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Polynomial integrable systems from cluster structures

Yanpeng Li Yu Li Jiang-Hua Lu

Abstract

We present a general framework for constructing polynomial integrable systems with respect to lin-
earizations of Poisson varieties that admit log-canonical coordinate systems. Our construction is in
particular applicable to Poisson varieties with compatible cluster or generalized cluster structures.
As examples, we consider an arbitrary standard complex semi-simple Poisson Lie group G with the
Berenstein-Fomin-Zelevinsky cluster structure, nilpotent Lie subgroups of G associated to elements
of the Weyl group of G, identified with Schubert cells in the flag variety of G and equipped with the
standard cluster structure (defined by Geiss-Leclerc-Schröer in the simply-laced case), and the dual
Poisson Lie group of GL(n, C) with the Gekhtman-Shapiro-Vainshtein generalized cluster structure.
In each of the three cases, we show that every extended cluster in the respective cluster structure gives
rise to a polynomial integrable system on the respective Lie algebra with respect to the linearization
of the Poisson structure at the identity element. For some of the integrable systems thus obtained,
we further show that all their Hamiltonian flows are complete.
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1 Introduction and main results

1.1. Introduction. The theory of cluster algebras [FZ02, FZ03, BFZ05, FZ07] is now ubiquitous in
mathematics. In this paper, we explore a connection between cluster structures and integrable systems
on vector spaces with linear Poisson structures.

Recall that a linear Poisson structure on a finite dimensional (real or complex) vector space V is,
by definition, a Poisson structure π0 on V such that the linear functions on V are closed under the
Poisson bracket defined by π0 on the algebra of smooth functions on V . Linear Poisson structures on
V , also referred to as Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau Poisson structures, are thus in bijection with Lie algebra
structures on the dual vector space V ∗ of V . The Mishchenko-Fomenko conjecture [MF81], proved by S.
T. Sadetov in [Sad04], says that every n dimensional vector space V with a linear Poisson structure π0

admits a polynomial integrable system, i.e., a set of cardinality n − 1
2 rk(π0) consisting of algebraically

independent polynomial functions on V which are pairwise Poisson commutative with respect to π0,
where rk(π0) is the rank of π0 (see Definition 2.3).

Assume that (P, π) is an n dimensional complex Poisson manifold, and let p0 ∈ P be such that
π(p0) = 0. The linearization of π at p0 is then a linear Poisson structure π0 on the tangent space Tp0P

Keywords: cluster algebras, integrable systems, Poisson Lie groups, linearizations.
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of P at p0 (see §2.2). Our paper starts with the observation (Lemma 2.11) that if two local holomorphic
functions ϕ and ψ on P defined near p0 have log-canonical Poisson bracket with respect to π, i.e., if

{ϕ, ψ}π ∈ Cϕψ, (1)

then their lowest degree terms ϕlow and ψlow at p0 (see Definition 2.5), which are homogeneous polynomial
functions on Tp0P , satisfy1

{ϕlow, ψlow}π0 = 0. (2)

For a set2 Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} of holomorphic functions on P , if elements of Φ have pairwise log-canonical
Poisson brackets with respect to π and if dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn 6= 0, we call Φ a log-canonical system on (P, π).
A log-canonical system on an open neighborhood of p0 in P is called a log-canonical system on (P, π) at
p0. The above observation leads to the following natural question.

Question. Given an log-canonical system Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} on (P, π) at p0, when does the set

Φlow = {ϕlow
1 , . . . , ϕlow

n }

contain an integrable system on (Tp0P, π0), i.e., the maximal number n − 1
2 rk(π0) of algebraically inde-

pendent polynomials on Tp0P?

Examples of Poisson varieties with log-canonical systems have recently emerged in the study of cluster
varieties: these are irreducible rational quasi-affine Poisson varieties (P, π) with compatible cluster or
generalized cluster structures C in the sense [GSV10, GSV12] that every extended cluster in C is a log-
canonical system on (P, π) consisting of regular functions. For such a cluster structure C, it is then
natural to ask whether polynomial integrable systems can be obtained from the extended clusters of C.

In §2, which constitutes the first part of the paper and contains our general theory, we first give a
sufficient condition, called Property I at p0,3 on any log-canonical system Φ on (P, π) at p0, which is
expressed in terms of the lowest degree term of a meromorphic differential form µΦ on P at p0, and which
ensures a positive answer to the above question.

Specializing to the case when (P, π) is a quasi-affine Poisson variety with a compatible cluster or
generalized cluster structure C, we show in §2.8 that Property I at p0, or the lack thereof, is shared by
all the extended clusters of C. We say that C has Property I at p0 if, possibly after simultaneous frozen
variable modifications (see §2.8 for detail), one, and thus every, extended cluster in C has Property I at
p0. If C is a compatible cluster or generalized cluster structure on (P, π) with Property I at p0, then
every extended cluster of C gives rise to at least one polynomial integrable system on (Tp0P, π0).

In §2.9, we investigate another setting in which Property I at p0 ∈ P can be simultaneously verified
for a class of log-canonical systems on (P, π). Namely, assume that (P, π) admits an open T-leaf (see §2.9)
for an action by a torus T via Poisson isomorphisms. In such a case, (P, π) admits a T-Poisson Pfaffian
PfT(π), and we show that Property I at p0 for one, or for all, of the so-called T-log-canonical systems
on (P, π) is equivalent to a condition on the the lowest degree term of PfT(π) at p0.

In the second part of the paper, consisting of §4, §5 and §6, we give three (classes of) examples of
Poisson varieties associated to complex semi-simple Lie groups that have compatible cluster or generalized
cluster structures with Property I at some specified points. For some of the polynomial integrable systems
thus obtained, we further study their Hamiltonian flows.

We now give more details of our main results.

1.2. Property I as a sufficient condition. Let (P, π) be an n dimensional complex Poisson
manifold. Suppose that p0 ∈ P is such that π(p0) = 0, and let π0 be the linear Poisson structure on
Tp0P which is the linearization of π at p0. For a log-canonical system Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} on (P, π) at p0,
introduce the meromorphic n-form on P given by

µΦ =
dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn

ϕ1 · · ·ϕn
= d(logϕ1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(logϕn),

1See Remark 2.12 for a condition that is weaker than (1) but still implies (2).
2The bracket { , . . . , } used in denoting the set Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} should not be confused with the Poisson bracket between

two functions, as for the latter we always include the Poisson bi-vector field as a subscript. An n-tuple Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) of
functions is sometimes also regarded as a set of functions.

3The letter I here stands for “integrable system”.
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which will also be called the log-volume form of Φ. Then µΦ has a well-defined lowest degree term µlow
Φ

at p0 (see §2.5), which is a nonzero rational n-form on Tp0P with a homogeneous degree deg(µlow
Φ ) ∈ Z.

The following is the first main result of the paper.

Theorem A (Lemma 2.17 and Theorem 2.19). For any log-canonical system Φ={ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} on (P, π)
at p0, if

deg(µlow
Φ ) ≤

1

2
rk(π0), equivalently, deg(µlow

Φ ) =
1

2
rk(π0), (3)

then the set {ϕlow
1 , . . . , ϕlow

n } contains a (polynomial) integrable system on (Tp0P, π0).

When (3) holds, we also say that Φ has Property I at p0.

1.3. Property I of compatible cluster structures. Let (P, π) be an n dimensional irre-
ducible rational quasi-affine Poisson variety over C, and let C(P ) be the field of rational functions on P .
In §2.8, we first recall the notion of mutations of seeds in C(P ) which either obey the ordinary mutation
rule as in [FZ02, FZ03] or the generalized mutation rule as in [GSV12, GSV18]. Assume that C is a
(generalized) mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ) that is regular on P and compatible with π in
the sense that all the extended clusters of C consist of regular functions4 on P and are log-canonical with
respect to π. Recall that all the extended cluster of C contain the same frozen variables, which we assume
for simplicity to be {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn}. We define a frozen variable modification of C to be a subset

{ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} ⊂ C[ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn]

with certain conditions (see Definition 2.28 for detail), and if Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕm, ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn) is an
extended cluster of C, define the modification of Φ by {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} to be

Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕm, ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn). (4)

The condition on {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} ensures that Φ is again a log-canonical system on (P, π).

Our main results of §2.8 are summarized as follows.

Theorem B (Lemma 2.29, Theorem 2.31). Let (P, π) be any irreducible rational quasi-affine Poisson
variety over C, and let C be a (generalized) mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ) that is regular on
P and compatible with π. Let {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} be any frozen variable modification of C, and define

µC = µΦ

where Φ is any extended cluster Φ of C, and Φ is given in (4).

1) The form µC is, up to the multiplication by −1, independent of the choice of the extended cluster
Φ;

2) Let p0 ∈ P be a smooth point such that π(p0) = 0. If

deg
(
(µC)low

)
=

1

2
rk(π0), (5)

then for every extended cluster Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕm, ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn) of C, the set

(Φ)low = (ϕlow
1 , . . . , ϕlow

m , (ϕm+1)low, . . . , (ϕn)low)

contains a polynomial integrable system on (Tp0P, π0), where π0 is the linearization of π at p0, and the
lowest degree terms of µC and of the component functions of Φ are taken at p0.

Given a smooth irreducible rational quasi-affine Poisson variety (P, π) and p0 ∈ P such that π(p0) = 0
and a (generalized) mutation equivalence class C of seeds in C(P ) that is regular and compatible with π,
we say that C has Property I at p0 if there exists a frozen variable modification of C such that (5) holds.
Combining with Theorem A, we conclude that if C has Property I at p0, then every extended cluster of
C gives rise to at least one polynomial integrable system on (Tp0P, π0) via Theorem B.

4This condition is weaker than C being a (generalized) cluster structure on P . See Definition 2.24 and Remark 2.26.
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1.4. Property I via T-Pfaffians. Assume that (P, π) is an n dimensional connected complex
Poisson manifold with an action of a complex torus T by Poisson isomorphisms. Assume, in addition,
that (P, π) has an open dense T-leaf, i.e., a dense open subset L of the form L = ∪t∈Tt · S, where S is
a symplectic leaf of (P, π). In such a case, one has, up to nonzero scalar multiplications, a well-defined
T-Poisson Pfaffian (see §2.9 for detail)

PfT(π) = ∧rπ ∧ σ(x1) ∧ · · · ∧ σ(xn−2r) ∈ Xn(P ),

where r = 1
2 rk(π), and the σ(xj)’s are certain generating vector fields of the T-action on P . Define a

T-log-canonical system on (P, π) to be any log-canonical system Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} on (P, π) with the
additional property that each ϕj is a T-weight vector with respect to the T-action.

As is with differential forms, one can take the lowest degree term of the T-Poisson Pfaffian PfT(π) at
any p0 ∈ P , which is a polynomial n-vector field on Tp0P and has a homogeneous degree deg

(
PfT(π)low

)
∈

Z (see §2.4). The following is a summary of our main results in §2.9.

Theorem C (Lemma 2.35, Theorem 2.36, and Theorem 2.38) Let (P, π) be a connected complex Poisson
manifold with an action of a complex torus T by Poisson isomorphisms, and assume that (P, π) has an
open dense T-leaf.

1) For every T-log-canonical system Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) on (P, π) one has

〈dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn, PfT(π)〉 = c ϕ1 · · ·ϕn

for some nonzero constant c. Consequently, taking lowest degree terms at any p0 ∈ P , one has

deg
(
µlow

Φ

)
= − deg

(
PfT(π)low

)
.

2) If p0 ∈ P is such that π(p0) = 0, and if

deg
(
PfT(π)low

)
= −

1

2
rk(π0), (6)

where π0 is the linearization of π at p0, then for every T-log-canonical system Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) on (P, π),
the set Φlow = (ϕlow

1 , . . . , ϕlow
n ) contains a polynomial integrable system on (Tp0P, π0);

3) If p0 ∈ P is such that π(p0) = 0, and if p0 is a T-fixed point, then (6) holds.

1.5. Three examples from Lie theory. Let G be a connected and simply connected semi-
simple Lie group with Lie algebra g, and fix a pair (B,B−) of opposite Borel subgroups of G. Then G
carries the so-called standard multiplicative Poisson structure πst, which vanishes at the identity element
e ∈ G. Let b ⊂ g and b− ⊂ g be the Lie algebras of B and B− respectively. The linearization of πst at
e ∈ G corresponds to a certain Lie subalgebra g∗

st of b ⊕ b− (see §5.1 for detail). On the other hand, it
is shown in [GSV12, Theorem 5.1] that the upper cluster structure on the open double Bruhat cell of G
defined by A. Berenstein, S. Fomin, and A. Zelevinsky in [BFZ05] can be regarded as an upper cluster
structure on G, which we refer to as the BFZ upper cluster structure on G. By [GSV10, Theorem 4.18],
the BFZ upper cluster structure on G is compatible with the Poisson structure πst. It is thus natural to
ask whether or not the BFZ upper cluster structure on G has Property I at e ∈ G.

Consider now the flag variety G/B of G and its decomposition

G/B =
⊔

w∈W

BwB/B

into Schubert cells, where W is the Weyl group of G with respect to the maximal torus T = B ∩ B−.
It is well-known [GY09, LM17a] that the Poisson structure πst on G projects to a well-defined Poisson
structure π on G/B, with the property that each Schubert cell BwB/B is a Poisson submanifold of
(G/B, π) and that π(w·B) = 0 for every w ∈ W . The linearization of π at w·B ∈ BwB/B corresponds to
a Lie subalgebra nw,− of the nilradical n− of b−. On the other hand, the Schubert cell BwB/B carries a
so-called standard cluster structure compatible with the Poisson structure π, which was first introduced
by C. Geiss, B. Leclerc, and J. Schröer [GLS08] when G is simply-laced, and the general case follows
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from [GY23, EL21, Li19] (see §4.2 for detail). One then asks whether the standard cluster structure on
BwB/B has Property I at w·B ∈ BwB/B for each w ∈ W .

Finally, consider GL(n,C) with the standard multiplicative Poisson structure πst. The Poisson Lie
group (GL(n,C), πst) then has a dual Poisson Lie group (GL(n,C)∗, π∗

st), where GL(n,C)∗ is a certain
closed subgroup of B × B−, and B (resp. B−) is the subgroup of GL(n,C) consisting of all the upper
triangular (resp. lower triangular) matrices in GL(n,C). Let 1n be the identity element of GL(n,C). The
Poisson structure π∗

st vanishes at (1n,1n) ∈ GL(n,C)∗, and the linearization of π∗
st at (1n,1n) corresponds

to the Lie algebra gl(n,C) of GL(n,C). On the other hand, M. Gekhtman, M. Shapiro, and A. Vainshtein
constructed in [GSV22] a generalized upper cluster structure on GL(n,C)∗ which is compatible with
the Poisson structure π∗

st (see Remark 6.2). One thus asks whether the GSV generalized upper cluster
structure on GL(n,C)∗ has Property I at (1n,1n).

Positive answers to the above questions in the three examples are respectively proved in §5, §4, and
§6.

Theorem D. 1) The BFZ upper cluster structure on G has Property I at e ∈ G;

2) The standard cluster structure on each Schubert cell BwB/B has Property I at w·B;

3) The GSV generalized upper cluster on GL(n,C)∗ has Property I at (1n,1n).

In each of the three cases and for the initial extended clusters Φ, we describe some explicit choices of
subsets of Φlow which are polynomial integrable systems on the linearization (see Theorem 4.9, Theorem
5.3, Theorem 6.9). In the case of Schubert cells BwB/B in G/B, and for some extended clusters Φ, we
also show in §4.7 that all the polynomials in Φlow have complete Hamiltonian flows.

One of the consequences of part 2) of Theorem D is a formula for the index (see §2.1) of the Lie
algebra nw,−. Before our work, the index of nw,− was only known for a very limited class of elements w
of the Weyl group. See, for example, [Kos12] for the case where w is the longest element.

The integrable systems obtained from part 3) of Theorem D on gl(n,C)∗ equipped with the linear
Poisson structure that corresponds to the Lie algebra gl(n,C) are in general different from the celebrated
Gelfand-Zeitlin integrable system (see Remark 6.13).

While we examine the polynomial integrable systems obtained from the initial extended clusters, it
will be very interesting to understand whether and how these integrable systems mutate as the extended
clusters mutate, a project we will carry out in the future. We also plan to investigate the quantum
analogues of the results in this paper.

1.6. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Anton Alekseev, Arkady Berenstein, Sam Evens,
Misha Gekhtman, Victor Ginzburg, Joel Kamnitzer, Eckhard Meinrenken, Lenya Rybnikov, Dima Voloshyn,
Yuancheng Xie, Xiaomeng Xu and Milen Yakimov for stimulating discussions at various stages of this
project. Yanpeng Li’s research has been partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China (No.12201438). Part of this work was done during Yu Li’s stay at the Max Planck Institute for
Mathematics (MPIM) and visits to the University of Hong Kong and Sichuan University, the hospitality
of these institutions is gratefully acknowledged. Jiang-Hua Lu’s research has been partially supported by
the Research Grants Council of the Hong Kong SAR, China (GRF 17306621 and 17306724).

2 Integrable systems on linearization of Poisson manifolds

2.1. Integrable systems on Poisson manifolds. Let P be a complex manifold and TP its
holomorphic tangent bundle. Recall [LGPV13] that a holomorphic Poisson structure on P is a holomor-
phic section π of ∧2TP such that the binary operation

{ϕ1, ϕ2}π = π(dϕ1, dϕ2)

on the sheaf of holomorphic functions on P is a Lie bracket. The pair (P, π) is referred to as a complex
Poisson manifold and π its Poisson bi-vector field.
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For p ∈ P , let

π(p)# : T ∗
pP −! TpP, 〈π(p)#(α), β〉 = π(p)(α, β), α, β ∈ T ∗

pP.

Then Im(π(p)#) ⊂ TpP is the tangent space at p to the symplectic leaf of π through p, and the rank of π
at p is defined as (the even integer)

rk(π(p)) = dim(Im(π(p)#)).

Define the rank of π in P as
rk(π) = max{rk(π(p)) : p ∈ P}.

Definition 2.1. Let Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕm} be any set of holomorphic functions on P .

1) Φ is said to be independent if the m-form dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕm is nonzero;

2) Φ is said to be π-involutive if {ϕi, ϕj}π = 0 for all i, j ∈ [1,m].

Lemma 2.2. When P is connected, the cardinality of any set of independent and π-involutive holomor-
phic functions on P is at most n− 1

2 rk(π), where n = dimP .

Proof. Let Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕm} be a set of independent and π-involutive holomorphic functions on P . As
the m-form dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕm is holomorphic, the subset

UΦ = {p ∈ P : dpϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dpϕm 6= 0}

of P is open and dense in P . The statement now follows from [AMV04, Proposition 4.12]. ♦

Definition 2.3. Let (P, π) be a connected complex Poisson manifold of dimension n.

1) A set of n− 1
2 rk(π) independent and π-involutive holomorphic functions on P is called an integrable

system on (P, π);

2) The integer m = n− 1
2 rk(π) is called the magic number of (P, π);

3) A set Φ of holomorphic functions on P is said to contain an integrable system on (P, π) if Φ is
π-involutive and contains m = n− 1

2 rk(π) independent elements.

Linear Poisson structures on finite dimensional vector spaces correspond to finite dimensional Lie
algebras. More precisely, let l be an n-dimensional Lie algebra over C. Then the dual space l∗ has the
linear Poisson structure π0, also called the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau Poisson structure, such that

{x, y}π0 = [x, y], x, y ∈ l,

where x, y ∈ l are regarded as linear functions on l∗. By a polynomial integrable system on (l∗, π0) we
mean an integrable system on (l∗, π0) consisting of polynomial functions on l∗. As the symplectic leaves
of π0 are the coadjoint orbits in l∗ and the stabilizer Lie subalgebra of l at ξ ∈ l∗ for the coadjoint
representation of l is

Stabl(ξ) = {x ∈ l : (ξ, [x, y]) = 0, ∀ y ∈ l},

the rank of π0 is rk(π0) = n− min{dim Stabl(ξ) : ξ ∈ l∗}. In the literature, the number

ind(l) := min{dim Stabl(ξ) : ξ ∈ l∗}

is called the index of the Lie algebra l, so the magic number of (l∗, π0), also called the magic number of
the Lie algebra l, is given by

mag(l) := n−
1

2
rk(π0) =

1

2
(n+ ind(l)).

We refer to [AMV04, LGPV13] for more details on integrable systems.
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2.2. Linearization of Poisson structures. We continue to assume that (P, π) is a complex
Poisson manifold. Suppose that p0 ∈ P is such that π(p0) = 0. Then the cotangent space T ∗

p0
P has the

well-defined Lie bracket [ , ] such that

[dp0ϕ1, dp0ϕ2] = dp0

(
{ϕ1, ϕ2}π

)

for any local holomorphic functions ϕ1 and ϕ2 on P defined near p0. We denote by π0 the induced linear
Poisson structure on Tp0P and call π0 the linearization of π at p0.

Definition 2.4. The Poisson manifold (Tp0P, π0) is called the linearization of (P, π) at p0.

2.3. Lowest degree terms of holomorphic functions. Let P be a complex manifold and let
p0 ∈ P . Let z = (z1, . . . , zn) be a local holomorphic coordinate system on P near p0 with z(p0) = 0 ∈ Cn.
Write

(v1, . . . , vn) = (dp0z1, . . . , dp0zn)

and regard (v1, . . . , vn) as a linear coordinate system on Tp0P . For a nonzero holomorphic function ϕ on
P defined near p0, let

ϕ(z1, . . . , zn) =
∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

cǫz
ǫ

be its Taylor expansion at 0, where cǫ ∈ C and zǫ = zǫ1
1 . . . zǫn

n for ǫ = (ǫ1, . . . , ǫn) ∈ (Z≥0)n. Let e be the
unique integer such that there exists ǫ ∈ (Z≥0)n with cǫ 6= 0, ǫ1 + · · · + ǫn = e and

cǫ′ = 0 for all ǫ′ ∈ (Z≥0)n with ǫ′
1 + · · · + ǫ′

n < e.

Definition 2.5. With the notation as above, the lowest degree term of ϕ at p0 is the homogeneous
polynomial function on Tp0P given by

ϕlow(v1, . . . , vn) =
∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+···+ǫn=e

cǫv
ǫ.

Proposition 2.6. The polynomial function ϕlow on Tp0P is well-defined, i.e., it is independent of the
choice of the local holomorphic coordinate system (z1, . . . , zn) on P near p0.

Proof. Suppose that (z′
1, . . . , z

′
n) is another local holomorphic coordinate system on P near p0, and let

(v′
1, . . . , v

′
n) = (dp0z

′
1, . . . , dp0z

′
n) be the induced linear coordinate system on Tp0P . Then the Taylor

expansion of (z1, . . . , zn) with respect to (z′
1, . . . , z

′
n) has no constant term. Set

Jji =
∂zi
∂z′

j

∣∣∣∣∣
(0,...,0)

, i, j ∈ [1, n].

Then

ϕ =

( ∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+···+ǫn=e

cǫz
ǫ

)
+O(ze+1)

=

( ∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+···+ǫn=e

cǫz1(z′
1, . . . , z

′
n)ǫ1 · · · zn(z′

1, . . . , z
′
n)ǫn

)
+O

(
(z′)e+1

)

=

( ∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+···+ǫn=e

cǫ(J11z
′
1 + · · · + Jn1z

′
n)ǫ1 · · · (J1nz

′
1 + · · · + Jnnz

′
n)ǫn

)
+O

(
(z′)e+1

)
.

Since the last line is the Taylor expansion of ϕ with respect to (z′
1, . . . , z

′
n), it follows that

ϕlow(v′
1, . . . , v

′
n) =

∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+···+ǫn=e

cǫ(J11v
′
1 + · · · + Jn1v

′
n)ǫ1 · · · (J1nv

′
1 + · · · + Jnnv

′
n)ǫn .
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On the other hand, since

vi =

n∑

j=1

Jjiv
′
j , i ∈ [1, n],

we have
ϕlow(v′

1, . . . , v
′
n) =

∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+...+ǫn=e

cǫv
ǫ1
1 · · · vǫn

n = ϕlow(v1, . . . , vn). ♦

Remark 2.7. 1) When there is no danger of confusion, we will write ϕlow(z1, . . . , zn) in place of
ϕlow(v1, . . . , vn) for notational simplicity.

2) For the rest of the paper we always make clear the point p0 ∈ P at which we take the lowest degree
terms, so for ease of notation we do not include p0 in the notation ϕlow.

2.4. Lowest degree terms of holomorphic tensor fields. Retain the assumptions and
notation of §2.3. In particular, let z = (z1, . . . , zn) be a local holomorphic coordinate system on P near
p0 with z(p0) = 0. Let k ∈ [1, n], and let α be a nonzero holomorphic k-form on P defined near p0. Let

α =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n


 ∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ci1,...,ik,ǫz
ǫ


 dzi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzik (7)

be the Taylor expansion of α at 0, and let e be the smallest integer such that there exists ǫ = (ǫ1, . . . , ǫn) ∈
(Z≥0)n with ci1,...,ik,ǫ 6= 0 and ǫ1 + · · · + ǫn = e, and such that

ci′1,...,i′k,ǫ′ = 0 for all 1 ≤ i′1 < · · · < i′k ≤ n and ǫ′ ∈ (Z≥0)n with ǫ′
1 + · · · + ǫ′

n < e.

Define the lowest degree term of α at p0 to be

αlow =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+···+ǫn=e

ci1,...,ik,ǫz
ǫdp0zi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dp0zik .

Viewing dp0z1, . . . , dp0zn as constant 1-forms on Tp0P , we regard αlow as a polynomial k-form on Tp0P .
An argument similar to that in the proof of Proposition 2.6 shows that αlow is independent of the choice
of the coordinate system (z1, . . . , zn) near p0. Define the degree of αlow to be

deg(αlow) = e+ k.

Similarly, let ∂ be a nonzero k-vector field on P , i.e., a holomorphic section of ∧kTP , defined near p0,
and let

∂ =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n


 ∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ci1,...,ik,ǫz
ǫ


 ∂

∂zi1
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂zik

be the Taylor expansion of ∂ at 0. Let e be the integer given in exactly the same way as for the k-form
α in (7), and define the lowest degree term of ∂ at p0 to be

∂low =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n




∑

ǫ∈(Z≥0)n

ǫ1+···+ǫn=e

ci1,...,ik,ǫz
ǫ




(
∂

∂zi1

∣∣∣∣
p0

)
∧ · · · ∧

(
∂

∂zik

∣∣∣∣
p0

)
.

Viewing ∂
∂z1

∣∣∣
p0

, . . . , ∂
∂zn

∣∣∣
p0

as constant vector fields on Tp0P , we regard ∂low as a polynomial k-vector

field on Tp0P . Then ∂low is independent of the choice of the coordinate system (z1, . . . , zn). Define the
degree of ∂low to be

deg(∂low) = e− k.

Example 2.8. Assume that π is a holomorphic Poisson structure on P such that π(p0) = 0, and let π0

be the linearization of π at p0 as in §2.2. If π0 6= 0, then πlow = π0.
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2.5. Extensions to meromorphic functions and tensor fields. Let the assumptions
and notation be the same as in §2.3 and §2.4.

Let ϕ be a nonzero meromorphic function on P , so there exist local nonzero holomorphic functions ϕ1

and ϕ2 defined near p0 such that ϕ = ϕ1

ϕ2
. We define the lowest degree term of ϕ at p0 to be the rational

function on Tp0P given by

ϕlow =
ϕlow

1

ϕlow
2

.

Lemma 2.9. The rational function ϕlow is independent of the presentation ϕ = ϕ1

ϕ2
.

Proof. Let ϕ = ϕ̃1

ϕ̃2

be another presentation of ϕ. We have ϕ1ϕ̃2 = ϕ2ϕ̃1. Taking the lowest degree terms

of both sides, we get ϕlow
1 ϕ̃2

low = ϕlow
2 ϕ̃1

low, which implies that

ϕlow
1

ϕlow
2

=
ϕ̃1

low

ϕ̃2
low

. ♦

Similarly, let α (resp. ∂) be a nonzero meromorphic k-form (resp. k-vector field). Expressing

α =
α1

ϕ

(
resp. ∂ =

∂1

ϕ

)
(8)

for some nonzero holomorphic k-form α1 (resp. k-vector field ∂1) and nonzero holomorphic function ϕ,
we define the lowest degree term of α (resp. ∂) at p0 to be the rational k-form (resp. k-vector field) on
Tp0P given by

αlow =
αlow

1

ϕlow

(
resp. ∂low =

∂low
1

ϕlow

)
.

Same arguments as those in the proof of Lemma 2.9 show that αlow (resp. ∂low) is independent of the
presentation α (resp. ∂) in (8). Define the degree of αlow (resp. ∂low) to be

deg(αlow) = deg(αlow
1 ) − deg(ϕlow) (resp. deg(∂low) = deg(∂low

1 ) − deg(ϕlow)).

Example 2.10. For any non-constant local holomorphic function ϕ defined near p0, it follows from the
definitions that deg((dϕ)low) ≥ deg(ϕlow), so

deg

((
dϕ

ϕ

)low
)

= deg

(
(dϕ)low

ϕlow

)
≥ 0.

Note that equality holds if and only if the constant term of ϕ is zero, i.e., ϕ(p0) = 0.

2.6. π0-involutivity. In this section we assume that (P, π) is a complex Poisson manifold and p0 ∈ P
is such that π(p0) = 0. Let (Tp0P, π0) be the linearization of (P, π) at p0.

Lemma 2.11. Let ϕ, ψ be nonzero local holomorphic functions on P defined near p0. If

{ϕ, ψ}π = λϕψ

for some λ ∈ C, then {ϕlow, ψlow}π0 = 0.

Proof. We assume that π0 6= 0, for the conclusion is trivial otherwise. Let (z1, . . . , zn) be a local holo-
morphic coordinate system on P near p0. Since πlow = π0 by Example 2.8, we have

{ϕ, ψ}π = {ϕlow, ψlow}π0 +O
(
zdeg(ϕlow)+deg(ψlow)

)
.

On the other hand,

λϕψ = λϕlowψlow +O
(
zdeg(ϕlow)+deg(ψlow)+1

)
. (9)

If {ϕlow, ψlow}π0 6= 0, then deg({ϕlow, ψlow}π0) = deg(ϕlow) + deg(ψlow) − 1, contradicting (9). Thus
{ϕlow, ψlow}π0 = 0. ♦
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Remark 2.12. The assumption that {ϕ, ψ}π = λϕψ in Lemma 2.11 can be relaxed in various ways.
For example, the same proof as that of Lemma 2.11 shows that one still has {ϕlow, ψlow}π0 = 0 if
{ϕ, ψ}π = f(ϕ, ψ), where f ∈ C[x, y] and is divisible by xy in C[x, y].

Definition 2.13. 1) A set Φ of holomorphic functions on P is said to be log-canonical with respect to π
if {ϕ, ψ}π ∈ Cϕψ for all ϕ, ψ ∈ Φ;

2) By a log-canonical system on (P, π) we mean a set of n holomorphic functions on P that is inde-
pendent and log-canonical with respect to π, where n = dimP .

3) By a log-canonical system on (P, π) at p0 we mean a log-canonical system on an open neighborhood
of p0 in P .

For a set Φ of nonzero local holomorphic functions on P defined near p0, we write

Φlow = {ϕlow : ϕ ∈ Φ},

where, again, the lowest degree terms are taken at p0. In view of Lemma 2.11, every log-canonical system
Φ on (P, π) at p0 gives rise to a π0-involutive set Φlow of homogeneous polynomials on Tp0P . It is then
natural to ask for the maximal number of independent elements contained in Φlow. We now address this
question in §2.7.

2.7. Independence. Assume first that P is a complex manifold of dimension n and let p0 ∈ P .

Recall that a set Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} of n local holomorphic functions on P defined near p0 is said to
be independent if dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn 6= 0. For such a Φ, define the log-volume form associated to Φ to be
the local meromorphic n-form

µΦ =
dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn

ϕ1 · · ·ϕn
= d(logϕ1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(logϕn)

on P , and let again µlow
Φ be the lowest degree term of µΦ at p0. Recall by definition that

deg(µlow
Φ ) = deg

(
(dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn)low

)
− deg

(
(ϕ1 · · ·ϕn)low

)
.

By Example 2.10, deg(µlow
Φ ) ≥ 0, so we always have n− deg(µlow

Φ ) ≤ n.

Proposition 2.14. For any independent set Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} of holomorphic functions on P at p0, the
set Φlow contains at least n− deg(µlow

Φ ) independent polynomials on Tp0P .

Proof. Let n′ = n− deg(µlow
Φ ). Let z = (z1, . . . , zn) be a local holomorphic coordinate system on P near

p0 such that z(p0) = 0. For i ∈ [1, n], set

Ki =

(
∂(ϕlow

i )

∂z1
, . . . ,

∂(ϕlow
i )

∂zn

)T
.

We show that the rank of the matrix K = (K1, . . . ,Kn) of polynomials in z is at least n′. Let J be the
Jacobi matrix of Φ with respect to z whose i-th column for i ∈ [1, n] is

J i =

(
∂ϕi
∂z1

, . . . ,
∂ϕi
∂zn

)T
.

Set d = deg(det(J)low) and dj = deg(ϕlow
j ) for j ∈ [1, n]. It follows from

dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn = det(J) dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn

that deg(µlow
Φ ) = n+d−(d1 + · · ·+dn), so n′ = d1 + · · ·+dn−d. On the other hand, writing J i = Ki+Li

for i ∈ [1, n], then for c ∈ C×, we have

det(J)(cz) = det(K1(cz) + L1(cz), . . . ,Kn(cz) + Ln(cz))

= det(cd1−1K1(z) +O(cd1 ), . . . , cdn−1Kn(z) +O(cdn))

= c−n+d1+···+dn det(K1(z) +O(c), . . . ,Kn(z) +O(c)).
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Suppose that that rank of K is less than n′. Then all n′ × n′ minors of K are zero. It follows that every
monomial term of the Taylor expansion of det(J)(cz) in c has degree at least

(−n+ d1 + · · · + dn) + (n− n′ + 1) = d+ 1,

contradicting the definition of d = deg(det(J)low). Thus the rank of K is at least n′. ♦

Remark 2.15. In the setting of Proposition 2.14, the integer n − deg(µlow
Φ ) may be negative, in which

case Proposition 2.14 does not give any information on the least number of independent polynomials
in Φlow. Even when n − deg(µlow

Φ ) is nonnegative, the set Φlow may contain more than n − deg(µlow
Φ )

independent elements, as is seen in the next Example 2.16. On the other hand, it follows either from
Proposition 2.14 and its proof or from Example 2.10 that deg(µlow

Φ ) = 0 if and only if the set Φlow is
independent.

Example 2.16. Consider C2 with linear coordinate functions (z1, z2), and let Φ = {z1, 1 + zk+1
2 }, where

k is any nonnegative integer. Then

µΦ = (k + 1)
zk2

z1(1 + zk+1
2 )

dz1 ∧ dz2.

Taking lowest degree terms at p0 = (0, 0), we have Φlow = {z1, 1}, while

n− deg(µlow
Φ ) = 2 − (k + 1) = 1 − k.

Thus Proposition 2.14 is meaningful in this example only when k = 0.

Now let π be a holomorphic Poisson structure on P such that π(p0) = 0, and let (Tp0P, π0) be the
linearization of (P, π) at p0.

Lemma 2.17. Let Φ be any log-canonical system on (P, π) at p0. One then has

deg(µlow
Φ ) ≥

1

2
rk(π0).

Consequently, deg(µlow
Φ ) ≤ 1

2 rk(π0) if and only if deg(µlow
Φ ) = 1

2 rk(π0).

Proof. By Lemma 2.11 and Proposition 2.14, the set Φlow contains at least n − deg(µlow
Φ ) independent

polynomials on Tp0P that are π0-involutive. By Lemma 2.2, we have

n− deg(µlow
Φ ) ≤ n−

1

2
rk(π0),

so deg(µlow
Φ ) ≥ 1

2 rk(π0). The rest of Lemma 2.17 now follows. ♦

Definition 2.18. A log-canonical system Φ on (P, π) at p0 is said to have Property I if

deg(µlow
Φ ) =

1

2
rk(π0).

We can now prove the first main result of our paper.

Theorem 2.19. Let Φ be a log-canonical system on (P, π) at p0. If Φ has Property I at p0, then Φlow

contains an integrable system on (Tp0P, π0).

Proof. Assume that Φ has Property I at p0. By Proposition 2.14, Φlow contains

n− deg(µlow
Φ ) = n−

1

2
rk(π0)

independent polynomials on Tp0P that are π0-involutive, which, by definition, is a (polynomial) integrable
system on (Tp0P, π0). ♦

Remark 2.20. When π0 = 0, Property I of Φ at p0 is equivalent to deg(µlow
Φ ) = 0, which, by Remark

2.15, is also a necessary condition for Φlow to be an integrable system on (Tp0P, π0).
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2.8. Integrable systems from compatible (generalized) cluster structures. Fol-
lowing [FZ02, BFZ05, GSV12, GSV18], we first review the definition of compatible (generalized) cluster
and upper cluster structures on complex quasi-affine Poisson varieties.

Let P be an n dimensional irreducible rational quasi-affine variety over C, and let C[P ] ⊂ C(P ) be
respectively the algebra of regular functions on P and the field of rational functions on P . A seed in C(P )
is a triple Σ = (Φ, ex,M), where

1) Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) is a free transcendental basis of C(P ) over C;

2) ex is a subset of [1, n], called the exchange set, and

3) M = (mi,j) is an integral matrix with rows indexed by i ∈ [1, n] and columns by j ∈ ex and such
that the submatrix Mex×ex = (mi,j)i,j∈ex of M is skew-symmetrizable [BFZ05].

Let Σ = (Φ, ex,M) be a seed in C(P ). The n-tuple Φ is called the extended cluster of Σ. Each ϕj ,
for j ∈ ex, is called a cluster variable of Σ, and each ϕj , for j ∈ [1, n]\ex, is called a frozen variable of Σ.
We will write Φex for the set of cluster variables in Φ. For k ∈ ex, the mutation of Σ in the direction of
k is the seed

µk(Σ) =
(
Φ′ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕk−1, ϕ

′
k, ϕk+1, . . . , ϕn), ex, M ′ = (m′

i,j)
)
, (10)

where

ϕ′
k =

∏
mj,k>0

ϕ
mj,k

j +
∏

mj,k<0
ϕ

−mj,k

j

ϕk
, (11)

m′
i,j =

{
−mi,j, i = k, or j = k,

mi,j + 1
2 (|mi,k|mj,k +mi,k|mj,k|), otherwise.

Note that, as mk,k = 0, ϕkϕ
′
k is equal to the sum of two monomials in Φ\{ϕk} = Φ′\{ϕ′

k}. Two seeds in
C(P ) related by a sequence of mutations are said to be mutation equivalent.

Let C be a mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ). The extended cluster of any seed in C is called
an extended cluster of C. Associated to each extended cluster Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) of C, consider the rational
log-volume form

µΦ =
dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn

ϕ1 · · ·ϕn
= d(logϕ1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(logϕn).

We now have the following key observation.

Lemma 2.21. All the extended clusters of a mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ) have, up to a
sign, the same log-volume form.

Proof. We only need to consider the one-step mutation

Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) Φ′ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕk−1, ϕ
′
k, ϕk+1, . . . , ϕn) (12)

as in (11). Let

α =
dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕk−1 ∧ dϕk+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn

ϕ1 · · ·ϕk−1ϕk+1 · · ·ϕn

= d(logϕ1) ∧ · · · d(logϕk−1) ∧ d(logϕk+1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(logϕn).

Since ϕkϕ
′
k = a1 + a2, where a1 and a2 are monomials in Φ \ {ϕk}, we have

µΦ′ = (−1)n−kα ∧ d(logϕ′
k) = (−1)n−kα ∧ (d(− logϕk) + d(log(a1 + a2)) = −µΦ. ♦

In [GSV12, GSV18], the authors introduced generalized mutation rule of seeds in C(P ), where the
extended cluster in a seed is still defined as a free transcendental basis Φ of C(P ) over C, and a one-step
mutation in the direction k ∈ ex still replaces Φ with Φ′ as in (12), but the product ϕkϕ

′
k may now

be a sum of more than two monomials in Φ\{ϕk} = Φ′\{ϕ′
k}. We do not need the detailed formula

for ϕkϕ
′
k, noting only that it is clear from the proof of Lemma 2.21 that one still has µΦ = −µΦ′ in

this case. Defining a generalized mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ) as the collection of seeds
in C(P ) that are pairwise related by sequences of mutations obeying the generalized mutation rule (see
[GSV12, GSV18] for details), we have the following modified version of Lemma 2.21.
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Lemma 2.22. All the extended clusters of a generalized mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ) have,
up to a sign, the same log-volume form.

Although the generalized mutation rule for seeds covers the (ordinary) mutation rule in (10) as special
cases, one may want to distinguish the two especially in examples. In the rest of §2.8, we put the prefix
“generalized” in parenthesis in the definitions and statements to indicate that they are valid for generalized
mutation equivalence classes of seeds but the word “generalized” should be dropped when the mutation
rule is the ordinary one.

Let C be a (generalized) mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ). A cluster variable in any seed
in C is called a cluster variable of C. All the seeds in C share the same set of frozen variables, which are
also called the frozen variables of C.

Definition 2.23. Let C be a (generalized) mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ), and let inv be
any subset of the set of all frozen variables of C.

1) The cluster algebra associated to C and inv is the subalgebra A(C; inv) of C(P ) generated over C

by all the cluster variables of C, all the frozen variables of C, and all ϕ−1 for ϕ ∈ inv.

2) The upper cluster algebra associated to C and inv is the intersection

U(C; inv) =
⋂

Σ∈C

L(Σ; inv),

where for Σ ∈ C with extended cluster (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn),

L(Σ; inv) = C[ϕ1, . . . , ϕn][ϕ−1
i : i ∈ ex ⊔ inv].

By the strong Laurent phenomenon of cluster algebras of geometric type [FZ03, Proposition 11.2]
(and [CS14] for the generalized case), one always has

A(C; inv) ⊂ U(C; inv).

When all the frozen variables of C are regular functions on P , let inv(P ) be the set of all frozen variables
of C that vanish nowhere on P .

Definition 2.24. Let P be an n dimensional irreducible rational quasi-affine variety over C.

1) A (generalized) cluster structure on P is a (generalized) mutation equivalence class C of seeds in
C(P ) such that all frozen variables of C are regular functions on P and that

A(C, inv(P )) = C[P ];

2) A (generalized) upper cluster structure on P is a (generalized) mutation equivalence class C of seeds
in C(P ) such that all frozen variables of C are regular functions on P and that

U(C, inv(P )) = C[P ].

We will not need the full strength of a (generalized) cluster or upper cluster structure on P , and the
following weaker notion from [GSV12, GSV18] is enough for our purpose.

Definition 2.25. A (generalized) mutation equivalence class C of seeds in C(P ) is said to be regular
on P if all the cluster variables and frozen variables of C are regular functions on P , or, equivalently, if
A(C; ∅) ⊂ C[P ].

Remark 2.26. A (generalized) cluster or upper cluster structure on P is thus regular on P . On the
other hand, a set Φ of free transcendental generators of C(P ) over C consisting of regular functions on P
defines a seed Σ in C(P ) with exchange set ex = ∅, so the mutation equivalence class of Σ, composed of
Σ only, is regular on P but may not be a cluster structure on P .

Assume now that π is an algebraic Poisson structure on P . Then the Poisson bracket on C[P ] extends
to one on C(P ). A set of elements of C(P ) is again said to be log-canonical with respect to π if its elements
have pairwise log-canonical Poisson brackets.
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Definition 2.27. [GSV10] A (generalized) mutation equivalence class C of seeds in C(P ) is said to be
compatible with π if every extended cluster of C is log-canonical with respect to π.

Suppose now that C is a (generalized) mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ) that is regular on
P and compatible with π. Assume, for simplicity, that the exchange set of the seeds in C is ex = [1,m]
for some 1 ≤ m ≤ n, so the set of frozen variables of C is {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn}.

Definition 2.28. By a frozen variable modification of C we mean a subset {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} of independent
elements of C[ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn] such that for each j ∈ [m+ 1, n],

ϕj = cjMj (13)

for some Casimir function cj ∈ C(P ) with respect to π and some monomial Mj in (ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn). The
modification of an extended cluster Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕm, ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn) of C is defined to be

Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕm, ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn), (14)

and we call Φ a modified extended cluster of C.

Lemma 2.29. Let {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} be any frozen variable modification of C. Let Φ be any extended

cluster of C with modification Φ given in (14), and set

µC = µΦ =
dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕm ∧ dϕm+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn

ϕ1 · · ·ϕmϕm+1 · · ·ϕn
. (15)

Then Φ is log-canonical system on (P, π), and µC is, up to the multiplication by −1, independent of the
choice of the extended cluster Φ of C.

Proof. As each ϕj is regular on P , Φ consists of regular functions on P . As {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} is an
algebraically independent subset of C[ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn], one has

dϕm+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn = ψ dϕm+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn

for some nonzero ψ ∈ C[P ]. Thus dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧dϕm ∧dϕm+1 ∧ · · · ∧dϕn 6= 0. The condition in (13) implies

that Φ is log-canonical with respect to π. Similar arguments as those used in the proof of Lemma 2.21
show that µΦ = ±µΦ′ for any other extended cluster Φ′ in C. ♦

Definition 2.30. Given a frozen variable modification of C, the rational n-form µC on P defined in (15),
which is well-defined up to a sign, is called the modified log-volume form of C (by the given frozen variable
modification of C).

We continue to assume that C is a (generalized) mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(P ) that is
regular on P and compatible with π. Assume, in addition, that p0 lies in the smooth locus of P and is
such that π(p0) = 0. Let π0 be the linearization of π at p0. Lowest degree terms of regular functions or
rational n-forms on P are all taken at p0.

Theorem 2.31. If {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} is a frozen variable modification of C and if the modified log-volume
form µC by {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} satisfies

deg
(
(µC)low

)
=

1

2
rk(π0), (16)

then for every extended cluster Φ of C, the set

(Φ)low = (ϕlow
1 , . . . , ϕlow

m , (ϕm+1)low, . . . , (ϕn)low)

contains a polynomial integrable system on (Tp0P, π0).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.19. ♦

Definition 2.32. 1) A (generalized) mutation equivalence class of seeds C has Property I at p0 after the
frozen variable modification {ϕm+1, . . . , ϕn} if the modified log-volume form µC in (15) satisfies (16);

2) We say that C has Property I at p0 if it does after some frozen variable modification.
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In §4-§6, we will give three examples of (generalized upper) cluster structures on Poisson varieties
that have Property I at certain points of interests on the varieties. The essence of our construction is
that, by Lemma 2.21, Lemma 2.22 and Lemma 2.29, having Property I at p0 is rather a property of a
(generalized) mutation equivalence class C of seeds in C(P ), than a property of the individual extended
clusters of C. In practice, if the equality deg((µΦ)low) = 1

2 rank(π0) holds for one extended cluster Φ of
C, then it automatically holds for all extended clusters of C.

2.9. T-Poisson Pfaffians and polynomial integrable systems. In this section, we look
at another class of Poisson manifolds on which Property I of certain families of log-canonical systems
could be checked simultaneously.

Let T be a complex torus. By a T-Poisson manifold we mean a complex Poisson manifold (P, π) with
a holomorphic T-action by Poisson automorphisms. Let t be the Lie algebra of T, and let σ : t! X1(P )
be the induced action of t on P , where Xk(P ) for 1 ≤ k ≤ dimP stands for the space of holomorphic
k-vector fields on P . For p ∈ P , we also write

σp : t −! TpP, σp(x) = σ(x)(p).

As shown in [Lu97], one has the Lie algebroid Aσ = (P × t) ⊲⊳ T ∗P over P , which has (P × t) ⊕ T ∗P
as the underlying vector bundle and −σ + π# as the anchor map. Following [LM17b, §2.1], the orbits of
the Lie algebroid Aσ in P are called the T-orbits of symplectic leaves, or simply T-leaves of (P, π). By
definition, the tangent space to the T-leaf of (P, π) through p ∈ P is Im(σp) + Im(π(p)#).

Let L ⊂ P be a T-leaf of (P, π). For any symplectic leaf S of (P, π) through some point in L, it is
shown in [LM17b, Lemma 2.3] that S ⊂ L and that the map

T × S −! L, (t, p) 7−! t · p,

is a submersion. In particular, L =
⋃
t∈T

t · S, and π has constant rank in L. By [LM17b, Lemma 2.5], the

leaf stabilizer of t at p ∈ L, defined as

tp = {x ∈ t : σp(x) ∈ Im(π(p)#)},

depends only on L and not on p ∈ L. Set tL = tp for any p ∈ L. By the definition of tL, for any p ∈ L
one has the vector space isomorphism

t/tL −! TpL/Im(π(p)#), x+ tL 7−! σp(x) + Im(π(p)#).

It then follows that
dim t − dim tL = dimL− rk(π|L).

Assume now that P is connected and that (P, π) has an open dense T-leaf L, which is necessarily
unique. Let r = 1

2 rk(π|L). Then

∧rπ 6= 0 ∈ X2r(P ) and ∧r+1 π = 0 ∈ X2r+2(P ).

Thus we also have r = 1
2 rk(π). Let t′L be any subspace of t complementary to tL and x1, . . . , xn−2r any

basis of t′L, where n = dimP . The anti-canonical section

PfT(π) = ∧rπ ∧ σ(x1) ∧ · · · ∧ σ(xn−2r) ∈ Xn(P ) (17)

of P is nowhere vanishing on L and is, up to nonzero scalar multiples, independent of the choice of the
basis x1, . . . , xn−2r of t′L.

Definition 2.33. Assuming that P is connected and (P, π) has an open dense T-leaf, the anti-canonical
section PfT(π) of P in (17) is called a T-Poisson Pfaffian of (P, π), which is unique up to nonzero scalar
multiples (see [LM17b, Remark 2.7]).

Definition 2.34. Let (P, π) be an n dimensional T-Poisson manifold. By a T-log-canonical system on
(P, π) we mean a log-canonical system (recall Definition 2.13) Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} on (P, π) such that every
ϕi is a T-weight vector for the induced T-action on the algebra of holomorphic functions on P .
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Lemma 2.35. Let (P, π) be a connected T-Poisson manifold with an open dense T-leaf. For any T-log-
canonical system Φ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} on (P, π), one has

〈PfT(π), dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn〉 = c ϕ1 · · ·ϕn (18)

for c ∈ C×. Consequently, for any p0 ∈ P , taking lowest degree terms at p0, one has

deg(µlow
Φ ) = − deg

(
PfT(π)low

)
.

Proof. Let U be an open subset of P on which (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) is a local holomorphic coordinate system and
ϕ1ϕ2 · · ·ϕn is nowhere zero, and consider the holomorphic vector fields on U given by

∂ϕi
= ϕi

∂

∂ϕi
, i ∈ [1, n].

For i, j ∈ [1, n], let {ϕi, ϕj}π = λijϕiϕj , where λij ∈ C. The restriction of π to U is then given as

π =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

λij∂ϕi
∧ ∂ϕj

.

Moreover, for every x ∈ t, one has

σ(x) =

n∑

i=1

σ(x)(ϕi)
∂

∂ϕi
=

n∑

i=1

χϕi
(x)ϕi

∂

∂ϕi
=

n∑

i=1

χϕi
(x)∂ϕi

,

where χϕi
is the T-weight of ϕi regarded as an element of t∗. Thus on U one has

PfT(π) = c∂ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ϕn
= c ϕ1 · · ·ϕn

∂

∂ϕ1
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂ϕn

for some c ∈ C×, so (18) holds on U . As P is connected, (18) holds everywhere on P .

Let now p0 ∈ P , and let z = (z1, . . . , zn) be a local holomorphic coordinate system on P near p0 with
z(p0) = 0. Write

PfT(π) = P (z)
∂

∂z1
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂zn
and J(z) = det

(
∂(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn)

∂(z1, . . . , zn)

)
.

By Lemma 2.35, one has PJ = c ϕ1 · · ·ϕn. Taking the lowest degree terms at p0 gives

P lowJ low = c (ϕ1 · · ·ϕn)low.

Recall that

µΦ =
dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕn

ϕ1 · · ·ϕn
= J(z)

dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn
ϕ1 · · ·ϕn

.

It follows that

deg(µlow
Φ ) = deg(J low) + n− deg

(
(ϕ1 · · ·ϕn)low

)
= − deg(P low)) + n = − deg

(
PfT(π)low

)
. ♦

We now have the following immediate consequence of Theorem 2.19 and Lemma 2.35.

Theorem 2.36. Suppose (P, π) is a connected T-Poisson manifold with an open dense T-leaf. Let p0 ∈ P
be such that π(p0) = 0, and let π0 be the linearization of π at p0. If

deg
(
PfT(π)low

)
= −

1

2
rk(π0), (19)

where PfT(π)low is taken at p0, then every T-log-canonical system has Property I at p0.

We now describe a setting in which (19) always holds.

16



Proposition 2.37. Let (P, π) be a connected T-Poisson manifold with an open dense T-leaf, and let
p0 ∈ P be such that π(p0) = 0. Let π0 be the linearization of π at p0 and let PfT(π)low be taken at p0.

1) If (P, π) admits a T-log-canonical system, then

deg
(
PfT(π)low

)
≤ −

1

2
rk(π0). (20)

2) If p0 ∈ P is a T -fixed point, then

deg
(
PfT(π)low

)
≥ −

1

2
rk(π0). (21)

Proof. 1) Let Φ be any T-log-canonical system on (P, π). By Lemma 2.17 and Lemma 2.35,

deg
(
PfT(π)low

)
= − deg

(
µlow

Φ

)
≤ −

1

2
rk(π0).

2) Let n = dimP , let r = 1
2 rk(π), and let x1, . . . , xn−2r ∈ t be such that

PfT(π) = ∧rπ ∧ σ(x1) ∧ · · · ∧ σ(xn−2r)

as in (17). Let z = (z1, . . . , zn) be any local holomorphic coordinate system near p0 with z(p0) = 0. We
compute lowest degree terms of tensor fields on P at p0 using their Taylor expansions in z at 0.

Since p0 is a T-fixed point, we have σ(xj)(p0) = 0 and thus

deg(σ(xj)
low) ≥ 0, j ∈ [1, n− 2r]. (22)

Let r0 = 1
2 rk(π0). If π0 = 0, then either π = 0, or π 6= 0 and deg(πlow) ≥ 0, so (21) holds. Assume that

π0 6= 0. Then π0 = πlow, and it follows from ∧r0π0 6= 0 that ∧r0π 6= 0, so r ≥ r0. Write π = π0 + π′,
where

π′ =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

ai,j(z)
∂

∂zi
∧

∂

∂zj

and each ai,j has lowest degree at least 2 at z = 0. We then have

∧rπ = ∧r(π0 + π′) =

r∑

k=0

(
r

k

)
(∧kπ0) ∧ (∧r−kπ′) =

r0∑

k=0

(
r

k

)
(∧kπ0) ∧ (∧r−kπ′).

For every k ∈ [0, r0], the 2r-vector field (∧kπ0) ∧ (∧r−kπ′) is either 0 or, when nonzero, has lowest degree
at least −k ≥ −r0 at z = 0. It follows that (∧rπ)low has degree at least −r0. By (22),

deg
(
PfT(π)low

)
≥ −r0 = −

1

2
rk(π0). ♦

We now have the following immediate consequence of Theorem 2.36 and Proposition 2.37.

Theorem 2.38. Let (P, π) be a connected T-Poisson manifold with an open dense T-leaf. Let p0 ∈ P be
such that π(p0) = 0, let π0 be the linearization of π at p0, and let PfT(π)low be taken at p0. If p0 is a
T -fixed point, and if (P, π) admits a T-log-canonical system, then

deg
(
PfT(π)low

)
= −

1

2
rk(π0),

and all T-log-canonical system on (P, π) have Property I at p0.
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3 Lie theory preliminaries

3.1. Notation. Throughout §3, we fix a connected and simply connected complex semi-simple Lie
group G with Lie algebra g and a choice of opposite Borel subgroups (B,B−) of G with respective Lie
algebras b and b−. Let N ⊂ B and N− ⊂ B− be their unipotent radicals with respective Lie algebras
n and n−. Let T = B ∩ B−, a maximal torus of G, and let t be the Lie algebras of T . Let R ⊂ t∗ and
R+ ⊂ R be the respective sets of roots in g and in n with respect to T , and let

g = t + n + n− = t +
∑

α∈R+

gα +
∑

α∈R+

g−α

be the corresponding root decomposition of g, where gα for α ∈ R is the root space of α.

Let Γ ⊂ R+ be the set of all simple roots. Let r = dim t and fix a listing of elements in Γ as α1, . . . , αr.
For each i ∈ [1, r], we fix a nonzero ei ∈ gαi

and let e−i ∈ g−αi
be such that [ei, e−i] = α∨

i , where α∨

i is
the unique element in [gα, g−αi

] ⊂ t such that αi(α
∨

i ) = 2. Abusing notation, for i ∈ [1, r], a ∈ C, and
c ∈ C

×, we also set

ei(a) = exp(aei) ∈ N, e−i(a) = exp(ae−i) ∈ N−, α∨

i (c) = exp(cα∨

i ) ∈ T.

Let W = NG(T )/T be the Weyl group, where NG(T ) is the normalizer subgroup of T in G. For α ∈ R,
let sα ∈ W be the reflection defined by α. Then for each i ∈ [1, r], the element

si = ei(−1)e−i(1)ei(−1)

is in NG(T ) and represents the simple reflection si := sαi
∈ W . For w ∈ W , every reduced decomposition

w = si1si2 · · · sil gives rise to the representative

w = si1 si2 · · · sil ∈ NG(T )

of w which is independent of the choice of the reduced decomposition [FZ99]. By a reduced word of w we
mean a sequence w = (si1 , si2 , . . . , sil ) such that w = si1si2 · · · sil is a reduced decomposition.

3.2. Generalized minors on G. Let {ωi : i ∈ [1, r]} ⊂ t∗ be the fundamental weights, i.e., the
basis of t∗ dual to the basis {α∨

i : i ∈ [1, r]} of t. For u, v ∈ W and i ∈ [1, r], recall that one has
the generalized minor ∆uωi,vωi

∈ C[G], defined as the matrix coefficient associated to the two extremal
weights uωi and vωi of the fundamental representation of G with highest weight ωi.

We now recall some properties of generalized minors to be used in this paper.

The following facts are well-known (see [FZ99, Proposition 2.2] and [BZ01, Remark 7.5]).

Lemma 3.1. Let i, i′ ∈ [1, r], δ ∈ Wωi, and i′ 6= i. Then for any z ∈ C and g ∈ G,

∆δ, ωi
(gei(z)si) = z∆δ, ωi, (g) + ∆δ, siωi

(g) and ∆δ, ωi
(gei′(z)si′) = ∆δ, ωi

(g). (23)

Let w0 ∈ W be the longest element. For i ∈ [1, r], let i∗ ∈ [1, r] be such that ωi∗ = −w0ωi. For u ∈ W
let u∗ = w0uw0. The following Lemma 3.2 can be derived from [FZ99, (2.15) and (2.25)].

Lemma 3.2. For every i ∈ [1, r], u, v ∈ W , and all g ∈ G, one has

∆uωi,vωi
(w0 g

−1 w0
−1) = ∆uωi,vωi

(w0
−1 g−1 w0) = ∆v∗ωi∗ ,u∗ωi∗ (g). (24)

3.3. The Poisson Lie group (G, πst) and the Poisson manifold (G/B, π). Let 〈 , 〉
be the non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on t∗ induced by the Killing form of g, and let

Λst =
∑

α∈R+

〈α, α〉

2
(e−α ⊗ eα − eα ⊗ e−α) ∈ ∧2g,
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where for each α ∈ R+, eα ∈ gα and e−α ∈ g−α are such that α([eα, e−α]) = 2. It is well-known, see
[Dri82], that Λst is independent of the choice of {(eα, e−α) : α ∈ R+}, and the bi-vector field πst on G
given by

πst(g) = lgΛst − rgΛst,

is Poisson, where lg and rg for g ∈ G denote the respective left and right translation on G by g. Moreover,
πst is multiplicative in the sense that the map

(G, πst) × (G, πst) −! (G, πst), (g1, g2) 7−! g1g2

is Poisson, and the pair (G, πst) is also referred to as a standard semi-simple Poisson Lie group [LM17a].

As AdtΛst = Λst for every t ∈ T , the Poisson structure πst is invariant under the left (as well as the
right) translation of every t ∈ T , and the T -leaf decomposition of (G, πst) is given by [KZ02]

G =
⊔

u,v∈W

Gu,v,

where Gu,v = BuB∩B−vB− is called [FZ99] the double Bruhat cell of G associated to u, v. In particular,
(G, πG) has an open T -leaf Gw0,w0 , where w0 is the longest element of W .

Note that πst(e) = 0, where e is the identity element of G. Polynomial integrable systems on the
linearization of (G, πst) at e will be studied in §5.

Example 3.3. For SL(n,C) = {X = (xij)i,j∈[1,n] : detX = 1} and the standard choices of B ⊂ G
and B− ⊂ G consisting respectively of upper triangular and lower triangular matrices in G, the Poisson
structure πst on SL(n,C) is given, up to a nonzero scalar multiple, by

{xij , xpq}πst =
1

2
(sign(p− i) + sign(q − j))xiqxpj , i, j, k, l ∈ [1, n].

The same formulas also define a Poisson structure on GL(n,C), also called the standard multiplicative
Poisson structure on GL(n,C).

Consider now the flag variety G/B of G. As B is a Poisson Lie subgroup of (G, πst), the Poisson
structure πst on G projects to a well-defined Poisson structure on G/B, which we denote by π and call the
standard Poisson structure on G/B. Note that π is T -invariant, where T acts on G/B by left translation.
The T -leaf decomposition of (G/B, π) is given by [GY09, LM17b]

G/B =
⊔

v,w∈W,v≤w

Rv,w,

where Rv,w = (B−vB/B) ∩ (BwB/B) is called the open Richardson variety associated to (v, w).

In particular, for each w ∈ W , the Schubert cell

BwB/B ⊂ G/B

is a T -invariant Poisson submanifold of (G/B, π) with an open T -leaf Re,w, where e also denotes the
identity element of W , and a closed T -leaf Rw,w consisting of the single point w·B. Thus π(w·B) = 0.
In §4, we study polynomial integrable systems on the linearization of (BwB/B, π) at w·B.

4 Schubert cells in flag varieties

Keeping the notation as in §3, in this section we consider an arbitrary Schubert cell BwB/B in the
flag variety G/B, equipped with the T -action by left translation and the standard Poisson structure π.
We show that every T -log-canonical system on (BwB/B, π), and in particular every extended cluster
of the standard cluster structure on BwB/B, has Property I at w·B, and we study some particular
polynomial integrable systems on the linearization of (BwB/B, π) at w·B.
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4.1. The linearization of (BwB/B, π) at w·B. Fix w ∈ W and recall that π(w·B) = 0. Let

Nw = N ∩ wN−w
−1 and Nw,− = N− ∩ wNw−1,

and let nw and nw,− be the Lie algebras of Nw and Nw,−, respectively. One then has the isomorphism
[FZ99, Proposition 2.9]

Nw −! BwB/B, g 7−! gw·B (25)

of varieties, which gives rise to the identification

nw ∼= Tw·B(BwB/B).

Using the Killing form 〈 , 〉g of g, we can further identify

nw ∼= n∗
w,−.

By standard theory on Poisson homogeneous spaces [Dri93], the linearization of π at w·B coincides with
the Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau Poisson structure π0 on n∗

w,− defined by the Lie algebra nw,−.

4.2. T -log-canonical systems associated to reduced words of w. Fix again w ∈ W
and recall the isomorphism Nw ! BwB/B in (25). Let w = (si1 , . . . , sil) be a reduced word of w. For
k ∈ [1, l], we denote by ϕw,k both the function on Nw and the function on BwB/B given by

ϕw,k(g) = ϕw,k(gw·B) = ∆ωik
, si1 ···sik

ωik
(g), g ∈ Nw.

Alternatively, we have [EL21] the Bott-Samelson parametrization of BwB/B (see also [FZ99, Proposition
2.11]) given by

gw : C
l −! BwB/B, z = (z1, . . . , zl) 7−! (ei1 (z1)si1ei1 (z2)si2 · · · eil(zl)sil)·B. (26)

For k ∈ [1, l] and (z1, . . . , zl) ∈ Cl, since eik+1
(zk+1)sik+1

· · · eil(zl)sil ∈ N sik+1
· · · sil , one has

ϕw,k((ei1 (z1)si1ei1 (z2)si2 · · · eil(zl)sil )·B) = ϕw,k((ei1 (z1)si1ei1 (z2)si2 · · · eil(zl)sil)w
−1 w·B)

= ∆ωik
, ωik

((ei1 (z1)si1ei1 (z2)si2 · · · eil(zl)sil)w
−1 si1 · · · sik )

= ∆ωik
, ωik

(ei1 (z1)si1ei1(z2)si2 · · · eik (zk)sik ). (27)

The functions z1, . . . , zl on BwB/B defined via (26) are called the Bott-Samelson coordinates on BwB/B
associated to w. By further abusing notation, for k ∈ [1, l], we also set

ϕw,k = ∆ωik
, ωik

(ei1 (z1)si1ei2(z2)si2 · · · eik (zk)sik ) ∈ C[z1, . . . , zk] ⊂ C[z, . . . , zl].

By Lemma 3.1, for each k ∈ [1, l], we have

ϕw,k = zkϕw,k− + ∆ωik
, sik

ωik
(ei1 (z1)si1ei2 (z2)si2 · · · eik−1

(zk−1)sik−1
), (28)

where k− = max{j ∈ [1, k − 1] : sij = sik } if there exists j ∈ [1, k − 1] such that sij = sik and k− = −∞
and ϕ

w,k− = 1 otherwise. Let

Φw = {ϕw,k ∈ C[BwB/B] : k ∈ [1, l]}. (29)

Lemma 4.1. For any w ∈ W and any reduced word w of w, the set Φw is a T -log-canonical system on
(BwB/B, π).

Proof. By [LM18, Lemma 2.18], for each k ∈ [1, l], ϕw,k ∈ C[BwB/B] is a T -weight vector with T -weight
ωik − si1 · · · sikωik . By [LM18, Lemma 2.21], for 1 ≤ j < k ≤ l, one has

{ϕw,j, ϕw,k}π = λjkϕw,jϕw,k,

where λjk = 〈ωij − si1 · · · sijωij , ωik + si1 · · · sikωik〉. It follows from (28) that the set Φw is independent.
♦
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4.3. Main theorem on (BwB/B, π). Let w ∈ W , let w = (si1 , . . . , sil) be any reduced word
of w, and consider Φw = (ϕw,1, . . . , ϕw,l) as a sequence of regular functions on BwB/B. Similar to the
definition of k− for k ∈ [1, l], define

k+ =

{
min{j ∈ [k + 1, l] : sij = sik }, if {j ∈ [k + 1, l] : sij = sik } 6= ∅,

+∞, otherwise.
(30)

Set ex = {k ∈ [1, l] : k+ ∈ [1, l]}.

It is shown in [EL21, Theorem 1.1] (and [Li19, Proposition 4.26] for the case of w = w0) that the
Bott-Samelson coordinates (z1, . . . , zl) on BwB/B give rise to a presentation of the Poisson algebra
(C[BwB/B], { , }π) as a symmetric Poisson CGL extension in the sense of [GY23], and it follows from
(28) that the corresponding sequence of homogeneous Poisson prime elements defined in [GY23, Theorem
5.5] is precisely Φw. By [GY23, Theorem 11.1], there is a unique mutation matrix M with rows indexed
by i ∈ [1, l] and columns by k ∈ ex such that the mutation equivalence class

Cwst = [(Φw , ex, M)]

of seeds in C(BwB/B) is both a cluster and an upper cluster structure on BwB/B which is furthermore
compatible with both the T -action (in the sense that every extended cluster consists of T -weight vec-
tors) and the Poisson structure π. Thus all the extended clusters of Cwst are T -log-canonical systems on
(BwB/B, π). One also knows (see [SW21, Paragraph after Theorem 1.1]) that Cwst is independent of the
choice of the reduced word w of w.

We refer to Cwst as the standard cluster structure on BwB/B. When G is any Kac-Moody group of
simply-laced type, the cluster structure Cwst was first studied in [GLS08]. See also [SW21].

We can now state our main result on (BwB/B, π).

Theorem 4.2. For every w ∈ W , every T -log-canonical system on (BwB/T, π), in particular every
extended cluster in the standard cluster structure Cwst on BwB, has Property I at w·B.

Proof. As (BwB/B, π) has an open T -leaf, and since w·B ∈ BwB/B is a T -fixed point, the statement is
an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.38. ♦

Remark 4.3. We remark that the integrable systems on (n∗
w,−, π0) that come from different extended

clusters of Cwst are in general different. In fact, the Poisson commutative subalgebras of (C[n∗
w,−], π0)

generated by Φlow for different extended clusters Φ of Cwst are in general different. To see this, recall that
by [GY23, Theorem 11.1(c)], for each k ∈ [1, l], the Bott-Samelson coordinate zk belongs to an extended
cluster of Cwst , hence the subalgebra of C[n∗

w,−] generated by all the Φlow, where Φ ranges over all extended
clusters, is C[n∗

w,−], which in general is not Poisson commutative.

4.4. The T -Poisson Pfaffian of (BwB/B, π) and the magic number of (n∗
w,−, π0).

Let w ∈ W , and let again π0 be the linearization of π at w·B. Let PfT (π) be the T -Poisson Pfaffian of
(BwB/B, π), which is uniquely defined up to a nonzero scalar multiple. By Theorem 2.38, we have

deg
(
PfT (π)low

)
= −

1

2
rk(π0), (31)

where PfT (π)low is taken at w·B. Under the identifications Tw·B(BwB/B) ∼= nw ∼= n∗
w,− in §4.1, we also

regard π0 as the Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau Poisson structure on n∗
w,− defined by the Lie algebra nw,−.

Let ℓ(w) = dim nw be the length of w. Then the index ind(nw,−) and the magic number mag(nw,−)
of the Lie algebra nw,− (see §2.1) are respectively given by

ind(nw,−) = ℓ(w) − rk(π0) = ℓ(w) + 2 deg
(
PfT (π)low

)
, (32)

mag(nw,−) = ℓ(w) −
1

2
rk(π0) = ℓ(w) + deg

(
PfT (π)low

)
. (33)

We now give a formula for deg
(
PfT (π)low

)
, and thus also for ind(nw,−) and mag(nw,−), in terms of the

frozen variables of the standard cluster structure Cwst on BwB/B.
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Let again w = (si1 , . . . , sil ) be any reduced word of w, where l = ℓ(w), and consider

Φw = (ϕw,1, . . . , ϕw,l)

as an extended cluster of Cwst . As ex = {k ∈ [1, l] : k+ ∈ [1, l]}, the set of frozen variables of Cwst is

Fr(Cwst) := {ϕw,k : k ∈ [1, l]\ex} = {ϕw,k : k ∈ [1, l], k 6= j− for any j ∈ [1, l]}. (34)

To describe Fr(Cwst) without using reduced words of w, recall that Γ is the set of all simple roots. For
α ∈ Γ, we also denote by ωα the fundamental weight corresponding to α. Consider

supp(w) = {α ∈ Γ : sα ≤ w},

where ≤ is the Bruhat order on W . For α ∈ supp(w), denote by ϕw,α both the function on Nw and the
function on BwB/B given by

ϕw,α(g) = ϕw,α(gw·B) = ∆ωα, wωα
(g), g ∈ Nw. (35)

If w = (si1 , . . . , sil ) is a reduced word of w, and if kα = max{k ∈ [1, l] : αik = α} for α ∈ supp(w), then
ϕw,kα

= ϕw,α ∈ C[BwB/B] by Lemma 3.1. As {kα : α ∈ supp(w)} = [1, l]\ex, we have

Fr(Cwst) = {ϕw,α ∈ C[BwB/B] : α ∈ supp(w)}. (36)

Proposition 4.4. For any w ∈ W , and in the Bott-Samelson coordinates (z1, . . . , zn) on BwB/B
associated any reduced word of w, one has, up to a nonzero scalar multiple,

PfT (π) =


 ∏

α∈supp(w)

ϕw,α


 ∂

∂z1
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂zl
.

Proof. Let w be any reduced word of w and let (z1, . . . , zl) be the associated Bott-Samelson coordinates

on BwB/B. By (28), the Jacobi matrix
∂(ϕw,1,...,ϕw,l)
∂(z1,...,zl)

is upper triangular with ϕk− as its (k, k)-entry for

k ∈ [1, l] (recall that ϕ
w,k− = 1 if k− = −∞). By Lemma 2.35, one has, up to a nonzero scalar multiple,

ϕw,1 · · ·ϕw,l =〈PfT (π), dϕw,1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕw,l〉 = 〈PfT (π), dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzl〉 det
∂(ϕw,1, . . . , ϕw,l)

∂(z1, . . . , zl)

=〈PfT (π), dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzl〉ϕw,1− · · ·ϕ
w,l− .

The conclusion now follows from (34) and (36). ♦

For α ∈ supp(w), let ϕlow
w,α be the lowest degree term of ϕw,α ∈ C[BwB/B] at w·B ∈ BwB/B or the

lowest degree term of ϕw,α ∈ C[Nw] at e ∈ Nw. Set

dw =
∑

α∈supp(w)

deg(ϕlow
w,α). (37)

By Proposition 4.4, one has
deg(PfT (π)low) = dw − ℓ(w). (38)

Corollary 4.5. For any w ∈ W , the rank of (n∗
w,−, π0) and the index and the magic number of the Lie

algebra nw,− are respectively given by

rk(π0) = 2(ℓ(w) − dw), ind(nw,−) = 2dw − ℓ(w), and mag(nw,−) = dw.

Proof. The statements now follow from (31), (32), (33), and (38). ♦

Remark 4.6. In the special case where w = w0, the index of the Lie algebra nw0,−
∼= n− was computed

by Kostant [Kos12, Theorem 3.6], who proved that ind(n−) = dim(ker(1 + w0)).

We close this section with a lemma that will be useful later.

Lemma 4.7. For any w ∈ W and α ∈ supp(w), ϕlow
w,α is a Casimir function on (n∗

w,−, π0).

Proof. Take any reduced word w = (si1 , . . . , sil) of w. Let z1, . . . , zl be the corresponding Bott-Samelson
coordinates. By [EL21, Corollary 2.15], for any k ∈ [1, l], {ϕw,α, zk}π = cϕw,αzk for some c ∈ C. Taking
lowest degree terms of both sides, we have {ϕlow

w,α, zk}π0 = 0. It follows that ϕlow
w,α is a Casimir function. ♦
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4.5. Examples of polynomial integrable systems on (n∗
w,−, π0). Let w ∈ W and identify

the linearization of (BwB/B, π) at w·B with (n∗
w,−, π0), where π0 is again the Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau

Poisson structure on n∗
w,−.

Let w = (si1 , · · · , sil) be any reduced word of w. By Theorem 4.2, the set Φw = {ϕw,k : k ∈ [1, l]}
on (BwB/B, π) has Property I at w·B, so the set

Φlow
w

= {ϕlow
w,k : k ∈ [1, l]}

of lowest degree terms at w·B contains a polynomial integrable system on (n∗
w,−, π0). In this section, we

describe such a system explicitly for every reduced word w of w. We first prove a lemma.

For a reduced word w = (si1 , · · · , sil) of w, we regard each ϕw,k as a polynomial in the Bott-
Samelson coordinates (z1, . . . , zl) associated to w, and we take ϕlow

w,k at z = 0. Recall the assignment

[1, l] 7! {−∞} ∪ [1, l − 1], k 7! k−, and recall that ϕw,k = 1 if k− = −∞.

Lemma 4.8. For every reduced word w of w and for every k ∈ [1, l], where l = ℓ(w), one has
deg(ϕlow

w,k− ) ≤ deg(ϕlow
w,k) ≤ 1 + deg(ϕlow

w,k− ), and

deg(ϕlow
w,k) = 1 + deg(ϕlow

w,k− ) ⇐⇒ {ϕlow
w,k− , zk}π0 = 0.

Moreover, when degϕlow
k = 1 + degϕlow

k− , the term zkϕ
low
k− is a summand of ϕlow

w,k.

Proof. For k ∈ [1, l], let ψw,k = ∆ωik
, sik

ωik
(ei1 (z1)si1ei2 (z2)si2 · · · eik−1

(zk−1)sik−1
). By (28),

ϕw,k = zkϕw,k− + ψw,k. (39)

As ψw,k ∈ C[z1, . . . , zk−1], one has deg(ϕlow
w,k) ≤ 1 + deg(ϕlow

w,k− ). By [EL21, Theorem 5.15] (see also

[GY23, (5.27)]), there are ak ∈ C× and bk ∈ C such that ψw,k = ak{ϕw,k− , zk}π + bkzkϕw,k− . Thus

ϕw,k = ak{ϕ
w,k− , zk}π + (1 + bk)zkϕw,k− . (40)

If {ϕlow
w,k− , zk}π0 = 0, then all the monomial terms on the right-hand side of (40) has degree at least

1 + deg(ϕlow
w,k− ), so deg(ϕlow

w,k) = 1 + deg(ϕlow
w,k−), and by (39), ϕlow

w,k contains zkϕ
low
k− as a summand.

If {ϕlow
w,k− , zk}π0 6= 0, then ϕlow

w,k = ak{ϕlow
w,k− , zk}π0 , so deg(ϕlow

w,k) = deg(ϕlow
w,k−). ♦

Theorem 4.9. For any reduced word w = (si1 , · · · , sil ) of w, the set

{ϕlow
w,k : k ∈ [1, l] and deg(ϕlow

w,k) = 1 + deg(ϕlow
w,k−)} (41)

is an integrable system on (n∗
w,−, π0).

Proof. By Lemma 4.8, the set in (41) consists of independent functions and has the cardinality equal to∑
k∈[1,l]\ex deg(ϕlow

w,k), which, by Corollary 4.5, is equal to the magic number of (n∗
w,−, π0). ♦

4.6. An example for SL(n + 1, C). Consider G = SL(n+ 1,C) and the reduced word

w0 = (s1, s2, . . . , sn−1, sn, s1, s2, . . . , sn−1, . . . , s1, s2, s1) (42)

of the longest element w0 ∈ W , so n∗
w0,−

∼= n.

Theorem 4.10. In the situation above, up to a sign, the set {ϕlow
w0,k

: 1 ≤ k ≤ 1
2n(n+ 1)} coincides with

the determinants of solid square submatrices that contain the first row and does not contain zero entries.
Namely, it coincides with the following minors (the matrices being a generic element of n)

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 0 ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

...
...
...
...
. . .

...
...
...

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 ∗ ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0







,

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 0 ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

...
...
...
...
. . .

...
...
...

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 ∗ ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0







,

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 0 ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · ∗ ∗ ∗

...
...
...
...
. . .

...
...
...

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 ∗ ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 ∗

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0







, · · · .

Here, when n is odd, the last minor is of size n+1
2 × n+1

2 ; when n is even, the last minor is of size n
2 × n

2 .
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Proof. Rewrite w0 in (42) as (si1 , . . . , sil). Note that w0 gives an order of positive roots:

β1 := αi1 , β2 := si1 (αi2 ), β3 := si1si2 (αi3 ), . . . , βl := si1 · · · sil−1
(αil ).

For each positive root α, choose root vector eα such that tr(eTαeα) = 1. Concretely, if α = αi + · · · + αj
for some 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n, then eα is the matrix whose only nonzero entry is the (i, j + 1)-entry, and this
nonzero entry is 1.

For 1 ≤ k ≤ l, write uk = si1 · · · sik and uk = si1 · · · sik . For any z ∈ C, we have

uk−1eik (z)u−1
k−1 = si1 · · · sik−1

eik (z)s−1
ik−1

· · · s−1
i1

= exp((−1)ht(βk)−1zeβk
),

where ht(βk) = j − i+ 1 if βk = αi + · · · + αj . Thus

ϕw0,k = ∆ωik
,ωik

(ei1 (z1)si1ei2 (z2)si2 · · · eik (zk)sik)

= ∆ωik
,ωik

(ei1 (z1)si1ei2 (z2)s−1
i1
si1si2ei3 (z3)si3 · · · eik (zk)sik )

= ∆ωik
,ωik

(exp(z1eβ1) exp(−z2eβ2)si1si2ei3 (z3)s−1
i2
s−1
i1
si1si2si3ei4 (z4)si4 · · · eik(zk)sik )

= · · ·

= ∆ωik
,ωik

(exp(z1eβ1) exp(−z2eβ2) exp(z3eβ3) · · · exp((−1)ht(βk)−1zkeβk
)uk).

By the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, we know that

exp(z1eβ1) exp(−z2eβ2) exp(z3eβ3) · · · exp((−1)ht(βk)−1zkeβk
) = 1n+1 +

k∑

i=1

(−1)ht(βi)−1zieβi
+O(z2),

where 1n+1 stands for the identity matrix of size n + 1, and O(z2) is a matrix with polynomial entries
and all the nonzero ones are polynomials that have the lowest degree greater or equal to 2. Thus

ϕlow
w0,k =

(
(
∆ωik

,ωik
(1n+1 +

k∑

i=1

(−1)ht(βk)−1zieβi
)uk
)
)low

,

provided that the right-hand side is nonzero. Write A = 1n+1 +
∑k

i=1(−1)ht(βk)−1zieβi
. We need to

compute the determinant of the submatrix of Auk consisting of rows [1, ik] and columns [1, ik]. In other
words, up to a sign, we need to compute the determinant of the submatrix of A consisting of rows [1, ik]
and columns uk([1, ik]). The set uk([1, ik]) can be easily computed:

{2}, [2, 3], [2, 4], . . . , [2, n], [2, n+ 1],

{3}, [3, 4], [3, 5], . . . , [3, n+ 1],

...

{n+ 1}.

Direct computation now shows that ϕlow
w0,k

is of the desired form. ♦

We close this section by demonstrating various definitions and results in one example.

Example 4.11. Take G = SL(4,C) and w0 = (s1, s2, s3, s1, s2, s1), a reduced word of the longest element
w0. Note that e1(z)s1 for SL(2,C) is

[
1 z
0 1

] [
0 −1
1 0

]
=

[
z −1
1 0

]
.

Thus the element gw0(z1, . . . , z6) is the product




z1 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 z2 −1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 z3 −1
0 0 1 0







z4 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 z5 −1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







z6 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


,
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which is equal to 


1 z1 z1z4 − z2 z1z4z6 − z1z5 − z2z6 + z3

0 1 z4 z4z6 − z5

0 0 1 z6

0 0 0 1


w0.

Direct calculation shows that the functions ϕk := ϕw0,k for k ∈ [1, 6] are given by

ϕ1 = z1, ϕ2 = z2, ϕ3 = z3,

ϕ4 = z4z1 − z2, ϕ5 = z5z2 − z3z4, ϕ6 = z6(z4z1 − z2) − z1z5 + z3.

The Poisson brackets of the Bott-Samelson coordinates are given by

{z1, z2}π = −z1z2, {z1, z3}π = −z1z3, {z1, z4}π = z1z4 − 2z2,

{z1, z5}π = z1z5 − 2z3, {z1, z6}π = 0, {z2, z3}π = −z2z3,

{z2, z4}π = −z2z4, {z2, z5}π = −2z3z4 {z2, z6}π = z2z6 − 2z3,

{z3, z4}π = 0, {z3, z5}π = −z3z5, {z3, z6}π = −z3z6,

{z4, z5}π = −z4z5, {z4, z6}π = z4z6 − 2z5, {z5, z6}π = −z5z6;

while the linearized Poisson bracket is given by

{z1, z2}π0 = 0, {z1, z3}π0 = 0, {z1, z4}π0 = −2z2,

{z1, z5}π0 = −2z3, {z1, z6}π0 = 0, {z2, z3}π0 = 0,

{z2, z4}π0 = 0, {z2, z5}π0 = 0 {z2, z6}π0 = −2z3,

{z3, z4}π0 = 0, {z3, z5}π0 = 0, {z3, z6}π0 = 0,

{z4, z5}π0 = 0, {z4, z6}π0 = −2z5, {z5, z6}π0 = 0.

The set Φlow
w0

can be computed directly:

0 z1 z2 z3

0 0 z4 z5

0 0 0 z6

0 0 0 0







ϕlow
1

,

0 z1 z2 z3

0 0 z4 z5

0 0 0 z6

0 0 0 0







ϕlow
2 = ϕlow

4

,

0 z1 z2 z3

0 0 z4 z5

0 0 0 z6

0 0 0 0







ϕlow
3 = ϕlow

6

,

0 z1 z2 z3

0 0 z4 z5

0 0 0 z6

0 0 0 0







ϕlow
5

.

It is easy to check that the ϕlow
i ’s Poisson commute using the formula for { , }π0 .

The maps k 7! k− and k 7! k+ are given by

k 7! k− : 6 7−! 4 7−! 1 7−! −∞; 5 7−! 2 7−! −∞; 3 7−! −∞

k 7! k+ : 1 7−! 4 7−! 6 7−! +∞; 2 7−! 5 7−! +∞; 3 7−! +∞.

Note that

deg(ϕlow
6 ) = 1, deg(ϕ4)low = 1, deg(ϕlow

1 ) = 1; deg(ϕlow
5 ) = 2, deg(ϕlow

2 ) = 1; deg(ϕlow
3 ) = 1.

The integrable system on (n, π0) given in Theorem 4.9 is

{ϕlow
1 , ϕlow

2 , ϕlow
5 , ϕlow

3 } = {z1, z2, z2z5 − z3z4, z3}.

We also have

µΦ =
z1z2(z4z1 − z2)

ϕ1 · · ·ϕ6
dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz6 =

ϕ1ϕ2ϕ4

ϕ1 · · ·ϕ6
dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz6 =

1

ϕ3ϕ5ϕ6
dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz6,

or equivalently, PfT (π) = ϕ3ϕ5ϕ6
∂
∂z1

∧ · · · ∧ ∂
∂z6

. Thus,

deg
(
PfT (π)low

)
= deg

(
z3(z2z5 − z3z4)z3

∂

∂z1
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂z6

)
= −2.
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4.7. Completeness of the Hamiltonian flow of ϕlow
w,j. Let again w ∈ W with l = ℓ(w)

and let w be any reduced word of w. In this section, we prove that the Hamiltonian flow of every ϕlow
w,j ,

j ∈ [1, l], is complete in the sense that all the integral curves of the Hamiltonian vector field of ϕlow
w,j are

defined over C. We in fact prove a stronger statement.

Definition 4.12. A quasi-polynomial of t is a function of t which is a C-linear combination of functions
of the form q(t)eat, where q(t) is a polynomial of t and a ∈ C is a constant.

It is obvious that, if f is a quasi-polynomial of t and F is an anti-derivative of f , then F is also a
quasi-polynomial of t.

Let now w ∈ W and w = (si1 , . . . , sil ) be a reduced word of w, and let (z1, . . . , zl) be the corresponding
Bott-Samelson coordinates on BwB/B. Set ϕj = ϕw,j for j ∈ [1, l].

Theorem 4.13. For any j ∈ [1, l] and for all v ∈ n∗
w,−, all the components of the integral curve of the

Hamiltonian vector field Xϕlow
j

of ϕlow
j are quasi-polynomials in t.

Proof. Fix j ∈ [1, l], and let (z1(t), . . . , zl(t)) be the integral curve of Xϕlow
j

starting at v.

First assume that k ∈ [1, j]. Since {zk, ϕlow
j }π0 = 0, the function zk(t) is a constant. Assume that

now that k ∈ [j + 1, l]. We prove that zk(t) is a quasi-polynomial of t using induction on k. So assume
that the statement holds for all smaller values of k. By [EL21],

{zk, ϕj}π = czkϕj + d,

where c ∈ C and d ∈ C[z1, . . . , zk−1]. Since ϕj ∈ C[z1, . . . , zj ] ⊆ C[z1, . . . , zk−1], the function {zk, ϕj}π is a
linear polynomial of zk with coefficients in C[z1, . . . , zk−1]. Hence {zk, ϕlow

j }π0 is also a linear polynomial
of zk with coefficients in C[z1, . . . , zk−1]. By induction hypothesis, zk(t) satisfies

żk(t) = f(t)zk(t) + g(t),

where f(t) and g(t) are quasi-polynomials of t. In fact, since ϕj is a polynomial of z1, . . . , zj and since
z1(t), . . . , zj(t) are constants, f(t) = f is a constant function of t. Thus the ODE that zk(t) satisfies
becomes żk(t) = fzk(t) + g(t), or, equivalently

d

dt
(e−ftzk(t)) = e−ftg(t).

It follows that e−ftzk(t) is a quasi-polynomial, so that zk(t) is a quasi-polynomial. ♦

5 The standard semi-simple Poisson Lie group (G, πst)

In this section, we consider the standard semi-simple Poisson Lie group (G, πst) explained in §3.3.
Recall that πst vanishes at the identity element e of G. We show in this section that the Berenstein-
Fomin-Zelevinsky upper cluster structure on G, with frozen variable modification when w0 does not act
on t as −1, has Property I at e, and thus giving rise to polynomial integrable systems on the linearization
(g, π0) of (G, πst) at e.

5.1. Linearization of (G, πst) at e. Consider the subspace g∗
st of b × b− given by

g∗
st = {(x+ + x0, −x0 + x−) : x+ ∈ n+, x0 ∈ t, x− ∈ n−}, (43)

and identify g∗ with g∗
st, as vector spaces, via the non-degenerate bilinear pairing

g × g∗
st −! C, (y, (x1, x2)) 7−! 〈y, x1 − x2〉g, (44)

where 〈 , 〉g is the Killing form of g. Regarding g∗ ∼= g∗
st as a Lie subalgebra of b+ × b−, then π0 is the

Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau Poisson structure on g defined by the Lie algebra g∗.

In Appendix A, we prove that the index of the Lie algebra g∗
st is r = dim t. As a consequence, the

rank of (g ∼= (g∗
st), π0) is equal to l0 := ℓ(w0).
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5.2. Integrable systems on (g, π0) from the BFZ cluster structure in C(G). Let
w0 ∈ W be the longest element and let l0 = ℓ(w0). Recall that the simple reflections in W are labeled as
s1, . . . , sr, where r = dim t. Following the notation of [BFZ05], consider the double reduced word

i = (s−i1 , . . . , s−il0
, sj1 , . . . , sjl0

)

of w0 and the associated set of functions on G given by

Φ = {fi = ∆ωi, w0ωi
: i ∈ [1, r]} ⊔ {∆si1 ···sik

ωik
, w0ωik

,∆w0ωjk
, sjl

···sjk+1
ωjk

: k ∈ [1, l0]}. (45)

Let gj = ∆w0ωj ,ωj
for j ∈ [1, r]. Note that for j ∈ [1, r], if k ∈ [1, l0] is the largest such that jk = j, then

gj = ∆w0ωj ,ωj
= ∆w0ωjk

,sjl
···sjk+1

ωjk
∈ Φ.

In [BFZ05, Theorem 2.10], A. Berenstein, S. Fomin and A. Zelevinsky constructed a seed in C(G) =
C(Gw0,w0) which has Φ as an extended cluster and

{fi, gi : i ∈ [1, r]}

as the frozen variables. Denote by CBFZ the corresponding mutation equivalence class of seeds in C(G).
It is known that CBFZ is regular on G (see [GSV12, Theorem 5.1]) and compatible with the Poisson
structure πst (see [GSV10, Theorem 4.18]). We will refer to CBFZ as the BFZ cluster structure in C(G).

In what follows, we introduce a frozen variable modification of CBFZ. Recall the involution i 7! i∗

defined by αi∗ = −w0αi. Decompose [1, r] into a disjoint union

[1, r] = I0 ⊔ I1 ⊔ I2, (46)

where I0 = {i ∈ [1, r] : i = i∗}, I1 ⊔ I2 = {i ∈ [1, r] : i 6= i∗} and I1 contains exactly one element of each
pair (i, i∗) such that i 6= i∗. For i ∈ I2, introduce

g′
i = figi − fi∗gi∗ = ∆ωi,w0ωi

∆w0ωi,ωi
− ∆ωi∗ ,w0ωi∗ ∆w0ωi∗ ,ωi∗ .

Note that

g′
i = (ci − ci∗)gigi∗ , where ci =

fi
gi∗

.

Lemma 5.1. The set {fi : i ∈ [1, r]} ∪ {gi : i ∈ I0 ⊔ I1} ∪ {g′
i : i ∈ I2} is a frozen variable modification

of CBFZ.

Proof. By definition, {fi : i ∈ [1, r]} ∪ {gi : i ∈ I0 ⊔ I1} ∪ {g′
i : i ∈ I2} is an independent set. We only

need to show that ci’s are Casimir functions of (G, πst). Fix i ∈ [1, r]. By [GSV10, Corollary 4.21],

{log fi, log ∆uωk,vωk
}πst = 〈ωi, uωk〉 − 〈w0ωi, vωk〉,

for any u, v ∈ W such that ∆uωk,vωk
∈ Φ. Let us order the set Φ as

{∆k = ∆si1 ···sik
ωik

,w0ωik
,∆k+l0 = ∆w0ωjk

,sjl0
···sjk+1

ωjk
: k ∈ [1, l0]}.

Suppose gi∗ = ∆a for some a ∈ [1, 2l0]. For k < a, writing ∆k = ∆uω,vω for some u, v ∈ W and some
fundamental weight ω, [GSV10, Corollary 4.21] gives

−{log gi∗ , log ∆uω,vω}πst = 〈w0ωi∗ , uω〉 − 〈ωi∗ , vω〉 = −〈ωi, uω〉 + 〈w0ωi, vω〉

= −{log fi, log ∆uω,vω}πst .

For k > a, writing ∆k = ∆uω,vω for some u, v ∈ W and some fundamental weight ω, we have u = w0 and
v−1ωi∗ = ωi∗ , thus

{log gi∗ , log ∆uω,vω}πst = 〈w0ωi∗ , w0ω〉 − 〈ωi∗ , vω〉 = 〈ωi∗ , ω〉 − 〈ωi∗ , ω〉 = 0,

{log fi, log ∆uω,vω}πst = 〈ωi, w0ω〉 − 〈w0ωi, vω〉 = 〈w0ωi, ω〉 + 〈v−1ωi∗ , ω〉 = −〈ωi∗ , ω〉 + 〈ωi∗ , ω〉 = 0.

In both cases, we have {log ci, log f} = {log fi, log f} − {log gi∗ , log f} = 0 for any f ∈ Φ. Hence, ci is a
Casimir function. ♦
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We can now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.2. The mutation equivalence class of seeds CBFZ has Property I at the identity element after
the frozen variable modification {fi : i ∈ [1, r]} ∪ {gi : i ∈ I0 ⊔ I1} ∪ {g′

i : i ∈ I2}. In particular, the set

Φ′low
contains an integrable system on (g ∼= (g∗

st)
∗, π0) for each extended cluster Φ′ of CBFZ.

To prove Theorem 5.2, we first compute the T -Poisson Pfaffian of (G, πst) in §5.3 in Proposition 5.5.
This is sufficient to prove Theorem 5.2 if w0 acts on t by multiplication by −1, and explains why the
frozen variable modification above is necessary when w0 does not act on t by multiplication by −1. In
§5.4, we compute the degree of the lowest degree term of g′

i (see Lemma 5.7). The rank of π0 in g, which
does not have to do with cluster theory, is computed in Theorem A.8 in Appendix A. Combining all these
with Theorem 2.31, the proof of Theorem 5.2 is completed at the end of §5.4.

For the extended cluster Φ in (45), we present an explicit choice of a subset of Φ
low

which forms an
integrable system on (g, π0). To describe the choice explicitly, we relabel the functions in Φ as

ϕ−i = fi, i ∈ [1, r], ϕk = ∆si1 ···sik
ωik

,w0ωik
, ψk = ∆w0ωjk

,sjl0
···sjk+1

ωjk
, k ∈ [1, l0]. (47)

Note that {gi : i ∈ [1, r]} ⊂ {ψk : k ∈ [1, l0]}. Consider the (non-reduced) word

(si−r
= sr, . . . , si−1 = s1, si1 , . . . , sil0

).

For k ∈ [−r,−1] ∪ [1, l0], we define

k+ = min{k′ ∈ [k + 1, l0] : sik′ = sik }

if there exists k′ ∈ [k+ 1, l0] such that sik′ = sik ; otherwise set k+ = +∞. Similarly, for k ∈ [1, l0], define

k− = max{k′ ∈ [1, k − 1] : sjk′ = sjk
}

if there exists k′ ∈ [1, k − 1] such that sjk′ = sjk
; otherwise set k− = −∞.

For k ∈ [1, l0], we say that ψlow
k is admissible if either of the following two conditions is satisfied:

1) ψk 6∈ {gi : i ∈ I2} and degψlow
k = degψlow

k− + 1.

2) ψk = gi for some i ∈ I1 and, writing gi∗ = ψk1 , we have degψlow
k1

= degψlow
k−

1

+ 1.

Theorem 5.3. With {ϕi : i ∈ [1, r]} and {ϕk, ψk : k ∈ [1, l0]} given in (47), the set

{ϕlow
k : k ∈ [−r,−1] ∪ [1, l0] and degϕlow

k = degϕlow
k+ + 1}∪

{ψlow
k : k ∈ [1, l0] and ψlow

k is admissible} ∪ {(g′
i)

low : i ∈ I2}

is an integrable system on (g, π0). Here, we use the convention that ϕlow
k = 1 if k > l0.

Theorem 5.3 will be proved in §5.5 by reduction to Theorem 4.9.

In many situations we can write down explicit formulas for the functions in our integrable systems.
For example, in the case where G = SL(n+ 1,C) and

i = (s−1, . . . , s−n, s−1, . . . , s−(n−1), . . . , s−1, s−2, s−1, s1, . . . , sn, s1, . . . , sn−1, . . . , s1, s2, s1),

for the extended cluster Φ, we can write down explicit formulas for the functions in Φ
low

. In this case we
evidently have 1∗ = n, 2∗ = n− 1, . . .. Let u ∈ g = sl(n+ 1,C), so, via the exponential map exp : g! G,
the entries uij of u form a local holomorphic coordinate system on G near the identity element e such
that uij(e) = 0. For subsets I, J of [1, n+ 1] with |I| = |J |, we write ∆I,J(u) for the determinant of the
submatrix of u consisting of those rows labeled by I and columns labeled by J .

Theorem 5.4. For G = SL(n+ 1,C) and with notation as above, up to a sign we have

1) For the cluster variables,

Φlow
ex = {∆[k,l],[n+k−l+1,n+1](u) : k ≥ 2, l < n+ k − l + 1}

∪ {∆[n+k−l+1,n+1],[k,l](u) : k ≥ 2, l < n+ k − l + 1}.
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2) For i ∈ [1, n], we have f low
i = f low

n−i+1. Moreover, for i ∈ [1, ⌈n+1
2 ⌉], f low

i = ∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](u).

3) When n is even, I0 = ∅ and we may take I1 = [1, n/2], so I0 ⊔ I1 = [1, n/2]. In this case we have
glow
i = ∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](u) for i ∈ [1, n/2].

When n is odd, I0 = {n+1
2 } and we may take I1 = [1, n−1

2 ], so I0 ⊔ I1 = [1, n+1
2 ]. In this case we have

glow
i = ∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](u) for i ∈ [1, n+1

2 ].

4) For i ∈ I2, we have

(g′
i)

low =
∑

n−i+1<k<i+1

∆[i+1,n+1],[1,n−i+1](u)∆[1,n−i+1]∪{k},[i+1,n+1]∪{k}(u)

+
∑

n−i+1<k<i+1

∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](u)∆[i+1,n+1]∪{k},[1,n−i+1]∪{k}(u).

Theorem 5.4 is proved in §5.6.

5.3. T -Poisson Pfaffian of (G, πst). Let T act on G by left multiplication. By [LM17b, 2) of
Theorem 1.3], Gw0,w0 is the open dense T -leaf of this T -action on (G, πst). In this section, we compute
the T -Poisson Pfaffian of (G, πst).

We compute the T -Poisson Pfaffian on (B−B, πst). Writing an element g ∈ B−B uniquely as

g = g−g+t, where g− ∈ N−, g+ ∈ N, t ∈ T.

We have the T -equivariant isomorphism

J : B−B −! PG := (Bw0B/B) × (Bw0B/B) × T, g−g+t 7−! (w0g
−1
− ·B, g+w0·B, t),

where T acts on B−B by left multiplication and on PG by

t1 · (n1w0·B, n2w0·B, t) = (tw0
1 n1w0·B, t1n2w0·B, t1t),

and tw0
1 := w0t1w

−1
0 ∈ T . Choose any two reduced words w0 = (si1 , . . . , sil0

) and w
′
0 = (sil0+1

, . . . , si2l0
)

of w0 and equip (Bw0B/B) × (Bw0B/B) the Bott-Samelson coordinates

(z1, . . . , zl0 , zl0+1, . . . , z2l0).

For any weight ω of T , write T ! C×, t 7! tω for the character of T determined by ω. Recall that
r = dim T . Equip T with the coordinates t 7! (tω1 , . . . , tωr ), and set z2l0+j = tωj for j ∈ [1, r]. One then
has an isomorphism

PG = (Bw0B/B) × (Bw0B/B) × T −! C
2l0 × (C×)r

inducing coordinates (z1, . . . , z2l0+r) on PG. For k ∈ [1, 2l0 + r], let

ϕk =





ϕw0,k(gw0 (z1, . . . , zl)) k ∈ [1, l0],

ϕ
w

′
0,k−l0 (g

w
′
0
(zl0+1, . . . , z2l0)) k ∈ [l0 + 1, 2l0],

zk, k ∈ [2l0 + 1, 2l0 + r].

Proposition 5.5. In terms of the coordinates (z1, . . . , z2l+r), for the push forward J(πst) of πst along
the isomorphism J , we have

PfT (J(πst)) =



∏

1≤k≤l
k+>l

ϕk







∏

l+1≤k≤2l
k+>2l

ϕk




∂

∂z1
∧

∂

∂z2
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂z2l+r
.

Proof. By [KZ02], all symplectic leaves of πst in Gw0,w0 have dimension equal to 2l0 = 2ℓ(w0). For h ∈ t,
let hR be the right invariant vector field on G with value h at the identity element e. By [LM17b, 3) of
Theorem 1.3], for any symplectic leaf S ⊂ Gw0,w0 of πst in G and any g ∈ S, one has

TgS ∩ {hR(g) : h ∈ t} = 0.
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Let {h1, . . . , hr} be any basis of t. It then follows that

PfT (πst) = π∧l
st ∧ hR1 ∧ · · · ∧ hRr ∈ X2l+r(G)

is a T -Poisson Pfaffian of (G, πst). We now use a result from [LY20] on (B−B, πst) to compute PfT (J(πst)).

To describe the Poisson structure J(πst) on PG = (Bw0B/B) × (Bw0B/B) × T , let

{Hi : i ∈ [1, r]}

be any basis of t with 〈Hi, Hj〉 = δij , where δij stands for the Kronecker delta. For x ∈ t, let ρ(x) be the
vector field on Bw0B/B given by

ρ(x)(q) =
d

da

∣∣∣∣
a=0

exp(ax)q, q ∈ Bw0B/B.

By [LY20, Theorem 5.3], one has
J(πst) = (π, π, 0) + mix,

where the Poisson structure π on Bw0B/B is the one explained in §3.3, and

mix =

r∑

i=1

(ρ(w0(Hi)), 0, 0) ∧ (0, ρ(Hi), 0) +

r∑

i=1

(ρ(w0(Hi)), −ρ(Hi), 0) ∧ (0, 0, HR
i ).

It follows that {ϕk : k ∈ [1, 2l0 + r]} is a T -log-canonical system on (PG, J(πst)). Thus

PfT (J(πst)) =ϕ1ϕ2 · · ·ϕ2l0+r
∂

∂ϕ1
∧

∂

∂ϕ2
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂ϕ2l0+r

=ϕ1ϕ2 · · ·ϕ2l0+r

(
det

∂(ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕ2l0+r)

∂(z1, z2, . . . , z2l0+r)

)−1
∂

∂z1
∧

∂

∂z2
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂z2l0+r

=




∏

1≤k≤l0
k+>l0

ϕk







∏

l0+1≤k≤2l0
k+>2l0

ϕk




∂

∂z1
∧

∂

∂z2
∧ · · · ∧

∂

∂z2l0+r
,

where the last equality follows from the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.4. ♦

Remark 5.6. By (38), Remark 4.6 and Proposition 5.5, we have

deg
(
PfT (πst)

low
)

= −l0 + dim ker(1 + w0) − r,

By Theorem A.8, the rank of (g ∼= (g∗
st)

∗, π0) is 2l0. It now follows from Theorem 2.36 that, if

dim ker(1 + w0) = r (48)

then every T -log-canonical system on (G, πst) gives rise to a polynomial integrable system on (g, π0).

When G is simple, it is well-known that equation (48) holds if and only if G is of type A1, Bn, Cn,
Dn for n even, E7, E8, F4 or G2. In these cases the sets I0, I1 and I2 in (46) are given by

I0 = [1, r], I1 = I2 = ∅,

so Φ
′

= Φ′ for any extended cluster Φ′ that belongs to CBFZ. This proves Theorem 5.2 in these cases.

When G is of type An for n > 1, Dn for n odd or E6, equation (48) explains why we had to make the
frozen variable modification before stating Theorem 5.2.

5.4. Proof of Theorem 5.2. In this section we compute the modified log-volume form of CBFZ

(after the frozen variable modification {fi : i ∈ [1, r]} ⊔ {gi : i ∈ I0 ⊔ I1} ⊔ {g′
i : i ∈ I2}) and compute the

degree of its lowest degree term. This will lead to a proof of Theorem 5.2 in its full generality. In the
following lemma, the lowest degree terms are taken at e ∈ G.
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Lemma 5.7. For i ∈ [1, r], one has (figi)
low = (fi∗gi∗)low. If i 6= i∗, then

deg(figi − fi∗gi∗)low = 1 + deg(figi)
low.

Proof. Writing an element of B−B uniquely as g−g+t with g− ∈ N−, g+ ∈ N and t ∈ T , for i ∈ [1, r], by
Lemma 3.2 we have

(figi)(g−g+t) =∆ωi,w0ωi
(g−g+t)∆w0ωi,ωi

(g−g+t) = tωi−ωi∗ ∆ωi,ωi
(g+w0)∆ωi,ωi

(w−1
0 g−)

=tωi−ωi∗ ∆ωi,ωi
(g+w0)∆ωi∗ ,ωi∗ (w0g

−1
− ),

(fi∗gi∗)(g−g+t) =tωi∗ −ωi∆ωi∗ ,ωi∗ (g+w0)∆ωi,ωi
(w0g

−1
− ).

Setting g′
+ = w0g

−1
− w−1

0 , we get

(figi)(g−g+t) =tωi−ωi∗ ∆ωi,ωi
(g+w0)∆ωi∗ ,ωi∗ (g′

+w0),

(fi∗gi∗)(g−g+t) =tωi∗ −ωi∆ωi∗ ,ωi∗ (g+w0)∆ωi,ωi
(g′

+w0).

Choose any reduced word w0 = (si1 , . . . , sil0
) of w0 and write

g+w0 = gw0 (a1, . . . , al0) and g′
+w0 = gw0(b1, . . . , bl0).

Also set ηj = tωj for j ∈ [1, r]. Recall the functions ϕw0,αi
, i ∈ [1, r], defined in equation (35). For nota-

tional simplicity, we write ϕαi
for ϕw0,αi

, i ∈ [1, r]. In terms of the variables a1, . . . , al0 , b1, . . . , bl0 , η1, . . . , ηn,
we have

figi =
ηi
ηi∗

ϕαi
(a)ϕαi∗ (b) and fi∗gi∗ =

ηi∗

ηi
ϕαi∗ (a)ϕαi

(b)

for all i ∈ [1, r].

The identity element e corresponds to ak = bk = 0 and ηi = 1, for k ∈ [1, l0] and i ∈ [1, r]. Hence
when we take the lowest degree terms below, we do so using the local holomorphic coordinate system

a1, . . . , al, b1, . . . , bl, η
′
1 := η1 − 1, . . . , η′

r := ηr − 1.

By Lemma 4.7, ϕlow
αi

and ϕlow
αi∗

are Casimir functions on (n∗
−, π0). It is evident that ϕlow

αi
and ϕlow

αi∗
have

the same T -weight. Hence, by [Kos12, Theorem 3.5], we have ϕlow
αi

= ϕlow
αi∗

up to a nonzero scalar multiple.
It follows that

(figi)
low = ϕlow

αi
(a)ϕlow

αi∗
(b) = ϕlow

αi∗
(a)ϕlow

αi
(b) = (fi∗gi∗)low

for all i ∈ [1, r].

Assume now that i ∈ [1, r] such that i 6= i∗. Then figi − fi∗gi∗ 6= 0, and

figi − fi∗gi∗ =
1

ηiηi∗

(
η2
i ϕαi

(a)ϕαi∗ (b) − η2
i∗ϕαi∗ (a)ϕαi

(b)
)

=
1

ηiηi∗

((
(η′
i)

2 + 2η′
i + 1

)
ϕαi

(a)ϕαi∗ (b) −
(
(η′
i∗ )2 + 2η′

i∗ + 1
)
ϕαi∗ (a)ϕαi

(b)

)
.

Since i 6= i∗, the last equality implies that

2η′
i(ϕαi

(a)ϕαi∗ (b))low − 2η′
i∗(ϕαi∗ (a)ϕαi

(b))low = 2
(
η′
i − η′

i∗
)
(figi)

low

appears in (figi − fi∗gi∗)low. It now follows that

deg(figi − fi∗gi∗)low = 1 + deg(figi)
low. ♦

Proof of Theorem 5.2. By Theorem 2.31 and Theorem A.8, it suffices to verify that deg((µC)low) = l0,
where C stands for CBFZ. We compute deg((µC)low) using the local holomorphic coordinate system
(z1, . . . , z2l0+r) explained prior to Proposition 5.5. We will omit reference to the map J for simplicity.

By Lemma 2.35, Proposition 5.5 and Remark 5.6, we have

deg((µC)low) = − deg((PfT (πst))
low) = l0 − dim ker(1 + w0) + r.
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It is evident that

∧

ϕ∈Φex

dϕ ∧
r∧

i=1

dfi ∧
∧

i∈I0⊔I1

dgi ∧
∧

i∈I2

dg′
i =

∧

ϕ∈Φex

dϕ ∧
r∧

i=1

dfi ∧
∧

i∈I0⊔I1

dgi ∧
∧

i∈I2

fidgi.

Hence, up to a sign, we have

µC =

(
∏

i∈I2

figi
g′
i

)
µC .

It now follows from Lemma 5.7 that

deg((µC)low) =
∑

i∈I2

deg

(
figi
g′
i

)low

+ deg((µC)low) =

(
∑

i∈I2

(−1)

)
+ (l0 − dim ker(1 + w0) + r)

= − |I2| + (l0 − dim ker(1 + w0) + r).

By construction, we have |I2| = r − dim ker(1 + w0). It follows that deg((µC)low) = l0. ♦

5.5. Proof of Theorem 5.3 . For an element g ∈ BB−, we uniquely decompose it as g = g+g−t
with g+ ∈ N , g− ∈ N− and t ∈ T . This is not to be confused with the decomposition of an element of
B−B used in the definition of the map J in §5.3.

We compute

φ−i(g) =fi(g) = ∆ωi,w0ωi
(g) = ∆ωi,w0ωi

(g+g−t) = ∆ωi,ωi
(g+g−tw0)

=∆ωi,ωi
(g+w0(w−1

0 g−w0)(w−1
0 tw0)) = t−ωi∗ ∆ωi,ωi

(g+w0), i ∈ [1, r].

φk(g) =∆si1 ···sik
ωik

,w0ωik
(g+g−t) = ∆ωik

,ωik
((si1 · · · sik )−1g+g−tw0)

=∆ωik
,ωik

((si1 · · · sik )−1g+w0(w−1
0 g−w0)(w−1

0 tw0))

=t
−ωi∗

k ∆ωik
,ωik

((si1 · · · sik )−1g+w0), k ∈ [1, l0].

ψk(g) =t
sjl0

···sjk+1
ωjk ∆ωjk

,ωjk
(w−1

0 g−sjl0
· · · sjk+1

), k ∈ [1, l0].

Since g+w0, w
−1
0 g− ∈ Nw0, we can write

g+w0 = ei1 (a1)si1 · · · eil0
(al0 )sil0

, (a1, . . . , al0) ∈ C
l0

w−1
0 g− = ej1 (b1)sj1 · · · ejl0

(bl0 )sjl0
, (b1, . . . , bl0) ∈ C

l0 .

Using these, with the definition k′(αi) = min{k ∈ [1, l0] : ik = i} for i ∈ [1, r], we get

φ−i(g) =t−ωi∗ ∆ωi,ωi
(ei1 (a1)si1 · · · eil0

(al0)sil0
)

=t−ωi∗ ∆ωk′(αi),ωk′(αi)
(eik′(αi)

(ak′(αi))sik′(αi)
· · · eil (al0 )sil0

), i ∈ [1, r].

φk(g) =t
−ωi∗

k ∆ωik
,ωik

(s−1
ik

· · · s−1
i1
ei1(a1)si1 · · · eil0

(al0 )sil0
)

=t
−ωi∗

k ∆ωik
,ωik

(eik+1
(ak+1)sik+1

· · · eil0
(al0 )sil0

)

=t
−ωi∗

k ∆ωi
k+
,ωi

k+
(ei

k+ (ak+ )si
k+ · · · eil0

(al0 )sil0
), k ∈ [1, l0].

ψk(g) =tsjl
···sjk+1

ωjk ∆ωjk
,ωjk

((ej1 (b1)sj1 · · · ejl0
(bl0)sjl0

)sjl0
· · · sjk+1

)

=t
sjl0

···sjk+1
ωjk ∆ωjk

,ωjk
(ej1 (b1)sj1 · · · ejk

(bk)sjk
), k ∈ [1, l0].

Set ηi = tωi for i ∈ [1, r]. Then

a1, . . . , al0 , b1, . . . , bl0 , η1 − 1, . . . , ηr − 1

is a local holomorphic coordinate system on G near the identity element. Taking lowest degree term with
respect to this local holomorphic coordinate system, taking into account that φlow

k = (t
ωi∗

k )low = ηlow
i∗
k

=

((ηi∗
k

− 1) + 1)low = 1 for k ∈ [1, l0] with k+ > l0, we have

{φlow
k : k ∈ [−r,−1] ∪ [1, l0]} = {1} ∪ {∆ωik

,ωik
(eik (ak)sik · · · eil0

(al0 )sil )
low : k ∈ [1, l0]},

{ψlow
k : k ∈ [1, l0]} = {∆ωjk

,ωjk
(ej1 (b1)sj1 · · · ejk

(bk)sjk
)low : k ∈ [1, l0]}.
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By Corollary 4.5, Remark 4.6 and Theorem 4.9, the set

{ψlow
k : k ∈ [1, l0] and degψlow

k = degψlow
k− + 1}

consists of 1
2 (l0 + dim ker(1 + w0)) independent functions of b1, . . . , bl0 . By a similar argument, the set

{φlow
k : k ∈ [−r,−1] ∪ [1, l0] and deg φlow

k = degφlow
k+ + 1}

consists of 1
2 (l0 + dim ker(1 + w0)) independent functions of a1, . . . , al0 . By Lemma 4.7 and [Kos12,

Theorem 3.15], glow
i and glow

i∗ differ by a nonzero multiplicative constant for i ∈ [1, r]. Hence the set

{ψlow
k : k ∈ [1, l0] and ψlow

k is admissible}

consists of 1
2 (l0 + dim ker(1 + w0)) independent functions of b1, . . . , bl0 . By a computation similar to

that carried out in the proof of Lemma 5.7, we know that, for i ∈ I2, (g′
i)

low is a linear polynomial of
(ηi − 1) + (ηi∗ − 1) with coefficients in C[a1, . . . , al0 , b1, . . . , bl0 ]. It follows that the displayed set in the
statement of Theorem 5.3 consists of

1

2
(l0+dim ker(1+w0))+

1

2
(l0+dim ker(1+w0))+|I2| = (l0+dim ker(1+w0))+(r−dim ker(1+w0)) = l0+r

independent functions.

5.6. Proof of Theorem 5.4. Retain the notation of Theorem 5.4. The only statement that is not
obvious is part 4). We only give a proof of this part.

Via the exponential map exp : sl(n + 1,C) ! SL(n + 1,C), we view the entries uij of u as a local
holomorphic coordinate system on SL(n+ 1,C) near the identity element. For i ∈ I2, we have

g′
i =∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](exp(u))∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](exp(u))

− ∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](exp(u))∆[i+1,n+1],[1,n−i+1](exp(u))

=∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](1n+1 + u+ · · · )∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](1n+1 + u+ · · · )

− ∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](1n+1 + u+ · · · )∆[i+1,n+1],[1,n−i+1](1n+1 + u+ · · · ) =: ♥ − ♦.

It is evident that the lowest degree terms of ♥ and ♦ are the same, and they are both equal to

∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](u)∆[i+1,n+1],[1,n−i+1](u),

which is of degree 2d = 2(n− i+ 1).

We compute the term of degree 2d+ 1 in g′
i. We first compute this term in ♥. To this end, divide u

and exp(u) into 3 × 3 block matrices

u =




uI,I uI,II uI,III

uII,I uII,II uII,III

uIII,I uIII,II uIII,III


 , exp(u) =




exp(u)I,I exp(u)I,II exp(u)I,III

exp(u)II,I exp(u)II,II exp(u)II,III

exp(u)III,I exp(u)III,II exp(u)III,III


 ,

where the block rows and columns are [1, n−i+1], [n−i+2, i] and [i+1, n+1]. Evidently, a term of degree
2d+ 1 in ♥ is either the product of a degree d term of ∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](1+ u+ · · · ) with a degree d+ 1
term of ∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](1+u+ · · · ), or the product of a degree d+1 term of ∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](1+u+ · · · )
with a degree d term of ∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](1+u+ · · · ). The degree d terms of ∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](1+u+ · · · )
are exactly det uI,III = ∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](u). The degree d+1 terms of ∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](1+u+ · · · ) can
be divided into two types. The first type, to be denoted by dIII,I, consists of those products of the 1’s on
the diagonal of exp(u)II,II with the degree d+ 1 terms of det(exp(u)III,I); while the second type consists
of the degree d + 1 terms of the determinant of the bottom left 2 × 2 blocks of exp(u), with all but one
of the rows in its first block row and all but one of the columns in its second block column removed. We
observe that second type is precisely

∑

n−i+1<k<i+1

∆[i+1,n+1]∪{k},[1,n−i+1]∪{k}(u).
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It follows that the product of a degree d term of ∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](1 + u+ · · · ) with a degree d+ 1 term
of ∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](1 + u+ · · · ) is equal to

∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](u)

(
dIII,I +

∑

n−i+1<k<i+1

∆[i+1,n+1]∪{k},[1,n−i+1]∪{k}(u)

)
.

Similarly, define dI,III to be the product of the 1’s on the diagonal of exp(u)II,II with the degree d + 1
terms of det(exp(u)I,III), then the product of a degree d+ 1 term of ∆[1,i],[n−i+2,n+1](1+ u+ · · · ) with a
degree d term of ∆[n−i+2,n+1],[1,i](1 + u+ · · · ) is equal to

∆[i+1,n+1],[1,n−i+1](u)

(
dI,III +

∑

n−i+1<k<i+1

∆[1,n−i+1]∪{k},[i+1,n+1]∪{k}(u)

)
.

It is clear that the degree 2d+ 1 term in ♦ is

∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](u)dIII,I + ∆[i+1,n+1],[1,n−i+1](u)dI,III.

It follows that the degree 2d+ 1 term in g′
i is

∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](u)
∑

n−i+1<k<i+1

∆[i+1,n+1]∪{k},[1,n−i+1]∪{k}(u)

+ ∆[i+1,n+1],[1,n−i+1](u)
∑

n−i+1<k<i+1

∆[1,n−i+1]∪{k},[i+1,n+1]∪{k}(u).

It remains to show that the last expression is nonzero. Consider the entry un+1,n−i+2. It only shows
up in the k = (n− i+ 2)-th summand of the second factor of the first summand. Hence, as a polynomial
of un+1,n−i+2, the last displayed expression is linear with, up to a sign,

∆[1,n−i+1],[i+1,n+1](u)∆[i+1,n]∪{n−i+2},[1,n−i+1](u) 6= 0

as the coefficient for un+1,n−i+2. The conclusion follows.

6 The dual Poisson Lie group of GL(n, C)

Throughout this section, unless otherwise specified, we let

G = GL(n,C) and g = gl(n,C).

We denote the n× n identity matrix by 1n, and let B (resp. B−) be the subgroup of G consisting of all
upper (resp. lower) triangular matrices in G. Equip G with the standard multiplicative Poisson structure
πst as in Example 3.3. The Drinfeld double Poisson Lie group of (G, πst) is then (G × G,Π), where
denoting an arbitrary element in G×G by (X,Y ) = ((xij), (ypq)), one has [GSV22, §5.2]

{xij , xpq}Π =
1

2
(sign(p− i) + sign(q − j))xiqxpj ,

{yij, ypq}Π =
1

2
(sign(p− i) + sign(q − j))yiqypj ,

{yij, xpq}Π =
1

2
((1 + sign(q − j))yiqxpj − (1 + sign(i − p))xiqypj) .

For (X,Y ) ∈ B ×B−, let [X ]0 and [Y ]0 be the diagonals of X and Y respectively, and set

G∗ = {(X,Y ) ∈ B ×B− : [X ]0[Y ]0 = 1n} ⊂ B ×B−.

Note that G∗ has Lie algebra g∗
st defined in (43). It is well-known [GSV18, LM17a] that both G∗ and

B ×B− are Poisson submanifold of (G×G,Π), and that (G∗, π∗
st := −Π|G∗) is a dual Poisson Lie group

of (G, πst) under the vector space isomorphism

g∗
st

∼= g∗, (x1, x2) 7−! (y 7! tr((x1 − x2)y).
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The linearization of (G∗, π∗
st) at (1n,1n) ∈ G∗ is thus (g∗, π0), where π0 is the Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau

Poisson structure defined by g.

In this section, we show that each extended cluster of the Gekhtman-Shapiro-Vainshtein (GSV) gen-
eralized upper cluster structure on B ×B− introduced in [GSV22], after a certain “frozen variable modi-
fication”, restricts to a log-canonical system on (G∗, π∗

st) with Property I at (1n,1n) ∈ G∗.

Notation: Throughout this section, for a matrix A of size p× q and integers i, j, k, l with 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ p

and 1 ≤ k ≤ l ≤ q, we denote by A
[k,l]
[i,j] the submatrix of A with row index set [i, j] and column index set

[k, l]. We also write A[i,j] = A
[1,q]
[i,j] and A[k,l] = A

[k,l]
[1,p].

6.1. Integrable systems on (gl∗n, π0) from the GSV generalized cluster structure
in C(B × B−). Let (X,Y ) ∈ B × B−. The entries of X (resp. Y ) will be denoted by xij (resp. yij).
Define the staircase matrix

Ψ =




Y[2,n]

X[2,n] Y[2,n]

X[2,n] Y[2,n]

. . .
. . .

X[2,n] Y[2,n]

X[2,n] Y
[1,1]

[2,n]




consisting of n− 1 block rows and n− 1 block columns, so Ψ is of size (n− 1)2 × (n− 1)2. Set

ϕi = det Ψ
[i, (n−1)2]
[i, (n−1)2], i ∈ [1, (n− 1)2]. (49)

Further, put

det(λY +X) =

n∑

i=0

(−1)i(n−1)ci(X,Y )λn−i.

Introduce the subset

Φ̃ = {ϕi : i ∈ [1, (n− 1)2]} ⊔ {xii, yii : i ∈ [1, n]} ⊔ {ci : i ∈ [1, n− 1]} (50)

of C[B ×B−]. The following statement is a special case of [GSV22, Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 6.1. The set Φ̃ is the extended cluster of a seed in C(B × B−) of a generalized upper cluster
structure on B×B−, denoted as CGSV, which is compatible with the Poisson structure Π on B×B−. The
frozen variables of CGSV are {xii, yii : i ∈ [1, n]} ⊔ {ci : i ∈ [1, n− 1]}.

Remark 6.2. We learned from M. Gekhtman (private communication) that the generalized upper cluster
structure CGSV on B × B− restricts to a generalized upper cluster structure C on G∗ compatible with
the Poisson structure π∗

st. Since a reference for C is not available in the literature at this point, we will
formulate our results on (G∗, π∗

st) in terms of the restrictions of the extended clusters of CGSV to G∗.

As an analogue of the frozen variable modifications introduced in Definition 2.28, for i ∈ [0, n], put

det((λ− 1)1n +XY −1) =
n∑

i=0

ci(X,Y )λi. (51)

For any extended cluster Φ̃′ of CGSV on B ×B−, we write Φ̃′
ex for its set of cluster variables, and let

Φ′ = {ϕ|G∗ : ϕ ∈ Φ̃′
ex} ⊔ {xii|G∗ : i ∈ [2, n]} ⊔ {ci|G∗ : i ∈ [0, n− 1]}. (52)

In particular, for the extended cluster Φ̃ of CGSV in (50), we have Φ̃ex = {ϕi : i ∈ [1, (n− 1)2]}, and

Φ = {ϕi|G∗ : i ∈ [1, (n− 1)2]} ⊔ {xii|G∗ : i ∈ [2, n]} ⊔ {ci : i ∈ [0, n− 1]}. (53)

The main theorem of this section is
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Theorem 6.3. For any extended cluster Φ̃′ of the generalized upper cluster structure CGSV on B × B−,
the set Φ′ of functions on G∗ defined in (52) is a log-canonical system on (G∗, π∗

st) with Property I at
(1n,1n). In particular, the set (Φ′)low contains an integrable system on (g∗, π0).

The most difficult part of the proof of Theorem 6.3 involves establishing a formula of the log-volume
form µΦ in local coordinates. This formula is a direct consequence of the next two theorems. The proofs
of the next two theorems are quite involved and are postponed to §6.4 and §6.5.

Theorem 6.4. As meromorphic differential forms on G∗, we have

dϕ1

ϕ1
∧ · · · ∧

dϕ(n−1)2

ϕ(n−1)2

∧
dx22

x22
∧ · · · ∧

dxnn
xnn

= ±
1

x22 · · ·xnnϕ1

∧

2≤i≤j≤n

dxij ∧
∧

1≤j<i≤n

dyij .

Theorem 6.5. As meromorphic differential forms on G∗, we have

dc0

c0
∧ · · · ∧

dcn−1

cn−1
=

2(x11x22 · · ·xnn)n

c0c1 · · · cn−1
· x22 · · ·xnnϕ1dx11 ∧ dx12 ∧ · · · ∧ dx1n + · · · ,

where · · · stands for forms that involve dxij for i 6= 1.

Taking wedge product of the equalities in Theorem 6.4 and Theorem 6.5, we arrive at

Corollary 6.6. For the set Φ of independent functions on G∗, we have

µΦ = ±
2(x11x22 · · ·xnn)n

c0c1 · · · cn−1

∧

1≤i≤j≤n

dxij ∧
∧

1≤j<i≤n

dyij .

As an analogue of Lemma 2.22, we have

Proposition 6.7. For any extended cluster Φ̃′ of CGSV, up to a sign, we have µΦ′ = µΦ.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 2.21. We only need to consider one-step generalized
mutations. Put N = (n− 1)2. Let Φ̃′ be the extended cluster obtained from Φ̃ by applying a generalized
mutation in direction i for some i ∈ [1,N], so

Φ̃′ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕi−1, ϕ
′
i, ϕi+1, . . . , ϕN} ⊔ {x11, . . . , xnn; y11, . . . , ynn} ⊔ {ci : 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}

and
Φ′ = {ϕ1, . . . , ϕi−1, ϕ

′
i, ϕi+1, . . . , ϕN} ⊔ {x22, . . . , xnn} ⊔ {ci : 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}.

By definition, on B ×B−, ϕiϕ
′
i is a polynomial of the elements of Φ̃ \ {ϕi}. It follows that, on G∗, ϕiϕ

′
i

is a Laurent polynomial of the elements of Φ \ {ϕi}. Therefore, we have

µΦ = ±d logϕi ∧
∧

f∈Φ\{ϕi}

d log f = ∓d logϕ′
i ∧

∧

f∈Φ\{ϕi}

d log f = −µΦ′ . ♦

Let (x, y) ∈ g∗
st. Set u = x − y. So (exp(x), exp(y)) ∈ G∗ and the entries uij of u are a local

holomorphic coordinate system on G∗ near (1n,1n). Since all lowest degree terms in this section are
taken at (1n,1n), we can compute lowest degree terms in terms of the uij ’s. To find deg((µΦ)low), we
need

Proposition 6.8. With the notation above, for i ∈ [0, n− 1], we have

ci(exp(x), exp(y))low = sum of principal (n− i) × (n− i) minors of u = x− y.

In particular, we have
deg(clow

i ) = n− i.
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Proof. By (51), we have

n∑

i=0

ci(exp(x), exp(y))λi = det

(
λ1n +

(
exp(x) exp(−y) − 1n

))
= det

(
λ1n +

(
x− y + · · ·

))

= det

(
λ1n +

(
u+ · · ·

))
,

where · · · stands for expressions of x, y of degree at least 2. The formula for clow
i follows. ♦

Proof of Theorem 6.3. The index of the Lie algebra g is n, so the rank of π0 in g∗ is dim g∗ −n = n2 −n.
Let Φ̃′ be any extended cluster of CGSV. By Corollary 6.6, Proposition 6.7 and Proposition 6.8, we have

deg(µlow
Φ′ ) = deg(µlow

Φ ) = −
n−1∑

i=0

deg clow
i + n2 = −

1

2
n(n+ 1) + n2 =

1

2
(n2 − n) =

1

2
rk(π0).

Put det(λ1n +XY −1) =
n∑
i=0

Ci(X,Y )λn−i. We compute

n∑

i=0

ci(X,Y )λi = det
(
(λ − 1)1n +XY −1

)
=

n∑

i=0

Ci(X,Y )(λ − 1)n−i

=

n∑

i=0

Ci(X,Y )

n−i∑

j=0

(−1)n−i−j

(
n− i

j

)
λj =

n∑

j=0

(n−j∑

i=0

(−1)n−i−j

(
n− i

j

)
Ci(X,Y )

)
λj

=

n∑

i=0

(n−i∑

j=0

(−1)n−i−j

(
n− j

i

)
Cj(X,Y )

)
λi =

n∑

i=0

( n∑

j=i

(−1)j−i
(
j

i

)
Cn−j(X,Y )

)
λi.

It follows that

ci =
n∑

j=i

(−1)j−i
(
j

i

)
Cn−j , i ∈ [0, n].

It is well-known that Ci is a Casimir on (G∗, πG∗) for i ∈ [0, n]. It follows that the ci’s are also Casimirs.
Hence Φ′ is a log-canonical system on G∗. We are done by Theorem 2.19. ♦

6.2. A choice of a maximal independent subset of Φlow. For the log-canonical system Φ

in (53), we present an explicit choice of a subset of Φlow which forms an integrable system on (g∗
st, π0). For

(x, y) ∈ g∗
st, set u = x − y, so (exp(x), exp(y)) ∈ G∗ and hence the entries of u form a local holomorphic

coordinate system on G∗ near (1n,1n). We shall write down such an integrable system on (g∗, π0) using
this local holomorphic coordinate system. For an n × n matrix u and I, J ⊆ [1, n] with |I| = |J |, we
define ∆I,J(u) to be the determinant of the submatrix of u consisting of rows I and columns J . Since
every k ∈ [1, (n− 1)2] can be uniquely written as k = p(n− 1) + i, where i ∈ [1, n− 1] and p ∈ [0, n− 2],
we will often write ϕp(n−1)+i in place of ϕk.

Theorem 6.9. Take (x, y) ∈ g∗
st, and u = x− y.

1) The following subset is an integrable system on (g∗
st, π0).

{ϕlow
p(n−1)+i : i ≤ p+ 1} ∪ {clow

i : 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}.

2) Put F (u) =
[
ue1 · · · une1

]
with e1 = [1 0 · · · 0]T ∈ C

n. Up to a sign, we have

ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) = ∆[i+1,n−p+i−1],[1,n−p−1](F (u)), ∀ i ≤ p+ 1;

clow
i = sum of principal (n− i) × (n− i) minors of u, ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.
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Concretely, the functions {ϕlow
p(n−1)+i : i ≤ p + 1} that appear in part 1) of Theorem 6.9 are the

following minors of F (u) (the matrices being F (u)):

∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗

...
...
... . .

. ...
...

∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗







∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗

...
...
... . .

. ...
...

∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗







· · ·

∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗

...
...
... . .

. ...
...

∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗







.

The proof of Theorem 6.9 is postponed to §6.3. The proof of the first statement of Theorem 6.9
involves calculating the rank of the Jacobi matrix of the displayed functions with respect to the entries
of u. This makes use of the formulas presented in the second statement. The second statement follows
directly from the next

Theorem 6.10. Let {e1, . . . , en} be the standard basis of Cn. For i ∈ [1, n − 1], p ∈ [0, n− 2], up to a
sign, we have

ϕlow
p(n−1)+i =





det
[
en−p+i · · · en ei · · · e2 un−p−1e1 · · · ue1 e1

]
, if i ≤ p+ 1;

det
[
ei−p · · · ei un−p−2e1 un−p−3e1 · · · ue1 e1

]
, if i > p+ 1.

Theorem 6.10 is one of the main results of §6.3. It shows that the ϕlow
i ’s are, up to a sign, certain

minors of the matrix [
ue1 · · · une1

]
.

Abusing notation, define the map

F : g∗
st −! g∗

st, F (x, y) = (f+(x, y), f−(x, y))

such that

f+(x, y) − f−(x, y) =
[
(x− y)e1 · · · (x− y)ne1

]
.

Algebraic and Poisson geometric aspects of F will be studied in a subsequent publication. For now
we just point out that F : (g∗

st, π0)! (g∗
st, π0) is not a Poisson map. Moreover, we have

Proposition 6.11. The map F : g∗
st ! g∗

st is a birational isomorphism.

Proof. Write u for x− y and f for f+(x, y) − f−(x, y). By definition, we have

f =
[
ue1 u2e1 · · · une1

]
= u

[
e1 f [1,n−1]

]
.

The matrix f̃ := [e1 f [1,n−1]] is invertible if and only if det(f
[1,n−1]
[2,n] ) 6= 0. By Theorem 6.10, this is

equivalent to ϕlow
1 (u) 6= 0. By [GSV20, Theorem 4.1], we have ϕ1 6= 0, hence ϕlow

1 (u) 6= 0. It follows that

u = f f̃−1.

Conversely, given f in the codomain, we have

f̃e1 = e1 and f̃ ek = fek−1 for k ∈ [2, n].

It follows that f̃−1e1 = e1 and f̃−1fek−1 = ek for all k ∈ [2, n]. Hence, we have

uke1 = (f f̃−1)ke1 = f(f̃−1f)k−1f̃−1e1 = f(f̃−1f)k−1e1 = fek for k ∈ [1, n],

which implies that

[
ue1 u2e1 · · · une1

]
=
[
fe1 fe2 · · · fen

]
= f

[
e1 e2 · · · en

]
= f1n = f.
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Combining the previous two paragraphs, we have verified that

g∗
st  ! g∗

st

u 7−!
[
ue1 u2e1 · · · une1

]

f
[
e1 f [1,n−1]

]−1
 − [ f

are mutually inverse birational isomorphisms. ♦

Example 6.12. Take n = 3. Let (x, y) ∈ g∗
st with entries

x =




1
2u11 u12 u13

0 1
2u22 u23

0 0 1
2u33


 ; y =




− 1
2u11 0 0

−u21 − 1
2u22 0

−u31 −u32 − 1
2u33


 ,

such that (X := exp(x), Y := exp(y)) ∈ G∗, and we can use the entries uij of the matrix u = x− y as a
local holomorphic coordinate system on G∗ near (13,13). In terms of entries of (X,Y ), we have:

ϕ1 = −x33y32y
2
21 + x33y22y31y21 + x23y31y32y21 − x22y31y33y21 − x23y22y

2
31,

ϕ2 = −x33y21y32 + x23y31y32 − x22y31y33, ϕ3 = x23y31 − x33y21, ϕ4 = y31.

Explicit calculation shows that, for the cluster variables, we have

ϕlow
1 = −u32u

2
21 − u22u31u21 + u31u33u21 − u23u

2
31

= ∆[2,3],[1,2](u)∆{2},{1}(u) + ∆[2,3],{1,3}(u)∆{3},{1}(u);

ϕlow
2 = u31 = ∆{3},{1}(u); ϕlow

3 = u21 = ∆{2},{1}(u); ϕlow
4 = −u31 = −∆{3},{1}(u);

and for the frozen variables, we have xlow
ii = 1 and

clow
0 = u11u22u33 + u12u23u31 + u21u13u32 − u13u22u31 − u11u23u32 − u12u21u33 = det u;

clow
1 = −u12u21 + u11u22 − u13u31 − u23u32 + u11u33 + u22u33

= ∆{1,2},{1,2}(u) + ∆{1,3},{1,3}(u) + ∆{2,3},{2,3}(u);

clow
2 = u11 + u22 + u33 = tr(u).

The explicit choice of integrable system given by part 1) of Theorem 6.9 is {ϕlow
1 , ϕlow

3 , ϕlow
4 , clow

0 , clow
1 , clow

2 }.

Note that not only did we present Φlow in terms of the entries of u, but also expressed it in terms of
the minors of u. General formulas of ϕlow

i and clow
i in terms of the minors of u are given in Corollaries

6.18, 6.19 and Proposition 6.8 respectively.

Take n = 4. Let x, y and u be analogously defined. Computer verification shows that the polynomial
ϕlow

1 , in terms of the uij ’s, has as many as 86 terms. See Example 6.20 for a much cleaner formula for
ϕlow

1 in terms of the minors of u.

Remark 6.13. The two examples above show that our integrable system is quite different from the one
of Gelfand-Zeitlin. In fact, in the case where n = 3, the Gelfand-Zeitlin integrable system, depending
on convention, contains either u11 + u22 or u22 + u33, but the Poisson bracket of ϕlow

4 = −u31 with
both functions are nonzero. Hence our integrable system and the Gelfand-Zeitlin integrable system are
genuinely different.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.9. Retain the notation and assumption in §6.1. In this section, we work

out expressions of Φlow. We start with expressions of the ϕi’s in terms of U := XY −1 and the diagonal
entries of Y for (X,Y ) ∈ B × B−. Our expressions are analogous to [GSV20, Lemma 3.3, 3.4]. Using
these expressions, we find formulas for ϕlow

i .

Let (X,Y ) ∈ B ×B−. Denote by Λ the following n× (n− 1) block matrix

Λ =




Y[2,n]

X[2,n] Y[2,n]

X[2,n] Y[2,n]

. . .
. . .

X[2,n] Y[2,n]

X[2,n]




.
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Note that Λ is a square matrix of size n(n− 1). Put

λi = det Λ
[i,n(n−1)]
[i,n(n−1)]. (54)

Because of the shape of Λ, we have

λn(n−1)−i+1 = xn−i+1,n−i+1 · · ·xn,n, for i = 1, . . . , n− 1,

and
λi = ϕi · x22 · · ·xnn for i = 1, . . . (n− 1)2.

We reparameterize indices and write λp(n−1)+i, with i ∈ [1, n− 1] and p ∈ [0, n− 2].

Theorem 6.14. Let (X,Y ) ∈ B×B−. Recall that U = XY −1 and e1 := [1 0 · · · 0]T ∈ Cn. If i ≤ p+ 1,
up to a sign, we have

λp(n−1)+i = det(Y
[n−p+i,n]

[n−p+i,n] ) · (detY )n−p−1·

det
[
(Un−p)[n−p+i,n] (Un−p−1)[1,i] Un−p−2e1 · · · Ue1 e1

]
.

If i ≥ p+ 1, up to a sign, we have

λp(n−1)+i = det(Y
[i−p,n]

[i−p,n] ) · (detY )n−p−2·

det
[
(Un−p−1)[i−p,i] Un−p−2e1 · · · U2e1 Ue1 e1

]
.

Remark 6.15. Notice that, when i = p + 1, the two formulas in Theorem 6.14 coincide. This is why
the case i = p+ 1 appears twice in the statement of Theorem 6.14. However, in the proof below, we will
group the case i = p+ 1 together with i > p+ 1.

In the case of i = 1, p = 0, we have

λ1 = det(Y
[1,n]

[1,n] )(det Y )n−2 det
[
Un−1e1 Un−2e1 · · · U2e1 Ue1 e1

]

= (det Y )n−1 det
[
Un−1e1 Un−2e1 · · · U2e1 Ue1 e1

]
.

This agrees with the formula in [GSV20, Lemma 3.3].

In the case of i = 2, p = 0, we have

λ2 = det(Y
[2,n]

[2,n] )(det Y )n−2 det
[
Un−1e2 Un−2e1 · · · U2e1 Ue1 e1

]
,

which agrees with [GSV20, Lemma 3.4].

Proof of Theorem 6.14. Let Θ be the n× n block matrix

Θ =




Y 0 0 · · · 0 0
X Y 0 · · · 0 0
0 X Y · · · 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 · · · Y 0
0 0 0 · · · X Y




.

Write m = n(n− 1). Denote by U the following 1 × (n− 1) block matrix

U = −
[
(−U)n−1 (−U)n−2 (−U)n−3 · · · −U

]
.

Direct computation shows that

UΘ
[1,m]
[1,m] = [0 0 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

X ].

Thus we have

Θ =

[
1m 0
U 1n

]
·

[
Θ

[1,m]
[1,m] 0

0 Y

]
=: L1 · L2.
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By definition, for k ∈ [1,m], we have

λk = det Θ
[k,m]
Jk

,

where Jk consists of the last m− k + 1 elements of [1, n2] \ {1, n+ 1, 2n+ 1, . . . , (n− 1)n+ 1}. Thus by
the Binet-Cauchy formula, we have

λk = det Θ
[k,m]
Jk

= det(L1L2)
[k,m]
Jk

=
∑

K⊂[1,n2]
|K|=m−k+1

det(L1)KJk
· det(L2)

[k,m]
K .

Since L2 is block diagonal and lower triangular, det(L2)
[k,m]
K 6= 0 if and only if K = [k,m]. Thus

λk = det(L1)
[k,m]
Jk

det(L2)
[k,m]
[k,m].

We deal with the two determinants that appear in this expression separately. Set

L′
1 =

[
L 0
U e1

]
, where L =




(1n)[2,n] 0 0 · · · 0
0 (1n)[2,n] 0 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · (1n)[2,n]


 .

Then, up to a sign, we have

det(L1)
[k,m]
Jk

= det(L′
1)

[k,m+1]
[k,m+1].

Consider k = p(n−1)+ i = pn+(i−p). If i−p < 1, the (k, k)-entry of L′
1 lies in the (p+1, p)-block of

L′
1, which is a zero block. Hence by Laplace expansion along the first (n− 1)2 −k+ 1 rows of (L′

1)
[k,m+1]
[k,m+1],

up to a sign, we have

det((L′
1)

[k,m+1]
[k,m+1]) = det

[
(Un−p)[n−p+i,n] (Un−p−1)[1,i] Un−p−2e1 · · · Ue1 e1

]
.

Since k = (p− 1)n+ (n+ i− p), we have

det(L2)
[k,m]
[k,m] = detY

[n−p+i,n]
[n−p+i,n] · (det Y )n−p−1.

If i− p ≥ 1, the (k, k)-entry of L′
1 lies in the (p+ 1, p+ 1)-block of L′

1. Again, up to a sign,

det(L′
1)

[k,m+1]
[k,m+1] = det

[
(Un−p−1)[i−p,i] Un−p−2e1 · · · U2e1 Ue1 e1

]
,

det(L2)
[k,m]
[k,m] = detY

[i−p,n]
[i−p,n] · (detY )n−p−2,

which implies the desired expressions. ♦

Now let us turn to the calculation of λlow
i . Define b (resp. b−) to be the Lie algebra of B (resp. B−).

Let (x, y) ∈ b ⊕ b−, so that (X := exp(x), Y := exp(y)) ∈ B ×B−. We have

U = XY −1 = exp(x) exp(y)−1 = exp(x) exp(−y) = exp(x− y) + · · · ,

where · · · stands for expressions of the entries of x, y of degree at least 2. Write u for x− y with entries
uij , so U = 1n + u + · · · . Denote by diag(y1, . . . , yn) the diagonal of y. Thus the uij ’s together with
the yk’s form a local holomorphic coordinate system on B × B− near (1n,1n). We will use these local
coordinates to calculate λlow

i .

Let ei be the i-th column of 1n. We need the following technical lemma to write down an expression
for λlow

p(n−1)+i.

Lemma 6.16. Let u be as above and take pairwise distinct indices i1, . . . , ik ∈ [2, n], we have

det
[
ei1 · · · eik un−k−1e1 · · · ue1 e1

]
6= 0.
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Proof. Note that there is a permutation σ of [1, n] such that

σ(i1) = n− k + 1, σ(i2) = n− k + 2, . . . , σ(ik) = n; and σ(1) = 1.

Thus there exist a permutation matrix Eσ such that

Eσ
[
ei1 · · · eik un−k−1e1 · · · ue1 e1

]
=
[
en−k+1 · · · en (u′)n−k−1e1 · · · u′e1 e1

]
,

where u′ = EσuE
−1
σ . Then by taking u′ to be the Jordan matrix such that u′ei = ei+1 for i = 1, · · · , n−1,

we see that
det
[
en−k+1 · · · en (u′)n−k−1e1 · · · u′e1 e1

]
= ±1 6= 0. ♦

Proof of Theorem 6.10. Retain the notation in the statement of Theorem 6.10. Since ϕp(n−1)+ix22 · · ·xnn =

λp(n−1)+i and xlow
22 = · · · = xlow

nn = 1, it is clear that ϕlow
p(n−1)+i = λlow

p(n−1)+i.

We only prove the formula for λlow
p(n−1)+i for i < p+ 1. The cases where i = p + 1 and i > p + 1 are

similar. Notice that, for all k ∈ [0, n− p− 1], we have

k∑

j=0

(−1)j
(
k

j

)
Uk−je1 =Uk

k∑

j=0

(
k

j

)
(−U−1)je1 = Uk(1n − U−1)ke1

= exp(ku)(u+ higher order terms)ke1 = uke1 + higher order terms.

It is evident that the two sets

{Un−p−1e1, U
n−p−2e1, . . . , Ue1, e1} and {

k∑

j=0

(−1)j
(
k

j

)
Uk−je1 : k = n− p− 1, n− p− 2, . . . , 1, 0}

of column vectors differ from each other by right multiplication by a lower triangular matrix with 1’s on
the diagonal. Hence we have, up to a sign,

det
[
Un−pen−p+i · · · Un−pen Un−p−1e1 · · · Un−p−1ei Un−p−2e1 · · · Ue1 e1

]

= det
[
Un−pen−p+i · · · Un−pen Un−p−1ei · · · Un−p−1e1 Un−p−2e1 · · · Ue1 e1

]

= det

en−p+i

+higher order
terms

· · ·
en

+higher order
terms

ei

+higher order
terms

· · ·
e2

+higher order
terms

un−p−1e1
+higher order

terms

un−p−2e1
+higher order

terms
· · ·

ue1
+higher order

terms
e1

[

]

By Lemma 6.16,

det
[
en−p+i · · · en ei · · · e2 un−p−1e1 · · · ue1 e1

]
6= 0.

Hence it is the lowest degree term of

det
[
Un−pen−p+i · · · Un−pen Un−p−1e1 · · · Un−p−1ei Un−p−2e1 · · · Ue1 e1

]
.

Now the conclusion follows from Theorem 6.14. ♦

As above, let (x, y) ∈ b ⊕ b− and u = x− y. We next work out an expression for λlow
p(n−1)+i in terms

of the minors of the matrix u. Recall the definition of ∆I,J(u) prior to Theorem 6.9.

Proposition 6.17. For any k ∈ [1, n− 1] and I1 ⊆ [1, n] with |I1| = k, we have

det
[
ue1 u2e1 · · · uke1

]
I1

=
∑

I2,...,Ik⊆[2,n]
|Ii|=k−i+1 ∀i∈[2,k]

k∏

i=1

∆Ii,Ii+1⊔{1}(u).

Here, we use the convention that Ik+1 = ∅. Moreover, when k = 1, the right hand side is interpreted as
∆I1,{1}(u).
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Proof. We induct on k. The statement is obvious for k = 1. For k > 1, by the Binet-Cauchy formula, we
have

det
[
ue1 u2e1 · · · uke1

]
I1

= det(u
[
e1 ue1 · · · uk−1e1

]
)I1

=
∑

I2⊆[1,n]
|I2|=k

∆I1,I2(u) det(
[
e1 ue1 · · · uk−1e1

]
I2

) =
∑

I2⊆[2,n]
|I2|=k−1

∆I1,I2⊔{1}(u) det(
[
ue1 · · · uk−1e1

]
I2

)

=
∑

I2⊆[2,n]
|I2|=k−1

∆I1,I2⊔{1}(u)
∑

I3,...,Ik⊆[2,n]
|Ii|=k−i+1 ∀i∈[3,k]

k∏

i=2

∆Ii,Ii+1⊔{1}(u) =
∑

I2,...,Ik⊆[2,n]
|Ii|=k−i+1 ∀i∈[2,k]

k∏

i=1

∆Ii,Ii+1⊔{1}(u),

where the second to last equality follows from induction hypothesis. ♦

The following lemmas are easy consequences of Theorem 6.10 and Proposition 6.17.

Corollary 6.18. Let (x, y) ∈ g∗
st and u = x − y. Let i ∈ [1, n − 1], p ∈ [0, n − 2] such that i ≤ p + 1.

Putting I1 = [i + 1, n− p+ i− 1], so k = |I1| = n− p− 1, up to a sign we have

ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) = λlow

p(n−1)+i(u) = det
[
ue1 u2e1 · · · un−p−1e1

]
[i+1,n−p+i−1]

=
∑

I2,...,Ik⊆[2,n]
|Ij |=k−j+1 ∀j∈[2,n−p−1]

n−p−1∏

j=1

∆Ij ,Ij+1⊔{1}(u).

Corollary 6.19. Let (x, y) ∈ g∗
st and u = x − y. Let i ∈ [1, n − 1], p ∈ [0, n − 2] such that i > p + 1.

Putting I1 = [2, i− p− 1] ⊔ [i + 1, n], so k = |I1| = n− p− 2, up to a sign we have

ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) = λlow

p(n−1)+i(u) = det
[
ue1 u2e1 · · · un−p−2e1

]
[2,i−p−1]⊔[i+1,n]

=
∑

I2,...,Ik⊆[2,n]
|Ij |=k−j+1 ∀j∈[2,n−p−2]

n−p−2∏

j=1

∆Ij ,Ij+1⊔{1}(u).

Example 6.20. Take n = 4. The two corollaries above say that, up to a sign,

ϕlow
1 (u) = ∆[2,4],[1,3](u)ϕlow

4 (u) + ∆[2,4],{1,2,4}(u)ϕlow
3 (u) + ∆[2,4],{1,3,4}(u)ϕlow

2 (u),

ϕlow
2 (u) = ∆[3,4],[1,2](u)∆{2},{1}(u) + ∆[3,4],{1,3}(u)∆{3},{1}(u) + ∆[3,4],{1,4}(u)∆{4},{1},

ϕlow
3 (u) = ∆{2,4},[1,2](u)∆{2},{1}(u) + ∆{2,4},{1,3}(u)∆{3},{1}(u) + ∆{2,4},{1,4}(u)∆{4},{1},

ϕlow
4 (u) = ∆[2,3],[1,2](u)∆{2},{1}(u) + ∆[2,3],{1,3}(u)∆{3},{1}(u) + ∆[2,3],{1,4}(u)∆{4},{1},

ϕlow
5 (u) = ϕlow

2 (u),

ϕlow
6 (u) = ∆{4},{1}(u), ϕlow

7 (u) = ∆{2},{1}(u), ϕlow
8 (u) = ∆{3},{1}(u), ϕlow

9 (u) = ϕlow
6 (u).

In particular, in terms of the minors of u, the function ϕlow
1 only has 9 terms, which is much simpler than

the 86-term formula in terms of the entries of u mentioned in Example 6.12.

To prove the first statement of Theorem 6.9, We first prove a lemma. Take (x, y) ∈ g∗
st and set

u = x− y with entries uij . Write u′ for u
[1,n−1]
[1,n−1], so one can apply the functions ϕlow

k for gl(n− 1,C)∗ to

u′.

Lemma 6.21. Assume that u is strictly lower triangular. Then for i ≤ p, i ∈ [1, n− 1] and p ∈ [0, n− 2],
we have, up to a sign,

ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) = ϕlow

(p−1)(n−2)+i(u
′).

In particular, the function ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) is independent of un1, . . . , un,n−1.
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Proof. Since u is strictly upper triangular, we have

uk =

[
(u′)k 0

u
[1,n−1]
[n,n] (u′)k−1 0

]

for all k ∈ N.

By Theorem 6.10, up to a sign, we have

ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) = det

[
ue1 · · · un−p−1e1

]
[i+1,n−p+i−1]

.

Since i ≤ p, we have n− p+ i − 1 ≤ n− 1 < n, so when computing the determinant above, the last row
of the matrix does not play a role. Hence we have, up to a sign,

ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) = det

[
u′e′

1 · · · (u′)n−p−1e′
1

]
[i+1,n−p+i−1]

= det
[
u′e′

1 · · · (u′)(n−1)−(p−1)−1e′
1

]
[i+1,(n−1)−(p−1)+i−1]

= ϕlow
(p−1)(n−2)+i(u

′),

where e′
1 is the vector [1 0 · · · 0]T in Cn−1 and the last equality holds since i ≤ p = (p− 1) + 1. ♦

Proof of the first statement of Theorem 6.9. It suffices to prove that {ϕlow
p(n−1)+i : i ≤ p+ 1} ∪ {clow

i : 0 ≤

i ≤ n − 1} consists of independent functions. By Corollary 6.18, the entries u11, . . . , u1n of u do not
show up in the functions ϕlow

p(n−1)+i, i ≤ p+ 1. Hence, in view of Proposition 6.8, it suffices to prove that

{ϕlow
p(n−1)+i : i ≤ p+ 1} consists of independent functions.

Let n− stand for the set of all strictly lower triangular n×n matrices. We will show, by induction on
n, that {

(
ϕlow
p(n−1)+i

)∣∣
n−

: i ∈ [1, n− 1], p ∈ [0, n− 2], i ≤ p+ 1} is independent.

For the base case n = 2, we need to show that {(ϕlow
1 )

∣∣
n−

= u21} is independent. This is evident.

Now assume that n > 2 and independence has been proved for all strictly smaller values of n. By
Lemma 6.21 and induction hypothesis, for u ∈ n−, the set

{ϕlow
p(n−1)+i(u) : i ≤ p, i ∈ [1, n− 1] and p ∈ [0, n− 2]}

is independent; and un1, . . . , un,n−1 do not appear in these functions.

Consider those ϕlow
p(n−1)+i that satisfy i = p+ 1. Up to a sign, these are

{ϕlow
p(n−1)+(p+1)(u) = det

[
ue1 · · · un−p−1e1

]
[p+2,n]

: p ∈ [0, n− 2]}.

If we can show that the determinant of

Jac(u) :=

[
∂ϕlow

p(n−1)+(p+1)

∂unj
(u)

]p∈[0,n−2]

j∈[1,n−1]

is a nonzero function, then we are done. By the computation in the proof of Lemma 6.21, we have

uke1 =

[
(u′)ke′

1

u
[1,n−1]
[n,n] (u′)k−1e′

1

]

for all k ∈ N. Thus the (n, 1)-entry of uke1 has form

u
[1,n−1]
[n,n] ((u′)k−1e′

1) = [un1 · · · un,n−1][0 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
k−1

∗ · · · ∗]T = ∗unk + · · · + ∗un,n−1 =: ūk.

It follows that ϕlow
p(n−1)+(p+1)(u) is a C[uab : 1 ≤ b < a ≤ n − 1]-linear combination of ū1, . . . , ūn−p−1.

Thus

Jac(u) =

[
∂ϕlow

p(n−1)+(p+1)

∂unj

]p∈[0,n−2]

j∈[1,n−1]

=

[
∂ūk
∂unj

]k∈[1,n−1]

j∈[1,n−1]

·

[
∂ϕlow

p(n−1)+(p+1)

∂ūk

]p∈[0,n−2]

k∈[1,n−1]

=: L1 · L2.

44



Note that L1 is lower triangular. It is easy to show that

u21u32 · · ·uk,k−1

is the coefficient for unk in ūk, hence detL1 =
n−1∏
k=1

u21u32 · · ·uk,k−1 6= 0.

Note also that L2 has the property that its (k, p)-th entry is zero for k + p ≥ n. Hence, up to a sign,

we have detL2 =
n−2∏
p=0

∂ϕlow
p(n−1)+(p+1)

∂ūn−p−1
. For p ∈ [0, n− 2], the coefficient for ūn−p−1 in ϕlow

p(n−1)+(p+1)(u) is

det
[
ue1 · · · un−p−2e1

]
[p+2,n−1]

,

which is nonzero by Lemma 6.16. Thus detL2 6= 0. Then we conclude det Jac(u) 6= 0. ♦

6.4. Proof of Theorem 6.4. The proof contains several steps. Retain the notation in the state-
ment of Theorem 6.4. Put

d(X,Y ) =(dx22 ∧ dx23 ∧ · · · ∧ dx2n) ∧ (dx33 ∧ dx34 ∧ · · · ∧ dx3n) ∧ · · ·

· · · ∧ (dxn−1,n−1 ∧ dxn−1,n) ∧ dxnn

∧ dy21 ∧ (dy31 ∧ dy32) ∧ · · · ∧ (dyn1 ∧ dyn2 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn,n−1).

Following the proof of [GSV22, Proposition 3.5], we will introduce a sequence of coordinates

(X ′, Y ), (X ′′, Y ), . . .

on G∗ with the property that d(X,Y ) = d(X ′, Y ) = d(X ′′, Y ) = · · · . This is the content of Theorem
6.22. A technical result, Theorem 6.27, which is required for the proof of Theorem 6.22 is postponed to
the end of this section. Using the new coordinates, we show that

dϕ1

ϕ1
∧ · · · ∧

dϕ(n−1)2

ϕ(n−1)2

∧ dx22 ∧ · · · ∧ dxnn = ±
1

ϕ1
d(X,Y )

in Theorem 6.26.

Now let us explain the definition of (X ′, Y ). As in the proof of [GSV22, Proposition 3.5], solve for
the row vector

g = [g1 g2 g3 · · · g(n−1)2−n]

such that

[y21 y22 0 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
(n−1)2−n−2

] + [g1 g2 g3 · · · g(n−1)2−n]Ψ
[n+1,(n−1)2]
[n+1,(n−1)2] = [0 0 0 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n−1)2−n

]. (55)

Define a row vector

[x′
23 x

′
24 · · · x′

2n] = [x23 x24 · · · x2n] + [g1 g2 · · · gn−2]X
[3,n]
[3,n] .

In other words, for each i ∈ [1, (n− 1)2 − n], if we add gi times the (n + i)-th row of Ψ to its n-th row,
then the first n entries of the n-th row of Ψ are replaced with 0, x22, x

′
23, . . . , x

′
2n, and the rest of the

entries are replaced with zero.

Put

d(X ′, Y ) =(dx22 ∧ dx′
23 ∧ · · · ∧ dx′

2n) ∧ (dx33 ∧ dx34 ∧ · · · ∧ dx3n) ∧ · · ·

· · · ∧ (dxn−1,n−1 ∧ dxn−1,n) ∧ dxnn

∧ dy21 ∧ (dy31 ∧ dy32) ∧ · · · ∧ (dyn1 ∧ dyn2 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn,n−1).

We first show that

Theorem 6.22. We have d(X,Y ) = d(X ′, Y ).
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Proof. Differentiating both sides of

[x′
23 x

′
24 · · · x′

2n] = [x23 x24 · · · x2n] + [g1 g2 · · · gn−2]X
[3,n]
[3,n] ,

we have
[dx′

23 dx
′
24 · · · dx′

2n] = [dx23 dx24 · · · dx2n] + [dg1 dg2 · · · dgn−2]X
[3,n]
[3,n] + ♥,

where ♥ stands for terms that are irrelevant for the computation of d(X ′, Y ). Write ∂(g1,g2,...,gn−2)
∂(x23,x24,...,x2n) for

the Jacobi matrix [
∂gj

∂x2,i
]
j∈[1,n−2]
i∈[3,n] . Then we have

[dx′
23 dx

′
24 · · · dx′

2n]

=[dx23 dx24 · · · dx2n] + [dx23 dx24 · · · dx2n]
∂(g1, g2, . . . , gn−2)

∂(x23, x24, . . . , x2n)
X

[3,n]
[3,n] + ♥

=[dx23 dx24 · · · dx2n](1n−2 +
∂(g1, g2, . . . , gn−2)

∂(x23, x24, . . . , x2n)
X

[3,n]
[3,n] ) + ♥,

hence

dx′
23 ∧ dx′

24 ∧ · · · ∧ dx′
2n = det

(
1n−2 +

∂(g1, g2, . . . , gn−2)

∂(x23, x24, . . . , x2n)
X

[3,n]
[3,n]

)
dx23 ∧ dx24 ∧ · · · ∧ dx2n + ♥,

from which it follows that

d(X ′, Y ) = det
(
1n−2 +

∂(g1, g2, . . . , gn−2)

∂(x23, x24, . . . , x2n)
X

[3,n]
[3,n]

)
d(X,Y ).

Let ∆ = Ψ
[n+1,(n−1)2]
[n+1,(n−1)2] and P = ∆−1. Write ρ1, . . . , ρ(n−1)2−n for the rows of P. Differentiating both

sides of equation (55), we have

(dg)∆ + gd∆ = ♥.

Hence we have
dg = −g(d∆)∆−1 + ♥ = −g(d∆)P + ♥.

Write eij (resp. ei) for the ((n− 1)2 − n) × ((n− 1)2 − n) (resp. ((n− 1)2 − n) × 1) matrix whose only
nonzero entry is in position (i, j) (resp. (i, 1)), and this nonzero entry is 1. Since

d∆ =(e(n−1),3 + e2(n−1),n+3 + · · · + e(n−3)(n−1),(n−4)n+3)dx23

+ (e(n−1),4 + e2(n−1),n+4 + · · · + e(n−3)(n−1),(n−4)n+4)dx24

+ · · ·

+ (e(n−1),n + e2(n−1),n+n + · · · + e(n−3)(n−1),(n−4)n+n)dx2n + ♥,

so

gd∆ =(gn−1e
T
3 + g2(n−1)e

T
n+3 + · · · + g(n−3)(n−1)e

T
(n−4)n+3)dx23

+ (gn−1e
T
4 + g2(n−1)e

T
n+4 + · · · + g(n−3)(n−1)e

T
(n−4)n+4)dx24

+ · · ·

+ (gn−1e
T
n + g2(n−1)e

T
n+n + · · · + g(n−3)(n−1)e

T
(n−4)n+n)dx2n + ♥,

we have

dg = − g(d∆)P + ♥

= − (gn−1ρ3 + g2(n−1)ρn+3 + · · · + g(n−3)(n−1)ρ(n−4)n+3)dx23

− (gn−1ρ4 + g2(n−1)ρn+4 + · · · + g(n−3)(n−1)ρ(n−4)n+4)dx24

− · · ·

− (gn−1ρn + g2(n−1)ρn+n + · · · + g(n−3)(n−1)ρ(n−4)n+n)dx2n + ♥.
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Hence

∂(g1, g2, g3, . . . , gn−2)

∂(x23, x24, x25, . . . , x2n)

= − gn−1




ρ3

ρ4

...
ρn




[1,n−2]

− g2(n−1)




ρn+3

ρn+4

...
ρn+n




[1,n−2]

− · · · − g(n−3)(n−1)




ρ(n−4)n+3

ρ(n−4)n+4

...
ρ(n−4)n+n




[1,n−2]

+ ♥

= − gn−1P
[1,n−2]
[3,n] − g2(n−1)P

[1,n−2]
[n+3,n+n] − · · · − g(n−3)(n−1)P

[1,n−2]
[(n−4)n+3,(n−4)n+n] + ♥.

For i ∈ [1, n− 3], define Ai = P
[1,n−2]
[(i−1)n+3,(i−1)n+n] X

[3,n]
[3,n] . We have proved

d(X ′, Y ) = det
(
1n−2 − gn−1 A1 −g2(n−1) A2 − · · · − g(n−3)(n−1) An−3

)
d(X,Y ).

Let K be the field of rational functions on G∗, so gn−1, g2(n−1), . . . , g(n−3)(n−1) ∈ K. By Theorem 6.27
below, the matrix

−gn−1 A1 −g2(n−1) A2 − · · · − g(n−3)(n−1) An−3

is nilpotent. Hence

det
(
1n−2 − gn−1 A1 −g2(n−1) A2 − · · · − g(n−3)(n−1) An−3

)
= 1. ♦

Now solve for the row vector h = [h1 h2 · · · h(n−1)2−2n] such that

[y31 y32 y33 0 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
(n−1)2−2n−3

] + [h1 h2 · · · h(n−1)2−2n]Ψ
[2n+1,(n−1)2]
[2n+1,(n−1)2] = [ 0 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n−1)2−2n

].

Define a row vector

[x′
34 x

′
35 · · · x′

3n] = [x34 x35 · · · x3n] + [h1 h2 · · · hn−3]X
[4,n]
[4,n] .

In other words, for i ∈ [1, (n− 1)2 − 2n], if we add hi times the (2n+ i)-th row of Ψ to its (2n)-th row,
then the entries x33, x34, . . . , x3n in the (2n)-th row of Ψ will be replaced with x33, x

′
34, . . . , x

′
3n, and the

rest of the entries in that row will be replaced with 0. An argument similar to the proof of Theorem 6.22
shows that the form

d(X ′′, Y ) :=(dx22 ∧ dx′
23 ∧ · · · ∧ dx′

2n) ∧ (dx33 ∧ dx′
34 ∧ · · · ∧ dx′

3n) ∧ (dx44 ∧ dx45 ∧ · · · ∧ dx4n)

· · · ∧ (dxn−1,n−1 ∧ dxn−1,n) ∧ dxnn

∧ dy21 ∧ (dy31 ∧ dy32) ∧ · · · ∧ (dyn1 ∧ dyn2 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn,n−1)

is equal to d(X,Y ).

Iterating this process, we get rational functions

x′
45, . . . , x

′
4n; · · · ;x′

n−2,n−1, x
′
n−2,n;x′

n−1,n

such that the form

(dx22 ∧ dx′
23 ∧ · · · ∧ dx′

2n) ∧ (dx33 ∧ dx′
34 ∧ · · · ∧ dx′

3n) ∧ (dx44 ∧ dx′
45 ∧ · · · ∧ dx′

4n)

· · · ∧ (dxn−2,n−2 ∧ dx′
n−2,n−1 ∧ dx′

n−2,n) ∧ (dxn−1,n−1 ∧ dx′
n−1,n) ∧ dxnn

∧ dy21 ∧ (dy31 ∧ dy32) ∧ · · · ∧ (dyn1 ∧ dyn2 ∧ · · · ∧ dyn,n−1)

is equal to d(X,Y ).
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Let M be the following 2(n− 1) × n matrix:

M =




a1 b−1
1

a2 an−1 b−1
2

a3 an a2n−3 b−1
3

...
...

...
...

. . .

an−2 a2n−5 a3n−8 a4n−11 · · · b−1
n−2

bn a2n−4 a3n−7 a4n−10 · · · an2−4n+5 b−1
n−1

b1 a3n−6 a4n−9 · · · an2−4n+6 an2−3n+3

b2 a4n−8 · · · an2−4n+7 an2−3n+4

. . .
. . .

...
...

bn−3 an2−3n+2 an2−2n−1

bn−2 an2−2n

bn−1




.

Define

ξi+(j−1)(n−2) = detM
[j,n]
[i+j−1,n+i−1], for i ∈ [1, n− 2] and j ∈ [1, n].

In particular, we have

ξn2−3n+3 = ξ1+(n−1)(n−2) = detM
[n,n]
[n,n] = an2−3n+3

ξn2−3n+4 = ξ2+(n−1)(n−2) = detM
[n,n]
[n+1,n+1] = an2−3n+4

...

ξn2−2n−1 = ξ(n−3)+(n−1)(n−2) = detM
[n,n]
[2n−4,2n−4] = an2−2n−1

ξn2−2n = ξ(n−2)+(n−1)(n−2) = detM
[n,n]
[2n−3,2n−3] = an2−2n.

Expanding along the first column, the following lemma is easy.

Lemma 6.23. For each k ∈ [1, n2 − 3n+ 2], we have

ξk = akξk+n−2 + ηk

for some ηk ∈ C[ak+1, ak+2, . . . , an2−2n, b
±1
1 , . . . , b±1

n−1, bn].

Remark 6.24. It is worth pointing out that the formula for ξk in Lemma 6.23 is reminiscent of the formula
for a homogeneous Poisson prime element in a Poisson CGL extension. (See (28).) More specifically, let
R = C[b±1

1 , . . . , b±1
n−1, bn]. Suppose that R[an2−2n, an2−2n−1, . . . , a1] is a Poisson CGL extension such that

the predecessor of k is k+n−2, then the recursive formula for the homogeneous Poisson primes is exactly
of the form ξk = akξk+n−2 + ηk.

Proposition 6.25. We have

dξ1 ∧ dξ2 ∧ · · · ∧ dξn2−2n ∧ db1 ∧ · · · ∧ dbn−1 ∧ dbn

= (ξn−1ξn · · · ξn2−2n)da1 ∧ da2 ∧ · · · ∧ dan2−2n ∧ db1 ∧ · · · ∧ dbn−1 ∧ dbn.

Proof. By the computation prior to Lemma 6.23, we have

dξn2−3n+3 ∧ dξn2−3n+4 ∧ · · · ∧ dξn2−2n = dan2−3n+3 ∧ dan2−3n+4 ∧ · · · ∧ dan2−2n.

By Lemma 6.23, we have

dξn2−3n+2 ∧ dξn2−3n+3 ∧ · · · ∧ dξn2−2n ∧ db1 ∧ · · · ∧ dbn−1 ∧ dbn

=d(an2−3n+2ξn2−2n + ηn2−3n+2) ∧ dan2−3n+3 ∧ dan2−3n+4 ∧ · · · ∧ dan2−2n∧

∧ db1 ∧ · · · ∧ dbn−1 ∧ dbn

=d(an2−3n+2ξn2−2n) ∧ dan2−3n+3 ∧ dan2−3n+4 ∧ · · · ∧ dan2−2n ∧ db1 ∧ · · · ∧ dbn−1 ∧ dbn

=ξn2−2ndan2−3n+2 ∧ dan2−3n+3 ∧ dan2−3n+4 ∧ · · · ∧ dan2−2n ∧ db1 ∧ · · · ∧ dbn−1 ∧ dbn.

Iterating this computation, we are done. ♦
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Assign values to a1, . . . , an2−2n and b1, . . . , bn−1, bn so that M takes the form

M =




y21 y22

y31 y32 y33

y41 y42 y43 y44

...
...

...
...

. . .

yn−1,1 yn−1,2 yn−1,3 yn−1,4 · · · yn−1,n−1

yn1 yn2 yn3 yn4 · · · yn,n−1 ynn
x22 x′

23 x′
24 · · · x′

2,n−1 x′
2n

x33 x′
34 · · · x′

3,n−1 x′
3n

. . .
. . .

...
...

xn−2,n−2 x′
n−2,n−1 x′

n−2,n

xn−1,n−1 x′
n−1,n

xnn




.

By the proof of [GSV22, Proposition 3.5], we have

ϕ(i−1)n+j

ϕin+1
= ξi+(j−1)(n−2) ∀i ∈ [1, n− 2], j ∈ [1, n],

and ϕ(n−2)n+1 = yn1 = detM
[1,1]
[n−1,n−1]. Thus we have

dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕ(n−1)2 = ±(ϕn+1ϕ2n+1 · · ·ϕ(n−2)n+1)ndξ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dξn2−2n ∧ dyn1.

Recall the definition of d(X,Y ) at the beginning of §6.4.

Theorem 6.26. We have

dϕ1

ϕ1
∧ · · · ∧

dϕ(n−1)2

ϕ(n−1)2

∧dx22 ∧ · · · ∧ dxnn = ±
1

ϕ1
d(X,Y ).

Proof. Combining the discussion above with Theorem 6.22, we have

dϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dϕ(n−1)2 ∧dx22 ∧ · · · ∧ dxnn

= ± (ϕn+1ϕ2n+1 · · ·ϕ(n−2)n+1)n(ξn−1ξn · · · ξn2−2n)d(X,Y ).

Again using the discussion above, we have

(ϕn+1ϕ2n+1 · · ·ϕ(n−2)n+1)n(ξn−1ξn · · · ξn2−2n) = ϕ2 · · ·ϕ(n−1)2 .

The conclusion follows. ♦

We now prove the technical result that we needed to prove Theorem 6.22. Retain the notation in the
statement and proof of Theorem 6.22.

Theorem 6.27. Any K-linear combination of A1,A2, . . . ,An−3 is a nilpotent matrix.

For i ∈ [1, n − 3], let Bi = X
[3,n]
[3,n] P

[1,n−2]
[(i−1)n+3,(i−1)n+n]. Since Ai = (X

[3,n]
[3,n] )

−1
BiX

[3,n]
[3,n] , a K-linear

combination of A1,A2, . . . ,An−3 is nilpotent if and only if the same linear combination of B1,B2, . . . ,Bn−3

is nilpotent. It turns out that the Bi’s are easier to deal with than the Ai’s. Theorem 6.27 is a consequence
of the following result.

Proposition 6.28. We have

B1[B1 B2 · · · Bn−4 Bn−3] = −[B2 B3 · · · Bn−3 0].

In particular, we have
Bi = (−1)i−1

B
i
1 ∀i ∈ [1, n− 3] and B

n−2
1 = 0,

so a K-linear combination of B1,B2, . . . ,Bn−3 is a polynomial of the nilpotent matrix B1 with coefficients
in K, and, hence, is nilpotent.
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Proof. Notice that (n− 1)2 − n = n2 − 3n + 1. Divide the matrix ∆ into blocks such that the rows are
of sizes

n− 2, 1, n− 2, 1, . . . , n− 2, 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
2(n−3) parts

, n− 2

from top to bottom and the columns are of sizes

2, n− 2, 2, n− 2, . . . , 2, n− 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2(n−3) parts

, 1

from left to right. Subdivide the matrix P into blocks such that the rows are of sizes

2, n− 2, 2, n− 2, . . . , 2, n− 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2(n−3) parts

, 1

from top to bottom and the columns are of sizes

n− 2, 1, n− 2, 1, . . . , n− 2, 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
2(n−3) parts

, n− 2

from left to right. Let ∆ij (resp. Pij) be the (i, j)-th block of ∆ (resp. P). One readily observes that
∆ij = 0 if |i− j| > 1, so we have

∆ =




∆11 ∆12 0 0 ··· 0 0 0
∆21 ∆22 ∆23 0 ··· 0 0 0

0 ∆32 ∆33 ∆34 ··· 0 0 0
0 0 ∆43 ∆44 ··· 0 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
0 0 0 0 ··· ∆2(n−3)−1,2(n−3)−1 ∆2(n−3)−1,2(n−3) 0

0 0 0 0 ··· ∆2(n−3),2(n−2)−1 ∆2(n−3),2(n−3) ∆2(n−3),2(n−3)+1

0 0 0 0 ··· 0 ∆2(n−3)+1,2(n−3) ∆2(n−3)+1,2(n−3)+1



.

Moreover, we also have ∆ij = ∆i+2,j+2 for i ∈ [1, 2(n− 3) − 1] and j ∈ [1, 2(n− 4)]; ∆2i+1,2i = X
[3,n]
[3,n] for

i ∈ [1, n−3]; the matrix P
[1,n−2]
[(i−1)n+3,(i−1)n+n] which appeared in the definition of Bi is P2i,1 for i ∈ [1, n−3].

In particular, we have B1 = ∆32 P21.

We write ∆bl(i) (resp. ∆bl(j)) for the i-th block row (resp. j-th block column) of ∆. Define Pbl(i) and

Pbl(j) similarly.

Since ∆bl(2i+1) Pbl(1) = 0, we have, for i ∈ [1, n− 4],

Bi =∆2i+1,2i P2i,1 = −(∆2i+1,2i+1 P2i+1,1 +∆2i+1,2i+2 P2i+2,1)

= − [∆2i+1,2i+1 ∆2i+1,2i+2]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
= −Y[3,n]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
= −[∆11 ∆12]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
.

Since Pbl(2) ∆bl(1) = 0 and Pbl(2) ∆bl(2) = 1n−2, we have

P21 ∆11 = − P22 ∆21 and P21 ∆12 = − P22 ∆22 − P23 ∆32 + 1n−2.

It follows that

− P21[∆11 ∆12] = [P22 ∆21 P22 ∆22 + P23 ∆32 − 1n−2] = [P22 P23]

[
∆21 ∆22

0 ∆32

]
− [0 1n−2].

Combining these computations, we get, for i ∈ [1, n− 4],

B1 Bi =∆32 P21(−[∆11 ∆12]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
) = ∆32(− P21[∆11 ∆12])

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]

=∆32

(
[P22 P23]

[
∆21 ∆22

0 ∆32

]
− [0 1n−2]

) [P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]

=∆32[P22 P23]

[
∆21 ∆22

0 ∆32

] [
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
− ∆32 P2i+2,1

=∆32[P22 P23]

[
∆21 ∆22

0 ∆32

] [
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
− ∆2(i+1)+1,2(i+1) P2i+2,1

=∆32[P22 P23]

[
∆21 ∆22

0 ∆32

] [
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
− Bi+1

=∆32[P22 P23]X[2,n]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
− Bi+1 .
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For j ∈ [2, n− 3], since Pbl(2) ∆
bl(2j−1) = 0 and Pbl(2) ∆

bl(2j) = 0, we have

[P2,2j P2,2j+1]X[2,n] = [P2,2j P2,2j+1]

[
∆2j,2j−1 ∆2j,2j

0 ∆2j+1,2j

]

= −[P2,2j−2 P2,2j−1]

[
∆2j−2,2j−1 0
∆2j−1,2j−1 ∆2j−1,2j

]
= −[P2,2j−2 P2,2j−1]Y[2,n].

Similarly, for i ∈ [1, n− 4], since ∆bl(2i) Pbl(1) = 0 and ∆bl(2i+1) Pbl(1) = 0, we have

X[2,n]

[
P2i−1,1

P2i,1

]
=

[
∆2i,2i−1 ∆2i,2i

0 ∆2i+1,2i

] [
P2i−1,1

P2i,1

]

= −

[
∆2i,2i+1 0

∆2i+1,2i+1 ∆2i+1,2i+2

] [
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
= −Y[2,n]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
.

Combining these, we see that, for i ∈ [1, n− 4],

[P22 P23]X[2,n]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]

= − [P22 P23]Y[2,n]

[
P2i+3,1

P2i+4,1

]

=[P24 P25]X[2,n]

[
P2i+3,1

P2i+4,1

]

= · · ·

= − [P2,2(n−i−4) P2,2(n−i−4)+1]Y[2,n]

[
P2(n−3)−1,1

P2(n−3),1

]

=[P2,2(n−i−3) P2,2(n−i−3)+1]X[2,n]

[
P2(n−3)−1,1

P2(n−3),1

]
.

Noticing that

X[2,n]

[
P2(n−3)−1,1

P2(n−3),1

]
=

[
∆2(n−3),2(n−3)−1 ∆2(n−3),2(n−3)

0 ∆2(n−3)+1,2(n−3)

] [
P2(n−3)−1,1

P2(n−3),1

]

= −

[
∆2(n−3),2(n−3)+1 P2(n−3)+1,1

∆2(n−3)+1,2(n−3)+1 P2(n−3)+1,1

]
,

[
∆2(n−3),2(n−3)+1

∆2(n−3)+1,2(n−3)+1

]
= Y

[1,1]
[2,n] =

[
∆2(n−i−3),2(n−i−3)+1

∆2(n−i−3)+1,2(n−i−3)+1

][1,1]

,

and Y
[1,1]

[2,n] are the only nonzero entries in the first column of ∆bl(2(n−i−3)+1), we see that

[P22 P23]X[2,n]

[
P2i+1,1

P2i+2,1

]
= Pbl(2) ∆

bl(2(n−i−3)+1) P2(n−3)+1 = 0.

So we have proved
B1 Bi = − Bi+1 ∀i ∈ [1, n− 4].

The proof of B1 Bn−3 = 0 is analogous. ♦

6.5. Proof of Theorem 6.5. In this section, we compute the wedge product of the differential of
the ci’s. We shall see that, quite surprisingly, the function ϕ1, originally defined as the determinant of
the staircase matrix Ψ, shows up in this computation.

Let (X,Y ) ∈ G∗. Put det(λ1n +XY −1) =
n∑
i=0

Ci(X,Y )λn−i. Recall

ci =

n∑

j=i

(−1)j−i
(
j

i

)
Cn−j , i ∈ [0, n].
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Since C0 = 1, we have dc0 ∧ dc1 ∧ · · · ∧ dcn−1 = dC1 ∧ dC2 ∧ · · · ∧ dCn. In this proof, we will compute
dC1 ∧ dC2 ∧ · · · ∧ dCn.

For k ∈ [1, n], we write
T [k](XY −1) = tr

(
(XY −1)k

)
.

Newton’s identities relate the T [k]’s to the Ck’s. Specifically, for k ∈ [1, n], we have

Ck =
1

k!
det




T [1] T [2] T [3] T [4] · · · T [k]
1 T [1] T [2] T [3] · · · T [k − 1]
0 2 T [1] T [2] · · · T [k − 2]
0 0 3 T [1] · · · T [k − 3]
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 0 · · · T [1]




.

From this it follows that

Ck =
1

k
(−1)k−1T [k] + · · · ,

where · · · is a polynomial of T [1], . . . , T [k − 1]. Hence, we obtain

dC1 ∧ dC2 ∧ · · · ∧ dCn = (−1)n(n−1)/2 1

n!
dT [1] ∧ dT [2] ∧ · · · ∧ dT [n].

For i, j ∈ [1, n], let eij be the n × n matrix whose only nonzero entry is in position (i, j), and the
nonzero entry is equal to 1. Differentiating both sides of the equality Y Y −1 = 1n with respect to x11,

we get ∂Y
∂x11

Y −1 +Y ∂Y −1

∂x11
= 0, so ∂Y −1

∂x11
= −Y −1 ∂Y

∂x11
Y −1 = x−2

11 Y
−1e11Y

−1. Using this, for k ∈ [1, n], we
have

∂ tr
(
(XY −1)k

)

∂x11
= k tr

(∂(XY −1)

∂x11
(XY −1)k−1

)

=k tr
( ∂X
∂x11

Y −1(XY −1)k−1
)

+ k tr
(
X
∂Y −1

∂x11
(XY −1)k−1

)

=k tr
(
e11Y

−1(XY −1)k−1
)

+ kx−2
11 tr

(
XY −1e11Y

−1(XY −1)k−1
)

=k tr
(
e11Y

−1(XY −1)k−1
)

+ kx−2
11 tr

(
e11Y

−1(XY −1)k
)

=k
(
Y −1(XY −1)k−1

)[1,1]

[1,1]
+ kx−2

11

(
Y −1(XY −1)k

)[1,1]

[1,1]

=k
(
Y −1(XY −1)k−1

)[1,1]

[1,1]
+ kx−2

11

(
Y −1XY −1(XY −1)k−1

)[1,1]

[1,1]

=k
(
Y −1(XY −1)k−1

)[1,1]

[1,1]
+ kx−2

11

n∑

l=1

(
Y −1X

)[l,l]

[1,1]

(
Y −1(XY −1)k−1

)[1,1]

[l,l]
.

For k ∈ [1, n] and j ∈ [2, n], we have

∂ tr
(
(XY −1)k

)

∂x1j
= k tr

(∂(XY −1)

∂x1j
(XY −1)k−1

)
= k tr

( ∂X
∂x1j

Y −1(XY −1)k−1
)

=k tr
(
e1jY

−1(XY −1)k−1
)

= k
(
Y −1(XY −1)k−1

)[1,1]

[j,j]
.

Set V [k] = Y −1(XY −1)k−1 (k ∈ [1, n]) and W = Y −1X . Write v[k]ij (resp. wij) for the entries of V [k]
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(resp. W ). Then we have

det
∂(T [1], T [2], . . . , T [n])

∂(x11, x12, . . . , x1n)

=n! det




v[1]11 + x−2
11

n∑
l=1

w1lv[1]l1 v[2]11 + x−2
11

n∑
l=1

w1lv[2]l1 · · · v[n]11 + x−2
11

n∑
l=1

w1lv[n]l1

v[1]21 v[2]21 · · · v[n]21

...
...

. . .
...

v[1]n1 v[2]n1 · · · v[n]n1




=n! det




v[1]11 + x−2
11 w11v[1]11 v[2]11 + x−2

11 w11v[2]11 · · · v[n]11 + x−2
11 w11v[n]11

v[1]21 v[2]21 · · · v[n]21

...
...

. . .
...

v[1]n1 v[2]n1 · · · v[n]n1




=n!(1 + x−2
11 w11) det




v[1]11 v[2]11 · · · v[n]11

v[1]21 v[2]21 · · · v[n]21

...
...

. . .
...

v[1]n1 v[2]n1 · · · v[n]n1


 .

Notice that w11 = x2
11, so, writing e1 = [1 0 · · · 0︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−1

]T , we have

det
∂(T [1], T [2], . . . , T [n])

∂(x11, x12, . . . , x1n)
= 2n! det[V [1]e1 V [2]e1 · · · V [n]e1]

=2n! det(Y −1[(XY −1)0e1 (XY −1)1e1 · · · (XY −1)n−1e1])

=2n!x11x22 · · ·xnn det([(XY −1)0e1 (XY −1)1e1 · · · (XY −1)n−1e1])

=(−1)n(n−1)/22n!
(x11x22 · · ·xnn)n+1

x11
ϕ1,

where in the last step we used Remark 6.15. It follows that

dc0

c0
∧ · · · ∧

dcn−1

cn−1
=

2(x11x22 · · ·xnn)n

c0c1 · · · cn−1
· x22 · · ·xnnϕ1dx11 ∧ dx12 ∧ · · · ∧ dx1n + · · · .

A The index of g∗
st

In this section we compute the index of the Lie algebra g∗
st defined in §5.1.

Let 〈 , 〉g⊕g : (g ⊕ g) ⊗ (g ⊕ g)! C be defined by

〈(x1, x2), (y1, y2)〉g⊕g = 〈x1, y1〉g − 〈x2, y2〉g,

where 〈 , 〉g : g ⊗ g! C stands for the Killing form. Recall that we identity g with the dual space of g∗
st

by
g −! (g∗

st)
∗, x 7−! 〈(x, x),−〉g⊕g.

For x ∈ g, we decompose it as
x = x+ + x0 + x−,

where x+ ∈ n, x0 ∈ t and x− ∈ n−.

Lemma A.1. For x ∈ g(∼= (g∗
st)

∗), its stabilizer Stabg∗
st

(x) in the Lie algebra g∗
st with respect to the

coadjoint action is given by

Stabg∗
st

(x) = {(h+ n+,−h+ n−) ∈ g∗ : h ∈ t, n+ ∈ n, n− ∈ n− and

[h+ n+, x−] ∈ b, [n+, x−] + [n−, x+] ∈ n + n−, [h− n−, x+] ∈ b−}.
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Proof. Let (h+ n+,−h+ n−) be as in the statement. We have

ad∗
(h+n+,−h+n−) x = ad∗

(h+n+,−h+n−)〈(x, x),−〉g⊕g = −〈(x, x), [(h + n+,−h+ n−),−]〉g⊕g

=〈[(h+ n+,−h+ n−), (x, x)],−〉g⊕g = 〈([h + n+, x], [−h+ n−, x]),−〉g⊕g.

Hence, (h+ n+,−h+ n−) ∈ Stabg∗
st

(x) if and only if

〈([h+ n+, x], [−h+ n−, x]), (h′ + n′
+,−h

′ + n′
−)〉g⊕g = 0 ∀h′ ∈ t, n′

+ ∈ n, n′
− ∈ n−.

We have

〈([h+ n+, x], [−h+ n−, x]), (h′ + n′
+,−h

′ + n′
−)〉g⊕g

=〈[h+ n+, x], h′ + n′
+〉g − 〈[−h+ n−, x],−h′ + n′

−〉g

=〈[h, x−], n′
+〉g + 〈[n+, x−], h′ + n′

+〉g − 〈[−h, x+], n′
−〉g − 〈[n−, x+],−h′ + n′

−〉g

=〈[h+ n+, x−], n′
+〉g + 〈[n+, x−] + [n−, x+], h′〉g + 〈[h− n−, x+], n′

−〉g.

The conclusion follows. ♦

As a corollary, we have

Corollary A.2. The stabilizer of x ∈ g in the Lie algebra g∗
st is independent of x0. In particular,

dim Stabg∗
st

(x) is independent of x0.

For the next few lemmas, we concentrate on those x ∈ g of the form x = x+ + x−.

Lemma A.3. For x ∈ g of the form x = x+ + x− and t ∈ T , we have

(h+ n+,−h+ n−) ∈ Stabg∗
st

(x+ + Adt(x−)) ⇐⇒ (h+ Adt−1 (n+),−h+ n−) ∈ Stabg∗
st

(x+ + x−).

In particular, we have

dim Stabg∗
st

(x+ + Adt(x−)) = dim Stabg∗
st

(x+ + x−).

Proof. By Lemma A.1, we have

(h+ n+,−h+ n−) ∈ Stabg∗
st

(x+ + Adt(x−))

⇐⇒ [h+ n+,Adt(x−)] ∈ b, [n+,Adt(x−)] + [n−, x+] ∈ n + n−, [h− n−, x+] ∈ b−

⇐⇒ [h+ Adt−1(n+), x−] ∈ b, Adt[Adt−1 (n+), x−] + [n−, x+] ∈ n + n−, [h− n−, x+] ∈ b−.

Notice that

(Adt[Adt−1(n+), x−] + [n−, x+])0 = (Adt[Adt−1 (n+), x−])0 + [n−, x+]0

= [Adt−1(n+), x−]0 + [n−, x+]0

= ([Adt−1(n+), x−] + [n−, x+])0.

Hence, the last set of equivalent conditions is equivalent to

[h+ Adt−1 (n+), x−] ∈ b, [Adt−1 (n+), x−] + [n−, x+] ∈ n + n−, [h− n−, x+] ∈ b−,

which, again by Lemma A.1, is equivalent to

(h+ Adt−1 (n+),−h+ n−) ∈ Stabg∗
st

(x+ + x−). ♦

Lemma A.4. For x ∈ g of the form x = x+ + x− and u ∈ N , we have

Ad∗
(u,e)(x+ + x−) = x+ +

1

2
(Adu(x−))0 + Ad∗

u(x−),

where Ad∗
u(x−) stands for the coadjoint action of u ∈ N on the element x− of n−, which is identified with

n∗ via the map x− 7! 〈x−,−〉g. In particular, we have

dim Stabg∗
st

(x+ + Ad∗
u(x−)) = dim Stabg∗

st
(x+ + x−).
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Proof. For any h ∈ t, n+ ∈ n, n− ∈ n−, we have

(
Ad∗

(u,e)(x+ + x−)

)
(h+ n+,−h+ n−)

=〈(x+ + x−, x+ + x−),Ad(u,e)−1(h+ n+,−h+ n−)〉g⊕g

=〈Ad(u,e)(x+ + x−, x+ + x−), (h+ n+,−h+ n−)〉g⊕g

=〈(Adu(x+) + Adu(x−), x+ + x−), (h+ n+,−h+ n−)〉g⊕g

=〈Adu(x+) + Adu(x−), h+ n+〉g − 〈x+ + x−,−h+ n−〉g

=〈Adu(x−), h+ n+〉g − 〈x+, n−〉g

=〈(Adu(x−))0, h〉g + 〈(Adu(x−))−, n+〉g − 〈x+, n−〉g.

We also have
(
x+ +

1

2
(Adu(x−))0 + Ad∗

u(x−)

)
(h+ n+,−h+ n−)

=〈(x+ +
1

2
(Adu(x−))0 + Ad∗

u(x−), x+ +
1

2
(Adu(x−))0 + Ad∗

u(x−)), (h+ n+,−h+ n−)〉g⊕g

=〈
1

2
(Adu(x−))0, h〉g + 〈Ad∗

u(x−), n+〉g − 〈x+, n−〉g − 〈
1

2
(Adu(x−))0,−h〉g

=〈(Adu(x−))0, h〉g + 〈(Adu(x−))−, n+〉g − 〈x+, n−〉g.

Comparing these computations, we are done. ♦

The proof of the next two lemmas is a similar computation, and hence is omitted.

Lemma A.5. For x ∈ g of the form x = x+ + x− and u− ∈ N−, we have

Ad∗
(e,u−)(x+ + x−) = Ad∗

u−
(x+) +

1

2
(Adu−

(x+))0 + x−,

where Ad∗
u−

(x+) stands for the coadjoint action of u− ∈ N− on the element x+ of n, which is identified
with n∗

− via the map x+ 7! 〈x+,−〉g. In particular, we have

dim Stabg∗
st

(Ad∗
u−

(x+) + x−) = dim Stabg∗
st

(x+ + x−).

Lemma A.6. For x ∈ g of the form x = x+ + x− and t ∈ T , we have

Ad∗
(t,t−1)(x+ + x−) = Adt−1(x+) + Adt(x−).

In particular, we have

dim Stabg∗
st

(Adt−1 (x+) + Adt(x−)) = dim Stabg∗
st

(x+ + x−).

The last four lemmas together easily imply

Corollary A.7. For x ∈ g of the form x = x+ + x− and b ∈ B, b− ∈ B−, we have

dim Stabg∗
st

(Ad∗
b−

(x+) + Ad∗
b(x−)) = dim Stabg∗

st
(x+ + x−).

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem A.8. Let rank g be the rank of the semi-simple Lie algebra g, i.e. rank g = dim t. We have

ind(g∗
st) = rank g.

Proof. Let B ⊆ R+ be Kostant’s cascade of roots [Kos12, Kos13]. For each β ∈ B, choose a root vector
eβ for the root β. Define

e+ =
∑

β∈B

eβ, e− =
∑

β∈B

e−β.
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By [Kos12, Theorem 2.8], the coadjoint B-orbit (resp. B−-orbit) O− (resp. O+) through e− (resp. e+)
in n−

∼= n∗ (resp. n ∼= n∗
−) is open dense in n− (resp. n). By Corollary A.2 and Corollary A.7, the

dimension of Stabg∗
st

(x+ + x0 + x−) is a constant as x+ ranges over O+, x0 ranges over t and x− ranges
over O−. Hence, the function

g −! Z, x+ + x0 + x− 7−! dim Stabg∗
st

(x+ + x0 + x−)

is a constant on the open dense subset O+ × t × O−. Since this function is upper semi-continuous, its
constant value on O+ × t × O− is its minimum. We compute the minimum by computing the dimension
of

Stabg∗
st

(e+ + e−) ={(h+ n+,−h+ n−) ∈ g∗
st : h ∈ t, n+ ∈ n, n− ∈ n− and

[h+ n+, e−] ∈ b, [n+, e−] + [n−, e+] ∈ n + n−, [h− n−, e+] ∈ b−}.

Let h ∈ t and n+ ∈ n. Write n+ =
∑

α∈R+

nαeα for some nα ∈ C. We have

[h+ n+, e−] = −
∑

β∈B

β(h)e−β +
∑

α∈R+

β∈B

nα[eα, e−β].

By [Kos12, Theorem 1.8], elements of B are strongly orthogonal. This means that

β ± β′ /∈ R ∀β, β′ ∈ B.

It follows that, for α ∈ R+ and β, β′ ∈ B, the component of [eα, e−β′ ] in the root space g−β is zero. Hence
the component of [h+ n+, e−] in the root space g−β is −β(h)e−β for all β ∈ B. Therefore, the condition
that [h+ n+, e−] ∈ b is equivalent to

β(h) = 0 ∀β ∈ B and
∑

α∈R+

β∈B

nα[eα, e−β ] ∈ b.

Two positive roots α, α′ are called Heisenberg twins if α+α′ ∈ B. By [Kos12, Proposition 1.5, Lemma
2.1], every element of R+ \ B has a unique Heisenberg twin. Suppose that α, α′ ∈ R+ and β, β′ ∈ B are
such that α − β = α′ − β′ ∈ R−. Then α and α′ are the Heisenberg twins of the same positive root, so
α = α′. Hence elements of

{[eα, e−β] : α ∈ R+, β ∈ B, α− β ∈ R−}

are in distinct root spaces. Since the difference of two elements of B is never a root, it follows that

∑

α∈R+

β∈B

nα[eα, e−β] ∈ b

⇐⇒
∑

α∈R+\B
β∈B

nα[eα, e−β ] ∈ b

⇐⇒ nα = 0 for all α ∈ R+ \ B such that there exists β ∈ B satisfying α− β ∈ R−

⇐⇒ nα = 0 for all α ∈ R+ \ B

⇐⇒ n+ ∈
⊕

β∈B

gβ .

A similar argument shows that if h ∈ t and n− ∈ n−, then the condition that

[h− n−, e+] ∈ b−

is equivalent to

β(h) = 0 ∀β ∈ B and n− ∈
⊕

β∈B

g−β .

56



Assume that n+ ∈
⊕
β∈B

gβ and n− ∈
⊕
β∈B

g−β. Write

n+ =
∑

β∈B

nβeβ and n− =
∑

β∈B

n−βe−β.

Again, since the difference of two elements of B is never a root, we have

[n+, e−] + [n−, e+] =
∑

β∈B

nβ [eβ , e−β] +
∑

β∈B

n−β[e−β , eβ] =
∑

β∈B

(nβ − n−β)[eβ , e−β].

Strong orthogonality of elements of B and connectedness of root strings imply that elements of B are
orthogonal with respect to the usual bilinear form on t∗. In particular, B is a linearly independent subset
of t∗. Consequently, the condition that

[n+, e−] + [n−, e+] ∈ n + n−

is equivalent to
nβ − n−β = 0 ∀β ∈ B.

Putting everything together, we have proved that

Stabg∗
st

(e+ + e−) = {(h+
∑

β∈B

nβeβ ,−h+
∑

β∈B

nβe−β) : h ∈ t, β(h) = 0, nβ ∈ C ∀β ∈ B}.

In particular, we have

dim Stabg∗
st

(e+ + e−) = (dim t − |B|) + |B| = dim t = rank g. ♦
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