arXiv:2210.13137v3 [math.AG] 1 Jul 2024

MAPS TO TORIC VARIETIES AND TORIC DEGENERATIONS

TAKUYA MURATA AND LARA BOSSINGER

Abstract. We study and construct maps to toric varieties. In the process, we generalize torus embeddings to the non-projective case. Moreover, we give an analog of Cox’s construction of toric varieties as GIT quotient of affine spaces for the non-normal case after T. Kajiwara.

The main focus of the paper is an application to toric degenerations, (proper) families whose special fibers are not-necessarily-normal toric varieties. We give a negative answer to a question of I. Dolgachev and K. Kaveh as to whether a toric degeneration can be constructed as a degeneration by projection. In the classical topology over C , we recover an alternative construction of integral systems as was done by Harada–Kaveh in [HK15] using a deformation retract. In particular, we have an analogue of a moment map from a variety admitting a toric degeneration to its Newton–Okounkov polytope.

Contents

0. Introduction 1 1. Maps to toric varieties 5 2. Toric degenerations 12 3. Degeneration by projection 17 4. Neighborhood deformation retract 20 5. Moment maps and integrable systems 27 References 34

0. Introduction

The main objects of study in this paper are toric varieties and more generally toric degenerations as we explain subsequently.

0.1. Toric varieties. A toric variety is a partial or full compactification (completion) of an algebraic torus. The construction and characterization of such compactifications are done in at least the following three methods:

(i) A fan of rational polyhedral cones, or a rational polyherdal decomposition in old literature.

(ii) Cox’s theorem: a GIT (geometric-invariant-theory) quotient of an affine space. (iii) A torus embedding (i.e., take the closure of a torus embedded in a proejctive space). (i), (ii) are traditional and the most common approaches, while (iii) has an advantage that it generalizes to a not-necessarily-normal toric variety. A degeneration of a variety is typically not normal; thus, the approach (iii) is relevant for applications to toric degenerations (= degenerations to toric varieties). Besides the three, a toric variety can also be studied as a special case of a monoidal scheme, the approach taken in the first author’s Ph.D. thesis.

In this paper, first, we simultaneously generalize (iii) to the non-projecitive case and (ii) to the non-normal case (this is not a difficult result). Precisely, let Λ be a free abelain group of finite rank q and S_W ⊂ Λ × Z^r a unital semigroup. The Spec of the semigroup algebra Spec k[S_W ] is then a G × G^r_m -scheme, G = Hom(Λ, G_m ).

Then taking the quotient by G of a G × G^r_m -invariant open subset of the relevant locus in that scheme yields a G^r_m -invariant open subset W of the mult-Proj of k[S_W ]; the relevant locus and

Date: July 29, 2024. 1

the mult-Proj construction are given at Construction 1.2. Now, W has an open dense G^r_m -orbit; in other words, W is an example of a not-necessarily-normal toric variety.

For such class of W ’s, the universal property of multi-Proj (Theorem 1.7 gives:

0.1. Proposition (Example 1.13). Let X be a k-scheme and L_1, . . . , L_q invertible sheaves on X. Then each isomorphism Λ ≃ Z^q and degree-preserving semigroup homomorphism S_W → ⨁ a∈Z^q Γ(X, L^{⊗a1}_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L^{⊗aq}_q ), where the ring on the right is a semigroup with respect to multiplication, naturally determines a morphism X − B → W where B is the base locus that depends on W (defined in loc. cit.). Conversely, each morphism X → W determines a semigroup homomorphism of the above form by pull-back.

The proposition in particular applies to G^r_m -linearly-quasi-projective not-necessarily-normal toric varieties. Also, when W is a variety, the condition on W (i.e., an invariant open subset of the multi-Proj) above can be characterized as the validity of an analog of Cox’s theorem with an affine space replaced by an affine variety:

Theorem (Theorem 1.14 and Remark 1.17). Assume W as above is a variety. Let E be the semigroup of invariant effective Cartier divisors on W and ~W the stable locus in the Spec of the semigroup algebra of mE, m > 0 an integer (“stable locus” is defined in loc. cit.)

If m is large enough, then mE is graded by a free abelian group of finite rank Λ ⊂ Pic(W ) and there is the geometric quotient π : ~W → W determined by the free action of the torus G = Hom(Λ, G_m ).

(We do not know whether mE is finitely generated when W is not normal.)

Different S_W can determine the same W . The theorem says that one can take S_W to be mE (Corollary 1.16). Here mE is identified as {([D], D) | D ∈ mE}.

If W is smooth, then the above theorem (essentially) reduces to Cox’s theorem; in particular, Proposition 0.1 applies to smooth toric varieties and the above Proposition 0.1 is equivalent to the main result of [Cox93]. In the normal case, the above theorem is due to Kajiwara and Hausen and the above Proposition 0.1 generalizes Kajiwara’s generalization [Kaj98] of Cox’s result to not-necessarily-normal toric varieties.

0.2. Toric degenerations. Like any morphism, a morphism to a toric variety can be used to pull-back objects on a toric variety. To give a general example, a closed immersion into a torus is called a tropical chart. A tropical chart can then be used to pull-back objects like differential forms on a torus and that gives a way to apply tropical intersection theory to an arbitrary variety ([GK14]).

Another example, which will be concerned in the present paper, is a pull-back of integrable systems. A complex projective space equipped with a linear action by the torus G^r_m admits a map to R^r called the moment map μ. If W is the closure W of an orbit (a not-necessarily-normal toric variety), then the image of W under μ is a convex polytope P and W can be thought of as a uniformization or a fibration over P . Also, the components of the momemnt map are r functions that form an integral system and so the composition X → W → P forms (i.e., their components) an integral system if X is smooth (and the pull-back of the symplectic form on W is non-degenerate).

A toric degeneration also poses a problem of considering a morphism to a (not-necessarily-normal) toric variety. A degeneration is a (flat) morphism to the affine line A^1 (or some other bases like the Spec of a discrete valuation ring). Intuitively speaking, we think of a degeneration as a general fiber approaching the special fiber (e.g., the fiber over 0 or the fiber over the unique closed point). A toric degeneration is a degeneration such that the special fiber is a notnecessarily-normal toric variety. Given a toric degeneration, one is usually interested in relating the general fiber with the special fiber. Hence, the main problem for this paper would be:

Given a toric degeneration of a projective variety X to a (not necessarily normal) toric variety W , construct a map from X to W ?

In the Zariski topology, the answer is positive except we construct a morphism away from some closed subset (base locus). In fact, the construction is quite explicit (using Gröbner theory, the case when the degeneration is a Gröbner degeneration (Theorem 2.7 and [KMM22, Theorem 1.11]). Over the complex numbers, we construction a continuous surjective map from X to W that is, locally (in the complex topology), an étale covering. Roughly, it is a map obtained by collapsing various tubular neighborhoods of the special fiber.

One way to construct a toric degeneration, originally due to D. Anderson, is to use the theory of the Newton–Okounkov bodies (in that case the polytope P is called a Newton–Okounkov polytope.)

In practice, a degeneration is often constructed (or characterized) in terms of localizations of Rees algebras (called extended Rees algebras) or variants of those; i.e., geometrically, as open loci in blow-ups or variants. A basic example is a degeneration to a normal cone. Such a degeneration has a property that non-special fibers are all isomorphic to each other. Hence, it is reasonable to define: given an algebraic variety X, a (flat) abstract degeneration of X is a flat surjective morphism of schemes ξ : X → A^1 together with an isomorphism over A^1 − 0:

X − ξ^{−1}(0)

ξ &&MM MMM MMM MM ∼ // X × (A_1 − 0)

pr_2

wwppp ppp ppp pp A^1 − 0.

The scheme X is called the total space of the degeneration and ξ^{−1}(0) called the special fiber. Finally, an (abstract) toric degeneration is a degeneration whose special fiber is a (not necessarily normal) toric variety.

An initial motivation for the paper was the following question that was presented to the first author by K. Kaveh who attributed it to I. Dolgachev:

Given a toric degeneration can it be realized as a degeneration by projection? As it turned out, the answer to this question is negative, at least in the formulation here, as we show in Theorem 3.9.

0.2. Remark (cf. Remark 3.10). In the above problem, we consider a degeneration X in P^n ×A^1 . In other words, we consider a degeneration X embedded in a vector bundle E when E is a trivial line bundle over P^n. This suggests the possibility of considering the case when an ambient E is nontrivial vector bundle. Such a case, which involves the weakening of the notion of a degeneration, is related to the construction of a toric degeneration and will therefore be considered elsewhere.

Now, in the classical topology over the complex numbers, we prove:

Theorem (Theorem 4.1). Suppose we are given a toric degeneration X from X (a generic fiber) to W (the special fiber) over C that is embedded in a complex smooth variety as a proper family. Then there exists a continuous surjective map (not a morphism of varieties) φ : X → W such that, for each torus orbit O ⊂ X^′, φ^{−1}(O) naturally has the structure of a reducible variety so that φ : φ^{−1}(O) → O is a finite étale covering. If X ⊂ P^n × A^1 and X is induced by a valuation, then for the moment map μ of W , the composition μ ∘ φ is a surjection from X to the Newton–Okounkov polytope of X.

The construction of an integral system using a toric degeneration was a result of Harada and Kaveh. The above theorem extends their result to:

Theorem (Harada–Kaveh typeTheorem 5.12). Let X ⊂ M be a toric degeneration of a variety X embedded in some complex smooth variety M in such a way that X → A^1 is the restriction of a proper morphism M → A^1 . Then there exists a continuous surjective map φ : X → W satisfying the étale property of Theorem 4.1 above. Moreover, given the moment map μ of W we find that (f_1, . . . , f_r) : X^φ−→ W^μ−→ R^r is an integral system in the stratified sense (Definition 5.7), i.e. linear combinations of f_1, . . . , f_r form an integral system on each stratum of X (with respect to an essentially canonical stratification; a complex algebraic variety admits a stratification by complex-algebraic smooth subvarieties and it is known that such a stratification is essentially canonical; see the discussion following [Mat73, Theroem 4.9,]).

The key extension here over [HK15] is that the integrable system is constructed also on the boundary, in addition to the fact that φ is defined explicitly not as a continuous extension.

We would like to comment on a possible further extension of the above results (related to Remark 0.2). The most fundamental open question about toric degenerations is their existence: given a projective variety does it admit a toric degeneration? When a projective variety is embedded in a projective space, a key algebraic geometric invariant associated with the variety is its Hilbert polynomial. The most important property of a degeneration is that all fibres have the same Hilbert polynomial, hence their dimension, degree and arithmetic genus agree. In the case of projective normal toric varieties the Hilbert polynomial can be computed from the combinatorial data associated with the variety (e.g. its polytope, see Definition 5.1). Therefore it is desirable to construct a toric degeneration in a given ambient projective space, at least up to a Veronese embedding.

However, there are projective curves of genus at least two that do not admit any toric degeneration in the given embedding [IW20]. This led Kaveh to consider cases where the dimension of the ambient space is not bound (i.e. the Newton–Okounkov body is not necessarily a polytope). Having this in mind, we conjecture that the results in §4 and §5 should also hold in the case when the ambient manifold is infinite-dimensional (e.g. tubular neighborhoods still make sense in infinite-dimensional manifolds).

In fact, toric schemes that are not of finite type have occurred already in the original construction [KKMSD73] that allows for an infinite fan (so the resulting toric scheme is not necessarily a variety). Similarly, I. Satake [Sat73] constructs torus embeddings into an infinite projective space. Moreover, toric schemes associated with infinite fans arise naturally as toric degenerations of cluster varieties of Poisson type (also called X-cluster varieties) [BFMN20].

0.3. Remark. In the process of reviewing moment maps, we have included a convexity result over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero (not just over C ) that the image under the moment map of a projective not-necessarily-normal toric variety is convex; namely, it coincides with the associated polytope over a real closed field F ⊂ k. According to the experts, the Thom–Mather theory holds over a real closed field as well and if we assume that, the results of §4 are also true over a real closed field. Hence, we could conclude that in characteristic zero, given a projective toric degeneration, the Newton–Okounkov body over F is the image of a map to the special fiber followed by the moment map (this generalizes the known case F = R).

The only part in this paper where we need a non-algebraic result is Weinstein’s theorem (we do not know whether the theorem admits a proof that does not use the theory of differential equations).

0.3. Further topics. A special case of a map to a toric variety is a torus-equivariant vector bundle over a toric variety, the topic studied by, for example, C. Manon and K. Kaveh [KM19b]. Hence, the natural problem is classify maps to toric varieties; in fact, the subsection at the end of the paper already gives a hint. For the importance of the case of topological coverings, see a discussion around Theorem 4.18.

A degeneration considered in literature is typically semistable (i.e., a special fiber is a divisor with normal crossing) or at least reduced to such by semistable reduction. The result of §sec:collapsing a family is notable in that it applies to a toric degeneration, which is not semistable except in the trivial cases. One such instance is the local invariant cycle theorem.

Clemens proved the local invariant cycle theorem for semistable degeneration (that is, the special fiber is a divisor with normal-crossing) in [Cle77] by constructing a map from a general fiber to the special fiber. It seems reasonable that this result extends to a non-semistable case by using the map in §4. Even more generally, nowadays the local invariant cycle theorem can be obtained as an immediate consequence of the BBG decomposition –the decomposition theorem of Beilinson, Bernstein and Deligne. As the main application of the construction in §6 of [GM83] is to the specialization of perverse sheaves, it is possible to do a version of the BBG decomposition in the setup of §4.

0.4. Acknowledgements. We thank Nathan Ilten for his comment on the early work as well as informing us of the paper [Cox93]. We also thank Kiumars Kaveh for helping us clarify the exposition of the paper. Further, we are greatful to Eduardo González for a detailed reading of an early version of the paper and his valuable feedback. L.B. acknowledges support of the PAPIIT projects IA100122 (resp. IA100724) dgapa UNAM 2022 (resp. 2024) and CONAHCyT project CF-2023-G-106.

1. Maps to toric varieties

The purpose of this section is to characterize morphims to (not-necessarily-normal) toric varieties. In fact, there is no universal notion of abstract not-necessarily-normal toric varieties that we know of, because of the difficulty of a torus action on non-normal varieties. Hence, here, we shall first characterize morphims to arbitrary varieties admitting ample families (defined below). Such class of varieties includes projective varieties and smooth varieties. Such characterization then specializes to the toric case. In fact, we can see that the characterization clarifies the notion of a not-necessarily-normal toric variety.

1.1. Remark (on literature). In literature, there are several characterizations of morphisms from a scheme to a normal toric variety. For example, [AMRT75], one of the original works on toric varieties, describes the functor represented by a normal toric variety in terms of a polyhedral cone decomposition defining a toric variety. On the other hand, in [Cox93], Cox gives a characterization of morphisms to smooth toric varieties based on the view of a toric variey as a GIT quotient. The GIT quotient interpretation is also used in [Kol06] to interpret a normal toric variety as a moduli of polarizied smooth projetive varieties. Our result is distinguished from them in that toric varieities are not required to be normal but is a straightforward extension of [Kaj98].

We first recall the construction of a multi-Proj. Our references are [BS03] and [Zan20]; some (but not all) results on multi-Proj here can be found in those references as well.

1.2. Construction (multi-Proj). Let Λ be a free abelian group of finite rank and R a Λ-graded ring. Let R_# be the (homogeneous) ideal generated by homogeneous elements f in R such that the group of the degrees of the homogeneous unit elements of R[f^{−1}] have finite index in Λ. It is called the irrelevant ideal of R. If R is N-graded, then R_# = R_+.

For each homogeneous element f in R_#, let

π_f : Spec(R)_f → Spec(R[f^{−1}]_0)

be the morphism induced by R[f^{−1}]_0 → R[f^{−1}]. Then, gluing those π_f , we get the surjective morphism π : Spec(R) − V (R_#) → Proj(R).

In fact, it is enough to glue π_{fi} ’s for homogeneous f_i’s in R_# such that √ R_# equals the radical of the ideal generated by f_i’s.

Here, Proj(R) is called the multi-Proj of R and R is called a defining ring of Proj R (there can be more than one defining ring). To the readers familiar with weighted projective spaces, we note that a weighted projective space is a special case of a multi-Proj. The open locus Spec(R) − V (R_#) is called the relevant locus.

Let X = Proj(R) and X_f = Spec(R[f^{−1}]_0). If M is a graded module over R, then it determines the O_X -module ~M on X such that ~M (X_f ) = M[f^{−1}]_0. Then ~M is called the sheaf associated to M. We write O(a) for the sheaf associated to the twist R(a) = ⨁ b R_{b+a}.

1.3. Remark. We can identify that, as a set, Proj R consists of all homogeneous prime ideals of R not containing R_#.

We note two simple facts about O(a).

1.4. Lemma. Let a be in Λ. Assume there exists a set F of homogeneous elements of R_# such that √ F · R = √ R_# and for each f ∈ F , a is the degree of a homogeneous unit element in R[f^{−1}]. Then O(a) is an invertible sheaf.

Proof. This is proved by the same argument when R is N-graded. □

1.5. Lemma. For X = Proj R and each a ∈ Λ, we have the natural homomorphism of abelian groups: R_a → Γ(X, O(a)), which is injective if √ R_# is the radical of an ideal generated by homogeneous nonzerodivisors (e.g., if R is an integral domain).

Proof. We have: R_a → ⋂ f R(a)[f^{−1}]_0 = ⋂ f Γ(X_f , O(a)) = Γ(X, O(a))

where the intersection is over some set of homogeneous elements of R generating an ideal with radical √ R^#. □

We also need (the proof is similar to the one in the classical case):

1.6. Lemma (Nullstellensatz). Let X = Proj R and Z ⊂ X a reduced closed subscheme. Then there exists a radical homogeneous ideal I of R such that Z is the image of Proj(R/I) → X given by R → R/I.

Conversely (and more generally), if I is a homogeneous ideal of R, then V (I) := Proj(R/I) is a closed subscheme of X.

The next theorem gives a sort of the universal property of multi-Proj and a direct generalization of the corresponding fact for the usual Proj (implicit in the proof of [Har77, Ch. II, Theorem 7.1.]).

For a homomorphism α : Λ → Λ, a ring homomorphism s between Λ-graded rings is said to be graded of type α if s : R_a → R_{α(a)} for each a in Λ.

1.7. Theorem. Let R be a Z^q-graded ring, X a scheme, L_1, . . . , L_q invertible sheaves on X and U ⊂ Proj R an open subset. Let J be the largest homogeneous ideal of R defining Proj R − U (Lemma 1.6).

Then each ring homomorphism s : R → ⨁ a∈Z^q Γ(X, L^{⊗a1}_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L^{⊗aq}_q ) that is graded of type a → a^′ determines the morphism φ : X − B → U, where B = V (s(R_# + J)).

The above morphism φ is uniquely determined by the properties that (1), under φ, O(a) pullsback to L^{⊗a′1}_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L^{⊗a′q}_q and (2) φ^∗|_R = s where the restriction φ^∗|_R makes sense by Lemma 1.5.

Proof. First assume U = Proj R. For each homogeneous element g in R_#, let X_g = X −V (s(g)). We write L^a = L^{⊗a1}_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L^{⊗aq}_q . Then we note that O_X → L^{deg(s(g))}, x → xs(g) is an isomorphism on X_g. Thus, if deg(f) = deg(g^n), then s(f/g^n) is a section of O_{Xg} and so s induces the ring homomorphism R[g^{−1}]_0 → Γ(X_g, O_{Xg} ).

Recall that for any scheme Y , we have the natural morphism Y → Spec(Γ(Y, O_Y )) (see [Har77, Ch. II, Exercise 2.4.].) Hence, the above homomorphism gives:

X_g → Spec(Γ(X_g, O_{Xg} )) → Spec(R[g^{−1}]_0) ⊂ Proj R.

Gluing those morphisms yields the claimed morphism. Indeed, to see φ^∗(O(a)) = L^{a′} , note that s induces O(a)^s→ L^{a′} and this sheaf map is an epimorphism outside B (since, at each point of X − B, s(g) is nonzero for some g in R_a).

Finally, suppose U is not necessarily Proj R. By the first part, we still have the morphism φ : X − V (s(R_#)) → Y := Proj R. Now, we have φ^{−1}(V (J)) = V (s(J)) (since that is clear locally). Thus, φ^{−1}(U) = X − V (s(J)). □

1.8. Remark. It is well-known that a morphism from a nonempty open subset of a smooth variety to a projective variety extends to an open subset whose complement has codimension ≥ 2. In particular, the morphism in Theorem 1.7 can be extended so that the locus of indeterminancy has codimension ≥ 2. We do not know if this result remains true for a multi-projective space.

We say a Λ-grading of a ring R is standard if R_# is generated by finitely many homogeneous elements f_1, . . . , f_m such that, for each i, the group of the degrees of homogeneous unit elements in R[f^{−1}_i ] is exactly Λ. If the grading on R is standard, then, by Lemma 1.4, O(a) are invertible sheaves for all a in Λ.

Let S = A[x_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ p] be a polynomial ring over a ring A with the Z^r-grading deg(x_i) = l(e_i), where l : Z^p → Λ is a linear map such that deg(x_i)’s contains a basis of Λ (so the grading is standard). Then let P = Proj S, which we call a multi-projective space (this terminology is not standard). Then O(e_i) on P are invertible sheaves and, by Lemma 1.5, the variables x_i are sections of O(deg(x_i)), called the homogeneous coordinates on P .

The next proposition gives an analog of ample-ness in the multi-graded setup (cf. [Har77, Ch. II, Theorem 7.6.]).

1.9. Proposition (closed immersion and ample family). Let X be a scheme of finite type over a Noetherian ring A and L_1, . . . , L_q invertible sheaves on X. Take Λ = Z^q.

Assume the open sets X_g, g sections of L^{⊗n}_i for various i and n ≥ 1, form an open affine cover of X. After removing some L_i’s, there is then an immersion (= a closed immersion followed by an open immersion) X → P such that each L^{⊗ni}_i is the restriction of O(e_i) for some n_i > 0 (the proof explains what n_i’s work).

Conversely, if there is an immersion X → P , then the restrictions of O(e_i) give the invertible sheaves L_i on X with the property: X is covered by X_g for various sections g of L_i’s.

Proof. This can be proved simply by adapting the proofs of Ch. II, Theorem 7.6. in [Har77] as well as Theorem 4.1. in [Zan20]. (We actually give a proof since it proves a slightly more precise result than the statement and will also be referred later.)

Since X is quasi-compact, we can find sections s_i of L^{⊗ni}_{i′} , some i^′, such that X_i = X − V (s_i) form an open affine cover of X. Replacing s_i’s and L_j’s by some powers, we shall assume n_i are all 1. Also, choosing sufficiently small X_i’s, we can achieve that L_j|_{Xi} is trivial for any i, j. Furthermore, removing some redundant L_i’s, we assume Γ(X, L_j ) ≠ 0 for each j.

Let B_i = Γ(X_i, O_{Xi} ). Since X is of finite type over A, B_i is a finitely generated A-algebra; say, it is generated by b_{ij}’s. Since X is a Noetherian scheme, by [Har77, Ch. II, Lemma 5.14. (b)], we can find an integer n > 0 such that for each i, g_{ij} = s^n_i b_{ij} are sections of L^{⊗n}_{i′} .

Let S = A[y] be the polynomial ring in a finite set y of symbols such that y contains y_{ij}’s. Then we have the ring homomorphism g : S → ⨁ a Γ(X, L^{⊗a1}_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L^{⊗aq}_q ) such that g(y_{ij} ) = g_{ij} and the other symbols go to nonzero homogeneous elements. We grade S so that the above g is degree-preserving. Adding more symbols to y, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ q, we assume y contains a symbol of degree e_j . Also, enlarging y, we shall assume y contains a symbol whose image under g is u_j = s^{mj}_i u^′_j for an invertible section u^′_j of L_j |_{Xi} and some integer m_j > 0 so that u_j is a section of L^{⊗mj}_i′ ⊗ L_j (explicitly, u^′_j can be taken to be the section corresponding to 1 under L_j |_{Xi} ≃ O_{Xi} ).

Then we have a monomial z_i in S such that g(z_i) = s^n_i u_1 . . . u_q. Note deg(z_i) ∈ Z^q_{≥1}. Since y contains a symbol of degree e_j for each j, we see that z_i is in S_#. Note also V (s_iu_1 . . . u_q) = V (s_i) = X − X_i.

Now, by Theorem 1.7, the above g determines the morphism: φ : X − B → P. Since ∩_iV (g(z_i)) = ∩_iV (s_i) = ∅, B is empty. Next, let U_i = P − V (z_i). Then X_i = φ^{−1}(U_i) and φ : X_i → U_i is induced by S[z^{−1}_i ]_0 → Γ(X_i, O_X ) = B_i.

Under this homomorphism, if we take w to be a monomial such that g(w) = g_{ij} u_1 . . . u_q, then w/z_i goes to g_{ij} /s^n_i = b_{ij} . Hence, φ : X_i → U_i is a closed immersion. Overall, φ is a closed immersion into the open subset U = ⋃ i U_i of P . □

A finite set of invertible sheaves L_1, . . . , L_q is called an ample family if the assumption in the above proposition holds; i.e., X_g, various g, form an open affine cover. A quasi-compact quasi-separated scheme admitting an ample family is then called a divisorial scheme.

It is known that a smooth variety admits an ample family. Thus, Proposition 1.9 says in particular that a smooth variety can be embedded into a multi-projective space.

1.10. Corollary (Section ring of an ample family). The closure of the image of the immersion given by an ample family L_1, . . . , L_q is the multi-Proj of the section ring R = ⨁ a Γ(X, L^{⊗a1}_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L^{⊗aq}_q ). Proof. Let S be the image of S in R; i.e., the homogeneous coordinate ring of X and shall write · for the image of · in S. The assertion is then clear since S[z_i^{−1}]_0 = R[z_i^{−1}]_0. □

Unlike in the N-graded case, we do not expect the above section ring R to be finitely generated. This is because, in some cases, R coincides with a Cox ring and we know that a Cox ring is generally not finitely generated. However, we still have the next simple result.

1.11. Lemma. Let R be a reduced Λ-graded ring. If Proj R is of finite type over R_0, then the relevant locus in Spec R is of finite type over R_0.

Proof. We only need to show the relevant locus is locally of finite type. In particular, we can assume R is an integral domain.

Let f be a homogeneous element in R such that the group of the degrees of the unit homogeneous elements in B := R[f^{−1}] has finite index in Λ. Then B contains a Veronese subring of the form B^′ := B_0[u^±_1 , · · · , u^±_q ]. Now, B is finite over B^′ since B^′ is a Noetherian ring (the proof of [KMM22, Lemma 6.2.] still goes through in the multi-graded case). Hence, B is finitely generated as a B_0-algebra. Since B_0 is a finitely generated R_0-algebra by assumption, the assertion now holds. □

1.12. Example (Normal toric varieties). Let W be a normal toric variety. Assume there exist invertible sheaves L_1, · · · , L_q that form an ample family in the sense defined above. Since W is normal, some positive power of L_i is linearlizable (this fact is stated when W is complete in [MFK94] but the completeness can be dropped; see e.g., [Bri14, Theorem 3.5.]). Replacing each L_i by some power, we shall assume that the invertible sheaves L_1, . . . , L_q are linearlized. Then we claim Proposition 1.9 embeds W into a multi-homogeneous space P in such a way the torus action on W is the restriction of a linear torus action on P . Indeed, since each L_1, . . . , L_q are linearlized, the section ring R = ⨁ a Γ(W, L^{⊗a1}_1 ⊗· · · ⊗L^{⊗aq}_q ) is a G^r_m -module. Thus, in the proof of Proposition 1.9, we can put a G^r_m -action on the polynomial ring S so that each variable is a weight vector in such a way the ring homomorphism g is G^r_m -linear, establishing the claim.

Since G^r_m acts on R as degree-preserving automorphisms, each degree piece of R has a G^r_m - weight decomposition in such a way that the decomposition is multiplicative (the weight of fg is the sum of the weights of f, g). More precisely, for each torus-invariant Cartier divisor D on

W , we can write uniquely D = ∑ ρ a_ρD_ρ where D_ρ is the closure of the orbit corresponding to a ray ρ. Then let P_D = {u ∈ R^r | ⟨u, v_ρ⟩ + a_ρ ≥ 0, ρ rays} where v_ρ is a primitive vector of ρ ∩ Z^r. Note that P_D = R^r if W is a torus (thus might not be a polytope in the everyday sense). Choose torus-invariant Cartier divisors D_i’s such that O(D_i) ≃ L_i. Then we easily see that R ≃ ⨁ a∈Z^q ⨁ m∈P_{a·D}∩Z^r k · χ^{(a,m)} where we used the notations a · D = ∑ a_iD_i and χ^{(a,m)} the section of O(a · D) corresponding to a character χ^m. In particular, R is a semigroup algebra; thus, the homogeneous coordinate ring of W , a subring of R, is also a semigroup algebra.

Let Σ(1) denote the set of all rays in Σ. The affine space A^{Σ(1)} has coordinates x_ρ parametrized by ρ ∈ Σ(1). For each cone σ in Σ, let y_σ = ∏ ρ⊄σ xρ. If Σ(1) spans R r (e.g., if W is complete), then we have ([Cox05, Theorem 3.1.]):

φ : A^{Σ(1)} − B → W

where the first map is a GIT quotient map by G = Hom(Cl(W ), G_m ) (Here, the quotient need not be a geometric quotient unless the fan of W^{nor} is simplicial. See for example, Theorem 5.1.11. in [CLS11].) and B = V (y_σ | σ ∈ Σ). In fact, we have the exact sequence 0 → Z^{r u →⟨u,vρ⟩eρ}→ Z^{Σ(1)} → Cl(W ) → 0. Thus, taking Hom(−, G_m ), we get: 0 → G → T^′ → T where T = Hom(Z^r, G_m ) and T^′ = Hom(Z^{Σ(1)}, G_m ). Then A^{Σ(1)} − B → W^{nor} is an extension of the quotient map T^′ → T by G.

1.13. Example (Not-necessarily-normal toric varieties and torus embedding). If W is a notnecessarily-normal toric variety (in some sense), then the discussion in the above Example 1.12 still carries over to some extent. Namely, let W be a G^r_m -variety where there is a (unique) open dense torus orbit. Assume there are lineralized invertible sheaves L_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ q that form an ample family. Then, by Proposition 1.9, W can be embedded into a multi-projective space P in such a way the torus action on W is the restriction of a linear torus action on P . By the similar reasoning as in Example 1.12, the homogeneous coordinate ring of W is a semigroup algebra and the defining ideal of it is generated by the polynomials of the form as in Example 1.12.

Conversely, given a finitely generated semigroup S ⊂ Λ × Z^r, the multi-Proj of the semigroup algebra of S is a complete not-necessarily-normal toric prevariety (i.e. a variety except it may not be separated, a complete prevariety is a prevariety that is universally closed) embedded in a multi-projective space.

Proposition 0.1 in the introduction follows from Theorem 1.7.

Take X = G^r_m to be the torus with coordinates t_1, . . . , t_r and W ⊂ P a not-necessarily-normal toric variey embedded into a multi-projective space as in Example 1.13. Then the homomorphism S_W → ⨁ a Γ(X, O_X ), (a, u) → ∏_r 1 t^{ui}_i at the a-th place determines φ : G^r_m → W. If P is a projective space, this is a usual torus embedding.

Now, let W^{nor} be the normalization of W . Then W^{nor} contains G^r_m as an open dense subset. Then the above map extends to W^{nor} → W , which is the normalization map (up to isomorphisms).

A multi-projective space P itself has a structure of a possibly non-separated simplicial toric variety with the torus T_P corresponding to the kernel of l : Z^N → Z^q, where l is as in the definition of P (see e.g., [BS03, Proposition 3.4.]). Each torus embedding is a homomorphism G^r_m → T_P whose image is contained in W .

There is the following substitute of Cox’s theorem for a not-necessarily-normal variety. In the normal case, this result is due to Kajiwara and Hausen ([Kaj98, Theorem 1.9.] and [Hau00, §3]). On a G^r_m -variety, we shall call a finite set {L_1, . . . , L_q} of invertible sheaves an invariant ample family if it is an ample family and L_i ≃ O(D_i) for some invariant Cartier divisors D_i.

1.14. Theorem (Kajiwara). Let X be a G^r_m -variety. Assume CDiv(X)^{inv} is finitely generated. Let Λ be the image of CDiv(X)^{inv} → Pic(X), D → [O(mD)], where CDiv(X)^{inv} is the group of invariant Cartier divisors on X and m > 0 is an integer large enough that the image Λ is free.

Let G = Hom(Λ, G_m ). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) X admits an invariant ample family.

(ii) X is a geometric quotient of a quasi-affine G^r_m -variety by a free action of another torus such that the quotient map is G^r_m -equivariant.

(iii) Let R = ⨁ [D]∈Λ Γ(X, O(D)) and Y = Spec R. Then Y comes with the natural G-action

and determines the geometric quotient by a free action of G: π : Y^{sta} → X, where Y^{sta} is the stable locus in the sense that it is the union of Y_s for all sections s of all L in [L] ∈ Λ such that X_s is affine. Since a section s of L determines an effective Cartier divisor D such that L ≃ O(D), s can be viewed as an element of the monoid mE and thus a regular function on Y .

Also, Y^{sta} is a G^r_m -variety and π is G^r_m -equivariant.

Proof (after A’Campo-Neuen and Hausen). (i) ⇒ (iii): Let D_1, · · · , D_q be invariant Cartier divisors such that the classes [L_i] of L_i = O(mD_i) forms a basis of Λ.

Let R = ⨁ a∈Z^q L ⊗a_1 1 ⊗· · ·⊗L^{⊗aq}_q . Note R = R(X). Let Y = Spec(R) and Y^′ the relative Spec of R over X. Note G acts on Y since R(X) is Λ-graded. We have the natural morphism Y^′ → Y ; namely, it is the morphism obtained by gluing Spec(R(U)) → Y induced by the restriction for open affine subsets U ⊂ X. Now, since the classes of members of an invariant an ample family is contained in Λ, X is covered by X_i = X − V (s_i), s_i homogeneous elements of R(X) such that X_i is affine. For U = X_i, the early map Spec(R(U)) → Y is induced by localization; in particular, an open immersion. Hence, Y^′ → Y is an open immersion. If X_s is affine, then Y_s = π^{−1}(X_s) clearly. Thus, viewed as an open subset of Y , Y^′ coincides with the stable locus.

Finally, it is a known fact that the structure map Y^{sta} → X is a geometric quotient by the free action of G; see [Hau00, Remark 2.1.].

(iii) ⇒ (ii): Clear.

(ii) ⇒ (i): When X is normal, this is [ANH00, Proposition 1.5.]. But the noramlity there is used to reduce to the quasi-affine case and here we are only concerned about quasi-affine case. Hence, the claim is clear. □

1.15. Remark. The definition of a stable locus here differs from that in geometric invariant theory so perhaps we might call it a strongly stable locus, but that already has a different meaning.

The next corollary gives the restatement of (iii) in terms of multi-Proj and is originally due to Kajiwara for normal toric varieties (the remark after [Kaj98, Proposition 1.12.]).

1.16. Corollary. If X is a G_m -variety with an invariant ample family and with the finitely generated group of invariant Cartier divisors, then, in the notations of the theorem, X is an open G^r_m -invariant subset of the multi-Proj of the R.

In particular, if X is complete, then X = Proj(R).

Kajiwara says X is exactly the multi-Proj of R but he uses a multi-Proj that differs from the one used here. See [MR23] for this matter.

Proof. Let Y^{rel} = Y − V (R_#) be the relevant locus. We shall show Y^{sta} ⊂ Y^{rel}, from which the corollary follows.

We shall assume Λ = Z^q. Similarly to the argument in the proof of Theorem 1.9, we can find finitely many sections s_i such that X is covered by X_{si} ’s and deg(s_i) ∈ Z^q_{≥1}. Then s_i is in R_# or Y_{si} = π^{−1}(X_{si} ) ⊂ Y − V (R_#). Also, Y^{sta} = π^{−1}(X) = ∪_iπ^{−1}(X_{si} ). Hence, the claim Y^{sta} ⊂ Y^{rel} holds. □ One very plausible way to extend the above corollary to more general not-necessarily-normal toric varieties is to use the Cox ring in terms of divisorial sheaves (see Remark 1.18).

1.17. Remark (toric case). Let X be a G^r_m -variety where there is an open dense orbit with a trivial stabilizer. Recall, by definition, CDiv(X) is the space of global sections of the constant sheaf k(X)^∗ modulo O^∗_X . Here, k(X)^∗ = k(G^r_m )^∗. Since X has only finitely many orbits, it has only finitely many open invariant subsets. Thus, the hypothesis of the theorem, the finite generation of CDiv(X)^{inv} , is satisfied.

In the notations of the proof of the theorem, as in Example 1.13, each G^r_m -weight subspace of R(X) has dimension one. Hence, R(X) is a monoid algebra. Now, a one-dimensional subspace of Γ(X, L) for an invertible sheaf L determines an effective Cartier divisor D such that O(D) ≃ L (namely, if s spans such a subspace, then V (s) is an effective Cartier divisor with that property). Hence, that monoid algebra can be identified with mE.

1.18. Remark (The Cox ring of a non-nomral variety). One possible alternative approach is to first develop the theory of Cox rings of non-normal varieties, which is probably known to be possible by using divisorial sheaves (i.e., generically invertible S_2-sheaves) in place of Weil divisiors.

A priori, it is not obvious whether there can even be a nontrivial map from a given variety to a given toric variety, up to a base locus. The next proposition settles this question positively.

1.19. Proposition. Let W be a G^r_m -orbit closure of dimension r in P^q. Let X be a variety and L an invertible sheaf on X. Then there exist sections g_0, . . . , g_q of some power L^{⊗m} that determine a morphism φ : X − B → W, B = V (g_0, . . . , g_q) along which O_W (1) pulls-back to L^{⊗m}|_{X−B} and whose image has dimension equal to the transcendence degree of the section ring of L minus one. In fact, these g_i’s here are monomials of some sections u_0, . . . , u_r of some power L^{⊗l}.

Proof. Let d^′ be the transcendence degree of the section ring R of L. First assume d^′ ≥ r + 1. Then we can find some elements x_0, . . . , x_r in Q(R) that are algebraically independent over the base field k. We can assume the x_i’s all have the same denominator; i.e., we can write x_i = u_i/z where u_i, z are all in R. It is easy to see that u_0, . . . , u_r are then algebraically independent. Next, suppose for each homogeneous component u_{0,i} of u_0 that {u_{0,i}, u_1, . . . , u_r} is algebraically dependent. Then each u_{0,i} is algebraic over k(u_1, . . . , u_r), which implies u_0 is algebraic over k(u_1, . . . , u_r), a contradiction. Hence, we can replace u_0 by some homogeneous component while we still have that {u_0, . . . , u_r} is algebraically independent. Repeating this procedure to the rest of u_i’s, we can have that u_i are all homogeneous. Finally, note {u^{n0}_0 , . . . , u^{nr}_r } is algebraically independent for positive integers n_0, . . . , n_r. Thus, replacing each u_i by some power, we can assume the u_i’s all have the same degree.

Then the sections u_0, . . . , u_r determine π : X −B_0 → P^r, B_0 = V (u_0, . . . , u_r) such that O_Pr (1) pulls-back to L^{⊗l}, l = deg(u_i). Since π^∗ : k[y_1/y_0, . . . , y_r/y_0] → Γ(X_{u0} , O_X ), y_i/y_0 → u_i/u_0 is injective, we have that π is dominant. On the other hand, we have the torus embedding G^r → W , which extends to ι : P^r − B_1 → W . Namely, the map ι is given as [s : t_1 : · · · : t_r] → [s^{m′−|a0|}t^{a0} : · · · : s^{m′−|aq |}t^{aq} ], where m^′ = max{|a_i| | 0 ≤ i ≤ q}. Hence, the composition φ : X − B^π→ P^r − B_1^ι→ W is given by the sections g_i = u^{m′−|ai|}_0 u^{ai} of L^{⊗m′l}. If d^′ < r + 1, then choose u_0, . . . , u_d′ that are algebraically independent over k. Then the same argument as before gives φ whose image has dimension d^′ − 1. □

In general, it is not possible to extend φ in the proposition, even as a continuous map, to the whole X, as the next example shows:

1.20. Example. Take X = P^r. Then consider φ : X − B → W, [s : t_1 : · · · : t_r] → [s^{m−|a0|}t^{a0} : · · · : s^{m−|aq |}t^{aq} ] where m = max_i |a_i| and B = V (s^{m−|ai|}t^{ai} | 0 ≤ i ≤ q) the base locus. Taking s = 1, we see that the above φ is an extension of a torus embedding and, in particular, is dominant. Let G^r_m act on X = P^r in the standard way and then, clearly, φ is G^r_m -equivariant. Now, if φ extends to some continuous map ~φ : X → W , then ~φ is surjective (as it has dense and closed image) and still equivariant but that implies that W has the same or fewer number of orbits than X = P^r, which can be true but not always.

2. Toric degenerations

A toric degeneration is a degeneration whose special fiber is a possibly non-normal toric variety. Note, since a normal toric variety has arithmetic genus 0 (since it is rational) and a degeneration preserves arithmetic genus, it is almost a mandate here that we do not require the special fiber is normal. A toric degeneration has a number of applications, a famous one among which is an application to mirror symmetry (this is not a place to give an exhaustive list of references and thus they are omitted).

2.1. Remark (on a definition of a non-normal toric variety). In the definition of a toric degeneration, a delicate question is about the definition of a not-necessarily-normal toric variety. One naive definition of a not-necessarily-normal toric variety is a G^r_m -variety with an open dense orbit. But this definition would allow some degenerations that are not typically counted as toric degenerations in literature as toric degenerations. An example is a degeneration of an elliptic curve to a rational curve with a node (which is constructed in [Mum72] over a complete discrete valuation ring). A rational curve with a node is a standard example where there is no invariant open affine cover with respect to the standard G_m -action; in fact, no line bundle of nonzero degree is linearizable (see [Bri14, Example 2.13.]). In the below (Example 2.12), we construct a degeneration of an elliptic curve to a rational curve with a cusp. In that case, the limit, a rational curve with a cusp, comes with an open invariant affine cover.

Hence, from the point of view of toric degenerations, one reasonable definition of a notnecessarily-normal toric variety is a G^r_m -variety with an open dense orbit and with an invariant open affine cover. (For example, this is the definition of a toric degeneration used in the Ph.D. thesis of the first author).

2.1. Toric degenerations and valuations. In what follows we recall a construction of toric degenerations obtained by certain valuations. The main result goes back to Anderson’s work [And13]. It has since been shown that his construction is not a special case but rather applies to many toric degenerations as shown in [KMM22, Theorem 1.11].

Let k be an algebraically closed field. Throughout this section we denote by R a positively (multi-)graded algebra and domain, that is R = ⨁ w∈Z^m_{≥0} Rw. Let Γ be an abelian group that is

totally ordered by <. By a (Krull) valuation on R we mean a map ν : R − 0 → Γ that satisfies for all a, b ∈ R and c ∈ k ν(ab) = ν(a) + ν(b), ν(a + b) ≤ max{ν(a), ν(b)}, ν(ca) = ν(a). Notice that the image of a valuation ν carries the structure of an additive semigroup. It is therefore called the value semigroup of ν and we denote it by S = S(R, ν). The rank of ν is defined as the rank of the group completion of its semigroup inside Γ, ν is said to have full rank if its rank coincides with the Krull dimension of R. Every valuation induces a filtration on A with filtered pieces for γ ∈ Γ defined by F_{ν,γ} := {a ∈ R : ν(a) ≥ γ} (resp. F_{ν,>γ} := {a ∈ R : ν(a) > γ}) . The associated graded algebra is gr_ν (R) := ⨁ γ∈Γ F_{ν,γ} /F_{ν,>γ} . There is a natural quotient map of vector spaces from R to gr_ν (R) given by sending f ∈ R to F_{ν,ν(a)}/F_{ν,>ν(a)}, denote its image by f̂ ∈ gr_ν (R). If the quotients F_{ν,γ} /F_{ν,>γ} are at most one-dimensional, then we say ν has one-dimensional leaves. This property is desirable as it gives an identification

gr_ν (R) → k[S(R, ν)], given by f̂_γ → ν(f_γ ), where f̂_γ ∈ F_{ν,γ} /F_{ν,>γ} is a generator and f_γ ∈ R lies in the preimage of f̂_γ under the quotient map^: R → gr_ν (R). It is a consequence of Abhyankar’s inequality that full-rank valuations have one-dimensional leaves.

An important definition is the notion of a Khovanskii basis: that is, a subset B of R whose image in gr_ν (R) is an algebra generating set. It is not hard to see that if B is a Khovanskii basis for ν then the set {ν(b) : b ∈ B} generates the value semigroup [KM19a, Lemma 2.10].

A valuation is called homogeneous if it respects the grading on R; more precisely, if f ∈ R has homogeneous presentation ∑ i f_i then ν(f) = max_i{ν(f_i)}. A valuation is fully homogeneous if ν(f) = (deg(f), ν^′(f)), that is S(R, ν) ⊂ Z^m_{≥0} × Γ^′. Any homogeneous valuation is obtained from a fully homogeneous one by composing with an isomorphism of semigroups [IW20, Remark 2.6]. So when studying homogeneous valuation we may without loss of generality assume they are fully homogeneous. We incorporate this assumption in the notation by writing ^ν : R − 0 → Z^m_{≥0} × Γ^′ for some totally ordered group Γ^′ of smaller rank.

Given a fully homogeneous valuation ^ν : R − 0 → Z^m_{≥0} × Γ^′ we define its Newton–Okounkov cone as

(1) C(R, ^ν) := Cone(S(R, ^ν)) = Cone(^ν(f) : f ∈ R),

where the closure (in the Euclidean topology) is taken inside (Z^m_{≥0} × Γ^′) ⊗_ZR. Let Γ^′_R = Γ^′ ⊗_ZR. The Newton–Okounkov body of ^ν is then defined as the intersection (2) Δ(R, ^ν) := C(R, ^ν) ∩ {(1, . . . , 1)} × Γ^′_R, where (1, . . . , 1) denotes the element whose entries are all one in Z^m_{≥0}. Later we will show that Δ(R, ^ν) is also the image of the moment map. We define the Rees algebra of ^ν (or equivalently of ν, where ν is the composition of ^ν followed by the projection onto Γ^′) as

R_{ν,R} := ⨁ i≥0 t^iF_{ν,i} ⊂ R[t], where the Z-filtration {F_{ν,i}}_{i∈Z} of A is obtained from the Γ-filtration {F_{ν,γ} }_{γ∈Z}d by an appropriate projection Z^m_{≥0} × Γ^′ → Z, i.e. gr_ν (R) ∼= ⨁ i∈Z F_{ν,i}/F_{ν,>i} [And13, Lemma 5.2].

2.2. Proposition (Proposition 5.1 in [And13]). The Rees algebra R_{ν,R} is a flat k[t]-algebra with R_{ν,R}/(t) ∼= gr_ν (R) and R_{ν,R}[t^{−1}] ∼= R[t, t^{−1}] as k[t]-modules.

Moreover, the isomorphisms in the above proposition hold for the graded algebras (remember that ^ν is homogeneous). In particular, ϕ : Proj(R_{ν,R}) → A^1 is a toric degeneration of X with special fiber ϕ^{−1}(0) = X_0 = Proj(gr_ν (R)). While X_0 is normal if and only if S(R, ^ν) is saturated, Anderson shows that its normalization is the projective toric variety associated with the Newton–Okounkov polytope Δ(R, ^ν).

2.3. Convention. We will assume without loss of generality that the image of our valuation is in Z^r (see [BG09, Theorem 2.29]). Replacing Z^r by a sublattice, we assume ν(k(X)^∗) = Z^d.

Given a subsemigroup S ⊂ N × Z^r, let Δ_Q (S) = {0} ∪ {a/n|(n, a) ∈ S, n > 0} ⊂ Q^r . Then Δ_Q (S) is a convex set in Q^r by the following known argument: given finitely many rational numbers r_i/s_i ≥ 0 that sum up to 1 and (n_i, a_i) ∈ S, n_i > 0, we want to show the convex combination ∑ i r_i s_i a_i n_i is in Δ_Q (S). For that, replacing r_i’s and a_i’s by some positive integer multiples, we can assume s_1 = s_2 = · · · = s and n_1 = n_2 = · · · = n for some s, n. Then (sn, ∑ i r_ia_i) = ∑ i r_i(n, a_i) ∈ S and so the claim follows.

The next lemma can be compared to [And13, Proposition 4.1.].

2.4. Lemma (Criterion for finite generation). The semigroup S is finitely generated if and only if Δ_Q (S) is a convex polytope in Q^r .

Proof. (⇐) Clear. (⇒) Let C_Q (S) be the convex cone generated by 1 × Δ_Q (S) in Q^{1+r} . It is a convex polyhedral cone by assumption. It follows that the saturation ~S = C_Q (S) ∩ Z^{1+r} of S is finitely generated; thus, k[ ~S] is a finitely generated k-algebra. Then, by the Artin–Tate lemma [Eis13, Exercise 4.32], k[S] is a finitely generated algebra; thus, S is finitely generated. □

2.5. Remark. As is known, it can happen the Newton–Okounkov body is a polytope while the semigroup to which the the Newton–Okounkov body is associated is not finitely generated (see e.g. [IW20, Example 2.4]). The above lemma thus suggests to us that this fact is pathological and that the conventional definition of the Newton–Okounkov body is somehow not optimal as taking closure introduces boundary points that admit no interpretation.

2.6. Remark. We have recently learned that, for the purpose of constructing a toric degeneration, the base field can be assumed to be countable (since a variety is defined by finitely many polynomials; in particular, it is defined over a countable subfield). So, there appears a loophole to the above accepted argument for a counterexample.

2.2. Toric Gröbner degeneration. In the rest of the section we recall the relationship between toric degenerations by valuations and Gröbner degeneration. We use the notation of [Bos21] and [KM19a]. For background on Gröbner degenerations please consult [Stu96, §1] and [Eis13, §15.8]. For background on the tropicalization of an ideal we refer to [SS04, §2].

2.7. Theorem ([Bos21]). Let R be a graded k-algebra and domain of Krull-dimension d + 1 and k a field of characteristic zero. Let ^ν : R − 0 → N × Z^r be a full rank valuation with finitely generated value semigroup. Then there exists a (graded) presentation of R R ∼= k[x_0, . . . , x_n]/J and a maximal cone τ in the tropicalization T(J) such that k[S(R, ^ν)] ∼= k[x_0, . . . , x_n]/ in_τ (J).

Theorem 2.7 is a consequence of the main result in [Bos21] based on work of Kaveh–Manon [KM19a]. The theorem as we state it and its proof can be found in [Bos23].

Gröbner bases turn out to be useful to approach the question of the existence of a map from the generic to the special fibre of a toric degeneration from an algebraic point of view:

2.8. Problem. Given a positively graded algebra and domain R with a full-rank valuation ^ν : R − 0 → N × Z^r whose value semigroup S is finitely generated, can we always find an embedding k[S] → R such that the image is generated by standard monomials?

To approach this question, we assume we are in the situation as in Theorem 2.7 and use the same notation for J, R, S, ν̂, τ. As J is homogeneous with respect to a positive grading by [BMN21, Lemma 2.9] we may choose the valuation such that S ⊂ Z^{r+1}_{≥0} .

2.9. Theorem. There exists a maximal cone C in the Gröbner fan of J with standard monomial basis B_C = {x̄^m ∈ R : x^m ∉ in_C (I)} and an embedding

η : k[S] → R, such that η(ν(b_i)) ∈ B_C ∀i (3) and η sends a homogeneous element of degree m in k[S] to a homogeneous element of degree Nm in R for some N ∈ N.

Notice that k[S] and R have the same Hilbert polynomial, so in particular dim k[S]_m = dim R_m. Let R^′ be the image of k[S] under η. Regarding the graded pieces of R^′ in consequence of the above theorem we observe for all m > 0:

(4) dim R_m = dim k[S]_m = dim R^′_{Nm}

Proof. Among the elements of the Khovanskii basis b_0, . . . , b_n we choose b_{i0} , . . . , b_{ir} such that (i) x̄_{i0} , . . . , x̄_{ir} ∈ k[S] ∼= k[x_0, . . . , x_n]/ in_τ (J) form a maximal algebraically independent set, and (ii) R ∼= k[x_0, . . . , x_n]/J is integral over k[x̄_{i0} , . . . , x̄_{ir} ].

After a possibly necessary linear change of coordinates we may assume without loss of generality that b_{i0} = x̄_0, . . . , b_{ir} = x̄_r. In particular, by (i) there exists no elements in_τ (f) ∈ in_τ (J) ∩ k[x_0, . . . , x_r] and moreover no element f ∈ J ∩ k[x_0, . . . , x_r].

Let < be the lexicographic term order on k[x_0, . . . , x_n] determined by x_n > · · · > x_0. By the above assumptions on x_0, . . . , x_r we have for all f ∈ J

in_<(in_τ (f)) ∉ k[x_0, . . . , x_r].

Let C ∈ GF(J) be the maximal cone associated with the term order <_τ that satistfies in_<(in_τ (J)) = in_{<τ} (J). Then all monomials x^{a0}_0 · · · x^{ar}_r are standard monomials for in_C (J) = in_{<τ} (J).

We may assume that the semigroup S ⊂ N × Z^r is graded with degree captured by the first component. Moreover, without loss of generality, we assume R and hence S are generated in degree one (otherwise we use a suitable Veronose embedding). To obtain an embedding η : k[S] → R which sends homogeneous prime ideals to homogeneous prime ideals we first embed S as a graded subsemigroup into the positive orthant with total degree^1. Let ^ν(b_i) = (1, a_{i1}, . . . , a_{ir}) ∈ S be the generators of S for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and set N := max{a_{i1} + · · · + a_{ir} : 0 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ r}. We define ι : S → Z^{r+1}_{≥0} , by (1, a_{i1}, . . . , a_{ir}) → (N, a_{i1}, . . . , a_{ir}). Notice that each element (N, a_{i1}, . . . , a_{ir}) can be written uniquely as

(N, a_{i1}, . . . , a_{ir}) = c_{i0}e_0 + r∑ j=1 c_{ij} (e_0 + e_j ) with r∑ j=0 c_{ij} = N, (5) where {e_0, . . . , e_r} is the standard basis for Z^{r+1}. So ι(S) is a graded subsemigroup inside the semigroup of lattice points inside the polyhedral simplicial cone C(S) with rays {e_0, e_0 + e_1, . . . , e_0 + e_r}. In particular, ι(S) is graded by total degree by Equation (5). Lastly, we apply a unimodular map that sends the simplicial cone to the positive orthant spanned by e_0, . . . , e_r. Using Equation (5) this yields the following graded embedding of semigroups ι : S → Z^{r+1}_{≥0} , by (1, a_{i1}, . . . , a_{ir}) → (c_{i0}, . . . , c_{ir}). (6) With respect to the standard basis of Z^d the map ι is given by the matrix N −1 . . . −1 0 1 . . . 0 . . . .. . . 0 0 . . . 1

We use ι to define a homomorphism of algebras η : k[S] → R given by ^ν(b_i) → x̄^{ci0}_0 · · · x̄^{cir}_r . Notice that η sends the vector space basis S of k[S] to elements of the standard monomial basis B_C . Hence, η has trivial kernel and is an embedding of algebras. □

We obtain the following result.

2.10. Corollary. Consider the embedding η : k[S] → R from Equation (3) and let R^′ = η(k[S]) ⊂ R. Then η is the pullback of a dominant morphism that makes the following diagram commute

Proj(R) − V (R^′_+R) (ii) fflffl φ // Proj(k[S])

P^r (i) 55lll llll llll llll l where the maps to and from the projective space are induced by the maps of ring obtained by (i) and (ii) respectvively in the proof of Theorem 2.9.

1Here the total degree of an element in a semigroup (inside a lattice Zr) is defined as the sum of all its entries.

It is called total degree as it resembles the standard grading on a polynomial ring.

The above Corollary is very reminiscent of a general result concrening maps to toric varieties in Proposition 5.14: maps to toric varieties always factor through the torus dense in the toric variety.

The above results naturally lead to an interesting problem:

2.11. Problem. Given an injective ring homomorphism k[S] → R that is graded of some degree, under which assumptions is it possible to extend the built-in valuation on k[S] to a valuation ν on R so that S is the image of R − 0 under ^ν = (deg, ν)?

We illustrate Theorem 2.9 in the following example:

2.12. Example. Let k = C and X ⊂ P^2 the elliptic curve given by the equation f = y^2z−x^3+xz^2 with the homogeneous coordinate ring R. Let P = [0 : 1 : 0] and ord_P denote the order-of-vanishing along P ; i.e., the valuation corresponding to the discrete valuation ring that is the local ring at P . In the affine chart {y ≠ 0}, if x = 0, then z = 0; thus, ord_P (x/y) = 1. Similarly, ord_P (z/y) = 3. We let G_m act on P^1 so that x, y, z has weights 1, 0, 3. We have t · f = t^3(y^2z − x^3 + t^4xz^2). Thus,

f_t = t^{−3}(t · f) = y^2z − x^3 + t^4xz^2.

Then V (f_t) ⊂ P^2 × A^1 is a toric degeneration of X to X^′ = V (f_t) ∩ {t = 0} = V (y^2z − x^3) ⊂ P^2. The Gröbner fan of I = (x^3 + xz^2 − y^2z) ⊂ k[x, y, z] has three maximal cones, so we have three standard monomial bases for R = k[x, y, z]/I. Let τ be the cone in the tropicalization of I corresponding to our degeneration. So, in_τ (x^3 + xz^2 − y^2z) = (x^3 − y^2z) and there are two adjacent maximal cones in the Gröbner fan that τ can be refined to. Recall that y^az^b ∈ R are standard monomials. So we may embed

k[S] → R by (1, 0) → y^3, (1, 1) → y^2z and (1, 3) → z^3.

which gives P^2 ⊃ X ↠ X_0 ⊂ P^2 by [x : y : z] → [y^2z : y^3 : z^3].

In the above example, a choice of the point P is important; choosing other points will not result in a toric degeneration. This is explained by the next well-known fact.

2.13. Proposition. Let X ⊂ P^q be a projective curve (smooth or not) with homogeneous coordinate ring R and P a smooth point on X. Let G_m act on P^q in such a way the homogeneous coordinates y_i, 0 ≤ i ≤ q have weights a_i = ord_P (y_i/y_j ) where j is such that y_j does not vanish at P .

Then X = G_m · X in P^N × A^1 is a toric degeneration for some Veronese embedding P^q → P^N if and only if P is the support of a hypersurface on X.^2

In the first author’s thesis, the above proposition in a more general formulation is proved using commutative algebra. An alternative proof can be obtained by following [And13, Example 4.2.].

2.14. Corollary. A projective curve admits an abstract toric degeneration that is projective (i.e., it can be embedded into P^N × A^1 for some N in such a way that the structure map is the projection.)

Proof. Let P be a smooth point on X, which is an effective Cartier divisor on X. Then for some integer m > 0, the effective Cartier divisor mP is very ample^3 and thus we have a closed embedding X → P^N so that O_X (mP ) is the pull-back of O_PN (1). Then P is the support of some hypersurface H in |O_X (mP )| = P(Γ(X, O_X (mP ))). □

Proposition 2.13 is a useful tool to furnish a counterexample to the existence of a toric degeneration (preserving a power of a polarization). Precisely, when the base field is uncountable and X is a smooth projective curve of genus at least two, an argument with the Jacobian of X shows that there is a very ample divisor on X such that, when X is embedded into a projective

2In the language of the first author’s thesis, such a P is called a good divisor relative to Spec R. 3If X is normal, this is [Har77, Ch. IV, Corollary 3.2.]. If X is not normal, the pre-image of P under the

normalization map is again a point. Now use the fact that an invertible sheaf is ample if and only if its pre-image under a finite surjective map is ample ([Har77, Ch. III, Exercise 5.7. (d)]).

space using this very ample divisor, there is no point P satisfying the equivalent conditions of Proposition 2.13.

On the question of the existence of a toric degeneration (with some control of an ambient space), it is known that the curve case is the essential case. Given Corollary 2.14, it is therefore reasonable to pose:

2.15. Problem. Construct an abstract toric degeneration of a projective variety (if possible, a degeneration that is projective).

3. Degeneration by projection

We first recall how to construct a degeneration by projection ([Har77, Ch. III, Example 9.8.3.]). Given a projective space P^N with homogeneous coordinates x_0, . . . , x_N , we have a projection, for N^′ ≤ N,

p : P^N − V (x_0, . . . , x_N ′ ) → P^{N ′} given by [c_0 : · · · : c_N ] → [c_0 : · · · : c_N ′ ].

We note that p is the map corresponding to a choice of sections x_0, . . . , x_N ′ of O_PN (1) and we say p is the the projection given by x_0, . . . , x_N ′ . The locus V (x_0, . . . , x_N ′ ) is called the center of the projection p. Algebraically, the above morphism is the Proj of the ring homomorphism S^′ = k[x_0, . . . , x_N ′ ] → S = k[x_0, . . . , x_N ]. In this notation, V (S^′_+S) = V (x_0, . . . , x_N ′ ). Also, note that we can identify P^{N ′} as a closed subvariety V (x_N ′_{+1}, . . . , x_N ) ⊂ P^N , which corresponds to viewing S^′ as a quotient of S.

The next theorem states a fairly classical fact that the projection p induces a degeneration. But the statement below is more precise than those we are aware of.

3.1. Theorem (Degeneration by projection). Let G_m act linearly on P^N in such a way that x_0, . . . , x_N ′ have weights 0 and x_N ′_{+1}, . . . , x_N have weights −1. Let B = X ∩ V (S^′_+S).

Then for each closed subvariety X ⊂ P^N , we have:

X = G_m · X ⊂ P^N × A^1

is a flat degeneration of X to X^′ = the special fiber such that (with P^{N ′} ⊂ P^N as above) (i) X^′ ∩ P^{N ′} = p(X − B) as a scheme; thus, as a set, X^′ is the union of irreducible components of X^′ not lying in P^{N ′} and p(X − B), (ii) if B = ∅, then X^′ = p(X) as a set and X^′ ∩ P^{N ′} = p(X) as a scheme.

Proof. That X is a flat degeneration is a special case of a Gröbner degeneration described, for example, in [Eis13, 15.10.5.]. Alternatively, the same reasoning as in [Har77, Ch. III, Example 9.8.3.] shows that X is a flat degeneration.

Now, let I ⊂ S be the ideal defining X ⊂ P^N and I^′ ⊂ S the ideal defining the limit X^′ ⊂ P^N . This ideal I^′ is analogous to what Eisenbud calls I_∞ in [Eis13, 15.10.5.]. Also, let a ⊂ S denote the defining ideal of P^{N ′} ⊂ P^N ; i.e., the kernel of S → S^′. Note I^′ · S^′ = (I^′ + a)/a when we view S^′ as an S-module via the quotient map S → S^′.

Given a nonzero homogeneous element f in S, let n(f) ≥ 0 be the largest integer such that

f ∈ f^′ + a^{n(f)−1} + · · · + S^′

for some nonzero f^′ ∈ a^{n(f)}. Then t · f ∈ t^{−n(f)}f^′ + (t^{−1}a)^{n(f)−1} + · · · + S^′. Thus, among the defining equations of X, f_t := t^{n(f)}(t · f) is in f^′ + tS[t]. Then I^′ is generated by f^′ for each f in I. Note that if n(f) = 0, then f ∈ S^′ and f_t = f; thus f^′ = f.

Then we shall now show: I^′ · S^′ = I ∩ S^′. It is not necessarily the case that I^′ is generated by f^′ for some homogeneous generators f of I, but it is still the case that I^′ is generated by f^′ for all homogeneous f in I. Thus, let f ∈ I be a homogeneous element. If n(f) > 0, then f^′ is in a^{n(f)} ⊂ a. If n(f) = 0, then, as noted early, f ∈ S^′ and f^′ = f. Thus, in any case, f^′ mod a is in I ∩ S^′, proving the inclusion ⊂.

Conversely, if f ∈ I ∩ S^′, then f = f^′ and so f ∈ I^′; thus, f ∈ I^′ · S^′, proving the claim. Since p(X − B) = V (I ∩ S^′), the claim then implies (i).

Next, to prove (ii), assume B = ∅. Note that p(X) is then closed since X is projective. We shall show I^′ contains some power of a; i.e., V ( √ I^′) ⊂ P^{N ′} . The assumption B = ∅ means that √ I + S^′_+S = S_+. Thus, for each j such that N^′ + 1 ≤ j ≤ N, we can write x^n_j = f + g where n > 0, f ∈ I and g ∈ S^′_+S such that f, g are homogeneous of degree n. Put in another way, we have f = x^n_j − g. We note that g cannot contain a term from a^n, since g has degree n and g ∈ S^′_+S. Hence, f^′ = x^n_j and thus x^n_j ∈ I^′. It follows that I^′ contains some power of a. □

3.2. Corollary. X^′ ∩ P^{N ′} is reduced.

Proof. The defining ideal of p(X − B) is I ∩ S^′, which is prime; in particular, radical. □

3.3. Corollary. If the dimension of an irreducible component of X^′ lying in P^{N ′} is < dim X, then X^′ coincides with p(X − B) as a set (cf. Example 3.7.)

Proof. This is because dim X^′ = dim X. □

3.4. Corollary. (cf. [Har77] Ch. IV, Exercise 3.5. (c)) If X ≠ X^′, then X^′ cannot be a variety (i.e., reduced and irreducible).

Proof. Indeed, S^′ → S induces the grade-preserving ring homomorphism S^′/(I ∩ S^′) → S/I where the two rings are the homogeneous coordinate rings of p(X − B) and X, respectively. If X^′ is a variety, then X^′ = p(X − B) as closed subschemes of P^{N ′} ; thus as closed subschemes of P^N . But, as closed subschemes of P^N , X^′ and X have the same Hilbert function; hence, S^′/(I ∩ S^′) = S/I. □ 3.5. Remark (Geometric vertex decomposition). Essentially the same result (Theorem 3.1) in the affine setup appears in [Knu07, §1.2], see also [KMY07].

To understand their method (called the geometric vertex decomposition), it is helpful to have the following simple example in mind: let X = V (xy − 1) ⊂ A^2 . Then V (xy − t) ⊂ A^3 is a flat degeneration from X to X^′ = V (xy). Here, X^′ is the union of the projection part V (y), the closure of the projection of X to V (y) and the cone part V (x), the part that remains intact under the degeneration [KMY07, Example 1.1]. The observation of the authors of [KMY07] is that this decomposition into the projection part and the cone part generalizes to the limit of a degeneration by projection. Moreover, as they observe, it is in fact the analog of the vertex decompsition of a simplicial complex, the fact that a simplicial complex Δ is the pushout δ ∪_λ σ of two subcomplexes, the one δ consisting of all the faces not containing a given vertex (called the deletion of the vertex) and the other σ consisting of all the faces containing the given vertex (called the star or cone), along the link λ = δ ∩ σ.

We now look at concrete examples.

3.6. Example (cf. [KMY07] Example 1.1.). Let X = V (I) ⊂ P^3, I = (xy − z^2) and consider the projection p : P^3 − P → P^2, where P = [0 : 1 : 0], given by S^′ = k[x, z] → S. Then I ∩ S^′ = 0; i.e., p(X − P ) = V (y) = P^1.

On the other hand, the degeneration X is given by the equation xy − tz^2 and thus X^′ = V (I^′), I^′ = (xy). We have (I^′ : y^∞) = (x). Hence, X^′ is the union of V ((I^′ : y^∞)) and p(X − P ), not just as sets but as schemes in this particular case.

3.7. Example (Twisted cubic curve; cf. [Har77] Ch. III., Example 9.8.3. and Exercise 9.2.). Let P^1 → P^3 be the Veronese embedding; i.e., P^3 has homogeneous coordinates parametrized by monomials of degree 3 in x, y, the homogeneous coordinates on P^1 and the embedding is given by: k[u_3, u_2, u_1, u_0] → k[x, y], u_3 → x^3, u_2 → x^2y, . . . . where we wrote u_a = u_xa_y3−a . The image of P^1 in P^3 is defined by the kernel I of this ring homomorphism; explicitly, I is generated by three quadratic polynomials u^2 − u_3u_1, u^2_1 − u_2u_0, u_2u_1 − u_3u_0. Let X denote the image of P^1 in P^3, called a rational normal curve or a twisted cubic curve. Let p : P^3 − P → P^2 = V (u_1), where P = V (u_3, u_2, u_0), be the projection given by forgetting u_1. We have u^3_2 − u^2_3u_0 ∈ I ∩ S^′. Thus, p(X) is V (u^3_2 −u^2_3u_0), a cuspidal cubic curve. On the other hand, by computing a Gröbner basis, we see that the defining equations of the degeneration X are

tu^2 = u_3u_1, u^2_1 = t^2u_2u_0, u_2u_1 = tu_3u_0, u^3_2 = u^2_3u_0.

Thus, I^′ is generated by u_3u_1, u^2_1, u_2u_1, u^3_2−u^2_3u_0. Since a = (u_1), we have I^′·S^′ = (u^3_2−u^2_3u_0)·S^′ = I ∩ S^′; so the equality in the claim in the proof of the proposition holds.

Note that X = P^1 has arithmetic genus zero, while the cuspidal cubic curve has arithmetic genus 1. Since X, X^′ share the same arithmetic genus, X^′ cannot be reduced, just as [Har77, Ch. III., Example 9.8.4.] notes for a similar example. Since u^2_1 ∈ I^′, we have 1 ∈ (I^′ : a^∞); i.e., the so-called cone part X^′_c := V ((I^′ : a^∞)) is empty. However, X^′ does not agree with p(X − B).

Now, given a projective variety X, suppose we are given a toric degeneration from X to X^′ embedded in P^n × A^1 . Then, by the method in Proposition 1.19 (when it applies), we find a morphism φ : X − B → X^′. Now, by construction, φ is given by sections g_0, . . . , g_q of O_X (m), some m > 0, such that each g_i is a monomial in homogeneous coordinates on P^n restricted to X. We recall that the m-th Veronese embedding P^n → P^N , N = (_{n+m} m ) − 1 is given by all the monomials of degree m in homogeneous coordinates on P^n. Hence, φ factors as the m-th Veronese embedding restricted to X − B followed by a projection.

3.8. Example (Elliptic curve; cf. Example 2.12). Let X = V (y^2z − x^3 + xz^2) ⊂ P^2 be an elliptic curve, which has a toric degeneration to W = V (y^2z − x^3) inside P^2. Then, under the Veronese embedding v : P^2 → P^9, v(X) ⊂ P^9 = Proj S is given by the ideal I generated by u_y2_z −u_x3 +u_{xz}2 and the kernel of S = k[u_x3 , u_x2_y, u_z3 ] → k[x, y, z], u_x3 → x^3, etc. Then the map φ : X → W, [x : y : z] → [y^3 : z^3 : y^2z] is the Veronese embedding v followed by the projection p given by S^′ = k[u_y2_z, u_y3 , u_z3 ] → S. Note that u^3_{y2z} − u^2_{y3} u_z3 ∈ I ∩ S^′ and thus the image of v(X) under p is V (u^3_{y2z} − u^2_{y3} u_z3 ) in P^2.

On the other hand, the limit X^′ of the degeneration by projection of X is given by u^3_{y2z} = u^2_{y3} u_z3 , u_x3 = u_{xz}2 , etc. Using Macaulay2 [GS] we see that the radical of the defining ideal of X^′ is generated by u^3_{y2z} − u^2_{y3} u_z3 , u_x3 , u_{xz}2 , etc; that is, X^′ coincides with W = φ(X) as a set. In fact, it is necessarily that X^{′′} is not reduced by the following reasoning. By Theorem 3.1, we have W = p(v(X)) ⊂ X^′. Here W and X^′ have different Hilbert polynomial and thus the inclusion cannot be the equality.

The above example exhibits the following general fact.

3.9. Theorem. Let X ⊂ P^q × A^1 be a toric degeneration of a projective variety X (of positive dimension) to W . Let φ : X − B −→ W be a dominant morphism that is the restriction of a Veronese embedded v : P^q → P^N followed by projection p : P^N − V (S^′_+S) → P^q (e.g., φ is as discussed before Example 3.8). Additionally assume that X^′ be the limit of the degeneration of v(X) by the projection p.

Then X^′ is a variety (i.e. reduced and irreducible) if and only if v is the identity. In particular, unless X is trivial it cannot be given as a degeneration by projection in the sense of Theorem 3.1. However, W still coincides with X^′ ∩ P^q as a scheme.

Proof. This is seen exactly as in Example 3.8. Indeed, since W is reduced and X^′_{red} ⊂ X^′, by Theorem 3.1, we have: as closed schemes of P^N , W = p(v(X − B)) ⊂ X^′. Note that X^′ has the same Hilbert polynomial as v(X). Thus, if X^′ is a variety, then W = X^′ for dimension reason and so W and v(X) have the same Hilbert polynomial, which cannot happen unless v is the identity. Conversely, if W and X^′ have the same Hilbert polynomial, then the above inclusion is the equality. The remaining assertions also follow from Theorem 3.1. □

As we mention in the introduction, this theorem in particular gives a negative answer to the question of Dolgachev and Kaveh as to whether a projective toric degeneration can be given as a degeneration by projection, at least in the formulation given here.

3.10. Remark (A map given by taking limits). We are indebted to Nathan Ilten for the following idea of constructing a map by taking limits.

Suppose we are give a toric degeneration p : X → A^1 that is obtained by the Gröbner method (cf. §2). Then X has a natural G_m -action. We can then consider the map q : X → X^{G m} , x → lim_{t→0} t · x (note it is clear that the image lies in the fixed point set X^{G m} ). The Białynicki-Birula decomposition says that q is actually a morphism of schemes over each irreducible component of X^{G m} . More precisely, the usual formulation of the Białynicki-Birula decomposition applies to a smooth G_m -variety. However, since X is equivariantly embedded into a smooth G_m -variety, the decomposition still applies. But the image of this map q is generally not the special fiber p^{−1}(0) of p. Indeed, G_m does not fix any point away from the special fiber W = p^{−1}(0). That is, X^{G m} ⊂ W . But, here, the inclusion is usually strict since G_m usually does not act trivially on W . In particular, if the general fiber X = p^{−1}(1) is a curve (thus W is a curve too), then q is a map to a finite set.

It can happen that X^{G m} = W but that’s precisely the case when p is given a degeneration by a projection, the case considered in this section. See also Remark 0.2 in the introduction.

Quite roughly, the construction in the next section may be thought of as constructing a non-algebraic G_m -action in such a way the fixed point set X^{G m} is exactly the special fiber W = p^{−1}(0).

4. Neighborhood deformation retract

The purpose of this section is to show the following: given a smooth complex variety M and a Zariski-closed subset W ⊂ M, in the classical topology, there exist a (not necessarily open) neighborhood W (δ) of W and a continuous map π : W (δ) → W that is a retract of W ; i.e., π ∘ i is the identity for the natural inclusion i : W → W (δ). The existence of a similar map is due to [Gor81, §7] and [GM83, §6]. Our construction essentially follows theirs however it is slightly simpler and the resulting map is slightly stronger; in loc.cit. a deformation retract is constructed, while π restricted to a neighborhood of W is a strong deformation retract. tThe strong version is necessary for our application in integrable systems in the next section.

In the case of a degeneration, the above π leads to the following key result. A proper morphism here is in the sense of scheme theory, which is then a proper map in the classical topology (since such a map is a closed map with compact fibers and that’s enough).

4.1. Theorem. Let p : X → A^1 be a surjective proper morphismfrom a complex algebraic variety. Assume that X is a closed subvariety of a smooth complex algebraic variety M and that p is the restriction of a proper morphism M → A^1 ; e.g., M = P^n × A^1 and p the projection.

Then, for some 0 ≠ t ∈ A^1 and some stratification on W by smooth subvarieties, there exists a surjective continuous map φ : p^{−1}(t) → W such that for each stratum A of W , the pre-image φ^{−1}(A) has a natural reducible-variety structure so that φ : φ^{−1}(A) → A is a finite étale morphism.

4.2. Remark. The morphism p in the theorem is not assumed to be flat but it is actually flat, since X is a variety and a torsion-free module over a principal ideal domain is flat ([Eis13, Corollary 6.3.]). Also, if p is trivial away from the special fiber W = p^{−1}(0), then the statement holds for any t ≠ 0 since it holds for some t ≠ 0.

In the case of a toric degeneration, the stratification will be taken to be the orbit decomposition (so a stratum is an orbit); see Remark 4.4. The construction of [GM83] is fairly intuitive; given a (Whitney) stratification on W = p^{−1}(0), there is a system of tubular neighborhoods parameterized by the stratification, a key fact in the Thom–Mather theory of stratified spaces

[Mat12]. Collapsing each tubular neighborhood then gives, via a partition of unity type argument, a map that collapses a neighborhood of W .

4.3. Remark. After completing the first draft of this paper, we noticed the paper [PW19] which also constructs a strong deformation retract of W in X. Their approach is to use a flow (thus is different from ours).

4.4. Remark (Whitney stratification). For the definition of a Whitney stratification, we refer to [GM88, Part 1. Ch. 1.] as well as [Mat12]. It is known that a subvariety of a smooth complex algebraic variety M admits a Whitney stratification into smooth complex algebraic subvarieties of M [GM88, Part 1, Theorem 1.7.]. It is also known that the decomposition into finitely many orbits of an algebraic group on a complex algebraic variety gives a Whitney stratification [Mac90, Theorem 7.6]. Thus, in particular, in the case when p is a toric degeneration the strata in Theorem 4.1 can be taken to be torus-orbits.

We need some notations and terminology. Given two strata A, B, we write A ≤ B if A lies in the closure of B and A < B if A ≤ B and A ≠ B. Two strata are said to be incomparable if neither A ≤ B nor B ≤ A holds. By a tubular neighborhood of a submanifold A in M, we mean an smooth embedding ψ_A : E → M from a vector bundle E over A to M that is the identity on A and the image of ψ_A is an (open) neighborhood of A in M.

Given such a ψ_A, we write T_A for the image of ψ_A and π_A for the composition T_A^ψ −1 A→ E^ξ→ A where ξ is the natural projection. Note that R acts on E by scalar multiplication on each fiber. Hence, π_A is a strong deformation retract of A ⊂ T_A (i.e., there is a homotopy from π_A to the identity on T_A such that the homotopy is the identity on A). We also put an inner product on each fiber of E such that the inner products vary smoothly across fibers and then write ρ_A : T_A → R given as ρ_A(x) = |ψ^{−1}_A (x)|^2 where | · | denotes the norm on a fiber.

In his notes [Mat12] (specifically Proposition 7.1. in op. cit.), Mather constructs a system of tubular neighborhoods inductively so that each tubular neighborhood of a stratum is compatible with those smaller strata. Precisely, by induction on the dimension of the strata, he constructs the system {ψ_A | A} of tubular neighborhooods of A such that, for strata A < B, we have

π_A ∘ π_B = π_A, ρ_A ∘ π_B = ρ_A

where the equations are defined. Shrinking T_A’s, we assume T_A, T_B are disjoint if A, B are incomparable [Mat12, (A11) after Definition 8.2.].

We need the following variant of Thom’s second isotopy Lemma [Mat12, Proposition 11.2.]:

4.5. Lemma. Fix a stratum A of W . Let S be a Whitney-stratified locally closed subset of T_A and f : S → N the restriction of a smooth map M → N, N a smooth manifold. Assume that f is a proper submersion on each stratum. Then for each point y in N, there exists a neighborhood U of y in N and a homeomorphism H such that the diagram f^{−1}(y) × U π_A×id &&MMM MMM MMM M^∼

H // f_{−1}(U) (π_A,f) yyttt ttt ttt A × U commutes, H preserves the strata and its restriction to each stratum is a diffeomorphism onto the image.

Also, if N = R^n , then U can be taken to be R^n .

There are two proofs: a direct proof and one adapting the proof of [Mat73, Theorem 8.6.]. For later reference later include both.

Direct proof of Lemma 4.5. Since the statement is local, it is enough to prove the case N = R^n with U = R^n . For the notational clarity, we shall also assume n = 1 (but the proof for the general case is the same).

Shrinking the ambient manifold M, we can assume S is a closed subset. Then, by Thom’s first isotopy lemma [Mat12, Proposition 11.1.], we have a trivialization H: f^{−1}(y) × U id %%KK KKK KKK KK^∼

H // f_{−1}(U) f ––www www www U. Thus, we only need to verify that the asserted diagram commutes with the above H; i.e., π_A(H(x, t)) is independent of t. In the proof of the first isotopy lemma, the trivialization H is given by the flow φ_t generated by a set-theoretic vector field η smooth on each stratum; namely, H(x, t) = φ_t(x). By a set-theoretic vector field, we mean a not-necessarily-smooth-nor-continuous section of a cotangent bundle. Now, by construction, η is tangent everywhere to the fibers of ρ_A. Thus, d dt (π_A ∘ φ_t) = dπ_A(η ∘ φ_t) = 0.

That is to say, π_A ∘ φ_t = π_A ∘ H(·, t) is independent of t. This proves the claim. □

Mather’s proof of Lemma 4.5 adapted. We follow [Mat73, Proof of Theorem 8.6.]. The projection p : A × R^n → R^n is trivial in the sense that we have the commutative diagram p^{−1}(y) × R^n pr fflffl

p×id // y × R^n ≃ R^n ‖ fflffl A × R^{n p} // R^n . The hypothesis on f implies that f satisfies Thom’s condition (a_f ) defined in [Mat12, §11].

Indeed, if B is a stratum of S, then the tangent space to f|^{−1}_B (0) at x equals ker(d(f|_B )_x) since f|_B is a submersion; thus, Thom’s condition holds by Whitney’s condition (A) (which is weaker than Whitney’s condition (B)).

Then, by an argument preceding Proposition 2.9. of [Bek91], we see that (π_A, f) : S → A×R^n is a Thom mapping (see [Mat12, §11]). Then, as in the proof of [Mat73, Theorem 8.6.], we find a homemorphism H such that the following commutes: f^{−1}(y) × R^{n(πA,f)×id}// H ≀ fflffl p^{−1}(y) × R^n pr fflffl

p×id // R^n ‖ fflffl S^{(πA,f)} // A × R^{n p} // R^n .

This is exactly what is asserted. □

The next proposition is Theorem 8.3. of [Mat73] and it establishes the conical structure of a Whitney stratification (in fact, given this result, some authors define a stratified space as a space that has a stratification with the conical structure).

4.6. Proposition (Conical structure). Given a stratum A of W , consider

l_A : T_A → R, given by x → ρ_A(x)^{1/2} (ϵ ∘ π_A)(x) , where ϵ is a positive smooth function on A. If ϵ is small enough, then (π_A, l_A) : l^{−1}_A ((0, 1]) → A × (0, 1] is trivial over R as a family over A in the sense that there is a homeomorphism H_A over A × (0, 1]:

l^{−1}_A (1) × (0, 1]

π_A×id ’’OOOO OOO OOO O^∼

H_A // l^{−1}_A ((0, 1]) (π_A,l_A) xxqqq qqq qqq qq A × (0, 1] such that H_A preserves the strata and the restriction of it to each stratum is a diffeomorphism onto the image. (Cf. Remark 4.9.)

Proof. By Lemma 7.3. and the remark preceding it in [Mat12], we can choose ϵ > 0 such that (π_A, l_A) is proper and also, for each stratum B on W , it is a submersion on l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) ∩ B. Then l^{−1}_A ((0, 1]) has a Whitney stratification induced from that on W (see the proof [Mat73, Theorem 8.3.]); namely, the strata are l^{−1}_A ((0, 1]) ∩ B, B strata of W and l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) − W . The assertion then follows from Lemma 4.5 applied to f = l_A : S = l^{−1}_A ((0, 1]) → R. □

The reason why the above gives a conical structure is as follows.

4.7. Corollary. H_A identifies l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) as the mapping cylinder of π_A : l^{−1}_A (1) → A; i.e., there is a push-out diagram:

l^{−1}_A (1)^{(id,0)} // π_A fflffl l^{−1}_A (1) × [0, 1] fflffl AØ ¨ // l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) where the right vertical map is a unique extension of H_A (which we shall also denote by H_A).

Proof. Let us extend H_A by setting H_A(x, 0) = π_A(x). We shall show that H_A is then continuous.

Since the problem is near A, we may assume M is a coordinate chart such that, by the uniqueness of a tubular projection, π_A is the orthogonal projection onto A and ρ_A(x) = |x − π_A(x)|^2. Then, for x = H_A(x_0, s), since π_A(x) = π_A(x_0), we have:

|H_A(x_0, s) − H_A(x_0, 0)| = |x − π_A(x)| = ρ_A(x)^{1/2} ≤ c l_A(x) = cs for some constant c. Also, with x = H_A(x_0, t), y = H_A(y_0, t), |H_A(x_0, t) − H_A(y_0, t)| ≤ |x − π_A(x)| + |π_A(x_0) − π_A(y_0)| + |π_A(y) − y| ≤ 2ct + |π_A(x_0) − π_A(y_0)|.

The continuity of H_A now follows easily. □

In fact, we can do further trivialization

4.8. Remark. By the submersion theorem applied to f = π_A|_l−1_{A (1)}, for each point a ∈ A, we can find a neighborhood U of a in M and a diffeomorphism over A: (U ∩ A) × L ≃ l^{−1}_A (1) ∩ π^{−1}_A (U ∩ A)

where L = π^{−1}_A (a)∩l^{−1}_A (1), called the link of a. For simplicity, replacing A by U ∩A, assume A ⊂ U. Then the above means A×L ≃ l^{−1}_A (1), which, together with H_A : l^{−1}_A ((0, 1]) ≃ l^{−1}_A (1)×(0, 1], gives the strata-preserving A-homeomorphism: l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) ≃ A × cL, x → (π_A(x), l_A(x)u(x)) where u : l^{−1}_A ((0, 1]) → l^{−1}_A (1) → L. In general, the above trivialization holds locally.

4.9. Remark. As noted after [Mat73, Theorem 8.3.], the trivialization H_A in the above proposition cannot be taken to be smooth in general. However, since W is a complex algebraic variety, we can (and did) assume the strata on W are complex-algebraic. Now, it is known that Thom’s first and second isotopy lemmas hold for Nash manifolds (i.e. semialgebraic realanalytic manifolds) [CS92, Esc01]; in particular, we can assume the trivialization H_A as well as the trivialization in Remark 4.8 are Nash and so smooth.

Alternatively, it is mentioned in literature that, from Hironaka’s works, we can find the trivializations like the above that are real analytic.

Using the above Proposition 4.6, we shall define an extension of π_A from some subset of the tubular neighborhood T_A. First, by Whitney’s theorem (which says a closed subset of a manifold is the zero set of a smooth function), we choose a smooth real-valued function δ on M such that δ^{−1}(0) = W and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1/4 identically (explicitly, if W = f^{−1}(0) for some smooth function f, take δ to be a multiple of p ∘ f for some smooth bounded non-negative function p on R such that p^{−1}(0) = 0.)

For a stratum A of W , we write A(δ) = {x ∈ T_A | l_A(x) ≤ δ(x)}. Let λ_A be a smooth function on M − W = {δ > 0} such that λ_A = 1 on A(δ), λ_A < 1 on T_A − A(δ) and Supp(λ_A) ⊂ A(2δ).

Then define ~π_A : M → M by:

~π_A(x) := { H_A(x_0, (1 − λ_A(x))s), if x ∈ A(2δ) ∩ {δ > 0} and x = H_A(x_0, s) x, otherwise.

Note ~π_A is then an extension of π_A|_{A(δ)}. Also,

4.10. Lemma. ~π_A : M → M is a continuous map and ~π_A : M − A → M is a smooth map. However, ~π_A : M → M is not smooth (not even continuously differentiable.)

Proof. Since H_A is smooth away from W by construction, the smoothness is clear away from W . Thus, we only need to show that ~π_A is smooth on some neighborhood of each point x of W . Since ~π_A is smooth (in fact, it is the identity) outside the tubular neighborhood T_A and A is closed in T_A, we can assume A is closed.

If x is in W − A, then let U ⊂ T_A be a neighborhood of x that is disjoint from A. Then we have U ⊂ {l_A ≥ c} for some constant c > 0. Since δ(x) = 0, shrinking U, we can assume U ⊂ {δ ≤ c/2}. But then l_A/δ ≥ 2 on U. Thus, λ_A = 0 on U and so ~π_A is the identity on U, in particular smooth.

Next, we shall show ~π_A is continuous. For that, given the above, we only need to show ~π_A is continuous at each point x of A. We write x = H_A(x_0, 0). For any y near x, if y is in {δ > 0} ∩ A(2δ), then we write y = H_A(y_0, s) and then ~π_A(y) = H_A(y_0, (1 − λ_A(y))s). Here, |1 − λ_A(y)| ≤ 1 and thus (y_0, (1 − λ_A(y))s) → (x_0, 0) as (y_0, s) → (x_0, 0). Otherwise, ~π_A(y) = y. In any case, we have ~π_A(y) → x = ~π_A(x) as y → x. (See Lemma 4.12 for a stronger result.)

Finally, we show that the derivative ~π^′_A, if it exists at all, is not continuous. For simplicity, via the trivialization H_A, view ~π_A as a map defined on (0, 1] × l^{−1}_A (1). The Jacobian matrix of it in the local coordinates (y_1, . . . , y_n, s) is then [ 1 0 ∂λ_A ∂y s 1 − λ_A(y, s) −^{∂λA}_{∂s} s ]

where^{∂λA}_{∂y} s denotes the matrix consisting of partial derivatives. Here, λ_A(y, s) does not go to 0 as s → 0. That is, the derivative ~π^′_A represented by the Jacobian matrix is not continuous. □

4.11. Remark. Here is a more conceptual reason why ~π_A is not smooth. If ~π_A were smooth, a discussion later implies that there is a smooth retraction U → U of W → U for some neighborhood U of W in M. But, since U is a manifold, that implies W is a manifold ([Hir12, Ch 1. §2, Exercise 2.]), which is usually not the case.

We still, however, have the following stronger continuity property, which is essential in §5.

4.12. Lemma. With an appropriate choices of λ_A, we have that ~π_A : M → M is locally Lipschitz continuous (in the paragraph just prior to [Tes12, Theorem 1.3.], “locally Lipschitz continuous” is defined so that the estimate holds on each compact set but it is known and is easy to see that that condition is equivalent to the condition given here); i.e., each point of M has a neighborhood U in some coordinate chart together with a constant c_U such that for all x, y ∈ U, |~π_A(x) − ~π_A(y)| ≤ c_U |x − y| where | · | denotes the Euclidean length coming from the coordinate chart.

Proof. It is enough to prove the assertion for a neighborhood U of a point in A such that U is compact and contained in some coordinate chart. Shrinking U, we shall assume U ⊂ l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]).

Let x = H_A(x_0, s), y = H_A(y_0, t) in U ∩ {δ > 0}. We have: |λ_A(x)s − λ_A(y)t| ≤ s|λ_A(x) − λ_A(y)| + |s − t|.

Take λ_A = q ∘ (l_A/δ) where q is a smooth function with q = 1 on [0, 1], < 1 on (1, 2] and = 0 on [2, ∞). By the mean value inequality, s|λ_A(x) − λ_A(y)| ≤ sup |q^′| s |s/δ(x) − t/δ(y)| ≤ sup |q^′| ( s δ(x) |s − t| + st δ(x)δ(y) |δ(x) − δ(y)| ) . Now, we can assume λ_A(x), λ_A(y) are not both zero; without loss of generality, assume x ∈ Supp(λ_A) ⊂ A(2δ). Then s/δ(x) ≤ 2. If y is also in Supp(λ_A), then the above is bounded by sup |q^′| (2|s − t| + 4|δ(x) − δ(y)|). Assume y ∉ Supp(λ_A). Then let c = t/2 so that t/c = 2. Since λ_A(y) = 0 = q(t/c), the same analysis as above gives s|λ_A(x) − λ_A(y)| ≤ sup |q^′| s |s/δ(x) − t/c|. Here, since sδ(y) ≤ sc ≤ tδ(x), s | | | s δ(x) − t c | | | = s δ(x)c |sc − tδ(x)| ≤ 2 c |sδ(y) − tδ(x)| ≤ 2δ(y) c |s − t| + 2t c |δ(y) − δ(x)| ≤ 2|s − t| + 4|δ(y) − δ(x)|. Overall, we have: s|λ_A(x) − λ_A(y)| ≤ sup |q^′| (2|s − t| + 4 sup_U |δ^′| |x − y|). Now, since 1/(ϵ ∘ π_A) is smooth and since ρ^{1/2}_A is Lipschitz continuous as in the proof of Corollary 4.7, we have: |s − t| = |l_A(x) − l_A(y)| ≤ c_{lA} |x − y| for some constant c_{lA} . Hence, for some constant c_{λA} , |λ_A(x)s − λ_A(y)t| ≤ c_{λA} |x − y|. Next, define φ_t : l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) → l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 by φ_t(H_A(x_0, s)) = H_A(x_0, ts). Fix a point a_0 ∈ A. Then Remark 4.8 gives l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) ≃ A × cL near a_0. Choosing coordinates on L, we have L ⊂ l-sphere ⊂ R^{l+1} . Thus, again near a_0, we have l^{−1}_A ([0, 1]) ⊂ A × R^{l+1} where the inclusion preserves the strata and is smooth on each stratum. Then we see φ_t can be given as φ_t(a, u) = (a, tu) near a_0; in particular, φ_t is Lipchitz continous near a_0 uniformly with respect to t.

Having the above estimates, it is now clear that ~π_A is locally Lipchitz continuous (note ~π_A(x) = φ_{(1−λA (x))lA(x)}(x).) □ By definition, the height of a stratum A is the supremum of the lengths k of the chains A = A_k > A_{k−1} > · · · > A_0, which is finite since A > B implies B has strictly smaller dimension than A [Mat12, Proposition 2.7.].

For each integer i, define ~π_i : M → M by ~π_i|_{A(2δ)} = ~π_A|_{A(2δ)} for the strata A of height i and ~π_i = the identity elsewhere (this is possible since our tubular neighborhoods of incomparable strata are disjoint).

If i is the height of A, let δ_i = δ ∘ ~π_{i+1} ∘ · · · ∘ ~π_d, d = dim W . Then A(δ_i) = (~π^{−1}_d ∘ · · · ∘ ~π^{−1}_{i+1})(A(δ)) since l_A ∘ ~π_B = l_A for A < B. Let W (δ) be the union of A(δ_{ht A}) over all the strata A of W . Then let ~π = ~π_0 ∘ · · · ∘ ~π_d and π = ~π|_{W (δ)}. The next proposition collects some basic properties of π. 4.13. Proposition. We have:

(i) For each stratum A on W of height i, π^{−1}(A) = A(δ_i) − ⋃ B>A B(δ_{ht(B)}). (ii) For each A as in (ii), π coincides with π_A on π^{−1}(A).

(iii) For A as in (ii) and each y ∈ A, we have:

π^{−1}(y) = π^{−1}_A (y) ∩ W (δ).

Proof. Let x be in A(δ_i) such that x ∉ B(δ_{ht(B)}) for any B > A. Then ~π(x) = (~π_0 ∘· · ·∘ ~π_i)(x_{i+1}) for x_{i+1} = (~π_{i+1} ∘ · · · ∘ ~π_d)(x). We note that x_{i+1} is in A(δ) and so ~π_i(x) is in A. Since ~π_j is the identity on W for j < i, we conclude that ~π(x) is in A. Conversely, let x be in π^{−1}(A). Then ~π(x) = ~π_A(x_{i+1}) is in A for x_{i+1} defined as before. But that is possible only if x_{i+1} ∈ A(δ) or x ∈ A(δ_i). The proof of (ii) is similar: use the fact that π_A ∘ ~π_B = π_A for A < B. (iii) is also seen in the similar way. □

4.14. Corollary. In the definition of ~π, the function δ can be chosen so that the interior of W (δ) is a neighborhood of W .

Proof. If x is in π^{−1}(A)−A, then δ_i > 0 near x. Thus, if we assume δ_i decreases slowly compared to l_A, then π^{−1}(A) contains a point near A unless the point is already in B(δ_{ht(B)}) for some B > A. That is, W (δ) contains a neighborhood of A. Since the stratification on W is locally finite, such an assumption on δ need to be made again only finitely strata at a time. The assertion is therefore clear. □

After choosing δ according to the above corollary, we have:

4.15. Corollary. π(W (δ)) = W .

Proof. This follows from the previous corollary as well as (iii) of the proposition. □

In fact, π is much more than a surjection.

4.16. Proposition. For U the interior of W (δ), we have π : U → W is a strong deformation retract; i.e., there is a homotopy h_t : U → U from π to the identity such that h_t|_W is the identity. Moreover, h_t can be taken to be smooth on U − W .

Proof. For a stratum A of W , if x = H_A(x_0, s) and δ(x) > 0, then let

~π_{A,t}(x) = H_A(x_0, (1 − (1 − t)λ_A(x))s)

and ~π_{A,t}(x) = x for any other x. Note ~π_{A,t}(U) ⊂ U. Then define ~π_t as we defined ~π from ~π_A. Take h_t : U → U to be the restriction of ~π_t. □

An important consequence of the above that we will need in the next section is (as a reader will see, the proof will go through if π is weaker than a strong deformation retract. “strong” is used in the next section).

By a continuous k-form we mean a continuous section of the k-th exterior power of T^∗U. If it is smooth, then it is a differential k-form.

4.17. Corollary (Relative Poincaré Lemma). Let σ be a continuous k-form, k > 0 on some neighborhood U of W such that σ is smooth and closed on U − W . If σ|_W = 0, then, after shrinking U, there exists a continuous (k − 1)-form ψ on U such that ψ is smooth on U − W with dψ = σ on U − W and ψ|_W = 0.

Proof. Assume U is small enough that h_t : U → U for h_t in the preceding proposition. Let p : U × [0, 1] → U denote the projection and, since p has compact oriented fibers, we can define the integration along fibers p_∗. In the local coordinates x_1, . . . , x_n, t, p_∗(f dt ∧ dx_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ dx_{ik−1} ) = (∫_1 0 f(·, t) dt ) dx_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ dx_{ik−1} and p_∗(α) = 0 for a smooth form α not involving dt. This local formula shows that p_∗ is in fact defined for any continuous form α on U × [0, 1] (remark: integrability is enough). From the local formula, by differentiation under the integral sign, we see that for any smooth form α on (U − W ) × [0, 1], d(p_∗α) = α|_{U×1} − α|_{U×0} − p_∗(dα).

Let J = p_∗ ∘ h^∗, which is defined on U. Then, taking α = h^∗σ on U − W for h : U × [0, 1] → U, (x, t) → h_t(x), we have: on U − W , h^∗_1σ − h^∗_0σ = Jdσ + dJσ. Let ψ = Jσ, which is defined on U. Now, we have h^∗_1σ = σ since h_1 is the identity and we have h^∗_0σ = 0 on U since h_0|_U = π and σ|_W = 0. Since dσ = 0 on U − W by assumption, we get σ = dJσ on U − W . Finally, we have ψ|_W = 0 since h_t(W ) ⊂ W . □

Proof of Theorem 4.1. There is a small 0 ≠ t ∈ C such that p^{−1}(t) lies in the interior of W (δ). Indeed, if this is not the case, we can choose a sequence of x_i not in the interior of W (δ) such that p(x_i) → 0. We have x_i is in the pre-image under p of some closed ball, which is compact by proper-ness. Then, passing to a subsequence, we can assume x_i is convergent with limit in W = p^{−1}(0). But then x_i lies in the interior of W (δ) for some large i, a contradiction.

Choose Whitney stratifications on X and C so that p maps each stratum submersively to a stratum on C − 0; this is possible by [GM88, Part 1, Theorem 1.7]. By [Mat12, Lemma 7.3.], we can assume that π_A restricted to a stratum on X whose closure intersecting W is a submersion. Making t smaller, we can also assume p^{−1}(t) intersects only strata whose closures intersect W .

Fix a stratum A of W of height i. We note π^{−1}(A)∩X−W has a Whitney stratification induced from X, as in the proof of Proposition 4.6, after modifying δ if needed. Let p_A = p|_π−1_{(A)∩X−W} . Then, by Lemma 4.5, there is a neighborhood U of t in C − 0 such that: p^{−1}_A (t) × U π_A×id &&MMMM MMM MMM^∼

// p^{−1}_A (U) (π_A,p_A) yyttt ttt ttt A × U. By Remark 4.9, the horizontal homeomorphism can be assumed to be a stratum-wise diffeomorphism. Then the diagram implies that π_A (thus π) is a submersion on each stratum of p^{−1}_A (t) to A (note, as in the second proof of Lemma 4.5, (π_A, p_A) is a submersion on each stratum.). By [Mat12, Proposition 7.1.], we have a system of tubular neighborhoods of the strata of X − W compatible with π where π is defined. Then this system restricts to p^{−1}(t). Since, by the above, π : π^{−1}(A) ∩ p^{−1}(t) → A is a stratum-wise submersion onto each stratum A on W , by Thom’s first isotopy lemma (to be precise, its abstract version [Mat12, Corollary 10.2]), π|_p−1_{(t)} is a locally trivial fibration over each stratum; thus is a finite covering over each stratum (as the fibers are finite sets). The theorem is then the consequence of the following comparison theorem in étale topology. □

4.18. Theorem (SGA 4, Exposé XI, Théorèm 4.3. (iii)). Let X be a variety over C . Then the functor X → X(C ) determines an equivalence between the category of finite étale coverings of X and the category of finite (topological) coverings of X(C ) in the classical topology.

Moreover, scheme structures on coverings are induced naturally; i.e., in a manner analogous to manifold structures are induced naturally on coverings of manifolds. In particular, if a covering a priori had a manifold structure and the covering map is smooth, then an induced smooth variety structure would coincide with it.

The theorem is often stated for a smooth complex variety but smoothness is actually not needed.

Proof. The second statement is a direct consequence of the proof of the first statement in loc.cit.. □ 5. Moment maps and integrable systems

The notion of a moment map appears in the context of Hamiltonian group actions (Hamiltonian dynamics) in symplectic geometry. In particular, there is a moment map for a toric variety embedded in some projective space over the complex numbers and, by the convexity theorem, the image is a convex polytope, the polytope Δ_W (O_W (1)) associated to the toric variety (Definition 5.1), up to sign.

5.1. Definition. The convex polytope Δ_W (O(1)) associated to a toric variety W ⊂ P^q is defined as the convex hull of {a_0, . . . , a_q} ⊂ R^r , where a_0, . . . , a_q are the weights of the coordinates y_0, . . . , y_q of P^q with respect to the linear G^r_m action.

In fact, we may define a moment map over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and we will see that the convexity result remains valid. Over such a base field, composing the moment map of a toric variety W with a map X → W gives a map from the variety X to the polytope of W . Over C at least, the components of the moment map constitute an integral system. As in [HK15], we then see that the pull-back of the components along the map X → W gives an integral system on the original variety X.

5.1. Moment map. Let G^r_m be acting linearly on P^q so that the homogeneous coordinates have weights a_0, . . . , a_q in Z^r. First assume the base field k = C is the field of complex numbers. Then the real r-torus (S^1)^r also acts on P^q in a way it preserves the Hermitian structure (i.e. it acts as unitary operators).

Let t_r = Lie((S^1)^r) be the real Lie algebra of the real r-torus, which again acts on P^q. Then there is the moment map [Woo10, Example 3.4.2.]:

μ : P^q → t^∗_r given by ⟨μ(x), ξ⟩ = Im(~x, ξ · ~x) |~x|^2 where t^∗_r is the dual real vector space, ~x is a representative in C^{q+1} of the point x and ( , ) is the standard inner product. Explicitly,

μ([z_0 : · · · : z_q]) = 1 |z|^2 q∑ j=0 |z_j |^2a_j since G^r_m acts on C^{q+1} with weights −a_0, . . . , −a_q. The explicit formula can be used to define a moment map for a base field other than C if it still has characteristic zero. Indeed, assume the base field k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Then we can find a real closed field F such that k = F (i), i^2 = −1 (see for example [Nag93] §5.1. Exercise 7.) Thus, as a F -vector space, k is F^2 witb respect to the basis 1, i. Then we can define the Euclidean norm |z| of z ∈ k by |z| = √ x^2 + y^2 when z = x + iy. We then define the moment map

μ : P^q → t^∗_r

by the above formula, where we used the notation t_r = F^r and viewed each a_j as a linear functional on t_r. Since F^r is an inner product space, t^∗_r is canonically identified with t_r.

For an (S^1)^r-submanifold of a complex projective space, the next lemma is a part of the Kempf–Ness theorem stating that a GIT quotient can be viewed as a symplectic quotient. The original proof uses differential geometry.

We recall that a closed point x in P^q is said to be semistable if either of the following equivalent conditions is met:

• For a nonzero vector ~x ∈ k^{q+1} representing x, the orbit closure G^r_m · ~x does not contain the origin 0.

• There exists a nonconstant G^r_m -invariant homogeneous polynomial in the homogeneous coordinates on P^q that does not vanish at x.

The moment map gives another characterization in characteristic zero. The next lemma is more general than the existing one ([MFK94, Theorem 8.3]) in that it holds for an arbitrary algebraically closed field of characteristic zero (it is an interesting problem to find an extension to positive characteristic).

5.2. Lemma. A point x in P^q is a semistable point if and only if μ^{−1}(0) intersects the orbit closure G^r_m · x.

Proof. First suppose μ^{−1}(0) intersects G^r_m · x; i.e., there is a point y in G^r_m · x such that μ(y) = 0. We shall show y is semistable. Suppose otherwise. Let v be a nonzero vector in k^{q+1} that is a representative of y. By the Hilbert–Mumford criterion, we can find a homomorphism ρ : G_m → G^r_m such that 0 is in the (Zariski-)closure of ρ(G_m )v. Replacing ρ by ρ^{−1} if needed, we can assume ρ(t)v → 0 as t → ∞, in the sense of specialization. Since G^r_m acts diagonally, the action of G_m through ρ is also diagonal: ρ(t)v = diag(t^{−b0} , . . . , t^{−bq} )v for some integers b_i. Then, for each i, t^{−bi} v_i → 0 as t → ∞. This means v_i = 0 if b_i ≤ 0. On the other hand, the moment map corresponding to the G_m -action through ρ is ρ^∗ ∘ μ where ρ^∗ : t^∗_r → t^∗_1 is the transpose (pullback) of ρ and then (ρ^∗ ∘ μ)(y) = |v|^{−2} ∑ b_j|v_j |^2 = 0 since μ(y) = 0. This is possible only if v_j = 0 for all j such that b_j > 0. Thus, v = 0, a contradiction. Hence, y is semistable, proving the claim. Now, if x is not semistable, then G^r_m · x lies in the unstable locus X^{us} which is the complement of the semistable locus and thus y is also in X^{us}, a contradiction. Hence, x is semistable.

Next, suppose x is semistable and y a point in G^r_m · x such that G^r_m · y is closed (y is usually called a polystable point). Let v be a nonzero vector in k^{q+1} representing y and define the function ψ_v on (k^∗)^r by ψ_v (t) = |t · v|^2. Since 0 ∉ G^r_m · v, we see that ψ_v is bounded from below by a nonzero number. Since G^r_m · v is closed, ψ_v admits a minimum t. Although F may not be Cauchy-complete, a semialgebraic function on a bounded closed semialgebraic set (over F ) admits a minimum and a maximum. Replacing v and y by t·v and t·y, without loss of generality, we shall assume t = 1, the identity element. We shall show μ(y) = 0; for that, we shall show (ρ^∗ ∘ μ)(y) = 0 for every one-parameter subgroup ρ : G_m → G^r_m . Recall that k = F (i) and then define the function f : F_{>0} → F by f(t) = ψ_v(ρ(t)) = ∑_q j=0 t^{−2bj} |v_j |^2 where b_i are as above.

Then we have: d dt | | t=1 f(t) = −2 q∑ j=0 b_j |v_j |^2 = −2|v|^2(ρ^∗ ∘ μ)(y).

Since f has a minimum at t = 1, the above has to vanish. That is, (ρ^∗ ∘ μ)(y) = 0, proving the claim. □

Recall that Δ_Q (S) was defined in §2.

5.3. Proposition. Let W ⊂ P^q be a possibly non-normal toric variety as above (the beginning of §5.1). Then we have μ(W ) ∩ Q^r = Δ_Q (S), S the semigroup of W . In particular, μ(W ) is convex and coincides with Δ_W (O(1)) = Δ(S).

Proof. Let R be the homogeneous coordinate ring of W ; i.e., the semigroup algebra of S. For each point λ ∈ Q^r , we have:

λ ∈ Δ_Q (S) ⇔ (n, nλ) ∈ S for some n ∈ N_{>0} ⇔ R^λ_+ := ∞⨁ n=1 R_{n,nλ} ≠ 0. Thus, we need to show R^λ_+ ≠ 0 ⇔ μ^{−1}(λ) intersects W . First suppose λ = 0. If R^λ_+ ≠ 0, then there exists a nonconstant G^r_m -invariant homogeneous polynomial f that does not vanish identically on W . In particular, W admits a semistable point x. Then, by Lemma 5.2, μ^{−1}(0) intersects the orbit closure G^r_m · x. Since G^r_m · x ⊂ W , that means μ^{−1}(0) intersects W . Conversely, if there is a point x in μ^{−1}(0) ∩ W , then μ^{−1}(0) intersects the orbit at x, a fortiori, the orbit closure at x; so, again, by Lemma 5.2, x is semistable. This proves the case when λ = 0.

Next, assume λ is in Z^r and consider the G_m -action on R given by t ·_λ f = t^{−λ}t · f for degree-one elements f in R. Then R^λ_+ is the ·_λ-invariant subspace of R_+. With respect to ·_λ, the moment map looks μ_λ = μ − λ. It follows that μ^{−1}_λ (0) = μ^{−1}(λ) and so the claim follows from the early case. For an integer n > 0, we have nΔ_Q (S) = Δ_Q (S^{[n]}) where S^{[n]} is the nth Veronese of S and so the rational case follows from the integral case, which completes the proof of the first assertion. Finally, we have μ(W ) ⊂ Δ(S) from the definition of μ. Thus, Δ_Q (S) = μ(W ) ∩ Q^n ⊂ μ(W ) ⊂ Δ(S), which implies μ(W ) = Δ(S) since μ(W ) is closed. □

5.4. Remark (on convexity). For manifolds, a more general version of the above Proposition 5.3 is due to Atiyah and Guillemin–Sternberg in the abelian case and due to Kirwan in the non-abelian case, see e.g. [Woo10, Theorem 8.1.5]. For singular W , that μ(W ) is convex is a theorem of Atiyah [Woo10, Theorem 8.2.1].

5.5. Example. Consider the elliptic curve example. In that case, the generators of the semigroup S are ^ν(x) = (1, 1), ^ν(y) = (1, 0), ^ν(z) = (1, 3) and thus we have:

C^∗ → P^2, t → [t : 1 : t^3].

The closure of the image is W = Proj(C [S]) = V (y^2z = x^3). The weight of the S^1-action is (1, 0, 3) ∈ Z^3 and so

μ([z_0 : z_1 : z_2]) = 1 |z|^2 (|z_0|^2 + 3|z_2|^2).

Hence, the moment image of W is [0, 3]. Also, we have φ : [x : y : z] → [y^2z : y^3 : z^3] and so

(μ ∘ φ)([x : y : z]) = 1 |y^2z|^2 + |y^3|^2 + |z^3|^2

(|y^2z|^2 + 3|z^3|^2).

The image is again the interval [0, 3] as expected.

5.6. Example. Let X be an elliptic curve over C and suppose we have a toric degeneration of X to some W . Also, suppose we are given a morphism φ : X → W . Since X is normal, φ factors as X^f→ P^1 → W where the second map P^1 → W is the normalization. If f is finite or equivalently φ is finite, then, by the Riemann–Hurwitz formula [Har77, Ch. IV, Exercise 2.5. (a)], we see that f ramifies over more than two points. Now, the normalization of a curve is unramified (since birational) and so we conclude that φ necessarily ramifies over more than two points. In particular, φ cannot be unramified over an open dense orbit if φ is finite.

This ends a quick discussion of moment maps on toric varieties. Finally, from either Theorem 4.1 or Corollary 2.10, we have a map φ : X − B → W with (Zariski-)dense image for some closed subset B (B is empty in the first case). Composing it with μ we get: φ_μ : X − B → t^∗_r whose image is contained in the polytope Δ_W (O(1)) associated to W ⊂ P^q. Moreover, if W is the special fiber of a toric degeneration of X, then the image is dense in the polytope.

5.2. Construction of integrable systems. We now want to recover the construction of an integrable system after Harada and Kaveh [HK15] in our setup. We shall assume the base field k = C is the complex field.

We first recall some notions from symplectic geometry. Let (M, ω) be a symplectic manifold. To each smooth function f on M, by non-degeneracy, we can have a unique vector field X_f such that i(X_f )ω = df, where i(X_f ) denotes the interior product; i.e., i(X_f )ω = ω(X_f , ·). We can then form a pair ping of two smooth functions: {f, g} = ω(X_f , X_g) called the Poisson bracket of f, g [DS08, Definition 18.5.]. A calculation in local coordinates shows that it is a Lie bracket that also satisfies the Leibniz rule. We then say smooth functions f_1, . . . , f_r, r =^1_2 dim M form a (completely) integrable system on M if (1) df_1, . . . , df_r are linearly independent at each point and (2) they pairwise Poisson-commute; i.e., {f_i, f_j} = 0 for any i, j [DS08, Definition 18.10.].

We have an extension of this notion to a stratified space. Recall that by a continuous k-form we mean a continuous (as opposed to smooth) section of the k-th exterior power of the cotangent bundle. If it is smooth, then it is a differential k-form

5.7. Definition (Integrable system in the stratified sense; cf. [HK15] Definition 1.1.). Let M be a manifold and X ⊂ M a closed subset stratified by submanifolds of M. A sympletic form ω on X in the stratified sense is a continuous 2-form on M such that its restriction to each stratum A of X is symplectic, i.e. smooth, closed and nondegenerate.

Then we say real-valued continuous functions f_1, . . . , f_r on X form an integrable system in the stratified sense with respect to ω if (1) they are smooth functions on each stratum and (2) on each stratum A, they pairwise Poisson-commute with respect to ω|_A and the span of their differentials at each point has half the dimension of A.

5.8. Example. Let μ : W → t^∗_r be the moment map as above. Then the components of μ

(f_1, . . . , f_r) : W^μ→ t^∗_r ≃ R^r

form an integrable system on W in the stratified sense, when W is given the stratification by torus orbits.

Next, we note that Weinstein’s theorem in symplectic geometry continues to hold in the following singular situation, see [Vai87, Theorem 3.4.17.] or [DS08, Theorem 7.4.].

5.9. Theorem (Weinstein). Let M, W be as in the previous section §4. Let ω_i, i = 0, 1 be two continuous 2-forms on some neighborhood U of W such that ω_0|_W = ω_1|_W . Assume ω_0 is nondegenerate (so ω_0 is a sympletic form if smooth).

If ω_i, i = 0, 1 are locally Lipschitz continuous, as in Lemma 4.12, and if they are closed smooth forms on U − W , then, after shrinking U, there exists a homeomorphism f : U → U such that f^∗ω_1 = ω_0 on U, f : U − W → U − W is a diffeomorphism and f : W → W is the identity.

The original proof uses Moser’s trick and goes through without a change due to the relative Poincaré Lemma Corollary 4.17 holding for W ⊂ M. Moreover, local Lipschitz continuity ensures we can solve a differential equation. To be self-contained we include the proof following [Vai87, Proof of Theorem 3.4.17.].

Proof. Let σ = ω_1 − ω_0 and ω_t = ω_0 + tσ. For some neighborhood U of W , by Corollary 4.17 (relative Poincaré lemma), we can find a continuous one-form ψ on U such that, on U − W , ψ is smooth with dψ = σ and ψ|_W = 0. Also, by the local formula in the proof of Corollary 4.17, we see that ψ is locally Lipschitz since σ is (note h there is locally Lipschitz). Since ω_t|_W = ω_0|_W is non-degenerate, shrinking U, we can have that ω_t, 0 ≤ t < 1 are all non-degenerate. The nondegeneracy means we can find unique continuous vector fields ξ_t on U such that i(ξ_t)ω_t = −ψ, where i(v) denotes the interior product; i.e., i(v)ω_t = ω_t(v, ·). Note ξ_t|_W = 0 since ψ|_W = 0. Also, ξ_t is locally Lipschitz uniformly with respect to t since ω_t and ψ are locally Lipschitz.

The existence and uniqueness theorem for ordinary differential equations applies to a vector field that is locally Lipschitz uniformly with respect to time [Tes12, Theorem 2.2.]. Thus, we get the unique solution f_t : U → U to the ODE with the initial condition: d dt f_t(x) = ξ_t(f_t(x)), f_0(x) = x.

We know that f_t is defined for t in some interval around 0 and is a homeomorphism (as f_{−t} is the inverse). Let Ω ⊂ R × U be the subset consisting of all (t, x) such that x ∈ U and t in the maximal interval for which the solution f_t(x) exists with the initial condition f_0(x) = x. If ξ_t is independent of t, then we know Ω is open [Tes12, Theorem 6.1.]. But an argument similar to the one showing the openness in that case still carries over to show that Ω here is also open.

Since ξ_t|_W = 0, we have that R × W ⊂ Ω. Thus, shrinking U, we can assume [−1, 1] × U ⊂ Ω; that is, f_t : U → U is defined for all −1 ≤ t ≤ 1. On U − W , the right-hand side of the above ODE is smooth and thus, by uniqueness, we also have that f_t : U − W → U − W is a diffeomorphism.

For any smooth form α on U − W , we have: d dt f^∗_t α = f^∗_t ((i(ξ_t)d + di(ξ_t))α).

(it comes from a Lie derivative; see [DS08, Exercise after Definition 6.3.]). Then we have: d dt f^∗_t ω_t = ( d ds f^∗_s ω_t ) |_{s=t} + ( d ds f^∗_t ω_s ) |_{s=t} = f^∗_t (di(ξ_t)ω_t) + f^∗_t σ

= f^∗_t (−dψ + σ) = 0.

That is, on U − W , we have f^∗_t ω_t is independent of t and so f^∗_1 ω_1 = ω_0. Take f = f_1. □

The above Weinstein’s theorem combined with the construction in the previous section, we get one of the main results of this section.

5.10. Proposition. Let M be a smooth complex variety and W ⊂ M a closed subvariety. Fix a complex-algebraic Whitney stratification on W and assume there is a symplectic form ω on M such that ω|_W is a sympletic form in the stratified sense (Definition 5.7) and there is a moment map μ on W with respect to ω|_W . Let π : W (δ) → W be the retraction constructed in the previous section.

Then there exists a neighborhood U of W in W (δ) in the classical topology such that for each Whitney stratified locally closed subset X ⊂ U − W so that π|_X is a stratum-wise submersion onto W , that is, the image is W and if A is a stratum on X, then π|_A is a submersion onto a stratum on W . Hence, we have that X admits an integrable system with respect to ω|_X in the sense in Definition 5.7.

Proof. Let U be the relative interior of W (δ). By Theorem 5.9 applied to ω_1 = π^∗ω and ω_0 = ω (ω_1 is locally Lipschitz by Lemma 4.12), after we shrink U, we find a diffeomorphism f : U − W → U − W such that f^∗π^∗ω = ω on U − W . Then the composition φ : X^f→ U − W^π→ W is a stratum-wise submersion. Thus, the composition μ ∘ φ is the claimed integrable system. □

The main case we want to apply the above proposition is when we are given a toric degeneration. The next lemma allows us that.

5.11. Lemma. Let p : X → A^1 be a toric degeneration that is locally Gröbner in the sense that X has an open cover X_i such that p : X_i → A^1 is a degeneration coming from a full-rank valuation (as in §2).

Then there exists a Whitney stratification on X by locally closed smooth subvarieties that refines the stratification {X − p^{−1}(0), p^{−1}(0)} and is such that each stratum contained in p^{−1}(0) is torus-invariant.

Proof. By assumption, there is a toric degeneration q : Y → A^r such that p is the restriction of q via some A^1 → A^r (in short, p is a base change of q), p and q have the same general and special fibers. We shall construct a Whitney stratification Σ on Y refining {Y − q^{−1}(0), q^{−1}(0)}; then the restriction of Σ to X, namely, Σ|_A 1 := {A|_A 1 | A ∈ Σ}, is the desired stratification (since p, q are trivial away from 0, it is clear that Σ|_A 1 consists of smooth varieties and still satisfies the Whitney condition (b).)

We shall loosely adapt Mather’s construction of a canonical stratification in [Mat73, Theorem 4.9.]. More precisely, we construction a sequence Σ_d ⊂ Σ_{d−1} ⊂ · · · of sets of locally closed smooth subvarieties of either Y − q^{−1}(0) or q^{−1}(0), where d = dim Y, such that (1) |Σ_i| := ⋃ A∈Σ_i A has dimension ≥ i with |Σ_0| = Y, (2) the pair (B, A) satisfies Whitney’s condition (b) for B ∈ Σ_i, A ∈ Σ_{i−1} and (3) each A in Σ_0 that is contained in q^{−1}(0) is torus-invariant. Then Σ := Σ_0 is what we want.

The construction is by descending induction on the subscript i. Thus, first let Σ_d = {Y_{reg} ∩ (Y−q^{−1}(0))} and then suppose we have constructed Σ_i. As in [Mat73], after shrinking members in Σ_i if needed, we can find the largest locally closed smooth subvariety A in (Y − |Σ_i|) ∩ (Y − q^{−1}(0)) such that (B, A) satisfies condition (b) for each B ∈ Σ_i. Similarly, we can find an A^′ in q^{−1}(0) satisfying such a condition. Since Whitney’s condition (b) is diffeomorphism-invariant [Mat12, Lemma 2.2.] and is in particular invariant under a group action, we see that A^′ is torus-invariant. Let Σ_{i−1} be the union of Σ_i and the subset of {A, A^′} consisting of those having dimension ≥ i − 1. □

We now obtain the following version of the main result of [HK15].

5.12. Theorem (Harada–Kaveh type Theorem). Let M be a smooth complex variety (e.g., M = P^n × A^1 ) and X ⊂ M a closed subvariety. Assume we have a surjective morphism p : X → A^1 that is the restriction of a proper morphism M → A^1 . Let W = p^{−1}(0) and assume there is a sympletic form ω on M.

Then, for some Whitney stratification on X and for some t ≠ 0, there exists a continuous surjective map φ : X := p^{−1}(t) → W such that (1) φ^∗(ω|_W ) = ω|_X and (2) for each stratum A on W , φ^{−1}(A) has a natural reduciblevariety structure so that φ : φ^{−1}(A) → A is finite étale.

Moreover, if W comes with a moment map μ : W → t^∗_r (e.g., X is a toric degeneration), then

(f_1, . . . , f_r) : X^φ→ W^μ→ t^∗_r ≃ R^r

is an integrable system in the stratified sense (Definition 5.7). Finally, if X is a toric degeneration that is locally Gröbner, as in Lemma 5.11, then the stratification on W may be taken to be an orbit stratification.

Proof. The first part is exactly Proposition 5.10 and Theorem 4.1. The very last statement is by the preceding lemma. □

5.3. Torus embedding description. Given the result in the previous subsection, it is useful to revisit the question of a characterization of a map to a toric variety.

We write W ⊂ P^N for a not-necessarily-normal toric variety embedded in a projective space (we only consider the projective case for simplicity).

5.13. Proposition. Let Δ = Δ_W (O(1)). Then there is an equivalence of categories between the following two.

(a) The category of continuous maps X → W from arbitrary topological spaces X with dense images, where a morphism from φ : X → W to φ : X^′ → W is a continuous map X → X^′ such that X

fflffl

φ !!C CCC CCC C W

X^′ φ^′ ==— ——— ——— — commutes.

(b) The category of continuous maps X → Δ from arbitrary topological spaces with dense images, where morphisms are defined similar to (a).

Proof. Let W^{nor} denote the normalization of W and then we let W^{nor}(R_{≥0} ) be the set of all torus-equivariant morphisms Spec(C [(R_{≥0} , mult)]) → W^{nor}. We have W^{nor} ⊂ P^{q′} for some q^′ and we identity W^{nor}(R_{≥0} ) with a subset of {[c_0 : · · · : c_q′ ] | c_i ∈ R_{≥0} , ∑ c_i = 1} ⊂ P^{q′} . Then we know that the restriction of the moment map μ_{Pq}′ : P^{q′} → R^r , namely,

μ_{Pq}′ : W^{nor}(R_{≥0} ) → Δ

is a homeomorphism. Let F be the functor from (a) to (b) given by F (φ) = μ_Pq ∘ φ. On the other hand, if we are given ψ : X → Δ, then we have X → Δ ≃ W^{nor}(R_{≥0} ). Using the fact that W^{nor}(R_{≥0} ) is a quotient of W^{nor}, we then lift the above map to X → W^{nor}.

Finally, we let G(ψ) be X → W^{nor} → W . Since W^{nor μPq′}→ R^r agrees with W^{nor} → W^{μPq}→ R^r , we have that (G ∘ F )(φ) and (F ∘ G)(ψ) coincide with φ, ψ on dense subsets; thus, coincide identically. Hence, F is an equivalence of categories. □

We have a result analogous to the ones in §1.

5.14. Proposition. Let X be a topological space. Then there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between the following two

(a) A continuous map φ : X → W .

(b) Real-valued continuous functions f_1, . . . , f_r on some open dense subset U ⊂ X such that U → G^r_m defined by f_i’s extends to X → W , where G^r_m → W is the orbit map onto the open dense orbit.

Proof. From (a) to (b). Let O ⊂ W be the open dense orbit. Then any map φ : X → W , when restricted to U = φ^{−1}(O), factors as φ : U^f→ G^r_m ≃ O ⊂ W for some f. We can then write f = (f_1, . . . , f_r).

From (b) to (a). Clear. □

References

[AMRT75] A. Ash, D. Mumford, D. M. Rapoport, and Y.-S. Tai. Smooth Compactifications of Locally Symmetric Varieties. Math Sci Press, 1975.

[And13] D. Anderson. Okounkov bodies and toric degenerations. Math. Ann., 356(3):1183–1202, 2013. [ANH00] A. A’Campo-Neuen and J. Hausen. Quotients of divisorial toric varities. Michigan Mathematical Journal, 50:101–124, 2000.

[Bek91] K. Bekka. (c)-régularité et trivialité topologique. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1991.

[BFMN20] L. Bossinger, B. Frías-Medina, T. Magee, and A. Nájera Chávez. Toric degenerations of cluster varieties and cluster duality. Compos. Math., 156(10):2149–2206, 2020.

[BG09] W. Bruns and J. Gubeladze. Polytopes, rings, and K-theory. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer, Dordrecht, 2009.

[BMN21] L. Bossinger, F. Mohammadi, and A. Nájera Chávez. Families of Gröbner degenerations, Grassmannians and universal cluster algebras. SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl., 17:Paper No. 059, 46, 2021.

[Bos21] Lara Bossinger. Full-rank valuations and toric initial ideals. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (10):7433– 7469, 2021.

[Bos23] L. Bossinger. A survey on toric degenerations of projective varieties. arXiv:2301.02545 [math.AG], for the Proceedings of the Nottingham Algebraic Geometry Seminar, 2023.

[Bri14] M. Brion. Local properties of algebraic group actions. 3rd Swiss-French workshop on algebraic geometry, 2014.

[BS03] Holger Brenner and Stefan Schröer. Ample families, multihomogeneous spectra, and algebraization of formal schemes. Pacific journal of mathematics, 208(2):209–230, 2003.

[Cle77] C. H. Clemens. Degeneration of kähler manifolds. Duke Math. J., 44(2):215–290, 1977. [CLS11] D. A. Cox, John B. Little, and Henry K. Schenck. Toric varieties, volume 124 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

[Cox93] D. A. Cox. The functor of a smooth toric variety. Tohoku Mathematical Journal, 47:251–262, 1993. [Cox05] D. A. Cox. Lectures on toric varieties. CIMPA School on Commutative Algebra given in Hanoi, 2005.

[CS92] M. Coste and M. Shiota. Nash triviality in families of nash manifolds. Inventiones mathematicae, 108(1):349–368, 1992.

[DS08] A. C. Da Silva. Lectures on symplectic geometry, volume 3575. Springer, 2008. [Eis13] D. Eisenbud. Commutative Algebra: with a view toward algebraic geometry, volume 150. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[Esc01] J. Escribano. Nash triviality in families of Nash mappings. Annales de l’Institut Fourier, 51(5):1209– 1228, 2001.

[GK14] Walter Gubler and Klaus Künnemann. A tropical approach to non-archimedean arakelov theory. arXiv preprint arXiv:1406.7637, 2014.

[GM83] M. Goresky and R. MacPherson. Morse theory and intersection homology theory. Number 101–102 in Astérisque. Société mathématique de France, Paris, 1983.

[GM88] M. Goresky and R. MacPherson. Stratified Morse Theory. Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 1988. [Gor81] M. Goresky. Whitney stratified chains and cochains. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 267:175–196, 1981. [GS] D.R. Grayson and M.E. Stillman. Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry. Available at https://faculty.math.illinois.edu/Macaulay2/.

[Har77] R. Hartshorne. Algebraic geometry. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977.

[Hau00] J. Hausen. Equivariant embeddings into smooth toric varieties. Canadian Journal of Mathematics, 54:554 – 570, 2000.

[Hir12] Morris W Hirsch. Differential topology, volume 33. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012. [HK15] M. Harada and K. Kaveh. Integrable systems, toric degenerations and okounkov bodies. Inventiones Mathematicae, 202(3):927–985, 2015.

[IW20] N. Ilten and M. Wrobel. Khovanskii-finite valuations, rational curves, and torus actions. J. Comb. Algebra, 4(2):141–166, 2020.

[Kaj98] T. Kajiwara. The functor of a toric variety with enough invariant effective cartier divisors. Tohoku Mathematical Journal, 50:139–157, 1998.

[KKMSD73] G Kempf, F. Knudsen, D. Mumford, and B. Saint-Donat. Toroidal Embeddings I, volume 339 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, 1973.

[KM19a] K. Kaveh and C. Manon. Khovanskii bases, higher rank valuations, and tropical geometry. SIAM J. Appl. Algebra Geom., 3(2):292–336, 2019.

[KM19b] K. Kaveh and C. Manon. Toric flat families, valuations, and tropical geometry over the semifield of piecewise linear functions. arxiv preprint arxiv:1907.00543[math.AG], 2019.

[KMM22] K. Kaveh, C. Manon, and T. Murata. On degenerations of projective varieties to complexity-one T-varieties. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2022.

[KMY07] A. Knutson, E. Miller, and A. Yong. Gröbner geometry of vertex decompositions and of flagged tableaux. J. Reine Angew. Math., 2007.

[Knu07] A. Knutson. Automatically reduced degenerations of automatically normal varieties. arXiv preprint arXiv:0709.3999 [math.AG], 2007.

[Kol06] J. Kollár. Non-quasi-projective moduli spaces. Annals of mathematics, pages 1077–1096, 2006. [Mac90] R. MacPherson. Intersection homology and perverse sheaves. preprint, 1990. [Mat73] J. Mather. Stratifications and mappings. In Dynamical Systems, pages 195–232. Academic Press, 1973.

[Mat12] J. Mather. Notes on topological stability. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 49:475–506, 2012.

[MFK94] D. Mumford, J. Fogarty, and F. Kirwan. Geometric invariant theory, volume 34 of Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (2) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (2)]. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, third edition, 1994.

[MR23] Vivek Mohan Mallick and Kartik Roy. Comparing two proj-like constructions on toric varieties. arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.00314v2, 2023.

[Mum72] David Mumford. An analytic construction of degenerating abelian varieties over complete rings. Compositio Mathematica, 24(3):239–272, 1972.

[Nag93] M. Nagata. Theory of Commutative Fields. American Mathematical Society, 1993. [PW19] Markus J Pflaum and Graeme Wilkin. Equivariant control data and neighborhood deformation retractions. Methods and Applications of Analysis, 26(1):13–36, 2019.

[Sat73] I. Satake. On the arithmetic of tube domains (blowing-up of the point at infinity). Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 79(6), 1973.

[SS04] D. Speyer and B. Sturmfels. The tropical Grassmannian. Advances in Geometry, 4(3):389–411, 2004. [Stu96] B. Sturmfels. Gröbner bases and convex polytopes, volume 8 of American Mathematical Soc. Amer Mathematical Society, 1996.

[Tes12] G. Teschl. Ordinary differential equations and dynamical systems, volume 140. American Mathematical Soc., 2012.

[Vai87] I. Vaisman. Symplectic geometry and secondary characteristic classes, volume 72. Springer, 1987. [Woo10] C. Woodward. Moment maps and geometric invariant theory. Les cours du CIRM, 1.1:55–98, 2010. [Zan20] F. Zanchetta. Embedding divisorial schemes into smooth ones. Journal of Algebra, 552:86–106, 2020.

School of Mathematics, Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM), Teheran, Iran Email address: takusi@gmail.com

Instituto de Matemáticas Unidad Oaxaca, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, León 2, altos, Centro Histórico, 68000 Oaxaca, Mexico

Email address: lara@im.unam.mx