representing its linearization
(2) βC : Td

C
→ Td

C
/NC

∼= Tn
C
is the quotient map and B = (vkm)m,k is the matrix representing its

linearization
(3) superscripts denote the column, subscripts denote the row

• µTd is the moment map for the standard Hamiltonian Td-action on Cd

• µN is the moment map for the Hamiltonian N -action on Cd

• Ua ⊂ Cd is the open set where NC acts freely and which contains µ−1
N (a)

• U+
a = Ua × C

• Ra : Ua → µ−1
N (a) retracts Ua onto µ−1

N (a) via a choice of λa(z) ∈ NC for each z ∈ Ua

• symbols with a + refer to the KM case

• Z in [Gui94a] is a level set, here called µ−1
N (a) for M or µ+

N

−1
(a) for KM

• z1, . . . , zd are the homogeneous coordinates on Cd (with additional coordinate p in the case of KM )
• r1, . . . , rd, ϕ1, . . . , ϕd are the polar coordinates of the homogeneous coordinates
• ∆ denotes the moment polytope (when bounded, for compact M) and ∆+ denotes the moment poly-
hedron (when unbounded, for noncompact KM )

• Projection maps: {
πa : (µN )−1(a) → M = (µN )−1(a)/N,

π̃a : Ua → M = Ua/NC,

defined in Theorems 2.4 and 2.5, and
{
π+
a : (µ+

N )−1(a) → KM = (µ+
N )−1(a)/N,

π̃+
a : Ua × C → KM = (Ua × C)/NC,

defined in Equation (27)

Section 3: Toric actions and moment maps.

• J = (j1, . . . , jr) denotes a multi-index where jl ∈ {1, . . . , d} are strictly increasing (and will index a
choice of r facets)

• Cd
J = orbTd

C

(z) ∼= Cd−r denotes the orbit under the standard Td
C
-action of any point (z1, . . . , zd) with

zj = 0 ⇐⇒ j ∈ J
• (Td

C
)J = stabTd

C

(z) ∼= (C∗)r , for any fixed choice z ∈ Cd
J

• αC : Tn
C
→ Td

C
is a right inverse to βC and A = (smk )k,m is the matrix representing its linearization

• µa is the moment map of the Hamiltonian Tn-action on µ−1(a)/N
• (dρC)

∗
1(κ) = −a

• li in [Gui94a] is called Li here, which denotes the affine linear defining equation of the ith facet of
polyhedron ∆

• Fj denotes the jth facet of the moment polytope
• Jf = (j1, . . . , jr) indexes the facets which intersect with polytope ∆ in a face f , e.g. r = n when f = v
a vertex

• t1, . . . , tn are the inhomogeneous coordinates on the dense (C∗)n = Tn
C
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• ∆̊ denotes the interior of the polytope
• uj = log tj are coordinates on the Lie algebra Lie Tn

C
= t

n
C

• x1, . . . , xn and θ1, . . . , θn are the polar coordinates of the inhomogeneous coordinates (t1, . . . , tn) ∈
(C∗)n

• ξ1, . . . , ξn are the moment map coordinates
• ξi, θi are the action-angle coordinates
• Notation for Subsection 3.3: Holomorphic coordinate charts for M

– v is a vertex of the polytope ∆
– For vertex v and corresponding indexing set Jv,

ṼJv
= {(z1, . . . , zd) ∈ Cd | zj 6= 0 if j /∈ Jv} ∼= (C∗)d−n × Cn ⊂ Ua

– VJv
= ṼJv

/NC
∼= Cn ⊂ M is the open chart of M corresponding to vertex v, the union of which

cover M
– yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n (defined in Equation (65)) denote affine coordinates on the chart VJv

– ϕJv : VJv
→ Cn is the chart map defined by (yJv

1 , . . . , yJv
n )

– pJv = µ−1
a (v) is a Tn

C
toric fixed point corresponding to vertex v, and it’s the center of the chart

ϕJv

– UJv
= {(z1, . . . , zd) ∈ Cd | zj = 1 if j /∈ Jv} ⊂ ṼJv

⊂ Cd is the slice of the NC action given by the
representatives in Equation (65), where the letter U is used because it is a subset of Ua

– B̂, ÂJv denote choices of bases for matrices B,A so that the corresponding αJv

C
gives the standard

Tn
C
action, as described in the paragraph “Change of basis of Tn

C
and the embedding of Tn

C
in

Cn-charts” of Subsection 3.3.3

Section 4: Kähler potential.

• F is the Kähler potential and is a function of the xj

• G is the Legendre transform of F and is a function of the ξj
• the jth coordinate function of µa(t1, . . . , tn) is ξj and equals ∂F/∂xj

Section 5: Connection to mirror symmetry.

• W : KM → C denotes the superpotential
• s ∈ Γ(M,K∗

M ) is a generic section
• X = Crit(W ) is the critical locus of the superpotential
• Σ ⊂ (C∗)n is a hypersurface whose generalized SYZ mirror is a LG model (KM ,W )
• Σ2 is the genus 2 curve
• (Y, v0) is the SYZ mirror of (BlΣ×{0}V × C, y), both LG models

• Ỹ is the universal cover of Y , a toric variety of infinite type
• v is W written as a function of the moment map coordinates ξj
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Geom. Phys. 139 (2019), 103–138.

[KN79] George Kempf and Linda Ness, The length of vectors in representation spaces, Algebraic geometry (Proc.
Summer Meeting, Univ. Copenhagen, Copenhagen, 1978), Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 732, Springer, Berlin,
1979, pp. 233–243. MR 555701

[Kon95] Maxim Kontsevich, Homological algebra of mirror symmetry, Proceedings of the International Congress of
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