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Chow quotients of C*-actions on convex varieties

Gianluca Occhetta and Luis E. Sola Conde

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the Chow quotient CX of a convex variety X
of Picard number one by the action of a one dimensional torus having no non-
trivial finite isotropy. Examples of these actions can be found in the rational
homogeneous framework. We prove that the subvariety of CX parametrizing
reducible torus-invariant cycles is a simple normal crossing divisor, we compute
the Nef and Mori cones of CX, and its anticanonical divisor.
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1. Introduction

Starting with Mumford’s celebrated Geometric Invariant Theory in the 1960’s
(cf. [I7]), quotients have become one essential technique in modern Algebraic
Geometry. They allow to construct new examples of algebraic varieties, in particular
moduli spaces and parameter spaces of different types.

In Mumford’s theory quotients are constructed upon polarized varieties by
means of stability conditions. While variations of these stability conditions can
be interpreted in birational geometric terms, giving rise to the concept of Mori
Dream Space (see [27), 6]), GIT also motivated some geometers to define intrinsic
concepts of quotient by the action of an algebraic group.

One of these is the concept of Chow quotient, introduced by Kapranov (cf.
[9]). In a nutshell, the Chow quotient of a projective variety X by the action of an
algebraic group H is the closure of the subvariety of the Chow scheme Chow(X)
parametrizing the closure of the general orbit in X.
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2 OCCHETTA AND SOLA CONDE

Remarkably, the case in which X = G/ P is a complex projective rational homo-
geneous variety and H is a torus leads to a number of interesting Chow quotients. A
noteworthy example of this kind is the Grothendieck—Knudsen moduli space My ,,
of stable punctured curves of genus zero: Kapranov showed in 1993 (see [9, Chap-
ter 4]) that it is the Chow quotient of the Grassmannian of lines in P"~! by the
action of a maximal torus in PGL(n).

Furthermore, as Thaddeus noted in 2001, (]28]) some specially interesting va-
rieties can be obtained as Chow quotients of rational homogeneous spaces by the
actions of 1-dimensional complex tori. More precisely, the Chow quotients of:

e Grassmannians of (n — 1)-dimensional linear subspaces of P*+™m~1 (n < m),

e Lagrangian Grassmannians of (n—1)-dimensional isotropic subspaces in P27 !
(with respect to a fixed nondegenerate skew-symmetric form),

e Orthogonal Grassmannians of (n—1)-dimensional linear subspaces in a quadric
of dimension 2n — 2,

by some particular C*-actions are isomorphic, respectively, to the moduli spaces:

e of complete collineations from a vector space of dimension m to a vector space
of dimension n,

e of complete quadrics of dimension n — 1,

e of complete skew-forms on a vector space of dimension n.

These three moduli spaces have been extensively studied in the literature (see,
for instance, [11], 12} 13}, 29, [30]), due to their importance in the framework of
enumerative geometry. In particular, some of their birational geometric properties
(such as their nef, movable and effective cones) have been studied in [15], [16]. Many
of these results are based on classical constructions of these varieties, by means of
sequences of blowups of a projective space. We believe that their description as
Chow quotients may help understanding the geometry of these varieties in a unified
broader setting, and that some of their geometric properties will be shared by other
Chow quotients of rational homogeneous varieties.

The setting in which our arguments work is the class of convex varieties, which
are smooth projective varieties whose tangent bundle is nef on rational curves. Note
that this class contains the class of Fano manifolds whose tangent bundle is nef, and
that it has been conjectured by Campana and Peternell that rational homogeneous
varieties are the only Fano manifolds with this property (cf. [3, [18]); to our best
knowledge no examples of non homogeneous uniruled convex varieties are known.

We assume that the Picard number of the variety X whose quotient we consider
is one, and that the action of C* is equalized; this means that proper isotropy
subgroups of the action are trivial (see Section . These assumptions are
satisfied by the actions leading to complete collineations, quadrics, and skew-forms,
but also by many other examples of torus actions on rational homogeneous varieties,
whose Chow quotients are, to our best knowledge, still unknown.

We will use some background results, that we have presented in [19}, 23], and
that can be applied to a variety X endowed with a C*-action as above. In particular,
we will use that, in our setting, the Chow quotient CX is smooth, and that the
critical values of the action —with respect to the ample generator L of the Picard
group of the variety— are of the form 0,d, 2d, ..., rd for some positive integers d, r;
the number r is called the criticality of the action. Furthermore, there exists exactly
one fixed point component Y; of L-weight jd, for every j (see Section and

Proposition .
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A finer study of deformations of C*-invariant rational cycles allows us to de-
scribe the Chow quotient CX of X as the union of the set of irreducible deformations
of the general 1-dimensional C*-invariant cycle and a divisor (called boundary of
CX) with simple normal crossings (see Theorem for the precise statement).

THEOREM 1.1. Let X be a convex variety of Picard number one, endowed with
an equalized C*-action of criticality r > 2. Then the Chow quotient CX of X by the
action of C* is smooth, and the subscheme of CX parametrizing reducible elements
is a divisor with simple normal crossings and r — 1 irreducible components.

In a nutshell, the convexity assumption allows us to show that every deforma-
tion of a cycle parametrized by an element of CX can be realized as a C*-invariant
deformation of the cycle in X (see Section [3.1).

On the other hand, we know that, in our setting, the Chow quotient CX is
the normalization of the inverse limit of the GIT quotients of X. In particular,
we get information about some contractions of CX; we show that we can use this
contractions to describe completely the Mori cone of CX. More precisely, denoting
by GX;;, 7 =0,...,r the semigeometric quotients of X, and by £; ; the pullback
to CX of an ample line bundle on GX; ;, we may prove the following (see Theorem
for the precise statement):

THEOREM 1.2. Let X be a convex variety of Picard number one, endowed with
an equalized C*-action of criticality r > 2. Then the nef cone of CX is generated by
the classes [L; 4], 1=0,...,r.

We note here that Lo, £, may be trivial (precisely in the cases in which
GXo,0 ~ Yy, GX,, ~ Y, are isolated points), so the Picard number of CX is either
r—1,r,orr+1.

Our methods allow us to describe the Mori cone of CX, as well. Its extremal rays
are generated by the classes of some curves in CX that we call primal; these curves
admit a very natural description as families of C*-invariant cycles (see Section.

Finally, our results allow us to compute the anticanonical divisor of CX in terms
of some invariants of the C*-action. We then present examples of actions in which
—Kex is ample (i.e., CX is a Fano manifold), nef but not ample, and not nef.

A key point in our arguments is the following: the maps CX — GX ; factor
through the Chow quotients CX; ; of certain birational modifications X; ; of X (for
i< jeA{0,...,1}), called prunings (see Section . The varieties CX; ;, called
partial Chow quotients of X, fit in a diagram of normalized Cartesian squares:

CX
VAR
CXo,r—1 CXy

< N N
CXor—2  CXyp1 CXo,r

R

CXO,é CXl,é CX.’I‘—?),T‘—l CXT—2,T

< N NN
CXQJ CXLQ e e CXT—2,T—1 CXT—l,r
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This idea has already allowed us to prove that, in the assumptions of Theorem [I.]]
CX; ; is smooth if i = 0 or j = r, and that the maps

gX(),l <¥CX072-% . =—CX — ... ‘>CXT_27T4>QXT_17T

are blowups with smooth centers (see [19, Propositions 6.4, 6.5]). We extend here
these result, and show that, in the hypotheses of Theorem all the maps between
the partial Chow quotients are blowups with smooth centers, and that all the partial
Chow quotients CX; ; are smooth (Theorem [3.15)).

2. Background material

Throughout the paper we will work over the field of complex numbers. The
term rational homogeneous variety will always refers to a projective variety that
supports a transitive algebraic action of a semisimple group. When working with
these varieties we will use the notation of marked Dynkin diagrams, as described,
for instance, in [20] Section 3.1].

2.1. C*-actions. In this section we will present some background material on
C*-actions. We refer to [2}, [4], [22] for further details. In what follows X will be a
smooth projective variety, endowed with a nontrivial C*-action.

We denote by X© the fixed locus of the action, and by ) the set of irreducible
fixed point components:

X =]V

Yey

The sink and the source of the action, often called the extremal fized point compo-
nents, are the fixed point components containing, respectively, the limiting points

r_ = limt ', zy = lim tx
t—0 t—=0

of a general z € X. The fixed point components different from the sink and the
source are called inner. Every Y € Y is smooth (cf. [7]), and the normal bundle
of Y in X splits into two subbundles, on which C* acts with positive and negative
weights, respectively:
Nyjx = N*(Y)& N~ (Y). (1)
We set v£(Y) :=1k(NE(Y)).
2.1.1. Bialynicki-Birula decomposition. Given any set S C X, we define:
XE(S):={r e X|zy €S}, BES):=X=(S). (2)

When S =Y with Y € Y we call X*(Y') the positive and the negative Bialynicki-
Birula cells of the action at Y (BB-cells, for short); we have decompositions:

X=[]xt)=|]x ().
Yey Yey
We will denote by B(Y') the closures of the BB-cells X*(Y). Every cell X*(Y)
has a natural morphism onto Y, sending every z € X*(Y) to its limiting point
r4. It was shown by Bialynicki-Birula that X*(Y) is an affine bundle, locally
isomorphic to N*(Y).
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2.1.2. Actions on polarized pairs. Given a line bundle L € Pic(X), there exists
a linearization of the C*-action on it, so that for every Y € ), C* acts on Ly by
multiplication with a character m € M(C*) = Hom(C*,C*), called weight of the
linearization on Y. Two linearizations differ by a character of C*; in particular, for
any L € Pic(X) there exists a unique linearization (called normalized linearization)
whose weight at the sink is equal to zero. Fixing an isomorphism M(C*) ~ Z, this
linearization defines a map, called weight map, pr, : Y — Z.

A C*-action on the polarized pair (X, L) is a C*-action on X, together with the
weight map ur determined by an ample line bundle L. In this case we denote by

O:ao<...<ar7

the weights pr(Y), Y € ), and set:

Y; = U Y.

pr(Y)=a;

The values a; will be called the critical values and the number r will be called
the criticality of the action. The minimum and maximum of the critical values
are achieved only at the sink and the source, which are then equal to Yy and Y.,
respectively. The value § = a, is called the bandwidth of the C*-action on (X, L).

2.1.3. Equalized actions. A C*-action is equalized at Y € Y if for every = €
(X~ (Y)UXH(Y))\Y the isotropy group of the action at x is trivial. Equivalently
(see [21, Lemma 2.1]), C* acts on NT(Y) with all the weights equal to +1 and
on N~ (Y) with all the weights equal to —1. The action is called equalized if it is
equalized at every Y € ).

For an equalized action the closure of any 1-dimensional orbit is a smooth
rational curve, whose L-degree may be computed in terms of the weights at its
extremal points. (Cf. [21I], Lemma 2.2], [24, Corollary 3.2]):

LEMMA 2.1 (AM vs. FM). Let (X, L) be a polarized pair with an equalized C*-
action, and let C' be the closure of a 1-dimensional orbit, with sink x_ and source
4. Then C is a smooth rational curve of L-degree equal to pr(x4) — pr(x_).

Using the above Lemma, one can show (see [23] Corollary 2.4]) that:

COROLLARY 2.2. Let X be a smooth projective variety with an equalized C*-
action, and C be the closure of a 1-dimensional orbit, with sink in'Y and source in
Y’. Then:

—Kx-C=@rY")—v (Y") - (v (Y)=-v (Y)).
2.2. Quotients. For more details on the contents of this section we refer the

reader to [2I] and [I9]. A C*-action on a polarized variety (X, L) allows to define
projective quotients of X, as follows. Set, for every 7 € [0,d] N Q:

A(r) = €D HY(X,mL)pm,,  GX(r) := Proj(A(r)).
m>0
mTEZ

By [19] Section 2.2], GX(7) is the same for any 7 € (a;, a;+1) N Q, so we set:
o GX,; ;= GX(7) for T = a;;
[ ] QXM-_H = QX(T) for T € (ai, ai+1) N Q
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Note that GX; ;41 is a geometric quotient of X for every 7, while GX;; is only
semigeometric. Furthermore, the varieties GX; ;41 are birationally equivalent and
the natural maps among them fit in the following commutative diagram, where the
diagonal arrows are contractions and the horizontal maps are Atiyah flips:

gXO,l ******* ke gX1,2 ng72,r71 === ngfl,r
N T NN (3)
GXo,0 X111 ... o GXo GXr r

2.2.1. Prunings. Given an equalized C*-action of criticality r and bandwidth
§ on the smooth polarized pair (X, L), we consider the blowup 8 : X* — X of
X along the sink and the source Yj, Y., with exceptional divisors Yob, Yf, and the
induced C*-action. Given 7_ < 7 rational numbers in [0, §] we set

Lt_,74) =B L—71.Y, — (6 — 7.)Y?.
and define the pruning of (X, L) with respect to 7_, 7 as:
X(1—,74) := Proj @ HY (X, mL(7_, 7))

mekZx>q

where k > 0 is the minimum integer such that k7 € Z~o. As shown in [19, Lemma
3.5], for values 7_, 7 € ([0,6] N Q) \ {ao,...ar}, X(7—,71) depends only on the
intervals (a;, a;41), (aj—1,a;) containing 7_, 74, respectively; hence we can set:

X;j:=X(r_,74) whenever 7_ € (a;,a;11), T+ € (aj_1,a;).

2.2.2. Chow quotient. Given a projective variety X with a nontrivial C*-action,
the normalized Chow quotient of the action is the normalization CX of the closure
of the subscheme of Chow(X) parametrizing the closures of general orbits.

More precisely, one may find a nonempty open set V' C X of points & whose
orbits C* - = belong to a single homology class in X. By shrinking V, if necessary,
the geometric quotient of V' by the action of C* exists. Taking closures in X of the
orbits of points of V', we obtain an algebraic irreducible family of rational curves in
X, and a morphism ¢ : V/C* — Chow(X).

The Chow quotient of X by the action of C* is then defined as the closure:

CX :=¢(V/C*) C Chow(X).
Its normalization CX will be called the normalized Chow quotient of X by the C*-
action. Pulling back the universal family of Chow(X) to CX we obtain a family of
1-dimensional varieties p : Y — CX, with evaluation morphism ¢ : U — X.

REMARK 2.3. Let us consider a smooth polarized pair (X, L) endowed with
an equalized C*-action of criticality r, with critical values ag,...,a,. By [19]
Lemma 4.3] the fibers of p are reduced 1-dimensional schemes with smooth ir-
reducible components, whose dual graph is of type A. Thus any element of the
family parametrized by CX takes the form C = Cy U --- U Cy, where:

(C1) every Cj is the (smooth) closure of a 1-dimensional orbit;

(C2) the singular points of C' are the (transversal) intersections P; := C;NCj41,
and are fixed points of weights a;,, with 0 <i; <.+ <ip_q <7;

(C3) every P; is the source of C; and the sink of Cj4q, for j =1,...,k—1;

(C4) the sink of C; and the source of Cj, belong to Yy, Y,., respectively.
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Note that property (C4) follows from Lemma together with the fact that the
L-degree of C equals the L-degree of the general element of CX, which is 6 = a, —ag.

REMARK 2.4. From this description of the fibers of p one may prove (see [19]
Lemma 4.5]) that the family p is flat. In particular, CX is isomorphic to the nor-
malization of an irreducible C*-invariant subvariety of Hilb(X), that we call the
Hilbert quotient of the action (see [19, Remark 4.6]).

A priori, it is not clear that any C*-invariant subscheme C' = C7; U --- U C}
satisfying the properties (C1-C4) listed in Remark belongs to CX. However,
this has been proved to be true, under some mild additional assumptions:

SETUP 2.5. (X, L) is a smooth polarized pair endowed with an equalized C*-
action of criticality r, with critical values 0 = ag < - -+ < a,, such that v*(Y) > 2
for every fixed point component of weight a;, with 2 <7 <r — 2.

REMARK 2.6. The technical assumption on the v*(Y")’s above is fulfilled if the
variety X has Picard number one (cf. [22, Lemma 2.8] and [21] Lemma 4.5]).

COROLLARY 2.7 ([19} Corollary 5.9]). Let (X, L) be as in Setup[2.5, Then every
C*-invariant 1-dimensional reduced subscheme C of X, with irreducible components
Cy,...,Cy satisfying the properties (C1-C4) listed in Remark is an element of
the family parametrized by CX.

The proof uses the recursive description of CX given in [19] Theorem 1.1 and
Corollary 7.1], which we now recall:

THEOREM 2.8. Let (X, L) be as in Setup[2.5, Denote by X, ;, 0 <i<j<r,
the corresponding prunings of X, and by CX, ; their normalized Chow quotients.
Then CX = CXy,, and we have a commutative diagram:

CXO,’I"

v N
CXo,r—1 CXy,
v N VN

CXO,T*Z CXl,rfl CX2,T

PR WA @

CXop  CXig o CXlgeor CXolay

v NV N YN
QXO,l gXl’g e c.. gXT,QW,l gXT7177,
N N v NG N\
GXo,0 GX1.1 GXo2 .. GXy_o,r—2 GXy1 -1 GXpr

where all the arrows denoted by s,d are blowups and every rhombus in the diagram
is a normalized Cartesian square.

In categorical language, we may simply say that CX is the normalized inverse
limit of the GIT quotients:
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GXo,1 GX1. . . GXr 9,1 GXil1g
SN N SN N
gXO,O gXl,l gX2,2 e ng72,r72 ngfl,rfl ng,r

The centers of the blowups s, d appearing in Diagram have been described
in [I9, Remark 5.10]; they are smooth for the maps appearing in the first layer
right above the geometric quotients (see [19, Lemma 5.7]):

CXO,Q CXl,S v CXT—S,T—l ng—2,r
v N NN
GXo,1 GX1 0 GXr or—1 GXol1g

For the map in successive layers, the centers are not necessarily smooth, as shown
in [19, Example 6.1]). However the situation improves under certain hypotheses.
Let us recall the following:

DEFINITION 2.9. A smooth projective variety X is said to be convez if for every
morphism s : P — X we have that H*(P*, u*Tx) = 0.

It has been shown in [19, Theorem 1.2] that:

THEOREM 2.10. Let (X, L) be as in Setup [2.5 Assume moreover that X is
convez. Then the varieties CX; ; fori =0 or j =1 are smooth, and the maps

d d

GXo1 <" CXpg=<="—... <2 CX CXT72,TL>ng71,r

are blowups with smooth centers.

3. Chow quotients of convex varieties of Picard number one
Throughout the rest of the paper we will work in the following;:

SETUP 3.1. X is a smooth convex variety of Picard number one, endowed with
an equalized nontrivial C*-action of criticality r. We will denote by M a family
of rational curves of minimal degree on X (which exists since X is uniruled), by
p: U — M its universal family, and by ¢ : Y — X the evaluation morphism.

REMARK 3.2. Since X is convex, M is beautiful, i.e., the evaluation morphism
q: U — X is smooth and surjective (see [23], Section 2.7] for further details); we
will denote by U, the fiber of q over the point x € X. Note that, since X is a Fano
manifold (in particular simply connected), then every U, is connected, therefore
irreducible (cf. [8 Proposition 1.6]).

Let us recall some results recently obtained in [23]. The C*-action on X induces
actions on M and U such that p and ¢ are equivariant morphisms. These actions
are equalized (|23, Propositions 4.5, 4.8]); in particular, the closure of every 1-
dimensional orbit in M and U is a smooth rational curve.

REMARK 3.3. Given a rational curve I' C M which is the closure of a one
dimensional orbit, then St := p~1(T') is a rational ruled surface F. with e < 2 (|23
Proposition 4.6]). By the same Proposition, if no point of I' parametrizes a curve
which is fixed by the action on X, then e = 0 or e = 2 and the action has four fixed
points (see [23] Figure 4.1]).
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The following statement has been proved in [23], Theorem 5.3].

PROPOSITION 3.4. In the situation of Setup[3.1], denoting by L the ample gener-
ator of Pic(X), the L-weights of the action are0 < d < 2d < --- < (r—1)d < rd = 4,
and, for every j =0,...,r there exists a unique Y; € Y such that pr(Yy) = jd.

REMARK 3.5. The above Proposition allows us to use the following notation:

Bf = BE(Y)), V;-t = vE(Y;) for every j =0,...,r, and vT, = Vg = 0.

Note that, by definition, 1/3' =v. =0,y =dimX—dimYp, vf =dim X —dim Y.

3.1. Boundary divisors. The main result of this section is that the sub-
scheme of CX parametrizing reducible cycles is a union of smooth divisors, that we
call boundary divisors, with simple normal crossings.

Our first observation is the following:

REMARK 3.6. Since X is a convex variety, CX is smooth by Theorem
which has been proven in [19, Proposition 6.4]. The arguments there, applied
directly to CX, show that considering CX as a subscheme of Hilb(X) (see Remark
, the convexity assumption implies that Hilb(X) is smooth at every point of
CX. Then CX, which is the only C*-fixed point component of Hilb(X) containing
the class of the closure of the general orbit in X, is smooth, as well.

Given a closed point [C] of CX C Hilb(X), it determines a C*-invariant sub-
scheme C of X. Moreover, as observed in [19] Proof of Proposition 6.4] the singular-
ities of C' are nodes. Let us now recall some facts about deformations of projective
nodal curves. We refer the interested reader to [26] Section 6] for a detailed account
on this topic.

PROPOSITION 3.7. Let C' be a projective connected curve, whose irreducible
components are smooth rational curves Cy,...,Cy, and whose singular locus is the
set of points {P; = C;NCiq1]i=1,...,k—1}; we assume that the singularities of
C' at these points are ordinary nodes. Then:

o Ext!(Qc, O¢) is supported on the singular points P;, i =1,...,k —1, and
g.’l?tl(ﬂc, OC)P,- ~ (C,

foreveryi=1,...,k—1;
e the complex vector space Ext'(Qc, O¢) of first order deformations of C has
dimension k — 1, and it is naturally isomorphic to:
k—1
HY(C, Ext' (Qc, Oc)) ~ @D Ext! (e, Oc) p,.
i=1
ProoOF. For the first assertion we refer the reader to [26, Remark 6.4.2]. On

the other hand, Grothendieck’s spectral sequence provides a short exact sequence
(see [14], Section 3]):

0— Hl(C, Homo, (Qc,OC)) — Eth(Qc,Oc) —
— HY(C, 2t (R0, O¢)) =~ CF1 = 0

We claim that H'(C, Homo,. (Qc,Oc)) = 0. In fact, denoting by we the (invert-
ible) dualizing sheaf of C, by Serre duality it is enough to show that H*(C, Q¢ ®
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we) = 0. Note that we have a short exact sequence:
0 — Qo — we — CH1 5 0,

and that we has degree (—1) on the components C, Cy and degree 0 on the others
(cf. [0 p. 104]). It then follows that Q¢ ® we has degree (—2) on C1, Cy, hence
it has no nonzero sections; since Q¢ ® we is trivial on the inner components, we
conclude that H(C, Q¢ ® we) = 0. O

REMARK 3.8. The above statement can be interpreted geometrically as follows.
The first order deformations of C' correspond to smoothings of C' at its singular
points (see [26] Sections 6.3, 6.4] for details). More precisely, for every 4, the 1-
dimensional vector space Ext!(Qc, Oc)p, corresponds, in the space Extl(QC, O¢)
of first order deformations of C, to deformations that smoothen the point P;, and
are locally trivial around P;, j # 1.

In this way, choosing isomorphisms £zt!(Qc, Oc)p, ~ C and denoting by ¢;,
i=1,...,k—1 the compositions: t; : Ext'(Q¢, O¢) — Ext' (e, Oc)p, ~ C, the
deformations of C' that are locally trivial around P; are given by the equation t; = 0.

We will now go back to the case in which C' is the subscheme of X determined
by a closed point [C] € CX, and see that every first order deformation of C extends
to a deformation of C as a C*-invariant subscheme of X. More precisely, we will
show the following;:

PROPOSITION 3.9. Let [C] be a closed point of CX. Then the restriction to
Tex o) of the Kodaira—Spencer map:

Tt (x),jc] — Ext'(Qc, O¢)
18 surjective.

PROOF. As observed in [19] Proof of Proposition 6.4] the singularities of C' are
local complete intersections; then we have a short exact sequence

0 = I/T° — Qxic — Q — 0 (5)
and Extl(QX|c, O¢) = 0. Then we get the exact sequence:

0 — Hom(Q¢, Oc) — Hom(Qx|c, Oc) —
— Hom(Z /7%, O¢) — Ext!'(Qc,0c) = 0 (6)

The space Hom(Z/Z?, O¢) is the Zariski tangent space of Hilb(X) at [C], and the
map Hom(Z/Z?,O¢) — Ext!'(Qc, O¢) is the Kodaira-Spencer map, associating
with every first order deformation of C' as a subscheme of X the corresponding first
order deformation of C' as a scheme over Spec(C) (cf. [25, Remark 2.4.4]). We then
see that this map is surjective.

Now we put the action of C* into the picture. On one hand, we have induced
C*-actions on the spaces Ext*(Qc, Oc) and H(C, Ext' (e, O¢)), and the natural
map between them is C*-equivariant. Hence, since Ext!(Q¢c, O¢) is supported on
the singular points of C, we conclude that the action on Ext'(Q¢, O¢) is trivial.

On the other hand, the tangent space Tex () is the weight zero eigenspace
Hom(Z/Z?,Oc¢)o C Hom(Z/I?, O¢), which must surject onto the weight zero
eigenspace Ext!(Q¢, O¢)o = Ext!(Q¢, O¢). This completes the proof. O
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COROLLARY 3.10. In the situation of Setup the subscheme CXging of CX
parametrizing singular C*-invariant subschemes is a divisor with normal crossings.

PRrROOF. The fact that CXging is a divisor follows from [26], Propositions 6.2.11,
6.3.5]. We will now study its local equations.

Let [C] be a closed point, corresponding to a singular C*-invariant subscheme
C C X, with irreducible components C1, . .., C, and singular points P; = C;NC; 41,
i=1,...,k —1. Let us consider again the Zariski tangent space T¢x,[c), and the
linear map

¢ : TCX,[C] — Eth(Qc, OC) ~ @5111(907 OC)P,;

defined as the restriction to Tex [¢] of the Kodaira—Spencer map, which is surjective
by Proposition We pull back via ¢ the linear coordinates (ti,...,tx—1) in
Ext!(Q¢, O¢) introduced in Remark abusing notation, we denote these linear
forms by t; : Tex () — C. This tells us that locally around [C] the divisor CXing C
CX is given by an equation of the form 7, - ... #x_1 = 0, where (d#;)jc) = t;. In
particular it has normal crossings at [C]. O

To finish our description of CXne we introduce the following divisors:

DEFINITION 3.11. For every ¢ € {1,...,r — 1}, we denote by EY C CX the
set parametrizing cycles having a unique singular point in the component Y;. By
Corollary @ and the Bialynicki-Birula Theorem, E; is isomorphic to an open
subset of P(Ny. ) xy; IP’(N;Z), which has dimension n — 1. We denote by E; its
closure in CX, and call it the i-th boundary divisor of CX.

THEOREM 3.12. Let X be a convex variety of Picard number one, endowed with
an equalized C*-action of criticality r > 2. Then the Chow quotient CX of X by
the action of C* is smooth, and the subscheme CXgng C CX parametrizing reducible
elements is a divisor with simple normal crossings, equal to

Moreover [C] € E; if and only if the cycle C has a singular point in Y;.

PRrROOF. Take an element [C] € CX consisting of k irreducible components
Cy,...,Cy, and denote by P, € Y;,,...,P,_1 €Y, _, its singular points.

With the notation of the proof of Corollary for every j € {1,...,k—1}
there exists a smooth curve v; in CX passing by [C], whose tangent space at [C]
is generated by v € Tex (], such that ¢(v) € Ext!(Qc, Oc) satisfies t;(¢(v)) = 1,
Lo(6(v)) = 0, for 5 # j.

The general element of ~; has a unique singular point, that belongs to Y ;
in fact, the singular points of an element of CX are fixed points, and the unique
singular point of an element of v; different from C'is a deformation of P; € Y;,. In
particular, the general element of v; belongs to Ej;, and so [C] € E;;, as well. We
conclude that [C] € ﬂ;:ll E;,.

On the other hand, the arguments in the proof of Corollary tell us that,
locally around [C], CXging is the normal crossing intersection of exactly (k — 1)
divisors, hence these divisors are necessarily the E; ’s. This finishes the proof. [J
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REMARK 3.13. The above theorem is not true without the convexity assump-
tion: in general the subscheme of CX parametrizing reducible cycles may contain
components different from the E;’s defined above (see [19, Example 6.1]).

We now relate the boundary divisors with the exceptional divisors of the
blowups appearing in diagram . Note that the centers of the blowups d :
CXi,17i+1 — QX“-JA, S CXifl,H»l — QXZ-,LZ- are smooth by [19, Lemma 57]

LEMMA 3.14. For everyi=1,...,r —1, let E! be the exceptional divisor of the
blowups d: CXi—l,i+1 — gXi7i+1, S CXi—l,i+1 — gXi_M. Then the pullback Of E;
to CX is the boundary divisor E;.

PrROOF. Let [C] € CX be a cycle; its image into CX;_1 ;41 can be described
as follows: we take the intersection of C' with the open set X \ (Bj", U B ,),

i+1
which maps isomorphically into the pruning X, i 41, and consider its closure in

Xi—1,i+1; this determines an element [C'] € CX;_1,;4+1. The divisor E! is isomorphic
to P(Ny,) xy, P(Ny), hence [C’] € EJ if and only if C is singular at a point of Y;,
By Theorem this happens if and only if [C] € E;.

This shows that the inverse image of E! (which is the support of the pullback
of E to CX) is E;. It follows also that the birational map CX — CX,;_1 ;11 is a local
isomorphism at a general point of E;, hence E; is the pullback of E.. ([l

As a consequence of the Lemma, considering the commutative diagram with
Cartesian squares:

CXo,r
N
CXO’Z'+1 CXifl,r
N 2 N
CXo, CXi—1,it1 CX
GXi—1, GX i1

we see that I; equals both the pullbacks to CX = CXj, of the exceptional divisors
of the smooth blowups S CX071'+1 — CXOJ', d: CXi—l,T' — CXZ'JA.

3.2. Smoothness of the partial Chow quotients. We will show here that,
in the situation of Setup all the maps s, d appearing in Diagram are blowups
with smooth centers:

THEOREM 3.15. Let X be as in Setup[3.d Then, fori < j, the Chow quotients
CX;; are smooth, and the maps s : CX; j41 — CX;;, d : CX;_q1; — CX;; are
blowups with smooth irreducible centers.

The proof of Theorem will be obtained by using recursively the following;:
LEMMA 3.16. Consider a Cartesian diagram of normal projective varieties:
W
VAN
Y1 ¢ Y

DNV
A
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such that:

e W.Y1,Y5 are smooth, and the morphisms s, d are blowups with smooth
wrreducible centers and exceptional loci Es, Eq;
o o(Es)N@(Ey) is a proper subset of o(Es) and of ¢(Eg).

Then Z is smooth and the maps d’, s’ are blowups with smooth centers.

PROOF. It is clearly enough to show that d’ is a blowup with smooth center. By
our second assumption, s(Ey) is not contained in s(FEs), hence we may assert that
d' is a divisorial contraction with exceptional locus s(Eg). It is elementary because
the relative Picard number p(W/Z) is two, since ¢ contracts a two-dimensional face
of the Mori cone of W.

Moreover, there exists a point P € d'(Exc(d')) \ d'(s(Es)) such that s is a local
isomorphism at the points of the fiber F' = ¢~!(P). Since the diagram is Cartesian
and d is a smooth blowup, then F is a projective space. Therefore:

(_KY1)|3(F) = (—S*Kyl)‘p = (_KW)|F =dimF = dlmS(F)

Then, by [I, Theorem 5.1], it follows that d’ is a blowup with a smooth irreducible
center. 0

Proor oF THEOREM [3.15l From Theorem we already know that the
assertion is true for ¢ = 0 and j = r, that is, for the varieties and maps appearing
on the upper sides of Diagram . Now we apply Lemma recursively on
r—i+47.

At a given step, if we have that s : CX;_1 j41 = CX;—1; and d : CX_1 j41 —
CX; j+1 are blowups with smooth centers, we consider the diagram:

. CXi 1,5+ .
/ \
CXi_ 1 CXij+1

\ /
CX,;J'

The exceptional divisors of s, d are the images in CX;_1 ;11 of E;, F; C CX, re-
spectively. In particular, they are irreducible. By Theorem [3.12] the intersection
of these two sets is properly contained in both. This concludes the proof. ([l

3.3. Primal curves. In this section we will construct some special curves
in CX; we will show later that their classes generate the Mori cone of CX. The
construction is based on the following:

LEMMA 3.17. For every i =0,...,7r — 1 and for every point P;_1 € Y;_1 there
ezist a point Piy1 € Yip1 and a curve I' C M, which is the closure on an orbit,
such that S = p~1(T") is a ruled surface Fo, the sink and the source of the action on
S are mapped by the evaluation map q : U — X to Pi_1 and to P;y1, respectively,
and the minimal section is contracted by q to a point P; € Y;.

PRrROOF. Take a general C*-invariant curve C'_ in M connecting P;_1 € Y;_4
to Y; and denote its source by P; € Y;; the existence of C_ is guaranteed by
[23] Theorem 5.3]. Now consider the action of C* on the invariant subvariety
p(Up,) C M. By construction, the element [C_] belongs to the sink of the action
on p(Up,). Let I' C p(Up,) be the closure of a general orbit with sink [C_]. Its
source [C4] parametrizes a C*-invariant curve C_ in M with sink P; and source
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Pii1 € Yi41. In particular, we have constructed a C*-invariant connected cycle
Cs=C_+ C+ hnkmg P,_1€Y;,_1to ]Dl'_;'_l € }/;+1~

Consider S = p~1(I'); since the induced action on M is equalized ([23] Propo-
sition 4.5]), S is a smooth ruled surface. Since Cy are not fixed and P; € C, by
[23] Proposition 4.6], S ~ Fy. The action is the one described in Remark O

Let us set
I:={k|dimY, >0} C{0,...7}. (7)

CONSTRUCTION 1. Given i # 0,r, we consider a point P;_; € Y;_1, and the
1-dimensional family of orbits linking P;_; to a point P;;1 in Y;11 constructed in
Lemma [3.17} Closing these orbits and adding C*-invariant cycles Ay, linking P;_;
to the sink and A, linking P;;+; to the source we obtain a curve I'; C CX.

In fact, the Chow quotient of the ruled surface Fy with respect to the C*-action
described in Remark is isomorphic to the projectivization of the tangent space
at its sink, i.e., to P!, and the equivariant morphism Fy — X given by Lemma
induces a morphism P! — CX;_1,i+1. Moreover, we have two constant maps
P* — CXo,i—1, P! — CX;11,r, defined by the choice of Ay and A,. Since CX is the
normalized inverse limit of diagram , we get a morphism from P! to CX.

FIGURE 1. The 1-dimensional families of C*-invariant cycles de-
termining the curves 'y, T, T;, (i =1,...,r —1).

In a similar way, if 0 or 7 belong to I we can construct rational curves I'g, ', C
CX. Let us explain the case i = 0 (the case i = r is analogous).

If 0 € I we consider a point Py € Y, and a line £ C P(NV(Y1)},). For every
element of ¢ we have a C*-invariant curve in M linking P; to Yy; adding a fixed
C*-invariant cycle A, linking P; and the source, we obtain a 1-dimensional family
of C*-invariant cycles, parametrized by a rational curve I'g C CX.

DEFINITION 3.18. We will call primal curvesin CX the curves I';, i € I described
in Construction[I] We have represented the families of cycles parametrized by these
curves in Figure

3.4. Intersection numbers. In this section we will compute the intersection
matrix of primal curves and boundary divisors.
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We note first that the cycles parametrized by T'g (respectively I',.) are singular
only at points of Y7 (respectively Y;._1), hence E;-T'o =0 for i > 1 (resp. E;-T', =0
for ¢ < ). On the other hand, the cycles parametrized by I'; can only be singular
at points of Y;_1,Y}, Y1, therefore F; -I'; =0 for ¢ # j — 1,7,7 + 1. We are left
with computing the values a;5, i =j7,i=7—-1,i=j+ 1.

LEMMA 3.19. E;-Tj=—1ifj=i—1,i+1.

PrOOF. We will show the statement in the case j =i+ 1; the case j =¢—11is
analogous. We consider the following diagram, with Cartesian squares:

CXOT‘

s ’ d
/ \
CXo,i+1 CXi_1r

~ 2 Y

CXi-1,i41 CXir

GXiit1

We claim that the image I'j,; of I';;; into CX;_1 41, via the isomorphism Ej ~
P(N*(Y;)) xy; P(N~(Y;)) given by the Biatynicki-Birula Theorem, is a line in a
fiber of the projection P(NT(Y;)) Xy, P(N~(Y;)) = P(N*T(Y;)).

In fact the cycles of the family I';; are constructed by means of an equivariant
morphism Fy — X, so that the sink x_ of the action on Fy maps to a point P; € Y;
contained in all the cycles parametrized by I';;1. Since the action of C* on X is
equalized, the cycles parametrized by I';+1 must have different tangent directions
at P;, and we may then conclude that the differential of the map Fy — X at z_
is injective. The line obtained as the projectivization of its image, which lies in
P(N~(Y;)p,), is the curve I} ;.

By Lemma E; is the pullback to CX of the exceptional divisor E; of the
map d : CX;_1,i+1 — GX;i+1. On the other hand, F2+1 is a line in a fiber of the
contraction of Ef ~P(N~(Y;)) xy, P(NT(Y;)) = P(N*(Y;)). Since the map d is a
blowup with a smooth center, we conclude that:

E; - Tiy1=E;-Tj , =-1 O
LEMMA 3.20. E;-T'; =2 for everyi=1,...,7 — 1.

PRrROOF. Consider a curve I'; in CX; there exists precisely one element Cj in
this family of cycles meeting the fixed point component Y; (see Lemma ; let
us denote the intersection point by P;, and note that two components of Cs are C*-
invariant curves of M linking P; to points P,_y € Y;_1, P41 € Y;41, respectively.
We now use [2], Theorem 2.5] to claim that X is locally C*-equivariantly isomorphic
to U x Ny, x,p, for an open neighborhood U of P; in Y;.

We consider (z1, ... ,:CV;) and (y1,... ,yV;r) linear coordinates in the normal

spaces N (Y;)p, N (Yi);w respectively, and z1, ..., zx local coordinates of Y; around
P;. We can appropriately choose these sets of coordinates so that, on a neighbor-
hood of P;, the cycles parametrized by the curve I'; have equations:

T+ =n4+e=0, z=y=2=0 (i>2),

where ¢ is a complex parameter. This family (whose parameter space is an open
set of I';) contains a unique reducible conic, (given by ¢ = 0). We will compute
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the multiplicity of intersection of I'; with the set of reducible conics in the three-
dimensional space of coordinates x1,y1,21 at ¢ = 0.

In order to do so, we note first that the linear span of a deformation of a conic
of equations 1y, + 2 = 21 + ¢ = 0, has equation of the form 2; + ¢ = ax1 + by,
a,b € C. In each of these planes we have a distinguished conic with equations
x1y1 + 23 = 21 + ¢ — axy — by; = 0. By adding the deformations of these conics
within their linear span, we get a parametrization of the deformations of our conic
(z1y1 = 27 = 0) in the 3-dimensional space:

flyl+Z%+(dx%+ey%+9$1+hy1+f) = 2’1+C*a$1*by1 = 07 a, ba c, d,ea fagv h € (Ca
which can be written as:
d+a® 1+4+ab g —ac T

(xl Y1 1) 1+ab e+b> h—bc y1 | =z14+c—axr; —by; =0
g—ac h—bc f+c? 1

Such a conic is reducible if and only if:

—f — ¢® + (terms of degree > 3) =0
Restricting this equation to I'; (which is given by a=b=d=e= f=¢g=h=0),
we get ¢ = 0. O

Summing up, we may write the intersection numbers of the divisor F; and the
curves I'; in the following matrix (note that I'g and I', may not be defined if the
sink and the source are isolated points):

PROPOSITION 3.21. Let X be as in Setup[3.1 Then the intersection matriz of
the boundary divisors and the primal curves is the following:

-1 2 -1 0 ... 0 0 O
o -1 2 -1 0o 0 O
0 0 -1
(B - T5] =
2 -1 0 0
0 0 O -1 2 -1 0
0 0 O o -1 2 -1
withi=1,...r—1,5=0,...,r. O

4. Nef and Mori cone of the Chow quotient

We want now to describe the Nef cone and the cone of curves of CX, for a
variety X as in Setup Let us start by introducing some line bundles on CX:

NortaTION 4.1. For every k € {0,...,7}, let Ly € Pic(CX) be the pullback
of an ample line bundle Hy, j, on GX, ;. Note that Lo and £, , may be trivial (if
Yy or Y, are isolated points, respectively), and that the set I = {k| dimY}, > 0} C
{0,...r} introduced in can be written as I = {k | L1 # Ocx}.

We set:

A= ®£k,k7 and D; := ®£k,k =A® E;il for every i € {0,...,r}.
k k#i

As in Definition [3.11] we will denote by E; C CX the closure of the set parametrizing

cycles having a unique singular point in Y;, ¢ € {1,...,7—1}; note that, by Theorem
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3.12) F; parametrizes all the cycles having a singular point in Y;, and > F; is a sim-
ple normal crossing divisor, whose support is the subset CXing C CX parametrizing
singular C*-invariant cycles. In particular, every E; is smooth. Abusing notation,
we will denote by E; € Pic(CX) also the associated line bundles. Moreover, we will
denote by Ly x, A, D;, E; € N'(CX) the corresponding numerical classes of these
divisors.

We start by determining the Picard number of CX and a basis of N*(CX):

LEMMA 4.2. The Picard number of CX is |I|, and N*(CX) is generated by the
classes L;;, 1 € 1.

PROOF. Let us assume first that dim Yy, dim Y, > 0. By [19, Theorem 1.2 and
Remark 5.10], CX is obtained from the geometric quotient GX; 1 via a sequence of
blowups

gXo,l u CX072 2 e -4 CXO,T =CX

with smooth centers Sp; C CXo, 7 = 1,...,7 — 1. Since there is only one fixed
point component of the action on X for each weight, the centers Sy ; are irreducible,
hence, for each j =1,...,r — 1 the contraction s : CX¢ j+1 — CXp ; is elementary.
Then the statement about the Picard number follows observing that p(CX¢1) = 2;
in fact CXo1 = GXo1 = Py, (Ny,.x) and p(Yp) =1 by [22] Lemma 2.8].

By abuse of notation we will denote by £, ; the class of the pullback of H;; to
any Chow quotient CXg ;, j > i. To show the linear independence of {L£;;}icr C
Nl(CX) we proceed by induction. First we observe that Lo, and £;; are in-
dependent in N'(CX( 1) since they support two different contractions of CXg .
Assume now that {L£;;}i<x—1 is linearly independent in N*(CXox_1); since the
map N'(CXox_1) — NY(CXoyx) is injective, {£;;}i<k—1 is linearly independent
in N'(CXg ). To prove that {L;;}i<k is linearly independent in N'(CXyy) is
then enough to notice that, for every ¢ < k — 1, £;; is trivial on the fibers of
CXo,; = CXo,k—1, while Ly . is ample on them; in fact CXg j is the normalization
of CXok—1 Xcxy_1 -1 CXk—1,k, s0 the fibers of CXo r — CXo 1 are, up to a finite
morphism, inverse images of fibers of CX_1 r — CXy_1,,—1 which is an elementary
contraction different from CXj_1 5 — CXp k-

If dimYy = 0 and dim Y, > 0 (resp. dim Yy > 0 and dim Y, = 0, resp. dim Yy =
0 and dimY, = 0) the statement follows applying the arguments above to the
pruning X, (resp. Xo,—1, resp. X1 ,_1). O

The line bundle A € Pic(CX) is ample by [19, Lemma 6.4]; furthermore, ap-
plying the same Lemma to the prunings X; ; of X we get the following:

LEMMA 4.3. For every i < j, i,j € {0,...,r}, the natural morphism CX —
CX; ; is supported by the nef line bundle ®i§k§j Ly k- [l

REMARK 4.4. In particular, the maps s, d in:
N
CX()’T71 CXl,r

are supported by the nef divisors D,., Dy and contract the curves I';., 'y, respectively.
For this reason, we will denote these maps by m,. and mg, respectively. Note that the
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above statement, together with [22] Lemma 2.8] imply that the following conditions
are equivalent:

dim Yy = 0;

Lo, is trivial;

mo : CX — CX1 , is an isomorphism;

vy =1

In the case in which dim Y, > 0 the exceptional locus of 7y is E, and the fibers of
(m0) |, : E1 — mo(E1) are projective spaces of dimension v;f — 1 (see the proof of
[19] Lemma 5.8]). An analogous equivalence holds for 7, : CX — CXg,_1.

In particular, if dimYy > 0 (resp. if dimY, > 0), Nef(CX) has a facet corre-
sponding to the elementary contraction supported by D, (resp. Dy). We will now
show that the remaining facets of Nef(CX) are determined by the nef divisors D;,
i€ {l,...,r — 1}, introduced above; mote that D; is the supporting divisor of the
induced morphism

T - CX — Hng’j'
J#i

PROPOSITION 4.5. For every i € {1,...,r — 1}, the line bundle D; is nef and

not ample. Moreover, the associated morphism m; : CX — Hj# GX; ; contracts

the primal curves of type I'; to a point, and its exceptional locus is contained in
Ei*l n Ei+1 (setting EO = Er = CX)

PrOOF. We will show that for every i the induced map m; : CX — Hj# GX;;
is not finite. Two cycles [C], [C’] € CX have the same image via m; if and only if
their projections to CXg;—1 and CX;;1 , are the same, that is, if the following three
conditions hold:

e their fixed points of weights different from i coincide,
e their irreducible components with sink in Y;, j <4 — 1, are equal, and
e their irreducible components with source in Yj;, j > ¢ 4 1, are equal.

In particular if [C] # [C’] have the same image via 7;, then they are singular at
points of Y;_; and Y; 1, have the same fixed points in those components (say P;_1,
P; 1), their subcycles contained in B;r_ 1 and B, are equal, while their subcycles
joining P;_1, P;;1 are different. This, on one hand tells us that the exceptional
locus of m; is contained in F;_; N E;11, and on the other that m; contracts the
primal curve I';. This concludes the proof. U

REMARK 4.6. By Proposition [£.5] the contractions 7; are small if 2 < i < r—2.
Moreover, we already know that m; is a smooth blowup if ¢ is the minimum or
maximum index belonging to I. On the other hand, in the case in which 0 € I
(resp. r € I), the contraction my (resp. m._1) can be small, divisorial or of fiber
type, as shown in the following examples (see also Remark below).

EXAMPLE 4.7 (Fiber type). Consider the projective space As(1) = P°, polar-
ized with the hyperplane line bundle, endowed with the equalized bandwidth one
action whose extremal fixed point components are two disjoint linear subspaces A _
and A4 of dimension 2. We consider the induced action on

X := A5(2) = G(1,5).

The action on A5(2) has bandwidth two with respect to the Pliicker line bundle, and
three fixed point components; the extremal ones, Y and Y5, are the subvarieties
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parametrizing lines contained in A_ or A, both isomorphic to P2. The Chow
quotient of X has dimension 7, hence the morphism 7 : CX — Y x Y5 is necessarily
of fiber type.

EXAMPLE 4.8 (Divisorial). Let us consider the odd-dimensional quadric B5(1) =
Q° c P9, polarized with the restriction of hyperplane line bundle, endowed with
the equalized action that has isolated sink and source (5, Section 3.2]), and the
induced action of the corresponding (14-dimensional) orthogonal Grassmannian of
lines in the quadric:
X =B;5(2).

The action on Bs(1) has isolated extremal fixed points z_, 2z, and a unique
inner fixed point component Zj, isomorphic to a smooth quadric B4 (1), which is the
intersection of B;5(1) with the projective tangent spaces at z_ and z;. The action
on Bj(2) has three fixed point components: the extremal ones are the subvarieties
parametrizing lines of B5(1) passing through z_ or z;; they are both isomorphic to
B4(1) = Q7. The inner one is the subvariety parametrizing lines contained in Zj,
which is isomorphic to B4(2).

Given two points yy € Yy, y2 € Ya corresponding to two disjoint lines £y, fo
the linear span of ¢y and ¢5 cuts Bs(1) in a smooth quadric surface. The conic in
Bs5(2) parametrizing the lines in the ruling containing ¢y and ¢s is the closure of
an orbit with sink yy and source y», and defines an element of CX, which is the
unique cycle passing through yy and y5. In particular this shows that the morphism
CX — Yy x Ys, which assigns to every invariant cycle its intersection with Yy and
Y5 is surjective, hence, computing dimensions, birational.

On the other hand, given yo € Y there exist a unique point y; € Y3 such that
the lines {g, £ parametrized by these two points meet, at a point 2y € Zy. Given
a general three dimensional linear space A, containing ¢y and ¢j and contained
in the projective tangent space T,,Q°, its intersection with Q° is a quadric cone
containing ¢y and £;. The lines in this cone are parametrized by a smooth conic
in B;5(2), which is the closure of an orbit with sink yo and source yj. An easy
computation shows that there is a 6-dimensional family of such curves.

Hence the morphism m; : CX — Yy X Y5 has positive dimensional fibers over
the subvariety (yo,yg), which has dimension 7 = dim Yy = dim Y2, and these fibers
have dimension 6. We conclude that m; has exceptional locus of dimension 13 =
dim CX — 1 and so it is divisorial.

EXAMPLE 4.9 (Small). Let us start from the C*-action on the quadric Bs(1)
of Example and consider now the induced action on the (18-dimensional) or-
thogonal Grassmannian

X :=B5(3)
of planes in the quadric. It has criticality two, and three fixed point components:
YO ~ B4(2), Yl ~ B4(3), Y2 >~ B4(2)

In fact Yy and Y5 are the subvarieties parametrizing planes of B5(2) passing through
z_ or zy, so they are both isomorphic to B4(2). The inner one is the subvariety
parametrizing planes contained in Zjy, which is isomorphic to By(3).

We claim that the contraction m; : CX — Yy X Y5 is small. In fact, we note
first that a point in Yy x Y3 corresponds to a pair of lines Ag, Ag in B4(1). With
arguments similar to the ones used in Example we can show that the image of
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w1 corresponds to the set of pairs (Ag, Az) such that Ag N As # 0, and the image of
the exceptional locus corresponds to the set {(Ag, A2)| Ag = A2} ~ B4(2), that has
dimension 11. The inverse image of each of these elements is 4-dimensional, hence
the exceptional locus of 71 has dimension 15, i.e., codimension two in CX which has
dimension 17 = dim B;(3) — 1.

Let us conclude this section by describing the Nef and Mori cone of CX:

THEOREM 4.10. The intersection number L;; - I'; is positive if i = j and zero
otherwise. In particular, the numerical class of the curves I'; is well defined, for
every j. Moreover the nef cone and the Mori cone of CX are simplicial, generated
by the numerical classes of the divisors L;;, © € I, and of the curves I';, ¢ € I,
respectively.

PrOOF. By Proposition D; -T; = 0 for every i € I; in particular — since
every L; ; is nef — L;;-T'; = 0 for j # 4. Since, by Lemma [3.20} E; -T'; = 2, we see
that the numerical class of the curves I'; constructed in is well defined. Abusing
notation, we will write this class as I'; € N1 (CX).

By [19, Lemma 6.4] A = D; ® L;; is ample on CX, so L£;; - I'; > 0. The set
{Li,;}icr is linearly independent in N'(CX) by Lemma therefore also the set

{T;}ier € N1(CX) is linearly independent, so every class in NE(CX) can be written
as a real linear combination
Z aJ‘l

Intersecting with £;; we get that a; > 0 for every ¢ € I, so NE(CX) is the cone
generated by {T'; };cr and by duality we get the statement on the Nef cone. ([l

REMARK 4.11. Let us consider the case in which dimY,, dimY, > 0. As
previously noted, the contractions 7, 7, are always divisorial, and the contractions
m, 1 = 2,...,7 — 2 are always small. In the case r = 2 we have seen examples
in which 7 is of fiber type, divisorial and small. When r > 2 the
contractions 71, m,_1 are necessarily birational (in fact the birational maps CX —
GX29, CX — GX,_o ,_o factor via my,m,_1, respectively). We have represented in
Figure [2] the Mori cones of these Chow quotients in the cases r = 2,3, 4.

s,d, f

FIGURE 2. The Mori cone of CX and the possible types of contrac-
tions (d=divisorial, f=fiber type, s=small) in the cases r = 2, 3,4,
with no isolated extremal fixed points.

The type (divisorial or small) of the birational contraction m; (resp. m._1) turns
out to be determined by the induced action on the varieties U,,, = € Y7 (respectively
x € Y;_1), which has bandwidth two. If there is an orbit linking two given elements
of the sink and the source of U,,, then the map m; (resp. m._1) is divisorial; if that
is not the case then the map is small. A more detailed study of the (Nef, Mori,
Movable, Effective) cones of CX and of the partial Chow quotients, with special
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attention to the case in which X is rational homogeneous, will be the goal of a
forthcoming paper.

5. Anticanonical bundle of the Chow quotient

NOTATION 5.1. Theorem allows us to consider the basis {L; };e; of N}(CX)
dual of {T';}icr, whose elements are determined by some effective Q-divisors, that
we denote by L;, as well.

We now compute the class of the canonical bundle of CX as a linear combination
of the L;’s. Let us first introduce some appropriate invariants of the C*-action, that
will appear in the coefficients of the final formula.

DEFINITION 5.2. Let us consider the ranks v = rk(N*(Y;)), introduced in
Remark 3.5l We set:

Ti=v —vy

ul =v; 1~ L uy =vi—vi, — 1 (8)

The values uji are the dimension of the extremal fixed point components of the

induced action on U,, for a general y € Yj, (see [23, Corollary 5.14]). We will not
need this fact here, but we note that, by [23], Corollary 5.14] we also have, for every
j=0,...,7—1, that uj +ujyq = diml, (j =0,...,r—1); since the dimension of
U, is constant, we get:

u+ —uf:u,ﬁ

-l =g j=1,...,r—1. (9)

1 u;7
Note that in the following statement we do not need to distinguish the case
of extremal isolated fixed points, since, if dimYy = 0 (resp. dimY, = 0), the

coefficient of Ly (resp. of L,) appearing in the formulae is zero.

THEOREM 5.3. Let X be as in Setup [3] If the criticality of the action on X
is equal to 2, then

—Kex = uy Lo + (ug —ui +2)Ly +uf Lo.

If else the criticality of the action is greater than or equal to 3, then
r—2

—Kex = uy Lo+(ug —ui +1) L+ (uf —uf ) Lit (uf_y = +1) Loy u Ly
i=2

ProoF. We will use the description of CX as the result of a sequence of smooth
blowups along the sides of the triangle . The centers of these blowups have been
described in [19], Remark 5.10]: the center of the blowup CX¢,; < CX¢,41 is the
set of invariant cycles in Xy ; whose strict transforms in X have source in Y;; it has
codimension v; . By [23] Theorem 5.7] there exists a smooth C*-invariant cycle
linking Y; and Y; 41, so the center of CX¢ ; - CXg 41 is not contained in the union
of the exceptional divisors of GX¢ 1 - CX ;; in particular the inverse images of the
exceptional divisors of GX 1 < CXy ; coincide with their strict transforms. Since
—Kexo o + Kex,,; is linearly equivalent to the exceptional divisor counted with
multiplicity (1 — v, ) for every 4, we conclude that:

r—1

—Kex = _KgXO,l + Z(l — Vi_)Ei~

i=1
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Similarly, we also get that:
r—1
—Kex = —Kox, ., + Y _(1—v)E;.
i=1
From the first expression, taking into account that for every j > 2 the curves
I'; are contracted by the natural map from CX to GXj 1, the intersection numbers
computed in Proposition and the definition of the invariants u;, we have:
—(1—V]}1)+2(1—1/j:)—(1—+1/j_+1) :u;tl —uj' lfj <r-—1;
—Kex Ty = _(1_Vr—2)+2(1_yr—1):ur—Z_u:—l—i_l ifj=r—1
~(l—v_ ) =u, ifj=r.

Analogously, we may use the second expression of —K¢x to get:
—Kex -To =uy, —KCX~F0:u§—uI+1:u5r—uf+1.

The last equality follows from Formula @

The above intersection numbers prove the statement in the case » > 3. In the
case 7 = 2, these arguments provide only the anticanonical degrees of 'y and I';
(respectively, uy, uf), and a different one is needed to prove that —Kex - I'1 =
ug — uf + 2. Since we know that £ -I'y = 2 and —Kex = —Kgx,, + (1 — vy ) En,
we need to prove that —Kgx,, -I't = v .

The variety GX¢,1 is a P“0 ~'-bundle over Yy, and I'; is clearly contracted by
the composition CX — GX 1 — Yp, so it is enough to show that the image of I'; in
GXo,1 is a line in a fiber of GX( 1 — Yb.

By construction, the points of 'y are C*-invariant cycles which are the images
into X of a 1-dimensional family of cycles in Fo passing by two points z_,z € Fy;
we denote the image of x_ in X by Py € Yj. Since the C*-action is equalized, these
cycles have different tangent directions at Py, so the differential of the map Fo — X
at x_ is injective, and the projectivization of its image is a line in P(N~(Yp)p, ).
This is precisely the image of I'; into GX 1, and the proof is finished. O

REMARK 5.4. The formulae in Theorem [5.3] can be used to compute the canon-
ical bundle of the Chow quotient of a given equalized C*-action on a variety X, if
the Fano index ¢(X) of X and the fixed point components of the action are known:
in fact, for every inner fixed point component Y; we have, by definition and by

Corollary

I/;-r +v; = codim(Y;, X),

u;-r —v; =i(X)j — codim(Yp, X).
We can then compute I/ji for every fixed point component and, subsequently, qu
using formula .

ExAMPLE 5.5. The Chow quotients of the varieties in Examples [4.7] and
[4.9) are all Fano manifolds. In fact, we can compute their anticanonical bundles as
explained above, obtaining:

—Kex = L1 +4Lo + Ls, when X = A5(2);
~Kex = Li+60s+ Ly,  when X — Bs(2);
—Kex =201 +3La +2L3, when X = Bj5(3).

In all cases —K¢x is ample, by Kleiman’s criterion.
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ExXAMPLE 5.6. The action on Bg(5) induced by the the equalized action on
Bg(1) with isolated sink and source ([5l, Section 3.2]) has criticality two and fixed
point components

We can compute that
—Kex =4Lg — L1 + 4L,

so in this case —K¢x is not nef. Analogously, one may compute that the anticanon-
ical bundle of the Chow quotient of Bs(4) with respect to the action induced by
the action on Bj(1) with isolated sink and source is 3Ly + 3Lg, which is nef but
not ample.
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