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CHOW STABILITY OF λ-STABLE TORIC VARIETIES

KING LEUNG LEE AND NAOTO YOTSUTANI

Abstract. For a given polarized toric variety, we define the notion of λ-stability
which is a natural generalization of uniform K-stability. At the neighbourhoods
of the vertices of the corresponding moment polytope ∆, we consider appro-
priate triangulations and give a sufficient criteria for a λ-stable polarized toric
variety (X,L) to be asymptotically Chow polystable when the obstruction of
asymptotic Chow semistability (the Futaki-Ono invariant) vanishes. As an ap-
plication, we prove that any K-semistable polarized smooth toric variety (X,L)
with the vanishing Futaki-Ono invariant is asymptotically Chow polystable.

1. Introduction

One of the main problem in Kähler geometry is the existence problem of
constant scalar curvature Kähler (cscK) metric in the first Chern class for a
given polarized variety (X,L). The Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture asserts
that the existence of cscK metric in c1(L) would be equivalent to uniform K-
stability of (X,L). In particular, this problem has settled by Delcroix [Del23],
Li [Li22] for the class of polarized spherical varieties which can be thought as
a generalization of polarized toric varieties.

This paper aims to introduce the notion of λ-stability for polarized toric
varieties which was originally appeared in [Don02], Proposition 5.1.2. Then,
we see that λ-stability is a natural generalization of uniform K-stability which
was well stablished in [BHJ17,His16]. In particular, λ-stability coincides with
K-semistability when a real number λ equals to 0. See, Definition 3.5 for the
definition of λ-stability.

Another important concept of GIT-stability in Kähler geometry is Chow
stability. See, Section 2.1 for the definition of (asymptotic) Chow stability.

Let (X,L) be an n-dimensional polarized manifold, and let Aut(L) be the
group of all bundle automorphisms of an ample line bundle L. Since Aut(L)
naturally contains C× := C \ { 0 } as a subgroup which acts as fiber multi-
plications, we set Aut(X,L) := Aut(L)/C×. Then, any element of Aut(X,L)
induces an automorphism of X . Thus, we can consider Aut(X,L) as a Lie
subgroup of Aut(X). In [Don01], Donaldson showed that if (X,L) admits a

Date: May 14, 2024.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 51M20; Secondary 53C55, 14M25.
Key words and phrases. Triangulations, the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma, toric varieties, con-

vex geometry,

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.06883v1
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cscK metric in c1(L) and if Aut(X,L) is discrete, then (X,L) is asymptoti-
cally Chow stable. Donaldson’s result was partially extended by Mabuchi in
the case where Aut(X,L) is not discrete. In [Mab05], he proved that if (X,L)
admits a cscK metric in c1(L), then (X,L) is asymptotically Chow polystable
whenever (X,L) satisfies the hypothesis of the obstruction for asymptotic Chow
semistablity. After that, Futaki found that Mabuchi’s hypothesis is equivalent
to the vanishing of a collection of integral invariants FTd1 , . . . ,FTdn defined in
[Fut04], where Tdi denotes the i-th Todd polynomial. We note that FTd1 equals
the classical Futaki invariant up to a multiplicative constant. More specifically,
we recall that the classical Futaki invariant f(v) is a map f : h(X) → C given
as follows: let (X,ω) be a compact Kähler manifold with a Kähler form ω, and
let h(X) be the Lie algebra of all holomorphic vector fields on X . Let s(ω) de-
note the scalar curvature of ω, and let (gij̄)ij̄ be the inverse of the Kähler metric

(gij̄)ij̄. We denote the complex Laplacian with respect to ω by ∆ω := −gij̄∂i∂̄j .
Then, the Futaki invariant f : h(X) → C is defined by

f(v) :=

∫

X

vhωω
n,

where hω is a real-valued function determined by

s(ω)−

(
∫

X

s(ω)ωn

/
∫

X

ωn

)

= −∆ωhω

up to addition of a constant. One can see that f(v) is the obstruction for the
existence of cscK metric in its first Chern class.
On the other hand, let h0(X) be Lie subalgebra in h(X) corresponding to

Aut(X,L), where h0(X) consists of holomorphic vector fields which have non-
empty zero set. Then, one can show that FTd1 coincides with f |h0(X) up to
the multiplication of a non-zero constant. Since a collection of integral in-
variants FTd1 , . . . ,FTdn are a generalization of the classical Futaki invariant,
we call them higher Futaki invariants. Combining Mabuchi’s result [Mab05]
and Futaki’s statement [Fut04], we have the following partial generalization of
Donaldson’s result [Don01].

Theorem 1.1 (Mabuchi-Futaki). Let (X,L) be an n-dimensional polarized
manifold. Assume that the higher Futaki invariant FTdi vanishes for each i =
1, . . . , n. We further assume that (X,L) admits a cscK metric in c1(L). Then,
(X,L) is asymptotically Chow polystable.

In [Ono11], Ono reformulated the obstruction FTdi for an n-dimensional po-
larized toric variety (X,L) to be asymptotically Chow semistable in terms of
the associated moment polytope ∆ as follows: let ∆ ⊂ MR

∼= Rn be an integral
Delzant polytope, and let E∆(t) be the Ehrhart polynomial of ∆ in the form of

E∆(t) = vol(∆)tn+
vol(∂∆, σ)

2
tn−1+

n−2
∑

j=0

E∆,jt
j with E∆(i) = #(P ∩(Z/i)n)
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for any positive integer i > 0. Similarly, there exists the sum polynomial s∆(t)
of ∆ such that

s∆(i) :=
∑

a∈∆∩(Z/i)n

a =
1

i

∑

a∈i∆∩Zn

a

= in
∫

∆

x dv +
in−1

2

∫

∂∆

x dσ +

n−2
∑

j=0

ijs∆,j,

where dσ is the (n−1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of ∂∆ defined as follows:
let hi(x) = 〈x, vi〉 + ai be the defining function of the facet Fi of ∆. Let
dv = dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn be the standard volume form of Rn. On each facet
Fi = { x ∈ ∆ | hi(x) = 0 } ⊂ ∂∆, we define the (n − 1)-dimensional Lebesgue
measure dσi = dσ|Fi

by
dv = ±dσi ∧ dhi.

Ono defined (the special class of) the Futaki-Ono invariant by the Rn-valued
polynomial

(1.1) F∆,j := vol(∆)s∆,j −E∆,j

∫

∆

x dv

for j = 1, . . . , n, and proved that if the corresponding polarized toric manifold
(X∆, L∆) is asymptotically Chow semistable, then F∆,j in (1.1) vanishes for
each j. See, (4.1) for general form of the Futaki-Ono invariant.

It was conjectured that the linear hull of F∆,j coincides with the linear hull
of FTdp in Cn (see, [Ono11, Conjecture 1.6]), namely:

(1.2) LinC { F∆,j : j = 1, . . . , n } = LinC { FTdp|Cn : p = 1, . . . , n } ⊂ Cn,

for a polarized toric manifold (X∆, L∆). We remark that the equality in (1.2)
was justified by Futaki in [Fut12].

Combining with Delcroix’s theorem in [Del23], one can see the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X,L) be an n-dimensional uniformly K-stable polarized
toric manifold with the associated polytope ∆ ⊂ MR

∼= Rn. If the Futaki-Ono
invariant FO(ℓ; k) in (4.1) vanishes for k = 1, . . . , n, then (X,L) is asymptot-
ically Chow polystable.

This leads us the following natural question on GIT-stability of polarized
toric varieties which was already mentioned in the second author’s paper [Yot18].

Question 1.3 (cf: [Yot18], Section 2). Can we find a direct and combinatorial
proof of Theorem 1.2 using techniques in toric geometry?

In [Yot18], we gave guidelines of the combinatorial proof of Theorem 1.2
altough we couldn’t complete the proof because of some technical difficulty
(see, [Yot18, Remark 3.4]). One purpose of this paper is to solve Question 1.3
under an assumption weaker than uniform K-stability (Corollary 1.5).

For this purpose, we show the following. See, Section 3.2 for the definition
of (α, β)-weighted small polytope.
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Theorem 1.4 (See, Theorem 4.2). For { (α, β) } = { (αi, βi) | 1 ≤ i ≤ R }, let
∆ ⊂ MR be a λ-stable (α, β)-weighted small polytope with the vanishing Futaki-
Ono invariants. We assume that

1−
αi(1− λi)

2(n!)
−

βi

(n + 1)!
> 0

holds for each i = 1, . . . , R. Then, the associated polarized toric variety (X∆, L∆)
is asymptotically Chow polystable.

Applying this theorem to an n-dimensional toric manifold where the corre-
sponding n-dimensional Delzant polytope ∆ ⊂ MR would be an (n, 1)-weighted
small polytope (Example 3.3), we solve Question 1.3 as follows.

Corollary 1.5 (See, Corollary 4.3). Let (X,L) be a K-semistable polarized toric
manifold with the vanishing Futaki-Ono invariants. Then, (X,L) is asymptot-
ically Chow polystable.

Since uniform K-stability implies K-semistability, our result generalizes the
known result (Theorem 1.2) under an assumption weaker (i.e., K-semistability)
than the original one (i.e., uniform K-stability). Hence, this is an advantage
of our combinatorial approach. For reader’s convenience, we provide several
concrete examples of (α, β)-weighted small/medium polytopes in Section 6.
This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 gives a quick review of toric

varieties and Chow stability. We also introduce some notions of triangulations
of convex polytopes which will be needed for the arguments in Sections 3.2–4.
After defining the concepts of small polytopes and λ-stability in Section 3.2,
we prove Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5 in Section 4. In the following Section
5, we deal with λ-stability of symmetric log Fano varieties. We list several
examples of (α, β)-weighted small/medium polytopes in Section 6 that would
be helpful to illustrate combinatorial properties and technical features of these
polytopes. In the appendix, we shall prove a lemma concerning some special
type of the triangulation of a simplex. An example of uniformly K-stable but
Chow unstable toric variety is dealt in the final section.

Acknowledgements. This work was supported by the first author’s ANR-21-
CE40-0011 JCJC project MARGE, and the second author’s JSPS KAKENHI
JP22K03316 (Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C)). Also, the first author
deeply appreciates Professors Thibaut Delcroix, Yat tin Chow and Kwok Kun
Kwong for their help and discussions. Also, he would like to thank Virginie
Iackle for her warm encouragement.

2. Toric varieties and simplex triangulations

In this section, we give a quick review on the geometric invariant theory and
toric geometry. We also introduce some special class of triangulation of integral
polytopes which will be needed in the later stage (Section 6.2).
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2.1. Chow stability and toric varieties. Firstly, we recall the notion of
Chow stability. For more details, we refer the reader to [Lee22,LLSW19,Ono11,
Yot16].

Let G be a reductive algebraic group and V be a finite dimensional complex
vector space. Suppose G acts linearly on V . Let us denote a point v∗ in V
which is a representative of v ∈ P(V ). Let OG(v

∗) be the G-orbit in V . Then,

i) v∗ is called G-semistable if the Zariski closure ofOG(v
∗) does not contain

the origin: 0 /∈ OG(v∗).
ii) v∗ is called G-polystable if OG(v

∗) is closed orbit.

Analogously, v ∈ P(V ) is said to be G-polystable (resp. semistable) if any
representative of v is G-polystable (resp. semistable).

Remark 2.1. The closure of OG(v
∗) in the Euclidean topology coincides with

the Zariski closure OG(v∗) (see, [Mum76], Theorem 2.33).

From the above definition, one can see thatG-polystability impliesG-semistability
because G-orbit itself never contain the origin.

Now we recall the definition of the Chow form of irreducible complex pro-
jective varieties. For more details, see [GKZ94]. Let X −→ PN be an n-
dimensional irreducible complex projective variety of degree d ≥ 2. Recall that
the Grassmann variety G(k,PN ) parameterizes k-dimensional projective linear
subspaces of PN .

Definition 2.2. The associated hypersurface of X → PN is the subvariety in
G(N − n− 1,PN) which is given by

ZX := {L ∈ G(N − n− 1,PN) | L ∩X 6= ∅ } .

The fundamental properties of ZX can be summarized as follows (see [GKZ94],
p.99):

(1) ZX is irreducible,
(2) Codim ZX = 1 (that is, ZX is a divisor in G(N − n− 1,PN)),
(3) degZX = d in the Plücker coordinates, and
(4) ZX is given by the vanishing of a section R∗

X ∈ H0(G(N−n−1,PN ),O(d)).

We call R∗
X the Chow form of X . Note that R∗

X can be determined up to a
multiplicative constant. Setting V := H0(G(N − n − 1,PN),O(d)) and RX ∈
P(V ) which is the projectivization of R∗

X , we call RX the Chow point of X .
Since we have the natural action of G = SL(N +1,C) into P(V ), we can define
SL(N + 1)-polystability (resp. semistability) of RX .

Definition 2.3. Let X → PN be an irreducible, n-dimensional complex pro-
jective variety. Then X is said to be Chow polystable (resp. semistable) if the
Chow point RX of X is SL(N + 1,C)-polystable (resp. semistable). When X
is not Chow semistable, we call X Chow unstable.
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Definition 2.4. Let (X,L) be a polarized variety. Let Ψi(X) → P(H0(X ;OX(L
i)))

be the Kodaira embedding. (X,L) is said to be asymptotically Chow polystable
(resp. semistable) if Ψi(X) ⊂ P(H0(X ;OX(L

i))) is Chow polystable (resp.
semistable) for all sufficiently large i ≫ 0.

Next we recall some fundamental construction of toric varieties. See [CLS11]
for more details. A toric variety X is an algebraic normal variety with an
effective holomorphic action of TC := (C×)n with dimC X = n. Let TR := (S1)n

be the real torus in TC and tR be the associated Lie algebra. LetNR := JtR ∼= Rn

be the associated Euclidean space where J is the complex structure of TC. We
denote the dual space Hom(NR,R) ∼= Rn of NR by MR. Setting the group of
algebraic characters of TC by M , we see that MR = M ⊗Z R. Let us denote
the dual lattice of M by N . Then, N consists of the algebraic one parameter
subgroups of TC.
Let ∆ ⊂ MR

∼= Rn be an n-dimensional integral convex polytope. Define

C(∆) := { (x, r) ∈ Rn × R | r > 0, r−1x ∈ ∆ } ∪ { 0 }

to be the cone over ∆×{ 1 } with the vertex at the origin. Then the semigroup
S∆ := C(∆)∩Zn+1 is finitely generated by Gordan’s lemma. Let C[S∆] denote
its semigroup algebra. The character corresponding to (m, k) ∈ S∆ is χmtk and
C[S∆] is graded by height, i.e., deg(χmtk) = k. Consequently, we obtain the
graded C-algebra

C[S∆] =

+∞
⊕

k=0

Rk, Rk := { f ∈ C[S∆] | deg f = k }

from the polytope ∆. We define the polarized toric variety (X∆, L∆) by

(X∆, L∆) :=
(

Proj (C[S∆]),OX∆
(1)

)

.

It is well-known that X∆ is a smooth projective variety if and only if ∆ is
Delzant.

2.2. Simplex triangulations.

Definition 2.5. Let ∆ and ∆′ ⊂ Rn be integral polytopes. We say ∆ and ∆′ is
isomorphic if there exists translations T1, T2 and a multiplication g ∈ SL(n,Z)
such that for every k ∈ N,

k∆′ = T2 ◦ g ◦ T1(k∆)

and p ∈ k∆ ∩ Zn iff T2 ◦ g ◦ T1(p) ∈ k∆′ ∩ Zn.

Notice that in Definition 2.5, ∆ and ∆′ need not to be n-dimensional poly-
topes.

Definition 2.6. We call S a k-dimensional enlarged simplex if it is isomorphic
to Conv { e0, re1, re2, . . . , rek } for some r ∈ N with

e0 = (0, . . . , 0), e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , ek = (0, . . . , 0,
(k-th)

1 , 0, . . . , 0).
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Next we shall consider special classes of triangulations of ∆.

Definition 2.7. Let ∆ be an integral polytope.

(1) An integral triangulation is a triangulation of ∆ such that all the vertices
of every triangle are in Zn.

(2) A simplex triangulation is an integral triangulation such that every sim-
plex is isomorphic to the standard simplex.

Let v1, . . . , vr be vectors of Rn such that v1, . . . , vr ∈ {H ≥ 0 } for some hy-
perplane H . We say that C(p; v1, . . . , vr) is an infinite half cone of the vertex p
with generators { v1, . . . , vr } if the following holds: for each q ∈ C(p; v1, . . . , vr),
there exist t1, . . . , tr ≥ 0 such that

q = p+ t1v1 + · · ·+ trvr.

We will denote the cone C(p; v1, . . . , vr) as C(p) if the generators are known.
For any integral polytope ∆, let p1, . . . , pR be the vertices of ∆. Let C(pi) be
the strongly convex polyhedral cone whose generators are emanating from pi.
Then, ∆ can be written in the form of the intersection of C(pi). Moreover, for
a small neighborhood Upi of pi, we have the equality

C(pi) ∩ Upi = Upi ∩∆.

Note that if

∆ =
R
⋂

i=1

C(pi)

holds, then we have

k∆ =
R
⋂

i=1

C(kpi),

with C(pi) = C(kpi) − (k − 1)pi := { x− (k − 1)pi | x ∈ C(kpi) }. Hence, the
each cone shares the same triangulation. We denote a simplex triangulation of
C(kpi) by T (C(kpi)).

Definition 2.8. Let Bk := {B ⊂ k∆ | B is an integral polyhedron }. As we
already saw in [Lee22], ni,k is a function defined by

ni,k : (C(kpi) ∩ Zn)× Bk
// Z

∈ ∈

(q, B) ✤

// # {S | S is a simplex in B touching q } .

Obviously, the following equality holds by Definition 2.8.

Lemma 2.9. If B is partitioned by B1, . . . , BN , then for any q in C(kpi)∩Zn,
we have

N
∑

r=1

ni,k(q, Br) = ni,k(q, B).
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2.3. Partition of unity. Our goal of this section is to compare
∫

k∆
f(x)dV

and
∑

p∈k∆∩Zn f(p) using only the data from the cones C(p). For this, the first

step is using a partition of unity { δi } on ∆.
Let ∆ be the integral polytope of a toric variety, and let C(pi) be the cone

of vertex pi described in Section 2.2. Let δi : ∆ → R be a partition of unity of
∆ such that for some small ε-neighbourhood Bε(pj) of pj , we have

δi(Bε(pj)) = δij ,

where δij is the Kronecker delta. Then, we can extend δi to δi,k : k∆ → R by

δi,k(x) = δi

(x

k

)

.

Since ∆ is a compact set, we can choose the partition of unity δi as a smooth
function, and it satisfies |Dαδi(x)| < c for all |α| ≤ 2 with some constant
c > 0. Here for a smooth function f(x) on Rn and for a multi-index α =
(α1, α2, . . . , αn) with |α| = α1 + α2 + · · · + αn, Dαf denotes the derivative
defined by

Dαf :=
∂mf

∂xi1 . . . ∂xim

.

Nest we estimate
∫

S
δi,k(x)f(x)dV when S is a simplex. In order to work out

this integration, we first estimate
∫

∆n

f(x)dV,

where ∆n := Conv { e0, e1, . . . , en } is the standard simplex in Rn with

e0 = (0, . . . , 0), e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , en = (0, . . . , 0, 1).

For our proof, we need to review the Bramble-Hilbert lemma (see, [Man07] for
more detail).
Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a convex set, Wm

p (Ω) be the Sobolev space of all functions
u on Ω with derivatives Dαu of order |α| up to m in Lp(Ω). The Sobolev
seminorm on Wm

p (Ω) consists of

|u|Wm
p (Ω) =





∑

|α|=m

‖Dαu‖pLp(Ω)





1

p

for 1 ≤ p < ∞,

and
|u|Wm

∞(Ω) = max
|α|=m

‖Dαu‖L∞(Ω) (p = ∞).

Lemma 2.10 (Bramble-Hilbert Lemma ([BH70], Theorem 2)). Suppose that
ℓ is a bounded continuous linear functional on Wm

p (Ω) with the dual norm
‖ℓ‖Wm

p (Ω)′ . For any degree (m− 1) polynomial g on Rn, we further assume that

ℓ(g) = 0. Then, there exists a constant C = C(Ω) such that for all u ∈ Wm
p (Ω),

|ℓ(u)| ≤ C‖ℓ‖Wm
p (Ω)′ |u|Wm

p (Ω).
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Proposition 2.11 (Trapezoidal rule). Let ∆n be the standard simplex in Rn.

(1) For any affine function f(x) on ∆n, we have
∫

∆n

f(x)dV = vol(∆n)
f(0) + f(e1) + · · ·+ f(en)

(n+ 1)
=

f(0) + f(e1) + · · ·+ f(en)

(n+ 1)!
.

(2) For any smooth function f : ∆n → R, we define

E(f) :=

∫

∆n

f(x)dV −
f(0) + f(e1) + · · ·+ f(en)

(n + 1)!
.

Then for some constant C, we have

E(f) ≤ C sup
x∈∆n

sup
|α|=2

|(Dαf(x))| .

Proof. (1) For the first statement, we consider f(x) = a1x1 + · · · + ancn + c.
Firstly, for the constant function f(x) = c, we observe that

∫ 1

0

· · ·

∫ 1−x2−···−xn

0

c dx1 . . . dxn =
c

n!
=

c(n+ 1)

(n + 1)!
.

Secondly, for the linear function f(x) = a1x1, the straight forward computation
shows that

∫ 1

0

· · ·

∫ 1−x2−···−xn

0

a1x1dx1 . . . dxn

=a1

∫ 1

0

· · ·

∫ 1−x3−···−xn

0

a1
(1− x2 − · · · − xn)

2

2
dx2 . . . dxn

= · · · = a1

∫ 1

0

(1− xn)
n

n!
dxn =

a1
(n + 1)!

.

Similarly, for f(x) = aixi, we consider the change of local coordinates by
u1 = xi, ui = x1, and uj = xj for j 6= 1, i. Then, we see that

∫ 1

0

· · ·

∫ 1−x2−···−xn

0

aixidx1 . . . dxn

=

∫ 1

0

· · ·

∫ 1−u2−···−un

0

aiu1du1 . . . dun =
ai

(n+ 1)!
.

Hence, we conclude that
∫

∆n

f(x)dV =
a1 + a2 + · · ·+ an + (n + 1)c

(n+ 1)!
=

n
∑

i=0

f(ei)

(n+ 1)!
.

(2). For the proof of the second statement, we use the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma
and the proof of (1). In Lemma 2.10, we put m = 2, p = ∞ and Ω = ∆n. Also,
we take ℓ(f) to be E(f). In fact, for all affine function f(x), we see that

E(f) = 0.
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by (1). We also remark that E is linear because it is the linear combination of
integration and evaluation map. Hence, it suffices to show that the evaluation
map E is bounded.
For p = ∞, we see that f is continuous, because the inequalities

|f |C0,1(∆n) ≤ C|f |W 1
∞(∆n) ≤ C|f |W 2

∞(∆n)

hold by Morrey’s inequality. Then |f |W 2
∞(∆n) = 1 implies that

max
x∈∆n

|f(x)| ≤ 1.

Thus, we see that

|E(f)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∆n

f(x)dV −
f(e0) + · · ·+ f(en)

(n + 1)!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

(n+ 1)!
+

(n + 1)

(n+ 1)!
≤ 1.

Therefore, we have

‖E(f)‖W 2
∞(∆n)′ ≤ 1

by Lemma 2.10, i.e., the evaluation map E is bounded. Consequently, the
integration is also bounded for all p. �

Lemma 2.12. Let S be an n-simplex in Rn and let f : S → R be any smooth
convex function on S. Then, we have the estimates
(2.1)
∫

S

δi,k(x)f(x)dV ≤
∑

q∈V(S)

δi,k(q)f(q)

(n+ 1)!
+

CS

k2
sup
x∈S

|f(x)|+
CS

k
sup
x∈S

sup
v

|(∇vf)|

for some constant CS. Here v runs over all vectors in Rn with |v| = 1 and ∇vf
is the directional derivative along v.

Proof. Firstly, we consider a simplex S in T (C(kpi)) such that S∩k∆ 6= ∅. Let
V(S) be the set of vertices of S. For any S ∈ T (C(kpi)), we define the linear
function fS : S → R by

fS(q) =

{

f(q) for all q ∈ V(S) ∩ k∆,

0 for q ∈ V(S) \ (V(S) ∩ k∆).

Then, we have
∫

S

δi,k(x)f(x)dV ≤

∫

S

δi,k(x)fS(x)dV.
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Applying Proposition 2.11, we consider an appropriate linear transformation
from S to ∆n. Then for some constant CS, we see that

∫

S

δi,k(x)fS(x)dV

≤
∑

q∈V(S)

δi,k(q)fS(q)

(n + 1)!
+ CS sup

x∈S,

|α|=2

|Dαf(x)|

=
∑

q∈V(S)

δi,k(q)fS(q)

(n + 1)!
+ CS sup

x∈S
sup

u,v=1,...,n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

S

(

∂2δi,k(x)

∂xu∂xv

)

f(x) + (∂uδi,k)(∂vf)dV

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(2.2)

Since
∇vδi,k(x) = ∇vδi(xk

−1) = k−1(∇vδi)(xk
−1),

the inequality (2.2) becomes
∫

S

δi,k(x)fS(x)dV

≤
∑

q∈V(S)

δi,k(q)fS(q)

(n+ 1)!
+

CS

k2

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
x∈S

f(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
CS

k
sup
x∈S

sup
v

|(∇vf)|.
(2.3)

In (2.3), we used the assumption that ‖δi,k(x)‖Wm
∞(∆n) < ∞ is uniformly bounded

for all m because δi is smooth with compact support. �

Corollary 2.13. For any n-simplex S in Rn, and for any non-negative affine
function f : S → R, there exists a constant cSn ∈ R which only depends on n
and S, such that

(2.4)

∫

S

δi,k(x)f(x)dV ≤
∑

q∈V(S)

δi,k(q)fS(q)

(n + 1)!
+

CSc
S
n

k
max
x∈S

f(x).

Proof. By Lemma 2.12 and the assumption that f is non-negative, we only need
to estimate the last term in (2.1). Let Bdn be the largest ball inside S. Since
S is a simplex, the distance dn only depends on n. Let p be the center of Bdn .
Since f is affine, this implies that for any vector v, the directional derivative
∇vf(x) is given by

∇vf(x) =
f(p+ dnv)− f(p)

dn
.

On the other hand, the non-negativity f ≥ 0 yields that

∇vf(x) =
f(p+ dnv)− f(p)

dn
≤

f(p+ dnv)

dn
≤

1

dn
max
x∈S

f(x).

Also, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

S

f(x)dV

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∫

S

f(x)dV ≤
maxx∈S f(x)

n!
.

This completes the proof. �
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Let C(kpi) be the cone generated by the vertex kpi ∈ V(k∆), and let
T (C(kpi)) be a simplex triangulation of C(kpi). For any convex function f(x)
on k∆, we shall define a piecewise linear function PLf with PLf ≥ f such that
PLf(p) = f(p) at any integral point p in k∆. For this it is enough to consider
the following three cases: (i) if S ⊂ k∆, then we can replace f by the linear
function ℓ(x) defined by

ℓ(q) = f(q) for all q ∈ V(S).

(ii) Let Rn \ k∆ be the closure of Rn \ k∆ in Rn. If S ⊂ Rn \ k∆, we have
δi,k = 0 for any q ∈ V(S). Thus, we can successfully estimate

∫

k∆
δi,kf(x)dV .

(iii) If an n-simplex S satisfies

S ∩ k∆ 6= ∅ and S ∩ Rn\k∆ 6= ∅,

we have some technical issues. In order to deal with the problem, we define the
following concept.

Definition 2.14. Let C(kpi) be the cone generated by the vertex kpi ∈ V(k∆),
and let T (C(kpi)) be a simplex triangulation of C(kpi). We define the set Ki,k

by

Ki,k :=
⋃

{S ∈ T (C(kpi)) | S ⊂ k∆ } .

Now we want δi,k to be 0 at all points outside Si,k. For this, we need an
assumption: T (C(kpi)) = T (C(pi)) for all pi in V(∆). For a positive integer l,
if we set

Ki,l

l
:= { x ∈ ∆ | lx ∈ Ki,l } ,

then one can see that
Ki,l

l
⊂

Ki,kl

kl
⊂ ∆.

Another issue to be taken care of is that all the constants in Corollary 2.13
must be finite, namely,

sup
S

CS < ∞ and sup
S

cSn < ∞

in oder to achieve a global estimate. Hence, we shall consider the following two
assumptions:

(∗) if supp (δi) ⊂ Ki, then supp (δi,k) ⊂ Ki,k for all k, where supp(·) denotes
the support of a function defined by

supp(δi) = { x ∈ Rn | δi > 0 }.

(∗∗) there are only finitely many distinct simplices S up to affine transfor-
mation.

Then, we can take the maximum constant C among all CS, and take the max-
imum constant cn among all cSn in Corollary 2.13. For this, we define a concept
of special triangulations.
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Definition 2.15. A type F triangulation of a cone is a simplex triangulation
T (C(pi)) of the cone C(pi) such that the following two conditions are satisfied.

(1) T (C(pi)) = T (C(kpi)) for any positive integer k;
(2) there exists finitely many simplices S1, . . . , SM such that for any S ∈

T (C(pi)), we have c ∈ Zn satisfying

S − c = Sj

for some j ∈ { 1, . . . ,M }.

The above assumptions (∗) and (∗∗) are essentially equivalent to the ex-
istence of a type F triangulation of C(pi). Using this notion, we estimate
∫

k∆
δi,k(x)f(x)dV .

Lemma 2.16. Suppose that the integral polytope ∆ of a toric variety has a
type F triangulation of C(pi) for each vertex pi ∈ V(∆). Let f : k∆ → R be a
non-negative convex function. Then, we have the estimates

∫

k∆

δi,kf(x)dx ≤
∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

ni,k(p)δi,k(p)f(p)

(n+ 1)!
+

Ccn
k

max
i∈{ 1,...,R }

f(pi).

Proof. Under the assumptions (∗) and (∗∗), we have
∫

k∆

δi,kf(x)dV =

∫

Ki,k

δi,kf(x)dV.

Using a type F triangulation of C(pi), we can define the piecewise linear function
PLf such that

• it is linear in all S ∈ T (C(kpi)), and
• PLf(p) = f(p) for all p ∈ Ki,k ∩ Zn.

Note that PLf(x) ≥ f(x) for all x in Ki,k because f is a convex function. Let
us take

C := max
j

CSj
and cn := max

j
cSj
n ,

where CSj
and c

Sj
n are the constants determined in (2.4). Consequently, we

have
∫

Ki,k

δi,kf(x)dV ≤
∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

ni,k(p,Ki,k)δi,k(p)f(p)

(n+ 1)!
+

Ccn
k

max
x∈Ki,k

PLf(x).

Notice that ni,k(p,Ki,k) ≤ ni,k(p) in the above inequality. Moreover, for any
S ∈ T (C(kpi)),

max
x∈S

PLf(x) ≤ max
x∈V(S)

PLf(x) = max
x∈S

f(x)

holds. Our result follows from the Atiyah-Guillemin-Sternberg convexity theo-
rem, that is, the maximum of f(x) attains at some vertices of k∆. �
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The following lemma is the key of this paper, which gives a way of estimating
the integral of the convex function by the discrete summands of the weights.
Let us denote nk(p) = maxi ni,k(p).

Lemma 2.17. Let f : k∆ → R be a non-negative convex function. Then, we
have

(2.5)

∫

k∆

f(x)dx ≤
∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

nk(p)f(p)

(n + 1)!
+

CRcn
k

max
i

f(pi),

where R is the number of the vertices of k∆. Furthermore, we have the equality
∫

k∆

f(x)dV =
R
∑

i=1

∫

k∆

δi,kf(x)dV

by Lemma 2.16.

We can define the same function on the boundary ∂∆. However, we should
bear in mind that f is convex only in each face.

Definition 2.18. A simplex triangulation T (∂C(kpi)) is a simplex triangula-
tion of the boundary of the cone such that on each face of the cone, it is still
a simplex triangulation. Let ∂Ki,k be the boundary of Ki,k intersecting the

boundary of k∆. Then, we define the subset ∂̃Ki,k of T (∂C(kpi)) by

∂̃Ki,k := { S ∈ T (∂C(kpi)) | S is an (n− 1)-simplex and satisfies (†) } :

(†) for any face Q � ∂Ki,k and any q ∈ Q, q ∈ V(S) ⇒ S ∈ ∂Ki,k.

Suppose that a simplex triangulation T (∂C(kpi)) of ∂(k∆) inherits a type F
triangulation. Let

∂Bk := {B ⊂ ∂(k∆) | B is an integral polyhedron on each face } .

Let us define the map mi,k by

i,k : (∂C(kpi) ∩ Zn−1)× ∂Bk
// Z

∈ ∈

(q, B) ✤

// # {S | S is an (n− 1)-simplex touching q } .

We also define mk(q) by

mk(q) := max
i∈{ 1,...,R }

mi,k(q, ∂̃Ki,k).

Applying Lemma 2.17 on each face, we have the following.

Corollary 2.19. Let f : k∆ → R be a non-negative convex function. Then
there exists a constant M1 > 0 such that

(2.6)

∫

∂(k∆)

f(x)dV ≤
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn−1

mk(p)f(p)

(n)!
+

M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi).
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Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.17. Let F(k∆) be the set of
facets of k∆, i.e., ∂(k∆) =

⋃

F∈F(k∆) F . For each facet Fi ∈ F(k∆), we apply

Lemma 2.17. Summing up all the inequalities in (2.5) for each facet in F(k∆),
we obtain (2.6). �

3. Small cones and λ-stability of toric varieties

3.1. Small polytopes.

Definition 3.1. Let ∆ be an integral polytope with the vertices V(∆) =
{ p1, . . . , pR }. Let ∆o denote the interior of ∆. Let us fix a positive integer k.
Then, we call a cone C(pi) is small with respect to a type F triangulation of
C(pi) and ∂C(pi) if for positive integer k, we have the following:

(1) for any interior integral point p ∈ k∆o ∩ Zn, we have

ni,k(p) ≤ (n+ 1)!;

(2) for any boundary point p ∈ (∂(k∆)\V(k∆))∩Zn except for the vertices,
we have

ni,k(p) ≤
(n+ 1)

2!
;

(3) for any boundary point p ∈ (∂(k∆)\V(k∆))∩Zn except for the vertices,
we have

mi,k(p) ≤ n!.

Moreover, if the equalities

mk(pi) = αi and nk(pi) = βi

hold for a fixed i, we call the cone C(pi) to be (αi, βi)-weighted small cone.
We call ∆ a small polytope if there exists a type F triangulation of each cone

C(pi) such that all C(pi) are small.
Moreover, ∆ is said to be an (α, β)-weighted small polytope if C(pi) are

(αi, βi)-weighted small cones for all i = 1, . . . , R. Here and hereafter, we will
use the terminology

{ (α, β) } := { (α1, β1), . . . , (αR, βR) } .

For simplicity, if we have

αi ≥ αj and βi ≥ βj ,

then we will skip the data (αj , βj) and only consider the data of (αi, βi).
According to the definition of nk and mk, we see the following.

Lemma 3.2. Let ∆ be a small polytope, we have

(1) for any interior integral point p ∈ k∆o ∩ Zn, we have

nk(p) ≤ (n+ 1)!;
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(2) for any boundary point p ∈ (∂(k∆)\V(k∆))∩Zn except for the vertices,
we have

nk(p) ≤
(n+ 1)

2!
;

(3) for any boundary point p ∈ (∂(k∆)\V(k∆))∩Zn except for the vertices,
we have

mk(p) ≤ n!.

Proof. By the definition, nk(p) = maxi=1,...,R ni,k(p) andmk(p) = maxi=1,...,R mi,k(p).
Results follow from the definition of a small polytope. �

Example 3.3. Let ∆ be the lattice Delzant polytope corresponding to an n-
dimensional polarized toric manifold (X,L). Then every vertex cone C(kpi)
satisfies

mk(pi) = n and nk(pi) = 1.

the triangulation of k-simplex in Lemma A.1 and Section B induces a type F
triangulation of each vertex cone. Hence, any polarized n-dimensional toric
manifold is an (n, 1)-weighted small polytope.

Example 3.4. Let us consider ∆ := Conv { (−3, 0), (3, 0), (0,−1), (0, 1) }. For
the cone C(3k, 0), the point (3k− 3, 1) has 5 triangles attached to it under the
triangulation described in Figure 1. Hence, C(3, 0) is not a small cone under
this triangulation.

(6, 1)

Figure 1. Non-small triangulation

However, if we triangulate the same cone C(3, 0) as in Figure 2, and follow
this pattern for the remaining cone, then it is a small cone.

Figure 2. Small triangulation
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3.2. λ-stability of toric varieties. Now we define the notion of λ-stability
for polarized toric varieties. Let p be a (not necessarily lattice) point in an
integral polytope ∆. Recall that a normalized convex function (at p) is a
convex function f(x) such that

f(p) = min
x∈∆

f(x) = 0.

Let O be the center of mass of ∆. Without loss of generality, we may assume
p = O.

Definition 3.5. For the constant a = vol(∂∆,dσ)
vol(∆)

, we define

La(f) :=

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ − a

∫

∆

f(x)dV.

Let λ be a real number. Then, ∆ is said to be λ-stable if La(ℓ(x)) = 0 for
any affine function ℓ(x), and there exists λ ≥ 0 such that for any non-affine
normalized convex function f(x), we have the inequality

(3.1) La(f) ≥ λ

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ.

We note that (3.1) is equivalent to

a

∫

∆

f(x)dV ≤ (1− λ)

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ.

We call a polarized toric variety (X,L) is λ-stable if its associated integral
polytope ∆ is λ-stable.

Remark 3.6. According to the definition in [Don02], we see that ∆ is K-
semistable iff it is λ-stable with λ = 0.

Also, by the definition in [CLS14] (see also Proposition 3.6 in [His16] for
equivalent definition), ∆ is uniformly K-stable in the toric sense iff it is λ-
stable with λ > 0.

4. Combinatorial criterions of asymptotic Chow polystablity

In this section, we shall give a sufficient criteria for a toric variety correspond-
ing to ∆ to be asymptotically Chow polystable. As a reasonable condition, we
may assume that ∆ is K-semistable such that the Futaki-Ono invariant vanishes
(see, (4.1)). On the other hand, we would like to provide a criteria such that
if we assume a stronger concept of GIT-stability (e.g. Chow stability, uniform
stability etc), then the inequality in (4.2) are more likely to hold. Hence, we
consider the notion of λ-stability in this paper, where the original definition of
λ-stability is coming from [Don02], Proposition 5.1.2. (See also [CLS14]).
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4.1. Main Statements. In [Ono13] (see also [LLSW19]), we know the follow-
ing criteria of asymptotic Chow stability for a polarized toric variety.

Proposition 4.1 (Ono, LLSW). A polarized toric variety (X,L) with the in-
tegral polytope ∆ in MR

∼= Rn is asymptotically Chow semistable if for any
k ∈ N, and any convex function f : k∆ → R, we have

1

|k∆ ∩ Zn|

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

f(p)−

∫

k∆
f(x)dV

∫

k∆
dV

≥ 0.

Moreover, it is asymptotically Chow polystable if the equality holds only when
f is affine.

Then, for a positive integer k, we define the Futaki-Ono invariant FO(ℓ; k)
by

(4.1) FO(ℓ; k) :=

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn ℓ(p)
∑

p∈k∆∩Zn 1
−

∫

k∆
ℓ(x)dV

∫

k∆
1 dV

,

where ℓ(x) is an affine function on k∆. This is the obstruction (i.e., a necessary
condition) for a polarized variety (X,L) to be asymptotically Chow semistable
discovered by Futaki in [Fut04]. In the toric setting, this formulation was given
by Ono in [Ono13].
The main theorem in this paper is the following.

Theorem 4.2. Let ∆ be a λ-stable (α, β)-weighted small polytope such that the
Futaki-Ono invariant vanishes. For all i = 1, . . . , R, if

(4.2) 1−
αi(1− λi)

2(n!)
−

βi

(n + 1)!
> 0

holds, then ∆ is asymptotically Chow polystable.

Proof. Let us denote V = vol(∆) and χk = |k∆ ∩ Zn|. We may assume that
f(x) ≥ 0 for any x ∈ ∆ by taking an appropriate normalization. Let cn and C
be the constants determined in Lemma 2.17. Then, we have

1

knV

∫

∆

f(x)dv

=

(

1

χk

)
∫

k∆

f(x)dv +

(

1

knV
−

1

χk

)
∫

k∆

f(x)dv

≤

(

1

χk

)

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

nk(p)f(p)

(n+ 1)!
+

χk − knV

knV χk

∫

k∆

f(x)dv +
CRcn
k

max
i

f(pi)

≤

(

1

χk

)

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

f(p)−
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

f(p)

2χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!
−

1

2

)(

f(pi)

χk

)

+
akn−1

2χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dv + ck−1 1

V χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dv +
CRcn
k

max
i

f(pi)
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for some c ∈ R. Here we used the assumption that nk(p) ≤ (n + 1)! for

the interior points, and nk(p) ≤
(n+1)!

2
for the boundary points except for the

vertices (Definition 3.1 (1) and (2)).
Now we apply λ-stability of ∆. Then, we see that

1

knV

∫

k∆

f(x)dv

≤

(

1

χk

)

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

f(p)−
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

f(p)

2χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!
−

1

2

)(

f(pi)

χk

)

+
(1− λ)kn−1

2χk

∫

∂∆

f(kx)dσ +
ck−1

V χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dv +
CRcn
k

max
i

f(pi)

=

(

1

χk

)

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

f(p)−
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

f(p)

2χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!
−

1

2

)(

f(pi)

χk

)

+
(1− λ)

2χk

∫

∂(k∆)

f(x)dσ +
ck−1

V χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dv +
CRcn
k

max
i

f(pi).

Using the estimates on the boundary given in (2.6), we have

1

knV

∫

k∆

f(x)dv

≤

(

1

χk

)

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

f(p)−
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

f(p)

2χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!
−

1

2

)(

f(pi)

χk

)

+
CRcn +M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi) +

(1− λ)

2χk

∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

mk(p)f(p)

n!
+

ck−1

V χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dv

≤

(

1

χk

)

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

f(p)−
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

f(p)

2χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!
−

1

2

)(

f(pi)

χk

)

+
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

(1− λ)f(p)

2χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

mk(pi)

n!
− 1

)

(1− λ)f(pi)

2χk
+

ck−1

V χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dv

+
CRcn +M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi).



20 KING LEUNG LEE AND NAOTO YOTSUTANI

Therefore, we can achieve the desired inequality if the following inequality holds:

0 ≥−
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

f(p)

2χk

+
R
∑

i=1

(

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!
−

1

2

)(

f(pi)

χk

)

+
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

(1− λ)f(p)

2χk

+
R
∑

i=1

(

mk(pi)

n!
− 1

)

(1− λ)f(pi)

2χk

+
ck−1

V χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dv

+
CRcn +M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi).

This inequality can be rewritten as follows:

CRcn +M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi) ≤

∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

λf(p)

2
+

R
∑

i=1

(

1

2
−

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!

)

(f(pi))

+

R
∑

i=1

(

1−
mk(pi)

n!

)

(1− λ)f(pi)

2
−

ck−1

V

∫

∆

f(kx)dv.

(4.3)

For the weight (α, β), we see that mk(pi) = αi and nk(pi) = βi. Hence, (4.3)
yields that

CRcn +M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi) ≤

R
∑

i=1

(

(

1−
αi

n!

) (1− λ)

2
f(pi) +

(

1

2
−

βi

(n+ 1)!

)

f(pi)

)

+
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

λf(p)

2
−

ck−1

V

∫

∆

f(kx)dV.

Note that
∫

∆

f(kx)dV ≤ C max
i=1,2,...,R

f(pi)

for some constant C > 0 which is independent on k. Also, the term
∑

p∈∂(k∆)∩Zn

λf(p)
2

contains all the boundary integral points of k∆. Therefore, if the inequality
(

1−
αi

n!

) (1− λ)

2
+

(

1

2
−

βi

(n + 1)!

)

+
λ

2
> 0, for all i = 1, . . . , R,

holds, then we see that

1

V

∫

∆

f(kx)dV <
1

χk

∑

p∈∆∩Zn

f(p),

for sufficiently large k and for all non-affine normalized convex function f . This
implies that the associated toric variety (X∆,OX∆

(k)) is Chow polystable.
Finally, we calculate the equality
(

1−
αi

n!

) (1− λ)

2
+

(

1

2
−

βi

(n+ 1)!

)

+
λ

2
= 1−

αi(1− λ)

2(n!)
−

βi

(n+ 1)!
.
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Hence, the assertion is verified. �

Corollary 4.3. Let (X,L) be a K-semistable polarized toric manifold such
that the Futaki-Ono invariant FO(ℓ; k) vanishes for each k. Then (X,L) is
asymptotially Chow polystable.

Proof. Recall that the polytope ∆ ⊂ MR
∼= Rn of any n-dimensional polarized

toric manifold (X,L) is an (n, 1)-weighted small polytope (Example 3.3), i.e.,
all vertices of ∆ have weight (n, 1). Hence, if (X,L) is K-semistable and the
Futaki-Ono invariant vanishes, then by putting αi = n, βi = 1 and λi = 0 into
(4.2) for all i, we have

1

2

(

1−
1

(n− 1)!

)

+

(

1

2
−

1

(n+ 1)!

)

> 0.

�

4.2. Medium polytopes. Usually, it is not easy to obtain small polytopes.
Also, one can see that we removed a lot of boundary points of ∆ for the es-
timation in the proof of Theorem 4.2. In order to deal with this problem, we
omit one condition in Definition 3.1.

Definition 4.4. Let ∆ be an integral polytope with the vertices { p1, . . . , pR }.
Then, C(pi) is called a medium cone, if there exists a type F triangulation of
the cone C(pi), and a type F triangulation of each face of C(pi) such that for
any positive integer k, we have

(1) ni,k(p) ≤ (n+ 1)! for any p ∈ k∆o ∩ Zn;
(2) mi,k(p) ≤ n! if p is a boundary integral point expect for the vertices,

namely p ∈ (∂(k∆) \ { p1, . . . , pR }) ∩ Zn.

Moreover, C(pi) is said to be an (α, β, γ)-weighted medium cone if it is a medium
cone and under the type F triangulations which make the cone C(pi) medium,
we have

(i) mi,k(pi) ≤ αi and nk(pi) ≤ βi for each i, and
(ii) ni,k(p) ≤ γi for any p ∈ (∂(k∆) \ { p1, . . . , pR }) ∩ Zn.

∆ is called an (α, β, γ)-weighted medium polytope if all cones C(pi) are (αi, βi, γi)-
weighted medium polytopes, and we set

γ := max { γ1, . . . , γR } , and (α, β, γ) = { (α1, β1), · · · , (αR, βR), γ } .

Example 4.5. The cone C(−3, 0) in Example 3.4 under the triangulation in
Figure 1 is a (2, 2, 5)-weighted medium cone.

Theorem 4.6. Let ∆ be the integral Delzant polytope corresponding to a λ-
stable polarized toric manifold (X,L) such that the Futaki-Ono invariant van-
ishes. Suppose ∆ is an (α, β, γ)-weighted medium polytope satisfying

(4.4)
1 + λ

2
−

γ

(n + 1)!
≥ 0.
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We further assume that

(4.5) 1−
αi(1− λ)

2(n!)
−

βi

(n+ 1)!
> 0,

holds for all i = 1, . . . , R. Then, (X,L) is asymptotically Chow polystable.

Proof. Let us denote B := ∂(k∆) ∩ Zn\ { p1, . . . , pR }. Following a similar
computation in the proof of Theorem 4.2, we see that

1

kV

∫

k∆

f(x)dV

≤

(

1

χk

)

∑

p∈k∆∩Zn

f(p)−
∑

p∈B

((n+ 1)!− γ)f(p)

(n+ 1)!χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

nk(pi)

(n+ 1)!
− 1

)(

f(pi)

χk

)

+
∑

p∈B

(1− λ)f(p)

2χk
+

R
∑

i=1

(

mk(pi)

n!

)

(1− λ)f(pi)

2χk
+

ck−1

V χk

∫

∆

f(kx)dV

+
CRcn +M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi).

This indicates that we require the condition

0 ≤
∑

p∈B

(

1−
γ

(n + 1)!
−

1− λ

2

)

f(p) +

R
∑

i=1

(

1−
βi

(n+ 1)!

)

f(pi)

−
R
∑

i=1

(

αi(1− λ)

n!

)

f(pi)

2
−

ck−1

V

∫

∆

f(kx)dV +
CRcn +M1cn−1

k
max

i
f(pi)..

Therefore, if the inequalities

1 + λ

2
−

γ

(n+ 1)!
≥ 0 and 1−

αi(1− λ)

2(n!)
−

βi

(n+ 1)!
> 0,

hold for all i = 1, . . . , R, then the associated polarized toric manifold is asymp-
totically Chow polystable. �

5. Symmetric weakly reflexive polytopes

We call an integral polytope ∆ is weakly reflexive if there exists some con-
stant c such that ∆ = ∩α

i=1 { ℓi(x) ≤ c }, where ℓi(x) =
∑n

j=1 ai,jxj are linear
equations and all c, ai,1, . . . , ai,n are coprime. In particular, if c = 1, then ∆ is
a reflexive polytope. Also, a weakly reflexive polytope ∆ is called symmetric
if there is only one fixed point by the symmetry group in SL(n,Z) acting on
∆. Remark that the definition of symmetric weakly reflexive polytopes implies
that the fixed point must be 0.

Lemma 5.1. Let ∆ be an n-dimensional symmetric weakly reflexive polytope.

Then, it is λ-stable with λ =
1

n + 1
.
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Proof. We first define a map ϕ : ∆\ { (0, . . . , 0) } → ∂∆ × (0, c] as follows (cf:
[Yao22, Proposition 4.6]): For any point p ∈ ∆, we can draw a line from 0
passing through p. We denote by q the boundary point of ∆ intersecting this
line. Then we let

t =
c|p− 0|

|q − 0|
, and ϕ(p) := (q, t).

Let G < SL(n,Z) act on ∆, and let f : ∆ → R be a G-invariant convex
function. Then, f(0) attains the minimum. We now define a function gf : ∆ →
R by the following:

gf ◦ ϕ
−1(q, t) :=

t

c
f ◦ ϕ−1(q, 1), and gf(0) = 0.

The convexity of f implies that gf(x) ≥ f(x), whereas we see that
∫

∂∆

gf(q)dσ =

∫

∂∆

f(q)dσ.

Now, we write the point in ∆ by (x, t) ∈ ∂∆× (0, c]. Then the straight forward
computation shows that

∫

∆

f(x, t)dV ≤

∫

∆

gf(x)dV

=

∫ c

0

∫

t∂∆

t

c
gf(x, 1)dV

=

∫ c

0

t

c
t(n−1)

∫

∂∆

f(x, 1)dV

=
cn

n+ 1

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ.

Also, we have
∫

∆

dV =

∫ c

0

tn−1

∫

∂∆

dσdt =
cn

n

∫

∂∆

dσ.

Therefore, we conclude a := vol(∂∆,dσ)
vol(∆)

= n
cn
. This implies that

La(f) =

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ −
n

cn

∫

∆

f(x)dV

≥

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ −
n

cn

(

cn

n + 1

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ

)

=
1

n + 1

∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ.

(5.1)

Hence, the assertion is verified. �

Notice that the Futaki-Ono invariant vanishes for any symmetric weakly
reflexive polytope. This yields the following.
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Corollary 5.2. Let ∆ be an n-dimensional symmetric weakly reflexive polytope.
Suppose that ∆ is an (α, β, γ)-weighted medium polytope satisfying

(1) γ ≤ (n+2)n!
2

; and
(2) nαi + 2βi < 2(n+ 1)!, for all i = 1, . . . , R.

Then, the associated polarized toric variety is asymptotically Chow polystable.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, ∆ is λ-stable for λ = 1
n+1

. Plugging λ = 1
n+1

into (4.4)
and (4.5) in Theorem 4.6, we have

n+ 2

2(n+ 1)
−

γ

(n+ 1)!
≥ 0 and 1−

α

2(n− 1)!(n+ 1)
−

β

(n+ 1)!
> 0.

This yields that

γ ≤
(n+ 2)n!

2
and nα + 2β < 2(n+ 1)!.

�

Remark 5.3. If ∆ is a small polytope, then it is a medium polytope with

γ =
(n+ 1)!

2
<

(n + 2)n!

2

6. Examples

In this section, we shall give more examples of (α, β, γ)-weighted medium
polytopes. In order to compute these examples, we need Lemma A.1 which
was already dealt in [Lee22]. This provides us how to triangulate the sim-
plex k∆n := Conv { 0, kei | i = 1, . . . , n } with ke1 = (k, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , ken =
(0, . . . , 0, k).

6.1. Concrete examples.

Lemma 6.1. (See, Lemma A.1) For any p ∈ Zn, there exists a simplex trian-
gulation T of Rn such that

n(p) := # { S | S is a simplex in T with p ∈ V(S) } = (n+ 1)!.

Moreover, this triangulation T can triangulate the simplex k∆nso that

n(p) =
(n + 1)!

(k + 1)!

for all p ∈ ((n− k)-faces of k∆n)
o ∩ Zn.

We give a proof of this lemma in Appendix A.

Example 6.2. Let (X,L) be the polarized toric manifold associated from an
n-dimensional symmetric weakly reflexive polytope ∆. Note that the Futaki-
Ono invariant vanishes in this case. Moreover, ∆ is an (n, 1) small polytope
and λ-stable with λ = 1

n+1
. Hence, (X,L) is asymptotically Chow polystable.

Indeed, all λ-stable polarized toric manifolds with the vanishing Futaki-Ono
invariant are asymptotically Chow polystable.
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Example 6.3 (Dn, see [Lee22]). Let us consider the polytope ∆
′
n := Conv { ±ei }

n
i=1,

where e1 = (1, 0, ..., 0), . . . , en = (0, ..., 0, 1) are the standard basis of Rn. LetDn

be the associated projective toric variety. Firstly, Dn is a symmetric toric Fano
variety. Hence, it is λ-stable with λ = 1

n+1
. Also, all the vertex cones C(pi) are

generated by the origin (0, . . . , 0) and the vectors (±1, 0, . . . , 0, 1), . . . , (0, . . . , 0,±1, 1).
Let T be a triangulation consists of all the unit vectors and (0, . . . , 0, 1). By

enlarging the triangulation T , we see that every interior point p in T lien in
either 2n−1 · (n+1)-simplex or (n+1)!-simplex if p is not a boundary point. If
p is a boundary point, we see that

nk(p) ≤
(n+ 1)!

2
.

Let us further consider about the boundary points. If p is an interior point
of the boundary, then p lies in an (n − 1)-simplex. This yields mk(p) = n!.
Furthermore, we find that

• mk(p) =
n!
2
· 2 = n! if p locates an (n− 2)-dimensional face,

• mk(p) ≤ n! if p is on a k-dimensional face with k ≤ n − 3 except for
vertices.

Consequently, ∆n is a small polytope. Moreover, the corresponding weight is
(2n−1, 2n−1), and

1−
2n−1n

2(n!)(n+ 1)
−

2n−1

(n + 1)!
= 1−

2n−2(n+ 2)

(n+ 1)!
> 0

because
2n−2(n+ 2)

(n+ 1)!
=

(n+ 2)

2(n+ 1)

2n−1

n!
< 1.

Example 6.4. Let us consider ∆ = Conv { (2, 0), (−2, 0), (0, 1), (0,−1) } and
the associated toric variety X2. Using the following triangulation, we see that
∆ is an example of (2, 4) cone: for the cone C(2k, 0) and C(−2k, 0), we consider
the triangulation given by the following picture and we repeat this process.

For the cone C(0, k) and C(0,−k), we consider the triangulation below and
we subdivide this triangulation.

Also, ∆ is weakly reflexive and symmetric. However, a direct computation
shows that

(α(0,1), β(0,1)) = (2, 4).
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If we put this data into Corollary 5.2, we obtain

2 · 2 + 2 · 4 = 12 = 2 · 3!.

Thus, we cannot apply the criteria in Corollary 5.2 to verify asymptotic Chow
stability of X2. On the other hand, it was shown in [LLSW19] that X2 is
asymptotically Chow polystable. This example shows that Corollary 5.2 is
only a sufficient condition.

In [Lee22], the first author showed that the product polytope ∆1 × ∆2 is
asymptotically Chow polystable iff both polytopes ∆1 and ∆2 are asymptoti-
cally Chow polystable.

Example 6.5. Let ∆ = Conv { (2, 0), (−2, 0), (0, 1), (0,−1) } × [−2, 2]. Since
both polytopes ∆1 = Conv { (±2, 0), (0,±1) } and ∆2 = [−2, 2] are asymptoti-
cally Chow polystable, ∆ is asymptotically Chow polystable.
For the polytope ∆1, we use the triangulation in Example 6.4 to induce a

type F triangulation of ∆.
More precisely, we consider the cone C(0, 1,−2), and consider a neighborhood

of (0, 1,−2) given by

Q(0, 1,−2) := Conv { (2, 0,−2), (0, 1,−2), (−2, 0,−2), (0, 0, 0)} .

Figure 3. A product polytope

We consider the same triangulation of rQ for some sufficiently large r, and
we subdivide each simplex as in Figure 3. When r goes to ∞, this defines a
type F triangulation of C(0, k,−2k).
Similarly, we can find a type F triangulation of the cone C(2k, 0,−2k). Up

to isomorphism, we only need to consider these two cones by symmetry of ∆.
However, at the points (0, k, l) with −2k < l < −k, we encounter the problem
∆ to be small. In fact, we find that

nk(0, k, l) = 4 · 4 = 16,

and
1 + 1

4

2
−

16

24
=

15

24
−

16

24
< 0,

so it doesn’t satisfy the conditions in Theorem 4.6 if we use this triangulation.

Example 6.6. We now consider the octahedron

∆ = Conv {±(0, 1, 0),±(2, 0, 0),±(0, 0, 1)} .

Up to isomorphism, it suffices to consider two cones C(0, 0, 1) and C(2, 0, 0)
by symmetry. Following algorithm given in Appendix B, we can construct
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the convex hull R(0, 0, 1) (resp. R(2, 0, 0)) with the simplex triangulation for
C(0, 0, 1) (resp. for C(2, 0, 0)).

Figure 4. R(0, 0, 1)

Figure 5. R(2, 0, 0) consisting of four simplices S1, . . . , S4 with
(2, 0, 0) ∈ Si for i = 1, . . . , 4.

We subdivide the enlarged simplices of kR(0, 0, 1) and kR(2, 0, 0) to obtain
the type F triangulations of the cones C(0, 0, 1) and C(2, 0, 0). Then we see that
C(2, 0, 0) is a (4, 4)-weighted small cone, and C(0, 0, 1) is a (4, 8)-weighted small
cone. Therefore, ∆ is a (4, 8)-weighted small polytope. Also, the octahedron
∆ can be expressed as an intersection of eight hyperplanes: ∆ =

⋂8
i=1Hi with

H1 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | x+ 2y + 2z ≤ 2 } , H2 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | x+ 2y − 2z ≤ 2 } ,

H3 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | x− 2y + 2z ≤ 2 } , H4 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | x− 2y − 2z ≤ 2 } ,

H5 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | −x+ 2y + 2z ≤ 2 } , H6 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | −x+ 2y − 2z ≤ 2 } ,

H7 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | −x− 2y + 2z ≤ 2 } , H8 = { (x, y, z) ∈ R3 | −x− 2y − 2z ≤ 2 } .

Thus, ∆ is a symmetric weakly reflexive polytope. Since

3 · 4 + 2 · 8 = 28 < 2 · 4!,

we conclude that the associated polarized toric variety (X∆, L∆) is asymptoti-
cally Chow polystable by Corollary 5.2.

6.2. Discussion: computation of (α, β). In general, (α, β) depends on the
triangulation. However, there is a nice triangulation such that we can compute
the values of (αi, βi) explicitly. Let { vi,r }

Mi

r=1 be the primitive generators of each
ray (i.e., 1-dimensional cone) in C(pi). Also, we let qi,r be the first integral point
in the line tvi,r + pi for t > 0.
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We define

Ri := Conv { 0, qi,r | r = 1, . . . ,Mi } .

Then we let Qi,1, · · · , Qi,Ci
⊂ ∂Ri be the faces of Ri not containing pi, and

(6.1) Qi := ∪Ci

j=1Qi,j.

The following lemma gives a precise description of the values of αi and βi.

Lemma 6.7. There exists a simplex triangulation T (Qi) of Qi such that

βi = # { S ∈ T (Qi) | S is a simplex in Qi } , and

αi = # { S ′ ∈ T (∂Qi) | S
′ is a simplex in ∂Qi } .

(6.2)

Moreover, in general, for any simplex triangulation, we have

βi ≥ # { S ∈ T (Qi) | S is a simplex in Qi } , and

αi ≥ # { S ′ ∈ T (∂Qi) | S
′ is a simplex in ∂Qi } .

Proof. To prove the first part of the statement, we construct a triangulation
T of C(pi) near the vertex pi such that T is bijectively corresponding to the
simplex triangulation of Qi in (6.2).
Note that for eachQi,s, there is a hyperplaneHs = { a1x1 + · · ·+ anxn − pi = c }

such that Qi,s ⊂ Hs, where (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Zn and a1, . . . , an are coprime. Now,
without loss of generality, we may assume that pi = (0, . . . , 0). By taking an
appropriate SL(n,Z)-action, we can also assume thatHs = { xn = c } for c > 0.
After taking this transformation, let S1, . . . , SR be simplex triangulation of Qi,s,
and let qα = (q1α, . . . , q

n
α) ∈ Rn with qnα = c be the set of vertices of each Sj .

Then, we define the another set of vertices q̃α by

(6.3) q̃α := (q1α, · · · , q
n−1
α , cα) for some constant cα

such that (q1α, · · · , q
n−1
α , cα − 1) /∈ C(0, . . . , 0). We denote the right hand side

of (6.3) by (q̃1α, . . . , q̃
n
α). For Sj = Conv

{

q
1
j , . . . , q

n
j

}

in Rn, let us define

S ′
j := Conv

{

(0, . . . , 0), q̃
1
j , . . . , q̃

n
j

}

in Rn+1. Then, S ′
1, . . . , S

′
R give a simplex triangulation of C(pi) near pi =

(0, . . . , 0). Therefore, under this triangulation, we see that

βi = # { S ∈ T (Qi) | S is a simplex in Qi } .

Applying the same argument on each face of C(pi), we have

αi = # { S ′ ∈ T (∂Qi) | S
′ is a simplex in ∂Qi } .

For the second part, let S1, . . . , SR be the simplices containing the vertex
pi. Then we can project S1, . . . , SR onto Qi. After the projection, some differ-
ent Sj may project to the same simplex, but each projection gives a simplex
triangulation of Qi. Therefore, we have

βi ≥ # { S ∈ T (Qi) | S is a simplex in Qi } .
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Similarly, we can prove

αi ≥ # { S ′ ∈ T (∂Qi) | S
′ is a simplex in ∂Qi }

by applying the same argument on each face of the cone. �

Example 6.8. Fixing p = (0, 0), we let v1 = (5, 2) and v2 = (5,−2) be the
generators of the cone. Then we have a triangulation near (0, 0) given by the
following:

(1, 0)

(3, 1)

(3,−1)

(5, 2)

(5,−2)

We can see that there are four simplices attached to the vertex p. On the
other hand, there is also another triangulation as follows:

(0, 0) (1, 0)

(4, 1)

(3,−1)

(5, 2)

(5,−2)

we set Q := Conv { (5, 2), (5,−2) }, D1 := Conv { (3, 1), (4, 1), (0, 0) } and
D2 := Conv { (0, 0), (1, 0), (4, 1) } respectively. Considering the projection π :
C(p; v1, v2) → Q which projects the simplices of C(p; v1, v2) to Q, we find that
both D1 and D2 give the same simplex; π(D1) = π(D2) = Conv { (5, 0), (5, 1)}.

Summing up these argument, we have the following.

Proposition 6.9. Let ∆ be an n-dimensional integral Delzant polytope with
n ≥ 2. Then for any vertex cone C(pi), we have

αi = vol(∂Qi)(n− 2)! and βi = vol(Qi)(n− 1)!,

where Qi is the (n− 1)-dimensional polytope described in (6.1).
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Proof. By Lemma 6.7, we see that

βi = # { S ∈ T (Qi) | S is a simplex in Qi } , and

αi = # { S ′ ∈ T (∂Qi) | S
′ is a simplex in ∂Qi } .

Thus, straightforward computations show that

βi = vol(Qi)(n− 1)! and αi = vol(∂Qi)(n− 2)!

respectively. �

Suppose all the triangulations in Lemma 6.7 are type F triangulations. Plug-
ging the values of αi = vol(∂Qi)(n− 2)! and βi = vol(Qi)(n− 1)! into (4.5), we
have the following.

Corollary 6.10. Let (X,L) be a polarized toric manifold with the integral poly-
tope ∆. Suppose it is λ-stable and the Futaki-Ono invariant vanishes. We fur-
ther assume that ∆ is (α, β, γ)-medium under the type F triangulation described
in Lemma 6.7. If the following two conditions

1 + λ

2
−

γ

(n + 1)!
≥ 0

and

(6.4) 2(n− 1)vol(Qi) + (1− λ)(n+ 1)vol(∂Qi) < 2(n− 1)n(n+ 1)

hold for all i = 1, . . . , R, then (X,L) is asymptotically Chow polystable.

Proof. Putting αi = vol(∂Qi)(n−2)! and βi = vol(Qi)(n−1)! into the inequality

1−
αi(1− λ)

2 · n!
−

βi

(n+ 1)!
> 0,

we have

1−
vol(∂Qi)(1− λ)

2n(n− 1)
−

vol(Qi)

(n + 1)n
> 0.

Consequently, we find that

2(n− 1)vol(Qi) + (1− λ)(n + 1)vol(∂Qi) < 2(n− 1)n(n+ 1).

�

We suppose that X is a λ-stable toric surface, the Futaki-Ono invariant of
X vanishes and the corresponding polytope ∆ is (α, β, γ)-medium. Then ∂Qi

defined in (6.1) consists of two points, so vol(∂Qi) = 2. Hence, (6.4) can be
written as

2vol(Qi) + 6(1− λ) < 12,

or equivalently,

vol(Qi) < 6− 3(1− λ).
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Appendix A. Triangulation of enlarged simplex

We give a proof of Lemma 6.1 concerning the triangulation of a simplex.

Lemma A.1. For any p ∈ Zn, there exists a simplex triangulation T of Rn

such that n(p) = (n + 1)!. Moreover, this triangulation T can triangulate the
simplex

k∆n = Conv { (0, . . . , 0), (k, 0, . . . , 0), · · · , (0, . . . , 0, k) }

so that

n(p) =
(n+ 1)!

(k + 1)!

for all p ∈ ((n− k)-faces of k∆n)
o ∩ Zn.

Proof. We modify an idea from [Hat02, p. 112] for the construction. Let
I = [0, 1] be the unit interval in R. After taking an appropriate parallel trans-
formation, we pick up one vertex p from V(In).

Firstly, we triangulate the n-dimensional cube In into exactly n! copies of
an n-simplex ∆n. For the vertex p ∈ V(In), we construct such a triangulation
by the induction on n. Since the vertex p has n hyper-faces F1, . . . , Fn � ∆n

opposite to it, we regard each Fi as an (n − 1)-cube. By the assumption of
inductive argument on n, each Fi can be triangulated into (n− 1)! copies of an
(n− 1)-simplex such as

Fi =
(n−1)!
⋃

j=1

∆
(j)
n−1.

Let V(∆
(j)
n−1) =

{

q
(j)
1 , . . . , q

(j)
n

}

. Then, Conv { p, q
(j)
1 , . . . , q

(j)
n } gives an n-

simplex for each j, and hence we have n× (n− 1)! = n! copies of an n-simplex
by considering all n hyper-faces F1, . . . , Fn.

Secondary, we denote by T (In) this triangulation of In into exactly n! sim-
plices. Then we use parallel transformations of T (In) for obtaining a triangu-
lation of Rn such that n(p) = (n+ 1)!.

For n = 1, this is obvious. For n = 2, T (I2) consists of two triangles. Keeping
this and taking parallel transformations of T (I2) around the vertex p, we obtain
the triangulation of R2 with n(p) = 3!.

Figure 6. Triangulation of I2

For arbitrary n ∈ N, let us denote the set of 2n vertices of the n-cube by

V(In) = { p1, p2, . . . , p2n } .
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Figure 7. Triangulation of R2 induced from I2.

Then we see that n(p) is given by the number of all simplices in T (In) whose
vertices lie in V(In). If we denote by T (Rn) the triangulation of Rn induced by
T (In), we see that n(p) coincides with the value of the characteristic function
ϕT (In) : Z

n → R defined by

ϕT (In)(p) =
∑

S:p∈V(S)

n!vol(S),

where the summation is over all n-simplices of T (Rn) for which p is a vertex
(see, [GKZ94, p. 220]). Consequently, we have n(p) = (n + 1)! which proves
the first part.
For the second part, by taking a suitable k∆n ⊂ Rn, the triangulation of Rn

induced a triangulation of k∆n (see the red triangle in Figure 7). Moreover,
an action of the permutation group Sn+1 on k∆n (which permute the vertices)
induces the action on the triangulation T in k∆n. Consequently, the stabilizer
group of p in Sn+1 is Sk+1 which implies that

n(p) =
(n + 1)!

(k + 1)!

for p ∈ ((n− k)-faces of k∆n)
o ∩ Zn. �

We call this triangulation the standard triangulation. The standard triangu-
lations are type F triangulations by definition.

Appendix B. type F triangulations

In this section, we systematically construct a type F triangulation of a given
vertex cone. Let C = C(0; v1, . . . , vr) ⊂ Rn be a cone with the vertex 0 and
generators v1, . . . , vr.

Step 1 Defining Q = Conv { 0, v1, . . . , vr }, we triangulate Q so that each sim-
plex S of this triangulation T (Q) has vol(S) = 1/n!. Let us denote

T (Q) =

{

Sj

∣

∣

∣

∣

j = 1, . . . , α, vol(Sj) =
1

n!

}

.

Taking all the simplex Sj ∈ T (Q) with 0 ∈ V(Sj), we define R as the
union of such simplices:

R =
⋃

1≤j≤α

{Sj | 0 ∈ V(Sj) } .
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Step 2 Let kR denote the k-th dilation of R. Then, kR inherits a partition
of R with enlarged simplices (see, Figures 10–11). For each enlarged
simplex kSα, we apply the standard triangulation in Lemma A.1.

Step 3 For any positive integers l and m with l ≥ m, one can show that the
standard triangulation of lR restricted to mR coincides with the stan-
dard triangulation of mR. Moreover, we observe that

R ⊂ 2R ⊂ 3R ⊂ · · · ⊂ kR ⊂ · · · and C =
∞
⋃

k=1

kR.

Consequently, we obtain a type F triangulation of C.

Example B.1. Let us consider the cone C((0, 0); (2, 1), (2,−1)). Then Q is
the triangle Conv { (0, 0), (2, 1), (2,−1)} (the green line in Figure 8).

Figure 8. Q with the simplex triangulation

As in Figure 9, the union of simplices R in Step 1 consists of two triangles
S1 = Conv { (0, 0), (1, 0), (2, 1)} and S2 = Conv { (0, 0), (1, 0), (2,−1)}.

Figure 9. R with the simplex triangulation

Choosing k = 3 for kR in step 2, we can see that the triangulation of 3R
restricted to 2R coincides with the triangulation of 2R by comparing Figures
10 and 11.

Appendix C. Uniformly K-stablity and Chow stability for

singular toric varieties

Let f be a rational piecewise linear convex function on ∆. We define the
norm ‖ · ‖∆ by

‖f‖∆ := inf
ℓ

(
∫

∆

(f − ℓ)dV −min
x∈∆

(f(x)− ℓ(x))

)

,

where ℓ runs through all the affine functions on ∆. Following the definition
given in [His16], we call an integral polytope ∆ is uniformly K-stable in the
toric sense if there exists a constant δ > 0, such that for any rational piecewise
linear convex function f(x), we have

∫

∂∆

f(x) dσ −
vol(∂∆, σ)

vol(∆)

∫

∆

f(x)dV ≥ δ‖f(x)‖∆.
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Figure 10. 3R with a simplex triangulation

Figure 11. 2R with a simplex triangulation

We readily see that for any constant c1 and d1, the norm ‖ · ‖∆ satisfies

(C.1) ‖c1f + d1‖∆ = |c1| · ‖f‖∆.

Thus, we can assume that f ≥ 0 and maxx∈∆ f(x) = 1. In the case where ∆ is
reflexive, we may further assume that

f(0) = 0 = min
x∈∆

f(x).

Lemma C.1. Let ∆ be a symmetric polytope. Then, we have

‖f‖∆ =

∫

∆

f(x) dV.

Proof. By the above equation (C.1), it suffices to consider the case where the
affine functions are given in the form of ℓ(x) = a1x1 + · · ·+ anxn. Since ∆ is
symmetric, this implies that

∫

∆

ℓ(x)dV = 0.

Moreover, if we run over the linear function ℓ(x) with ℓ(0) = 0, this yields that

min
x∈∆

(f(x)− ℓ(x)) ≤ 0,

so the result follows. �

Proposition C.2. Let ∆ be an n-dimensional reflexive and symmetric poly-
tope. Let (X∆, L∆) be its associated (not necessarily smooth) polarized toric
variety. Then (X∆, L∆) is uniformly K-stable in the toric sense.
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Proof. Since ∆ is reflexive, ∆ is a weakly reflexive polytope with c = 1 as we

saw in Section 5. In particular, we have vol(∂∆,σ)
vol(∆)

= n. By (5.1), we see that
∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ − n

∫

∆

f(x)dV ≥
1

n + 1

∫

∂∆

f(x)dV

⇔
1

n + 1

∫

∂∆

f(x)dV ≥

∫

∆

f(x)dV.

As a consequence, we obtain
∫

∂∆

f(x)dσ −
vol(∂∆, σ)

vol(∆)

∫

∆

f(x)dV ≥
1

n + 1

∫

∂∆

f(x)dV

≥

∫

∆

f(x)dV = ‖f‖∆.

Note that we used the symmetric assumption in the last equality with the aid
of Lemma C.1. �

Corollary C.3. There exists an example of uniformly K-stable singular toric
variety with the vanishing Futaki-Ono invariant, but it is asymptotically Chow
unstable.

Proof. This is the direct consequence of Example 3.9 in [Lee22], that is,

∆ = Conv
{

(0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,±1), [−1, 1]6 × { (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) }
}

.

We use the largest piecewise linear function f which takes the value f(x) = 1
if x = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,±k) and f(x) = 0 for other integral points in k∆. �
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